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Mergers

NATIONAL REpORTS: 120051 E.C.L.R. N_ss

Competition Bureau
West Fraser Timber Co. Ltd/
Weldwood of Canada Ltd
-forest ry--co n se n t ag ree m e nt

December 7. ZOO4

Peter Glossop
Osler, Hoskin & Harcour.t

Czech Repubtic

Telecommunications

Mobile phone services_abuse of
dom.i n ant positi on-i nf ri n g e m e n t
decis i o n-ap pea t-4eci s i o n u p h e t d

Eurotel Praha v Competition Office
ljupreme Administrative Court
December 21,2eO4

Legislation

Competition Office
Me rge r control-d raft t eg isl ation

December 2004
Czech Business Weekly,
fssue 1412004

Consent agreement in forestry merger
on December 7, 2004, the competition Bureau fired a consent agreement withthe competition Tribunar.concerni;g-i;" ,-n'og";. of west Fraser Ti-mber co. Ltdand werdwood of canada Ltd. weJt FL."i x"o werdwood are required to serltheir sawmiil interests in Babine r"i"Li ploirJis r_imiteo in Burns Lai<e, B.c. andin Babine Timber Limited,in DeckerL"t", gi., and associated forest renures.west Fraser arso aoreed to surrendii;;# timber harvesting rights in thewilliams Lake to lodMire- gors" ar"a. rnJ'dr'i"", states that the surrender wirlpermit an offering of new torest tenuies io i"i'ou" significant o"rrLr" ioio,'p"ti_tron and a'ow a new orayer to enter tn" r"i*"t or an existing one to expand its

:3fifiXl; T#::lj''"r 
ii unable to '"ritn" "'"."ts, a trustee wir be appointed to

Abuse of dominant position
on Decembe r 21 ' 2oQ4,..the. supreme Administrarive coud (hereinafter ,,sAc,,)handed down a iuooml11ol1mi*'fis;;;ffiication ror tne annurment Jf a oecisionof the competitionbfrice-on abusi ot a-iorinant position on the mobire phoneservices market bv a GSM op"r"tor i*oili'Frana lner"inattei;rurJLr,,) to thedetriment of its comoetitor. rn 2o02,td ofd; imposeo a fine of czK 4Smirion forthe above infringement 

:lip_taaie I;;;;t, one of the hishest fines the officehas ever imposed on a single undertakino.
According to the compeiition otrice;" Jecision, Euroter charged its cusromerswithout a justifiabre reason ar qrggnt p", on" .n,nrte ca, to the network of ceskMobilcompany (now ostar trroniif nigi", th;" ihe amount per one minute car torne network of Radio tugnii.cgqrodnvJne compettion offiJe h"-roinaitne nign",price discriminated cesk rraooir,'oe6au;; ffii not arow it to compete for newcustomers under fair competition conOitions. 

-'-
By its ruring, the sAC contirmeoine co"mietition office,s concrusion that Eurotelabused its dominant ooltjol 0n tne rerevJni'market and affirmed the amount ofthe imposed fine. The sec Jio irrai'Erioi"r"n"o not submitted any evidencedocumenting that the onerences i" pri""r "i"rged for cats to the networxs ofother operators were suostantLtio ti'oii"rJni"o.,..The sAC's anarysis of the case sets the standard for the assessment of thesame anti-competitive "::*:r, iTllgr"nt"o oy n"oio rr,r#ii ";;;;il"r whichthe competition office imposed on the said "o'rprny a fine of czK 1smirion.

In December 2004, the Government of the czech Repubric started negotiationson a draft of an amendmenao the fompetition n"t,ulililfi oi'in" competitionoffice' The draft amendment namerv r"!i.. to. ,"frdith;';;i.igli orougnt aboutby councir Reouration 139/2004 ;; ihiintrot of concentratioris between under_takings' For this Durpose, the draft amendmert shourd namery set up a trameworkfor co-operation between tne competitio,i office and DG competition in ailocationof jurisdiction in m_erger,cases. Further, the substantive test for the assessment ofmergers shourd be modified in such " *iv tn"t tne creation J,. siiengtnening ot adominant position wit not be the sore-Jiterion to ".."".ii"lo"mpatibirity of a
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