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the “pure” oligopolies, unlike the “structural” ones, should be left outwith the scope of TFEU art. 102.
The article, above all, comprehensively summarises the applicable law and analyses the preconditions
for purely oligopolistic collective dominance as well as the forms and likelihood of the prospective
abuses thereof. Concurrently, it concentrates particularly on the prescriptive implications ofart. 102 and
the difficulties thereby caused to the oligopolistic undertakings.
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The European Commission is without doubt a star of the world competition enforcement and is perceived
as an effective enforcer. But there are problems with both the superficial approach of the EC and with
its compliance with the requhements arising from the case law of the European courts. The article
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This article analyses the key competition policy issues of continuing development of data “processing”
technologies in the retail payment business. The focus is on the latest EU regulation of “Account
Information” and “Account Servicing” payment services, and the principle of open access to “payment
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