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Fifth Semester 3 Year LL.B./IX Semester 5 Year B.A. LL.B/B.B.A. LL.B.

Duration : 3 Hours

(Old) Examination, June/July 2016
Opt. — IV : COMPETITION LAW

Max. Marks : 100

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

Q. No. 1.

Q. No. 2.

Q. No. 3.

2. Q. No. 9 carries 20 marks and remaining questions carry

16 marks each.

3. Answer should be written either in English or Kannada

completely.

Discuss unfair trade practice under the Consumer Protection
Act, 1986. Explain the statements, objects and reasons of MRTP

- Act.

R8I0 &308F 520G, 1986 SREHY, 333 TR0 BHEC),

Marks : 16
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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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Mention the powers of Federal Trade Commission (FTC),
constituted under the Federal Trade Commission Act, 1914.

1914 8 Roc3oog awedey, esodnen F00TODRENY, TR, Fock0T
D68z, 03Rena (FTC) epssnds) Soa.

Marks : 16
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N Q. No. 9. Solve any two of the following problems. Marks :
Q. No. 4. Whatis abuse of dominant position ? mﬁ.m the procedure for Marks : 15 ] 39808 cIRFYmHTER 2t ARERTES wiEon. sl
inquiry into abuse of dominant position. ,_ 1) KIX, PIX & SIX enterprises of India issued a notices to the
Dooms 28 DHDHOTRBRT 0BT ? .ecuﬁemu& w,% ,, Competition Commission of India about their proposed merger.
5= ) S 2 oD A_ The assets of the merger companies in India is Rs. 1,000.00
DONTIRNT  DTHeL 03000 SVRD. w crores, while their annual turnover is Rs. 2,000 crores. The
N . _ merger companies of India also want to merge with MIX and
Q. No. 5. “Competition litigations arise out of anti-competitive practices | MAX Indian companies located in U.S.A., whose assets is
by the enterprises, firms, trade associations etc., by way of “, m__moozﬂ____o: w:ahc:._oéﬂ is $ 2,000 million. Can the CClI
combinations of cartelization”. Elucidate your answer. Marks : 16 A . allow this merger ? Give reasons.
o i A . 85y 257 TFY 2T, Q0w PTBE Bowed =t LOORONH
“Rorgs MWD FoFFIaD nuauww S&&y RO QL& , : 2.083¢ Saeienip)y) 8@&3@&&& FQOTN PHTIT RePFEs,
HopnidindinoR  Roodngnth e RWFOTID IERT ® o solpeng Spedess) DRPS. aPnd 2wy 1,000.00 dne
dSEneos BUgRRPE . Ay euITnERy ATRR. CRTRCIN  Tone  wo&Fs BIT08 I 2,000 ek
L TRTORINED. TITS_ DOERRI L0 00ATT LBRRD,
Q. No. 6. Discuss the provisions relating to the establishment and functions , , ©B00TTAI A ﬁ [RFT 20w 1RO edooau%u.aomﬁ
of the Competition Commission of India (CCl). Mention the b@&%a&g WORNBR. YN ARZY $ 500 AT
procedure of conducting inquiries by the CCI. Marks : 16 ; aue%xwomﬁ Tone .&magom 308 $2,000 AT
B T TOTINTAT. 03T ATHFZEN S3RNY B JIIoNZ
oS3 A solema oy S s wif Wi SOREIRIETS 7 By V304, ey oA *
e IEITEE  NRVBAYY, wdRONToIT T30 , 2) Inrecentyears, the State Governments in India have launched
IO the programme of issuing ration cards for Below Poverty Line
j ﬁ oM Moo:o:uom_z poorer sections of the society. One Veer Singh
. ! ! " n of State of Punjab, was one of the beneficiaries to get the BPL
Q. No. 7. Whatare the ._umﬁ Se ozm:.omm punishable under the Competition o , card under the public distribution system. As a consumer he
Act, 2002 ? List the penalties under the Act. EURSE ! ~ has purchased edible oil from a fair price depot as his family
- ) - - ) ‘ ) ) w quota. After consuming the oil, and his family members have
AFFES oW, 20028 H5ad dFRAVERES ‘SPob FFsorwy ¢ 'O suffered paralysis strokes on their lower limbs. The food
IR 7 B POWTEDRCHIT FoBRTR) T3, SRAC.

laboratory test revealed that edible oil was adultered with

. rapeseed oil, due to which the entire family suffered nmﬂmzﬁm_._m

: e : Dy 8 strokes. Advice Veer Singh. Also quote decided case law under
Q. No. 8. Write short notes on any two of the following : Marks : 2x8=16 the Gonsumer Protection Act. 1986,

CIRITRTAR Soa s 10000: 2SS SRFRYY oo, ARFOR RS Besdnos NG

a) Statutory Authori TONR Uuauuﬂﬂw@nd SRFSN  HoBRT  INFRYR  IRST

v . i Y : maaxauw DBORT 80&&&&& BAFBRORIZS.  Howw®

PAG 9O5T i DOBT  DLTAOTT Q0LHBI  WRFH D300 Eratlowy

b) Individual exemptions , BRIVPINTD, ww . BB W), ITEN H,0HE

s m BORRONOE 33 MR 33 DKL aze) 91% I

FodRT DO : ¥

DEFORY, DOLDITT0. B3 &wlmoo&au VR3RNAT 088 R
00ws AR ool Femnen o, BedcBeRd ET0
odprPoadion  3BI030 wotesm Toew),  =WEO0WT
39030ZT. DET°ROMTR AR TORAR BOB O 9 83 HROIR,

ROWORRT eYrrinod FFTEenI,03 1986 S MTE3 T3
; ; FONTNDIERTON SEIRE .

c) Price discrimination
8o SQ&&W
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3) Mr. Sudeep Agarwal has furnished information to the
.Compe.tition Commission of India alleging that MOZA
international corporation has entered into Tie-in-agreement
segrgtly with TECHAIR and AAKAS for sale of iphone in
India in order to get exclusive right. [phones were compulsorily
locked. so that they could work on their own network to the
exclusion of other networks. Mr. Sudeep Agarwal has also
alleged that such an activity resulted in limiting and controlling

. !phoqe market by creating entry barriers for other competitors

~ in India. Based on investigation report of the Director General,
the CCI has ordered for closure of the matter. Against the.
orders of CCl, an appeal was preferred before the Supreme
Court of India for various violations under the Competition

Act, 2002. Decide with reasons and decided case law.
Q0. BIOT SR Q0LRIID PTSE  AFIFZS Cloviolugi:y
D& JeB, B[R YOLT YRS FOTPE COCRD 10T
SvedieceliCiondy ol sl fiaciecial) - TP IR P03
Sen ToR0ws 6Fed FRAIRIED G TYR, GITORS

PN D-TPEINIRY, FEEVTON  VNSVRE B3 330
OBY03e FOIF T ERDO3

2DONT BRTDDBY R0
IPERNE. D-TPEST  ©I00FE 030 2 EOTETNTDY,
283ReeR)SS 2R3 Qo0 ERA, TeS TR

530 Beoreone &ed BeJPOWB0RR AB RO’ LNOTT -
SBREQATOD. SBITIeETF (B0) QT VBT SORCDTPOR
p0E APIFYS 303Ny BBOLIDDY, 00T CRRPRELD
3508230, B8 STBO @d)(:g) 2002 © %@F%ﬁ FONTIO
lofeniinieny 520£0T),N Redperd, 92,00000808, BoeYRD
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3) Mr. Sudeep Agarwal has furnished information to the
Competition Commission of India alleging that MOZA
international corporation has entered into Tie-in-agreemept
secretly with TECHAIR and AAKAS for sale of iphone in
India in order to get exclusive right. Iphones were compulsorily
locked so that they could work on their own network to the
exclusion of other networks. Mr. Sudeep Agarwal has also
alleged that such an activity resulted in limiting and controlling
iphone market by creating entry barriers for other competitors

" - inIndia. Based on investigation report of the Director General,
the CCI has ordered for closure of the matter. Against the
orders of CCl, an appeal was preferred before the Supreme
Court of India for various violations under the Competition
Act, 2002. Decide with reasons and decided case law. -

- Q0. DT BNT TS D0LIVBI) LT3 REOF38 s0deeng
TGS DB, BREP ALTRHRIT BRPF SRS MOFeN
E5°00° ) SR NER0ON LRTITE D-FPETNIR), RooEs
TRBLO FOV WHOT BRAZROR 563 BE), TSTPORT.
S0eTDN  D-FPEINTR),  BEODN  VNB0QE T 33T
ONI), BRTRTRY &3 POTYEIE FDODF IBF &RToZ
JRTONT.  D-T[pea® BRTOTE 030 zs’woa’wﬁn’%fa’%
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