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Latvijas viedoklis par Zalaja gramata par uznéméjdarbibas registru sadarbibu
identificétajiem jautijumiem un risindjumiem.
{SEC(2009) 1492}

1. Sniedzot viedokli par FEiropas Komisijas izstradataja Zalaja gramata par
uznéméjdarbibas registru sadarbibu ieklauto turpmakas darbibas risindjumu jautdjuma
,Informacijas pieejamiba — uznemgjdarbibas registru tikls” un atbildot uz pievienotajiem
jautajumiem, Latvija norada uz $adiem apsverumiem un vert€jumu.

1.1. Vai ir vajadzigs uzlabots dalibvalstu uznéméejdarbibas registru tikls?

Eiropa centralajos registros, komercregistros un uzpémumu registros (turpmak —
uzneéméejdarbibas registri) uzglaba informaciju tikai par uzp®mumiem, kuri registréti attieciga
registra kompetencé esodas valsts vai regiona teritorija, tadgjadi katrs Eiropas uzp&mégjdarbibas
registrs darbojas attiecigas valsts vai regiona méroga. Uzpeémgjdarbibas registros tiek apstradata
informacija par uzpémumiem, taja skaitd par uzpémumu juridisko formu, juridisko adresi,
kapitalu un likumigajiem parstavjiem, ka ar §1 informacija tiek darfta zinama sabiedribai.

Vienlaikus, izmantojot vienotd tirgus sniegtds iespgjas, uzp€mumi aizvien vairak
paplagina savu darbibu pari valstu robezam, notiek uzpémumu parrobezu apvienoSanas un
parstrukturgSanas, ka ari véra ir nemams apstaklis, ka uzp€mumiem, kuru juridiskais statuss ir
noforméts viena dalibvalsti, ir tiesibas uznémejdarbibu dalgji vai pilniba veikt cita dalibvalsti.
Tadgjadi aizvien aktualaks klist jautdjums par piekluvi informacijai par uzp€mumiem citas
valstis.

Nemot vera mingto, Latvija konceptu@li atbalsta iniciativu veidot visu dalibvalstu
uzpémejdarbibas registru tiklu, kas nodro§inatu piekluvi patiesai informacijai par uzp€mumiem
citds valstis. Tas biitu risinajums, lai nodro$inatu kreditoriem, uzpemejdarbibas partneriem un
patérétajiem iespgju piekliit oficialai un uzticamai uzpémumu informacijai citas valstis, tadgjadi
nodrodinot piendcigu informacijas pieejamibu un parskatamibu visad Eiropas Savieniba.
Apvienojot visus Eiropas Savienibas uzpeémgjdarbibas registrus, varétu rast iespéju paatrinat
parrobezu procediiru izpildi un palielinat tiesisko noteiktibu. Vienlaikus var€tu rast iespgju
samazinat izmaksas uzpémumiem, kuri veic parrobeZu darbibu, ka arl samazinat izmaksas, kas
rodas no pienakuma sniegt noteiktu informaciju.

Sobrid sadarbiba starp uzpémgjdarbibas registriem notiek brivpratigi, vajadziga
komerciala informacija tiek apstradata vismaz 27 daZados uzpémejdarbibas registros, nav
noteiktu vienotu meklé$anas nosacijumu un struktiras. Lai gan liela dala uzpemé&jdarbibas
registru piedava informaciju vairak ka viena valoda, tom&r pastav valodas barjera. PieSkirot
prasibai apvienot visus Eiropas Savienibas uzpémeéjdarbibas registrus obligatu raksturu un
vienlaikus nodro$inot ta finansg€$anu no Eiropas Savienibas lidzekliem, tiktu nodroSinata plasa
iesaistiSanas uznémgjdarbibas registru tikla, tad&jadi nodroSinot visu Eiropas Savienibas
dalibvalstu uzpemégjdarbibas registru apvieno$anos un sadarbibas tikla izveides mérka
sasniegSanu. Tikla iesaistitajiem uzpémejdarbibas registriem janodroSina tiesibu aktos noteiktas
dro§ibas un datu aizsardzibas prasibas. Vienlaikus nepiecie$ams risinat jautajumu saistiba ar
valodu barjeru, lai nodroginatu informacijas pieejamibu.

Latvija vélas vérst uzmanibu, ka Latvija uzpeémg&jdarbibas registraciju veic tieSas
parvaldes iestade — Latvijas Republikas Uzpémumu registrs (turpmak — Uzp@mumu registrs), kas
darbojas tieslietu ministra parraudziba un kuras darbibas nodro$inasanai saskapa ar ligumu, kas
2001. gada 7. augustd noslégts starp Tieslietu ministriju un sabiedribu ar ierobeZotu atbildibu
,Lursoft” (turpmak — SIA ,,Lursoft”), tiek izmantota privatai kapitalsabiedribai SIA ,,Lursoft”
piedero$a automatizéta informacijas sistéma, kas Uzpémumu registram uz desmit gadiem ir
nodota lieto§ana bez maksas. Tadgjadi informacijas sistému, kas nodroSina uzpemegjdarbibas
registracijas, informacijas snieg§anas un citas darbibas, ka arl visu normativajos aktos noteikto
dokumentu un zipu apstradi elektroniskd forma, visu tehnisko resursu ipaSnieks ir privata
kapitalsabiedriba. Minéta liguma darbibas termips$ ir desmit gadi, un jautajums par Uzp€mumu






registra darbibas nodro§ina$anas formu péc minétaja liguma noteikta termina izbeigSanas vél ir
izskatams Latvijas valdiba.

SIA ,,Lursoft” ari ir Eiropas Biznesa registra (turpmak — EBR) partneris.

1.2. Vai $adas sadarbibas elementus var reglamentét “parvaldibas noliguma” starp
dalibvalstu un uznéméjdarbibas registru parstavjiem?

Latvija uzskata, ka, veidojot visu Eiropas Savienibas uznémgjdarbibas registru tiklu un
vienlaikus nodroginot ta finansé$anu no Eiropas Savienibas lidzekliem, biitu lietderigi noslégt
dalibvalstu sadarbibas noligumu, kura meérkis biitu nodroS§inat sadarbibas elastigumu un kura
dalibvalstis citastarp varétu vienoties par to, vai visu Eiropas Savienibas uzpémgjdarbibas
registru tiklu veidot, balstoties uz jau eso$ajiem uzpeémejdarbibas registru sadarbibas rezultatiem,
pieméram, Eiropas Biznesa registru, vai izveleties citu risinajumu. Latvijas vertg§juma mingtaja
noliguma biitu lietderigi noteikt stabilas prasibas attieciba uz noteiktiem tikla raditajiem, bet, lai
veicinatu sadarbibas elastigumu, tehniskas istenoSanas pasakumi un sadarbibas elementi varétu
tikt reglamentéti ar vienoSanos starp dalibvalstu un uzpémejdarbibas registru parstavjiem.

Gadijuma, ja visu dalibvalstu uzp€mgjdarbibas registru tikla finanséSana no Eiropas
Savienibas lidzekliem netiktu nodro§inata, nepietickama finansgjuma del ta veidoSana var€tu biit
biitiski apgritinata.

1.3. Vai sadarbibai starp uznéméjdarbibas registru tiklu un elektronisko tiklu, kas
izveidots saskani ar Direktivu par atklatibas prasibam un kura tiek glabata reguléta
informicija par birZu sarakstos ieklautiem uznémumiem, ilgtermina biitu jebkada
pievienoti vértiba?

Latvija uzskata, ka uzpémeéjdarbibas registru tikls, kurad biitu pieejama oficiala un
uzticama informacija par dalibvalstu uzp€mumiem, varétu biit svarigs komercialas informacijas
avots citiem elektroniskajiem tikliem un sisttemam. Tadgjadi, planojot tikla attistibu ilgtermina,
uznémeéjdarbibas registru tikla un elektroniska tikla, kura tiek glabata informacija par birzu
sarakstos ieklautajiem uzpEmumiem, sadarbibas attistiba, ja ta rezultata tiek uzlabota
informacijas apmaipa un nodro§inata labaka informacijas pieejamiba, veicinatu administrativa
sloga mazina$anu un ir atbalstama ka attistibas ilgtermipa iniciativa.

2. Sniedzot viedokli par visvairak atbalstamo Eiropas komisijas izstradataja Zalaja
gramata par uznémeéjdarbibas registru sadarbibu piedavato risinajuma variantu uzneémsgjdarbibas
registru sadarbibas parrobeZu uzn@mumu apvienoSanas un juridiskas adreses mainas gadijumos,
ka ari ierosinato risindjumu par filidlu informacijas atklaSanu, Latvija sniedz $adu viedokli.

2.1. Kadam risindjumam vai risindjumu kombinacijai Latvija dod prieksroku, lai
atvieglotu sazinu starp uznéméjdarbibas registriem uznémumu parrobezu apvienoSanis un
juridiskis adreses mainas gadijumos?

Projekts Uznémgjdarbibas registru sadarbsp&ja visa Eiropa (turpmak — BRITE) ir
pétniecibas projekts un tas tika uzsakts ar mérki veicinat sadarbibu starp uznemgjdarbibas
registriem, izstradajot un piemérojot progresivu sadarbsp&jas modeli, informacijas komunikaciju
tehnologiju pakalpojumu platformu un parvaldibas instrumentu. Projekta BRITE ietvaros
izstradatie tehnologiskie risindjumi ir balstiti uz uzpémeéjdarbibas registru sadarbibu un
nodroina augsta limepa sadarbspgju. Projekta ietvaros raditais tehnologiskais risinajums
citastarp tika ipa8i orient&ts uz parrobezu juridiskas adreses mainas un apvienoSanas gadijumiem
un labaku kontroli par cita dalibvalsti registrétam uzpémumu filialem.

Latvija uzskata, ka vienlaikus nepiecieSams nemt véra, ka projekta BRITE rezultati tika
izmantoti $aurd valstu loka — tehnologiska risindjuma funkcionalitate tika testeta piecas projekta
valstis (Irija, Norvegija, Zviedrija, Vacija un Lielbritanijas un Ziemelirijas Apvienotaja
Karalist€). Lai gan tehnologiskais risindjums ir gatavs ievieSanai, tomer nav rasts risinajums, lai
nodro$inatu ta uzturé$anu un regulétu atbildibu par nepartrauktu apkalpoSanu.

Tapat viens no apstakliem, ko nepiecieSams pemt vera, vertgjot projekta BRITE rezultatu
izmantoanas iesp€jas uzpémejdarbibas registru sadarbibai uzp€mumu parrobeZu apvienoSanas
un juridisk@s adreses maipas gadijumos, ir projekta BRITE tehnologisko risingjumu autortiesibu






piederiba projekta BRITE konsorcija dalibniekiem, tadgjadi izmantot §is tehnologijas iesp&jams
uz liguma pamata. BRITE konsorcijs sastav no 9 uzpémejdarbibas registriem, kurus koording
EBR; uznémgjdarbibas registru tehniskajiem partneriem; partneriem pétniecibas un tehnologiju
joma un diviem starptautisko p&tifjumu institiitiem finansu regulgjuma, uznémsgjdarbibas tiesibu
un korporativas vadiSanas joma.

Viens no konsorcija tehniskajiem partneriem ir SIA , Lursoft”.

Nav aprékinu par to, kiads varétu biit nepiecieSamais dalibvalstu ieguldijums, tomér
Latvija uzskata, ka ierobeZota pieejama finans€juma dé| ta ievieSana varétu biit apgriitinata.
iespgju to izmantot 27 dalibvalstis, piedavajot vienkarSu instrumentu, lai nodroSinatu
elektronisko kontaktu un meklé¥anas iesp€jas visa Firopas Savieniba, izmantojot internetu.
Informacijas pieprasijumi IMJ sistéma tiek apstradati, izmantojot strukturtu jautdjumu un
atbilzu kopu. IMI ietvaros ir risinats jautdjums, lai nodroSinatu daudzvalodu izmantoSanas
iespéjas. Vienlaikus IMI nodro$ina iesp&u pievienot un elektroniski nosiifit zZim&umus un
dokumentus, tadgjadi dodot iesp&ju apmainities ar elektroniskiem dokumentiem un sertifikatiem.
IMI merkis ir mazinat administrativo slogu un palielinat ikdienas sadarbibas efektivitati un
produktivitati starp dalibvalstim. IMT sistéma tiek praktiski ieviesta visas Eiropas Savienibas
dalibvalstis.

IMI ir izstradata, lai vairakas jomas Tstenotu ieksgja tirgus tiesibu aktus, un to paredzets
izmantot par galveno sistému. Turklat IMI izmantoSanas iespgjas paredz&ts paplaSinat, lai
nakotné papladinatu likumdoSanas jomas, kuras /M7 biitu izmantojama. Lidz Sim IMI ietvaros
izstradatas procediiras un Tistenotas darbplismas biitu iespgjams izmantot informacijas
pazino$anas procediiras, kas tiek veiktas atbilsto$i uzp8mgjdarbibas tiesibu direktivam.
Vienlaikus iesp&jams paplasinat Sobrid izmantoto IMT procediiru klastu.

IMI parvalditajs ir Eiropas Komisija. IMI finans€ no programmas Viseiropas
elektroniskas parvaldibas pakalpojumu savietojamibas nodro§inaSanai valsts parvaldes iestadem,
uzpémumiem un pilsopiem. Latvijas vert€&juma nepiecieSamais dalibvalstu ieguldijums, lai
nodro§inatu IMI izmanto§anu uzpéméjdarbibas registru sadarbibai, vargtu nebiit biitisks.

Vienlaikus Latvija vélas vérst uzmanibu, ka Sobrid IMI mérkis ir nodroSinat Profesionalo
kvalifikaciju direktivas (2005/36/EK) noteikumus par savstarp&ju palidzibu, ka ari istenot
Pakalpojumu direktivas (2006/123/EK) administrativas sadarbibas noteikumus, un pemt véra, ka
IMT netika izstradata ar mérki nodroginat sazigu starp uzpémgjdarbibas registriem. Informacija
IMI ietvaros tiek sniegta, atbildot uz informacijas pieprasijumiem, bet netiek nodroSinata
automatiska informacijas pazino$ana, tapéc IMI nav izmantojama, lai nodroSinatu automatiz&tu
uzpémuma un ta filidles statusa parbaudi, kam nepiecieSamas regularas liela datu apjoma
parbaudes.

Nemot verd minéto izvert€jumu par Zalaja gramata par uzpéméjdarbibas registru
sadarbibu piedavatajiem risindgjumiem atvieglotas sazipas starp uzpémgjdarbibas registriem
parrobeZzu apvieno$anas un juridiskds adreses mainas gadijumos, Latvija uzskata, ka lielakais
atbalsts ir izsakams projekta BRITE rezultatu un IMI kombingtai izmantoSanai. Minétais
pamatots ar viedokli, ka paplainot uzp&mejdarbibas registru tikla izveide jau istenota projekia
BRITE rezultatu (tehnologisko risindjumu) izmantoSanu un sasaistot tos ar IMI rezultatiem
(lietojumprogrmma, informacijas pazipo$anas procediiras un darbpliismas) un iespgjam tos
paplaSinat, tikla izveide biitu iesp&ama ievérojami isaka laika perioda. Vienlaikus BRITE
rezultatu un JMJ kombinéta izmantoSana lautu ietaupit finanSu lidzeklus, nemot véra, ka BRITE
tehnologijas ir paredzétas uzpémgjdarbibas registru sadarbibai parrobezu uzpemumu
apvienoSanas un juridiskas adreses maipas gadijumos, savukart JMI tiek plaSi izmantota 27

2.2. Vai Latvija atbalsta ierosinato risinajumu par filialu informacijas atklaSanu?

Padomes 1989. gada 21.decembra Vienpadsmitaja direktiva par informacijas sniegSanas
prasibam attieciba uz filialém, ko kada dalibvalsti atvéruSas noteiktu veidu sabiedribas, uz kuram
attiecas citas valsts tiesibu akti, (89/666/EEK) nav noteikta prasiba par attiecigo registru







parrobezu sadarbibu informacijas atklasana, tapeéc Latvija konceptuali atbalsta priekslikumu
izveidot $adas sadarbibas juridisko pamatu. Vienlaikus, lai nodroSinatu $ada reguljuma
ievieSanu, biis nepiecieSams rast attiecigu tehnologisko risindjumu. Nemot véra, ka ar
tehnologiskajiem risindjumiem, kas Sobrid nodro$ina strukturgtas informacijas apmaigu starp
visam Eiropas Savienibas dalibvalstim, nebiis iespgjams nodro§inat nepiecieSama apjoma datu
automatizgtu parraidiSanu uznémuma un ta arvalstu filiales statusa parbaudei, Latvijas uzskata,
ka attieciga tehnologiska risindjuma nodrogina$ana varétu notikt, nodro$inot {2 finans€$anu no
Eiropas Savienibas lidzekliem. Tomér gadijuma, ja finanséSana no FEiropas Savienibas
lidzekliem netiktu nodroSinata, Latvijas vert€§juma nepietiekoSa finans€juma dél regul8juma
ievieSana varétu bt butiski apgriitinata.
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Courtesy translation

Latvia’s opinion on issues and solutions proposed in the Green Paper on the

interconnection of business registers
{SEC(2009) 1492}

1. Providing the opinion on solutions proposed within the issue ,,Access to information —
the network of business registers” of the Green Paper on the interconnection of business registers
and answering the questions stated, Latvia would like to emphasize the following considerations
and assessments:

1.1. Whether an improved network of the business registers of the Member States is
necessary?

In the central registers, commercial registers and enterprise registers (hereinafter —
business registers) of Europe there is stored only the information on entrepreneurships registered
in the territory of the state or region to which the register belongs. The business registers cover
information on entrepreneurships, including their legal form, legal address, capital and legal
representatives; as well, this information is made public for society.

At the same time, by using the possibilities offered by the Single Market, enterprises
expand beyond national borders - cross-border merging and restructurisation of enterprises take
place. One more thing that has to be considered is the fact that enterprises whose legal status is
formed in one country now has right to conduct business partly or entirely in another country.
Therefore, the demand for access to information on enterprises in a cross-border context
increases.

Considering the aforementioned, Latvia conceptually supports the initiative to develop
the whole European business register that would ensure access to veritable information on
enterprises in other countries. This would facilitate cross-border access to official and reliable
enterprise information for creditors, business partners and consumers thus ensuring appropriate
degree of transparency and legal clearness all over the European Union. By merging all
European Union business registers the cross-border proceeding would become faster and the
legal certainty would increase. At the same time, it may help to reduce costs for enterprises
performing abroad as well as the costs that arise from the duty to ensure definite information.

Currently the cooperation among business registers is voluntary, the required commercial
information is processed at least in 27 different business registers; there is no unified regulations
and structuré for searches. Furthermore, the language barrier exists, although the bulk of
business registers provides the information in more than one language. By making the merging
of all European Union business registers mandatory and at the same time ensuring the financial
support from the European Union sources the engagement in the business register network would
increase; thus ensuring the unification of all European Union registers and reaching the goal of
developing the single cooperation network. The business registers involved in the single network
have to comply with data security and protection requirements stated in the legal acts. Moreover,
the issue related to the language barrier has to be solved in order to ensure the accessibility of
information.

Latvia would like to point out that the registration of enterprises in Latvia is done by the
direct administrative institution — the Register of Enterprises of the Republic of Latvia
(hereinafter — the Register of Enterprises) that acts under the supervision of the minister of
justice. The Ministry of Justice and the limited liability company ,,Lursoft” (hereinafter — Litd.
,»Lursoft”) has signed a contract on August 7, 2001 to ensure the performance of the Register of
Enterprises as according to the contract it is allowed to use the automatized information system
of the Ltd. ,,Lursoft” for a period of ten years without a charge. Thus the owner of information
system which is used to register enterprises, provide information and ensure other activities and
as well, processes all documents and data in electronic form as provided in the legislation is a







private company. The issue on performance of the Register of Enterprises after the term set in
the contract is still to be considered by the Government of Latvia.

Ltd. ,,Lursoft” as well is a partner of European Business Register (hereinafter — EBR).

1.2. Whether the details of such cooperation could be determined by a ,,governance
agreement” between the representatives of the Member States and the business registries?

Latvia considers that it would be advisable to conclude the agreement on cooperation
among the Member States the aim of which would be to ensure the flexibility of cooperation and
in which the Member States could conclude whether to develop the whole European Union
business register on the basis of already existing results of cooperation, e.g., the European
Business Register, or to choose any other solution, when forming the whole European Union
business register network and financing it from the sources of the European Union. Latvia
considers that the above mentioned agreement has to involve solid requirements towards definite
network criteria, but in order to promote the flexibility of cooperation, the technical requirements
and details of cooperation could be defined by agreement between the representatives of Member
States and business registers.

If the business register network of all the Member States is not financed by the European
Union, then the development of it would be burdened due to insufficient funding.

1.3. Whether there exists any added value in connecting, in the long term, the
network of business registers to the electronic network set up under the Trasparency
Directive storing regulated information on listed companies?

Latvia considers that the business register network covering official and reliable
information on enterprises of Member States would be an important source of commercial
information for other electronic networks and systems. Therefore, when planning the
development of network in the long term, the development of cooperation between business
register network and electronic network, in which the information on enterprises included in the
lists of stock exchanges is stored, if in the result of the cooperation the information exchange is
improved and better accessibility to information is ensured, would promote the reduction of
administrative burden and can be supported as a long term initiative.

2. Providing the opinion on the most appropriate solution provided in the Green Paper on
the interconnection of business registers to ensure cooperation among business registers in cases
of cross-border merging and seat transfers and as well, on the proposed solution on disclosure of
branches, Latvia provides the following answers:

2.1. Which solution or a combination of solutions Latvia favours to facilitate
communication between business registers in case of cross-border mergers and seat
transfers?

The Business Register Interoperability Throughout Europe (hereinafter — BRITE) is the
research project and it has been initiated with an aim to promote cooperation among business
registers by developing and adopting progressive model of interoperability, ICT service platform
and management instrument. The technological solutions developed in the BRITE project are
based on cooperation of business registers and ensure a high level of interoperability. However,
the technological solution developed within the project has been specially targeted at cross-
border seat transfers and cases of merging and better monitoring of branches of enterprises
registered in another Member State.

In Latvia’s view it has to be considered that the results of BRITE project have not been
used widely — the functionality of the project has been tested only in five countries involved in
the project (Ireland, Norway, Sweden, Germany and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland). Although the technological solution is ready to be introduced, still the issue
related to preservation has to be solved and as well, the responsibility for continuous
maintenance is not regulated.

One more circumstance that has to be considered when evaluating the usage of the results
of BRITE project in cooperation of business registers in cases of cross-border merging and seat







transfers is the fact that technological solutions of BRITE project belong only to members of the

BRITE consortium and the use of them may only take place on contractual basis. The BRITE

consortium is made of 9 business registers that are coordinated by the EBR; technical partners of

business registers; partners in the field of research and Technologies and two international

research institutes in the field of financial regulation, entrepreneurship right and cooperative
management.

' ‘One of the technical partners of consortium is Ltd. ,,Lursoft”.

There do not exist calculations for the necessary financial contribution from each
Member State, however, Latvia considers that due to limited financial resources the introduction
would be burdened.

The Internal Market Information System (hereinafter — IMI) is an application software
ensuring the usage of it in 27 Member States by offering simple instrument to ensure electronic
communication and search possibilities in the whole European Union via the Internet. Requests
for information in the IMI system are processed by structural sets of questions and answers. The
IMI system provides possibility to use different languages. At the same time, the IMI is made to
attach and electronically send drawings and documents thus ensuring the possibility to exchange
electronically documents and certificates. The aim of IMT is to reduce the administrative burden
and to improve the daily cooperation and productivity among Member States. The IMT system is
practically introduced in all EU Member States.

IMI is developed to implement legislative acts concerning the internal market in different
fields and it is foreseen to be used as the main system. Furthermore, it is planned to widen the
application of IMI to enlarge the legal fields in which JMT could be used in the future. Currently,
the procedures and workflows developed in the IMI could be used in information announcement
procedures that are done in accordance to the directives of entrepreneurship rights. At the same
time, it is possible to enlarge the number of currently usable procedures.

The supervisor of IMI is the European Commission. IM] is financed from the program of
Interoperable Delivery of FEuropean eGovernment Services to Public Administrations,
Businesses and Citizens. According to the opinion of Latvia the required contribution from
Member States to ensure the usage of IMT in the business registers might not be considerable.

At the same time Latvia would like to point out that currently the aim of IMI is to support
the regulation on mutual cooperation of the Professional Qualifications Directive (2005/36/EC)
and as well to implement the regulation on administrative cooperation of the Service Directive
(2006/123/EC), and to consider that IJMT has not been developed for ensuring communication
among business registers. The information within the IMTI is provided on corresponding
information requests but the automatic announcement of information is not provided. Therefore,
IMI cannot be used to provide automatized verification of enterprise or its branch for what
regular bulky data verifications are required.

Considering the assessment given in the Green Paper on the interconnection of business
registers and solutions offered to ease the cross-border communication among business registers
in cases of cross-border merging and seat transfers, Latvia favours the combined usage of both
results of BRITE project and IMI. As by widening the usage of results of BRITE project
(technological solution) and by combining them with IMI results (application software,
information announcement procedures and workflows) and having possibility to develop them,
the business register network would be less time-consuming. Simultaneously, the combinated
usage of BRITE results and IJMT would save financial sources, considering that Technologies of
BRITE are foreseen to ensure cooperation of business registers in cases of cross-border merging
and seat transfers of enterprises, while IMI is widely used in 27 Member States and this system
could assist in implementation of legal acts of the internal market.

2.2. Whether Latvia supports the proposed solution on the disclosure of branches?

The Eleventh Council Directive 89/666/EEC of 21 December 1989 concerning disclosure
requirements in respect of branches opened in a Member State by certain types of company
governed by the law of another State does not state a requirement for cooperation of






corresponding registers in cross-border cases, therefore, Latvia supports the proposal to establish
a legal basis for such cooperation. However, in order to ensure the implementation of such
regulation, it is necessary to find appropriate technological solution. Considering that existing
technological solutions that presently ensure the exchange of structural information among
Member States cannot be used to ensure the automatized transfer of required amount of data to
verify the status of enterprise or its foreign branch, Latvia considers that the development of
appropriate technological solution can be financed from the European Union sources. In case it is
not possible to ensure funding from the European Union sources then due to insufficient
financial resources the implementation of the regulation could be essentially burdened.






