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Vv Semester 3 Yr. LL.B./IX Semester 5 Yr. B.A.LL.B./B.B.A.LL.B.

Examination, December 2014
COMPETITION LAW (Optional — 1V)

Duration : 3 Hours Max. Marks : 100

Instructions : 1. Answer Q.No. 9 and any five of the remaining questions.

Q. No. 1.

@ Q. No2

Q. No. 3.

2. Q.No. 9 carries 20 marks and the remaining questions carry
16 marks each.
3. Answers should be written either in English or Kannada

completely.
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Critically examine the ‘Rule of Reason’ and ‘Per Se Rule’ evolved

under Anti-Trust Acts of U.S.A. Discuss the ‘Rule of Reason’
approach adopted TELCO case of India.
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“Competition Law is a legal instrument in the implementation of

~ competition policy”. Critically examine this statement.
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Examine copiously the ‘doctrine of appreciable adverse on
competition’ with reference to the civil petition made before the
Supreme Court of India in 2000 in M/s Haridas Exports Vs. All
India Float Glass Manufacturers Association and others.
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Q. No. 9. Solve any two of the following problems.
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Q. No. 4. “Competition litigations arise out of m::..ooaum::wm Qmo%m
by the enterprises, firms, trade associations etc., by way

ooSc_:m:o:m or cartelization”. Elucidate your answer.
&8
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a) ‘X' company has refused to supply its product to a long standing ‘Y’
a distribution company. It has stopped the supply suddenly. ‘X’
company has also charged excessive price for its productin Denmark
and less price in Ireland. Whether such activities of ‘X’ company
amount to the abuse of the position of dominance or not ? Quote the

] i y on Act of 1914. ]
Q. No. 5. Discuss the salient features of U.K's Clayt decided case laws in support of your answer.
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b) ‘X', Y’ and ‘Z enterprises of India issued a Notice to the Competition
Commission of India (CCI) about their proposed merger. The assets
of the merger companies in India is Rs. 900 crore, while their annual
turnover is Rs. 2,000 crore. The merger companies of India also
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Q. No. 6. Explain the composition, powers and appellate Jurisdiction o
Competition Appellate Tribunal (Comp. AT) under the Competition

(Amendment) Act, 2007. . . . .
want to merge with ‘A’ & ‘B’ Indian Companies located in U.S.A,,
20073 Aorg3 S3pa 08 P AFgs SID TyoH h ts is $ 300 million and t ris $ 1,000 million. Can
it ] waua 2y T Wi =08, whose assets is $ million and turnoveris $ 1, million. Ca
the CCl allow this merger ? Give your reasons.
Q.No.7. Whatareall _“.um_‘mm. offences punishable under the Competition ¢) Mr. Jagat Singh has furnished information to the Competition
Act, 2002 ? List the penalties under the Act. o . .

o a 3 P %xaa o a&o& 95’ Commission of India (CCl) alleging that Uttar Pradesh State Power
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being the sole supplier of electricity and indulged in price fixing by

charging higher rates for electricity connection. Can the CCl treat
his information as competition litigation under the Competition Act,
2002 ? Decide with reference to the reported case law of 2011.

Q. No. 8. Write short note on any two of the following. .
fovipinTmntateln) buam £55363 29500, @ | ©
a) Grant of temporary injunctions in competition litigations
RoFgs WENIY derdis @owu%um &&oub%%xﬁu
b) Conflict between the Competition Commission of India (CCI) and
Sectoral Regulations
tRTSC AoFgs Soden S8 FEEmRT0NY SRW PRF
¢) Meanings of ‘Relevant Market’, ‘Relevant Product Market’ and
,omonﬂmnzom_ Market'.
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