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Consent agreement in forestry merger

On December 7, 2004, the Competition Bureau filed a consent agreement with
the Competition Tribunal concerning the merger of West Fraser Timber Co. Ltd

tion and allow a new player to enter the market or an existing one to expand its
capacity. If West Fraser is unable to sell the assets, a trustee will be appointed to
complete the sale.

Abuse of dominant position

On December 21, 2004, the Supreme Administrative Court (hereinafter “SAC™)
handed down a judgment dismissing an application for the annulment of a decision

services market by a GSM operator Eurotel Praha (hereinafter “Eurotel”) to the
detriment of its competitor. In 2002, the Office imposed a fine of CZK 48 million for
the above infringement of the Competition Act, one of the highest fines the Office
has ever imposed on a single undertaking.

According to the Competition Office’s decision, Eurotel charged its customers

documenting that the differences in prices charged for calls to the networks of
other operators were substantiated by different costs.

The SAC’s analysis of the case sets the standard for the assessment of the
same anti-competitive conduct implemented by Radio Mobil company for which
the Competition Office imposed on the said company a fine of CZK 15 million.

In December 2004, the Government of the Czech Republic started negotiations
a draft of an amendment to the Competition Act submitted by the Competition



