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Fifth Semester 3 Year LL.B. /5 Year B.A. LL.B. Ninth Semester/
5 Year B.A. LL.B. (Maj.-Min. System) Ninth Semester/
5 Year B.B.A. LL.B. Ninth Semester (Old/New) Examination, June/July 2019
Opt. — IV : COMPETITION LAW

Duration : 3 Hours Max. Marks : 100

Instructions : 1. Answer question No. 9 and any 5 of the remaining

questions.
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.

Q. No. 1. Critically evaluate Competition Act, 2002. Marks : 16
AGOFEE T, 2002 ) QWITOFZTN IR,

Q. No. 2. Discuss the salient features of Sherman Antitrust Act, 1890. Marks : 16
BROFTT 5,063637°, TDOT, 1890 T 3008, WTLMIT) WA, |

Q. No. 3. Examine the agreements prohibited under Competition

Act, 2002.
%@F%ﬁ FOWT, 2002 T, QRDRT udow@%ﬁ@ﬁd& TOBeOR.

Marks : 16

Q. No. 4. What is abuse of dominant position ? Explain the procedure for
inquiry into abuse of dominant position.
BT 22 BOBITOSREN DOTTERO? BT o TOTIRO3RENT
NFTFBED BFOSMIS) DE0R.

Marks : 16

Q. No. 5. Explain the procedure for appointment of Secretary, Experts,
Professionals and Officers of the Competition commission. Marks : 16

RoF S03RENT Fo030F T8, TOeIB3, deg@dédo D) LQFONY
Se0md Wi QOR.
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Q. No. 6. Explain the circumstances under which penaity Marks : 1q

imposed under the Competition Act.

2 )
RFge TCTaBIe), FomRm) DPRBIXRT BoTIF NI
DIOR.

-2-

of India.
AF O3RN e90FTMed 0By TBFHIISY 233 R.

Q. No. 8. Write a short note on any two of the following :
O3 TOTTR adcé% w@-—isé 2300 :

a) Competition Fund.
f‘—\c):@f'—%g QB.

b) Appointment of Director General.
20T ABeFTFS om0,

c) Predatory pricing.
BRY, BPROT B0 ANQBTRRDE.

Q. No. 9. Solve any two of the following : Marks : 10x2=20
FPTOR O3 TITTR DT ;w’a’o,@jr{@’a’% WNRDORD ;

a) Sony Company offered a “Super Scratch Offer” in its products

for thé customers of Bombay only for a specific period, where
coupons were placed inside the product and the customer of
the product would get various prizes. Whether the scheme is
unfair trade practice or not ? Decide.
AR FOTICTN “RRTO® A 50 ) ROTSY 002300008
M@TOR =Rg OFR BN TROE RNR B@enond
BB BT ROESE VOV, AB00m R BROTB
MBI DG w%oaﬁndﬁ@’ﬁgt aﬁdwwgcg’) .88 o&raezsﬁq 930253
TV Tr3godoe e |uEe DOWTII) SERFR,

Marks : 8><2:15.
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b) “SSS”
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Object;a ;:;s; iztablishes an educational institution with social

S not charge any fee from the students. The
State Govt. sends the D.E.O. for inspection to the school. The
management challenges it under Article 19 (1) (g) contending
that it is not running business, but imparting education to the

poor students and the State cannot interfere in its affairs.
Decide.

“SSS”, w02 SR ?q’of*g’pojao TOTIIST emcie?f&)od gEo ,:J’o;u;o&raozﬁaigL
WD) AR,PFRC0R oIyt BUTR AONERZY,. T,
AT FRREON Bl O FokaD. ©TC SEE
WIOTLOIN Qd@ Q:Bés&?vd% , O WR &mééps'ﬁ@ﬁ 233
9L DRI Ronges eaxies 19 (1) (9) 030 2R3, BT
msmddegq DOTI SR QWO oazséag’) &’ﬁi@aﬁ RRBEIY)TO
RSIORATIE), QOT Do) SRBBPORT. SCRIVFIA.

c) A school has charged Rs. 20,000 as school development fee
in addition to admission and tuition fee of Rs. 70,000. But
the school did not spend any amount towards development
of school and its infrastructure. Whether charging of this

development fees by the school is justified ?

2,003 TSIV @m@rr{%ﬂ, TR @btgpad Breepond 70,000 &
2287 03 TR BT Bram0 20,000 RER) HHRTT.
3533, S033 TSI 33 eRF MM OB eﬁzﬁoe%dﬁgl 03RTYTe
PR, BB BIRO RPoRFNOR FOWRRYOY; 8308 oS30
300, DORITYTO RT3 ?




