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2) The combined provisions of Articles 1 and 2 of Directive
2000/78 preclude legislation such as that at issue in the main
proceedings under which, after the death of his life partner, the
surviving partner does not receive a survivor's benefit equivalent to
that granted to a surviving spouse, even though, under national
law, life partnership places persons of the same sex in a situation
comparable to that of spouses so far as concerns that survivor's
benefit. It is for the referring court to determine whether a surviving
life partner is in a situation comparable to that of a spouse who is
entitled to the survivor's benefit provided for under the occupational
pension scheme managed by the Versorgungsanstalt der deutschen
Bühnen.
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Operative part of the judgment
Article 3(1)(c)(ii) of Directive 2000/35/EC of the European
Parliament and of the Council of 29 June 2000 on combating late
payment in commercial transactions is to be interpreted as meaning
that it requires, in order that a payment by bank transfer may avoid or
put an end to the application of interest for late payment, that the sum
due be credited to the account of the creditor within the period for
payment.
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