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The German Federal Supreme Courtrecently considered various economic criteria, like individual cartel
profits, in order to determine the relative responsibility of members ofthe same undertaking for fines

imposed by the European Commission. The article discusses the consistency ofthese criteria with EU
law and explores theirpossible adoption forthe apportionmentofdamages between separate undertakings

under the Damages Directive.
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In investmentintensive industries,undercurrentenforcementpractice,tools like upward pricing pressure
tend to predictrelatively strong merger effects, whilst efficiency claims can hardly (ifat all) meet the
required standard of proof. This raises concerns ofan over-enforcement bias in such industries. We

suggesta number ofpolicies to counteract such bias.
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The European Commission has published a Recommendation consisting ofa numberofcommon
principles fordeveloping acoherenthorizontal framework forcollective redress for breaches ofa number
of EU laws. Its stated objective is to facilitate access to justice and ensure a high level ofconsumer
protection. This article critically examines the main principles that underpin the Recommendation,
discusses the legislative responses of Member States since the Recommendation was published and
concludesthatunlessthe Commission and Member States arc prepared to compromise on theirhistorical
aversion to anything resembling so-called US-style “entrepreneurial litigation”,the Recommendation
isunlikely to achieve its main objective ofincreasing access tojustice via a horizontal national collective

redress scheme in Europe.
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This article examines the application ofcompetition laws to highereducation institutions and discusses
the UK’s Competition and M arket Authority 2015 reportentitled An effective regulatoryframeworkfor
higher education: apolicy paper. Italso considers the position in some otherjurisdictions, notably the

European Union, the United States and Australia.
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This article considers the Huawei vZTE case, in the context ofunderwhich circumstances a standard
essential patent (SEP) holder, who comm itted itselfto license to third partieson FRANO terms, abuses
itsdominance pursuantto art. 102 ofthe Treaty on the Functioning o fthe European Union (TFEU) when
seeking an injunction againsta potential licensee. Itdiscusses how this recentjudgment provides some

legal certainty on issues heavily debated in antitrust law.

The Single Economic Entity Doctrine and Corporate Group Responsibility in
European Antitrust Law 40

European Merger Remedies: Law and Policy 40

ABUSE OF DOMINANT POSITION
SEPs N-I

ABUSE OF DOMINANT POSITION
Post Danmark N-3



Denmark

France

France

France

Ireland

Italy

Sweden

UK

UK

UK

UsS

us

ANTI-COMPETITIVE PRACTICES
Health care services N-4

MERGERS
EUMR N-5

PROCEDURE
Leniency programme N-5

LEGISLATION
Retail sector N-6

ANTI COMPETITIVE AGREEMENTS
Online travel agents N-6

ABUSE OF DOMINANT POSITION
W aste management services N-8

ANTI-COMPETITIVE PRACTICES
Online travel agents N-10

ANTI-COMPETITIVE AGREEMENTS
Intellectual property N-10

PROCEDURE
Cartel offence N-11

LEGISLATION
Consumer rights N-12

PROCEDURE
Targeting of offenders N-15

ANTI-COMPETITIVE PRACTICES
College athletics N-16



