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The Cover-Up Can Cost as Much as
the Crime

On November 20, 2025, the Turkish
Competition Board fined Coca-Cola Satig ve
Dagitim AS an enormous 282,416,376.34 TL.
The most surprising fact is that this penalty
was not for an underlying competition
violation, but for preventing and/or
obstructing an on-site inspection (colloquially
known as a "dawn raid").

The violation occurred during an inspection
on October 7, 2025, when Authority experts
detected that a manager of the undertaking
had deleted data after the inspection had
already begun. The Board's response was
severe, imposing a penalty of 0.5% of the
company's 2024 gross revenues. This case is a
stark warning that, in an era of advanced
forensic technology, which the Authority
explicitly states it uses, obstructing an
investigation is not a matter of risk, but of
inevitable detection. The Board's decision to
impose the maximum fine demonstrates that
it  considers  procedural integrity  as
foundational as the competition rules
themselves.

Market Dominance Comes with Strict
Rules

In a decision dated October 238, 2025, the
Turkish Competition Board imposed a fine of
284,509,319.04 TL on the Novonesis economic
unity for abusing its dominant position. The
Board identified Novonesis as a dominant
player in the markets for (i) asparaginase
enzyme, (ii) fungal alpha amylase enzyme, and
(iii) glucoamylase enzyme.

The company's violation stemmed from a
series of exclusionary behaviours designed to
hinder competitors. These included:

* Best price guarantee clauses and loyalty-
inducing discount systems (asparaginase
enzyme market).

* Loyalty-inducing discount systems (fungal
alpha amylase market).

» Exclusive agreements and loyalty-inducing
discount systems (glucoamylase enzyme
market).

Reinforcing its image as a precise regulator,
the Board also demonstrated surgical accuracy
in its fining. It explicitly determined that three
entities within the broader economic unity
(Novo Holdings A/S, Novo Nordisk A/S, and
Novo Nordisk Saglik Urunleri Tic. Ltd. Sti.)
would not be fined, as they had no operations
in the relevant Turkish market.

This decision underscores a critical principle:
standard business practices like discounts and
exclusivity clauses can become illegal when
wielded by a dominant player to unfairly block
rivals from the market.

Regulators Can Be Pragmatic

In contrast to these heavy fines, a recent
decision involving Ferrero shows a different
side of the regulator—one that values
flexibility over rigid enforcement. The Turkish
Competition Board agreed to revise a
previously imposed commitment on Ferrero
regarding its activities in the Turkish nut
market.

Specifically, for 2025 only, Ferrero lowered its
minimum purchase requirement for in-shell
nuts during the September-December period
from 45,000 tons to 80,000 tons. This
adjustment was made in response to a decrease
in market yields and emerging quality issues.
However, this flexibility operates within a clear
framework, as other key commitments for the
2024-2026 period remain entirely in effect,
including obligations to:

* Not purchase nuts below the intervention
reference price.

* Not exceed the purchase of 100,000 tons of
in-shell nuts during the season.

This illustrates that the Board's pragmatic
approach is deliberate and grounded in a clear
framework of established rules. It highlights
the Board's willingness to implement focused,
evidence-based modifications to particular
obligations, rather than overhauling the entire
compliance system. Additionally, it shows that
the Board values transparency from
companies addressing broad market issues
such as yield and quality, and is prepared to
recognize and reward such efforts.
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Beyond the Threshold: The EU This investigation proves that the Commission

Investigates Amazon and Microsoft's
Cloud Dominance

Cloud computing is vital for digital services
and Al development, and it is currently under
investigation by the European Commission,
focusing on Amazon Web Services (AWS) and
Microsoft Azure. The aim is to assess their
market power under the Digital Markets Act
(DMA).

The Commission has decided to investigate
these companies even though they do not
automatically qualify as gatekeepers under the
DMA. Years of analysis indicate that AWS and
Azure hold strong positions that require
regulatory attention. The Commission can
initiate investigations to determine whether a
company controls an "important gateway
between businesses and consumers,"
considering factors such as size, user base, and
corporate structure.

The market investigations into AWS and Azure
should conclude within 12 months. If
designated as gatekeepers, they will have six
months to meet all obligations under the
DMA.

These actions mark a significant step in
regulating the cloud computing market, and as
dependence on a few providers increases, this
proactive stance could set a new global
standard.

Big Tech's New Rulebook Is Already
Biting

Demonstrating its readiness to enforce new
digital regulations, the Commission launched
an investigation into Google's parent company,
Alphabet, for a potential breach of the Digital
Markets Act (DMA). The inquiry centres on
Google's ‘site reputation abuse policy' and
whether its application unfairly demotes news
media and other publishers' content in its
search results, raising concerns of non-
compliance with Article 6(12) DMA and Article
6(5) DMA obligations. The importance of this
move lies in its timing. The DMA is a brand-
new regulation, with compliance only required
since March 2024.

is not waiting to flex its new muscles and is
actively monitoring compliance. The potential
consequences are severe, with possible fines of
up to 10% of a company's total worldwide
turnover, rising to 20% for repeated
infringements. This shows that the DMA is
intended to be a powerful tool for levelling the
playing field in the digital economy, with a
particular focus on protecting vital industries
like the media.

Old-School Collusion Concerns Hit
Modern Finance

The European Commission opened a formal
antitrust investigation into financial
infrastructure giants Deutsche Boérse and
Nasdaq. This case brings the focus back to the
fundamentals of competition law, with
concerns that the two companies may have
engaged in classic anticompetitive behaviour—
an agreement not to compete, combined with
coordinated pricing and the exchange of
commercially sensitive information—in the
market for financial derivatives.

This investigation is a powerful reminder that
the Commission is pursuing a two-pronged
enforcement strategy. While it pioneers novel
enforcement actions under the FSR and DMA
and in areas like category management, it is
simultaneously maintaining aggressive,
foundational policing of traditional
anticompetitive conduct.

This case proves that even in highly complex
and regulated sectors like high finance,
regulators remain vigilant against core
violations, ensuring that no market is too
sophisticated to escape scrutiny for -cartel
behaviour.

The War on
Officially On

"Drip Pricing" Is

Drip pricing is the practice of advertising an
initial low price, only to "drip" mandatory fees
onto the total later in the buying process. The
UK's Competition and Markets Authority
(CMA) has now declared all-out war on this
tactic, launching a major enforcement drive
under the new Digital Markets, Competition
and Consumers Act 2024 (DMCCA).
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While certain aspects of drip pricing have long
been prohibited under the 2008 Consumer
Protection from Unfair Trading Regulations,
the law lacked effective enforcement. What’s
new—and shocking—is that the CMA now has
the power to enforce these rules directly and
with devastating financial penalties

This regulatory crackdown is not a theoretical
warning; it's backed by immediate action
against well-known companies. The CMA has
opened formal investigations into 8 businesses

suspected of infringing consumer law,
demonstrating the broad scope of its new
initiative.

The companies under investigation include:

StubHub and viagogo: For how they present
mandatory additional charges on tickets.

AA Driving School and BSM Driving School:
For the presentation of mandatory fees and
whether they are included in the initial price.

Gold’s Gym: For its presentation of a one-off
joining fee that is introduced partway through
the sign-up process.

Wayfair and Appliances Direct: For
potentially misleading time-limited sales.

Marks Electrical and Appliances Direct: For
automatically opting consumers into
additional charges for services.

Beyond these formal cases, the CMA has put
100 other businesses across 14 sectors—
including holidays, rail travel, and food
delivery—on notice by sending advisory
letters, signalling that they must review their
practices or face future enforcement.

Those Fake Countdown Timers?
They're Now Banned.

Another key target is "pressure selling"—tactics
designed to rush consumers into making a
purchase. The most prominent example,
misleading countdown timers, is now
explicitly banned under the new legal regime.

The investigation into homeware retailers
Wayfair and Appliances Direct provides a real-
world example, as the CMA examines whether
their "time-limited sales ended when they said
they would." This move is crucial because it
represents the law finally catching up with the
deliberate psychological manipulation used by
online retailers. For years, these tactics have
exploited consumers' cognitive biases to create
a false sense of urgency. This crackdown is not
just about ensuring honest advertising; it's
about combating a form of digital coercion
that prevents consumers from making
considered decisions based on genuine value.

The New Foreign Subsidy Sheriff Is
Reshaping Global Deals

The  European Commission gave  its
conditional approval for the acquisition of
Germany's Covestro by the Abu Dhabi
National Oil Company (ADNOC), a state-
owned enterprise of the United Arab Emirates.

This is a landmark case under the new Foreign
Subsidies Regulation (FSR), a tool designed to
target subsidies from non-EU governments
that could distort the European single market.
The Commission’s primary concern was an
"unlimited State guarantee" that ADNOC
received, which could have unfairly improved
its ability to finance activities in the EU.

The most surprising element was not the
investigation itself, but the creative remedy
required for approval.

To address the Commission's concerns,
ADNOC had to do more than just remove the
problematic state guarantee. In a move that
signals a new strategic use of competition
remedies, the company also had to commit to
sharing Covestro's valuable sustainability
patents with certain market participants at
transparent terms and conditions set in
advance for a period of 10 years.

This shows regulators are willing to use merger
control to proactively foster innovation, with
the Commission noting the potential for
"spillover effects for innovation in the
chemical industry at large and in particular in
its sustainability segment.”
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Antitrust Gets Creative with "Category
Management"

The European Commission also opened a
formal investigation into Red Bull, the global
energy drink manufacturer. The core concern
is that the company may be abusing its
dominant market position to restrict
competition, specifically by targeting rival
energy drinks sold in cans larger than 250ml—
particularly those sold by its closest
competitor—in retail locations such as
supermarkets and petrol station shops.

What makes this case particularly novel is its
focus on a subtle, modern business practice.
This is the Commission's first-ever formal
investigation into the potential misuse of a
"category management" position.

This term refers to an arrangement in which a
retailer entrusts a key supplier—in this case,
Red Bull—to manage the marketing,
placement, and assortment for an entire
product category, including competitors'
products.

This investigation is significant because it
shows that the Commission is looking beyond
obvious anticompetitive behaviour, such as
price-fixing. It is now scrutinising how
influential suppliers can leverage their trusted
relationships with retailers to unfairly
disadvantage rivals on the store shelf.
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Sucu Gizlemenin Maliyeti,
Kendisi Kadar Agir Olabilir

Sucun

20 Kasim 2025 tarihinde Rekabet Kurulu,
Coca-Cola  Satig ve  Dagiim  A.S'ye
282.416.376,34 TL tutarinda idari para cezasi
verdi. Bu kararda en dikkat c¢ekici nokta ise bu
cezanin rekabet ihlali nedeniyle degil, yerinde
incelemeyi engelleme ve/veya zorlastirma
nedeniyle verilmis olmasidir (kamuoyunda
bilinen adiyla “safak baskin1”).

Ihlal, 7 Ekim 2025 tarihinde gerceklestirilen
yerinde inceleme sirasinda, tesebbiis
yoneticilerinden birinin inceleme basladiktan
sonra verileri sildiginin tespit edilmesiyle
ortaya c¢ikti. Kurul, bu davranisa son derece
sert bir karsilik vererek sirketin 2024 yihi
gayrisafi gelirlerinin %0,5’1 oraninda idari para
cezasi uyguladi.

Bu karar, ileri dizey adli bilisim
teknolojilerinin artik rutin olarak
kullanildigin1 acgik¢a ortaya koyarak, Kurul
acisindan incelemeyi engellemenin bir 'risk'
degil, kacinilmaz bicimde tespit edilecek bir
davranig oldugunu net sekilde gostermektedir.
Kurulun azami oran uygulamasi ise usul
kurallarinin, rekabet kurallar1 kadar temel
goruldugini ortaya koyan gigli bir mesaj
niteligindedir.

Pazar Hakimiyeti Agir
Yukumlualukleri  de Beraberinde
Getirir

23 Ekim 2025 tarihli kararinda Rekabet
Kurulu, Novonesis’e, hakim durumu koétaye
kullandig1 gerekcesiyle 284.509.319,04 TL idari
para cezast verdi. Kurul, Novonesis’i
endustriyel enzim  pazarlarinda  hakim
durumda bulunan tegebbiis olarak tanimladi.

Ihlal, rakiplerin faaliyetlerini zorlastirmaya
yonelik dislayici nitelikte bir dizi uygulamadan
kaynaklandi. Bu davraniglar Kurul tarafindan
su sekilde tespit edildi:

« En iyi fiyat garantisi iceren hukimler

o Sadakat artirici indirim sistemleri

« Munhasirlik iceren s6zlesmeler

Kurulun bu karari, hakim durumdaki
tesebbuslerin indirim, sézlesme ve miusteri
sadakati mekanizmalarin1 rekabet hukuku
cercevesinde son derece dikkatli tasarlamalari
gerektigini bir kez daha ortaya koyuyor.

Bu karar, kritik bir ilkeyi acik¢a ortaya
koymaktadir: Indirimler veya miunhasirlik
hikimleri gibi standart ticari uygulamalar,
hakim durumdaki bir tesebbus tarafindan
rakipleri haksiz bicimde piyasadan dislamak
amaciyla kullanildiklarinda hukuka aykiri hale
gelebilir.

Duizenleyici Otoriteler Gerektiginde
Esnek de Olabilir

Agir para cezalarinin aksine, Ferrero hakkinda
yakin zamanda Rekabet Kurulu tarafindan
verilen karar, diizenleyicinin farkli bir yéonuna
ortaya koyuyor: kat1i wuygulamalar yerine
pragmatik bir yaklasimi tercih ediliyor.

Rekabet Kurulu, Ferreronun Turkiye findik
pazarindaki faaliyetlerine iliskin daha once
uygulanmakta olan bir yukumlulagia revize
etmeyi kabul etti. Ferrero, yalnizca 2025 yili
icin, Eyliul-Aralik déneminde kabuklu findik
icin gecerli olan asgari alim taahhiduna
45.000 tondan 80.000 tona dusurdu.

Bununla birlikte, bu esneklik siki bir cerceve
icinde tanindi; zira 2024-2026 donemine
iligkin diger temel taahhutlerin tamami
yururlikte kalmaya devam ediyor. Bu
taahhttler arasinda sunlar yer aliyor:

« Mudahale referans fiyatinin altinda alim
yapmama yukiamlalugu.

« Sezon boyunca 100.000 tonu asmayacak
sekilde kabuklu findik alim1 yapma sinir1.

Bu durum, Kurul'un pragmatik yaklasiminin
rastlantisal degil, yerlesik kurallar cercevesine
dayanan bilingli  bir tercih  oldugunu
gosteriyor. Kurul'un, tim uyum sistemini
bastan asag1 degistirmek yerine, belirli
yuktumlualuklerde odakl diuzenlemeler
yapmaya istekli oldugunu ortaya koyuyor.
Ayrica bu yaklasim, verim ve kalite gibi piyasa

genelini etkileyen sorunlarla ilgili seffaf
sekilde bilgi veren tesebbusleri Kurul'un
onemsedigini ve bu tir yapici adimlar

tanimaya hazir oldugunu da ortaya koyuyor.
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Esigin Otesinde: AB, Amazon ve
Microsoftun Bulut Hakimiyetini
Sorusturuyor

Bulut bilisim, dijital hizmetler ve yapay zeka
gelistirme agisindan hayati 6neme sahip ve su
anda Avrupa Komisyonunun Amazon Web
Services (AWS) ve Microsoft Azure’a odaklanan
bir sorusturmaya konu. Amag, bu sirketlerin
pazar gucinu Dijital Piyasalar Yasas1 (DMA)
kapsaminda degerlendirmek.

Komisyon, bu sirketler DMA kapsaminda
otomatik olarak “gecit bekcisi” (gatekeeper)
niteliklerini karsilamasa bile onlar1
sorusturmaya karar verdi. Yillara dayanan
analizler, AWS ve Azure’'un duzenleyici
otoritelerin dikkatini gerektirecek olcide
gucla konumlara ulastigini ortaya
koymaktadir. Komisyon, bir sirketin buyukluk,
kullanici1 tabani ve kurumsal yap1 gibi
faktorleri dikkate alarak “isletmeler ve tiiketiciler
arasinda onemli bir gegit kontrol edip etmedigini”
belirlemek icin sorusturma baglatabiliyor.

AWS ve Azure’a iligkin pazar sorusturmalarinin
12 ay icinde tamamlanmasi1 gerekiyor. Eger
gecit bekcgisi olarak tanimlanirlarsa, DMA
kapsamindaki tim yukuamlilikleri yerine
getirmek icin alt1 ay stireleri olacak.

Bu adimlar, bulut Dbilisim pazarinin
dizenlenmesinde 6nemli bir asamay:1 isaret
ediyor ve birka¢ saglayiciya bagimliligin
artmasiyla birlikte, bu proaktif tutum kuresel
Olcekte yeni bir standart olusturabilir.

Buyuk Teknoloji Icin Yeni Kural
Kitab1 Simdiden Etkisini Gosteriyor

Komisyon,  yeni dijital diuzenlemeleri
uygulamaya hazir oldugunu goéstermek adina,
Google’in ana sirketi Alphabet hakkinda Dijital
Piyasalar Yasasini (DMA) olas1 ihlali nedeniyle
bir sorusturma baslatti. Sorusturma, Google’in
“site reputation abuse policy”’sine odaklaniyor ve
bu politikanin uygulanmasinin haber medyasi
ve diger yayincilarin igeriklerini arama
sonuclarinda haksiz sekilde geriye dustrip
diustirmedigini arastiriyor.

Bu durum, DMAmin 6(12) maddesi ve 6(5)
maddesi kapsamindaki yukumlualiklere
uyulmamasi stiphesi yaratiyor.

Bu hamlenin 6nemi zamanlamasinda yatiyor.
DMA ¢ok yeni bir diuzenleme ve
yuktumliliklere uyum yalnizca Mart 2024’ten
beri zorunlu.

Bu sorusturma, Komisyon'un yeni yetkilerini
kullanmak i¢in beklemedigini ve uyumu aktif
sekilde izledigini kanithiyor. Olas1 sonuglar
ciddi; bir sirketin toplam kuresel cirosunun
%10’una kadar para cezas1 uygulanabilir ve
tekrar eden ihlallerde bu oran %20’ye cikabilir.
Bu durum, DMA’nin dijital ekonomide oyun
alanini esitlemek icin guclit bir ara¢ olarak
tasarlandigin1 ve o6zellikle medya gibi kritik

sektorlerin korunmasina odaklandigini
gosteriyor.
Kartel Suphelerinin Golgesinde

Modern Finans

Avrupa Komisyonu, finansal altyapi devleri
Deutsche Borse ve Nasdaq’a karsi rekabet
sorusturmasi baslatti. Bu sorusturma, rekabet
hukukunun temellerine yeniden odaklaniyor;
zira iki sirketin finansal tlirevler pazarinda
rekabet etmeme  anlasmasi, koordineli
fiyatlama ve ticari a¢idan hassas bilgilerin
paylasimi1 gibi rekabete aykir1 davraniglarda
bulunmus olabileceginden endise ediliyor.

Bu sorusturma, Komisyon'un iki yonla bir
uygulama stratejisi izlediginin guc¢li bir
hatirlaticis1 niteliginde. Komisyon, FSR ve
DMA kapsamindaki yeni tip yaptirimlar1 ve
kategori yonetimi gibi alanlardaki o6nca
uygulamalarini  strdirirken, ayni1 anda
geleneksel rekabete aykir1 davraniglara kars1 da
agresif ve temel bir denetim politikasini
koruyor.

Bu dava, finans gibi son derece karmasik ve
dizenlemeye tabi sektorlerde bile,
dizenleyicilerin temel ihlallere karsi tetikte
oldugunu ve higbir pazarin kartel davraniglari
acisindan incelemeden kacamayacagini
kanithyor.

“Drip Pricing” Savasi Resmen Bagladi

“Drip pricing”, satin alma surecinin ilerleyen
asamalarinda zorunlu ucretler “damlatilarak”
eklenmek suretiyle baslangicta dusuk bir
fiyatin reklaminin yapilmasi pratigidir.
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Birlesik Krallik Rekabet ve Piyasalar Otoritesi Tuketiciyi  Yaniltan Geri Sayim

(CMA), bu taktige artik topyekin savag ilan
etmis durumda. CMA, 2024 tarihli Dijital
Piyasalar, Rekabet ve Tiketiciler Yasasi
(DMCCA) kapsaminda buyuk bir uygulama
hamlesi baglatti.

Her ne kadar 2008 tarihli Tuketicilerin Haksiz
Ticari Uygulamalardan Korunmasi
Yonetmelikleri kapsaminda ‘drip pricing’in
belirli yonleri uzun siiredir yasaklanmis olsa
da, s6z konusu duzenlemelerin etkin bir
sekilde uygulanmasina imkan veren yaptirim
glcu sinirhh kalmaktaydi. Yeni ve dikkat cekici
olan husus ise, CMA’nin artik bu kurallar:
dogrudan wuygulayarak ciddi ve caydiric
nitelikte finansal yaptirimlar tesis edebilme
yetkisine sahip olmasidir.

Bu degisiklik yalnizca teorik bir uyari niteligi
tasitmamakta; taninmig sirketlere karsi derhal
alinan somut tedbirlerle de desteklenmektedir.
CMA’nin, tiketici hukukunu ihlal ettigi
suphesi bulunan sekiz isletme hakkinda resmi
sorusturma  basglatmasi, yeni  girisimin
kapsaminin ne denli genis oldugunu ortaya
koymaktadir. Sorusturma altindaki sirketler
sunlardir:

StubHub ve viagogo: Biletlerde zorunlu ek
ucretleri nasil sunduklar1 nedeniyle.

AA Driving School ve BSM Driving School:
Zorunlu Ucretlerin sunumu ve bu Ucretlerin
baslangic fiyatina dahil olup olmadig:
konusunda.

Gold’s Gym: Kayit sirecinde eklenen tek
seferlik katilim Gicretinin sunumu nedeniyle.

Wayfair ve Appliances Direct: Sure ile sinirh
indirimlerin potansiyel olarak yaniltic1 olmasi
nedeniyle.

Marks Electrical ve Appliances Direct:
Tuketicileri hizmetler icin ek tcretlere
otomatik olarak dahil etmeleri nedeniyle.

CMA, ayrica tatil, demiryolu tasimacilig1 ve
yemek teslimati dahil 14 sektérde faaliyet
gosteren 100 isletmeye wuyar1 mektubu
gondererek, uygulamalarini goézden
gecirmemeleri halinde gelecekte yaptirimla
karsilasabileceklerini acikca ifade etmistir.

Sayaclarina Kesin Yasak

Bir diger 6nemli hedef ise tlketicileri hizh
karar vermeye zorlamak uzere tasarlanan
‘baskiyla satig’ taktikleridir. Bu kapsamda, en
belirgin orneklerden biri olan yaniltic1 geri
sayim sayacglari, yeni hukuki dizenleme
cercevesinde  artik  acikca  yasaklanmais
durumdadir. Wayfair ve Appliances Direct gibi
ev esyas1 perakendecilerine yonelik yurutilen

sorusturma, bu yasagin gercek hayattaki
yansimasini  olusturmaktadir; CMA, bu
sirketlerin  ‘stireyle siirli  indirimlerinin’
gercekten Dbelirtilen zamanda sona erip

ermedigini incelemektedir.

Uzun stredir bu taktikler, tiiketicilerin biligsel
onyargilarini istismar ederek yapay bir aciliyet
duygusu yaratmaktaydi. Soz konusu
dizenlemeler yalnizca durtst reklamciligin
saglanmasina yonelik degildir; ayn1 zamanda
tuketicilerin gercek degere dayali, Uizerinde
distintilmug kararlar almasini engelleyen bir
tar dijital baskiyla micadele edilmesini de
amaclamaktadir.

AB'nin Yeni Yabanci Subvansiyon
Rejimi, Sinir Otesi Birlesme ve
Devralmalar Sekillendiriyor

Avrupa Komisyonu, Birlesik Arap
Emirlikleri'nin devlet sirketi olan Abu Dhabi
National Oil Company’'nin (ADNOC), Almanya
merkezli Covestro’yu satin almasina sartli onay
verdi.

Bu karar, AB disg1 hiukimetlerden gelen ve

Avrupa tek pazarini bozabilecek
sibvansiyonlar1 hedefleyen yeni Yabanci
Stibvansiyonlar Tuzuga (FSR) kapsaminda

emsal niteliginde bir dosyadir. Komisyon'un
temel endisesi, ADNOC’un aldig1 “sinirsiz
devlet garantisi” idi; bu garanti sirketin AB’deki
faaliyetlerini finanse etme kabiliyetini haksiz
sekilde gluclendirmis olabilirdi.

Bu slrecte sasirtict olan sey, sorusturmanin
kendisi degil, onay icin talep edilen yaratici
giderim  (remedy) oldu. Komisyon’un
endiselerinin giderilmesi i¢cin ADNOC’un
yalnizca sorunlu devlet garantisini kaldirmasi
yeterli goralmedi.
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Sirket, rekabet hukuku araglarinin stratejik
kullanimina oOrnek teskil eden bir adimla,
Covestronun surdurilebilirlik  patentlerini,
Onceden belirlenmisg seffaf kosullar
cercevesinde, belirli piyasa oyunculariyla 10
yil  sureyle paylasmay:r taahhit etmek
durumunda kalda.

Bu durum, duizenleyici otoritelerin birlesme
kontrolinii inovasyonu proaktif bicimde
tesvik etmek icin kullanmaya istekli oldugunu
gosteriyor. Komisyon ayrica bu yaklasimin,
‘kimya  endiistrisinin  genmelinde ve dzellikle
sirdiirilebilirlik  segmentinde inovasyon igin
yayima etkileri yaratma” potansiyeline dikkat
cekti.

Rekabet Hukukunda
Yonetimi’ Odakta

‘Kategori

Avrupa Komisyonu, kiiresel enerji icecegi

ureticisi Red Bull hakkinda sorusturma
baglatti. Temel endise, sirketin hakim
durumunu  koétuye  kullanarak  rekabeti

sinirliyor olabilecegi; 6zellikle de 250 ml'den

buytuk  kutularda satilan rakip enerji
iceceklerini  supermarketler ve  benzin
istasyonu marketleri gibi perakende

noktalarinda hedef aldig1 yontinde.

Bu sorusturmay: digerlerinden ayira unsur,
ince ve modern bir ticari uygulamaya
odaklanmasidar. Komisyon'un “kategori
yonetimi” pozisyonunun potansiyel kotuye
kullanimina iligkin ilk resmi sorusturmasidir.

Bu terim, bir perakendecinin, burada Red Bull
orneginde oldugu gibi, bir ana tedarik¢iye tim
bir Grtun kategorisinin —rakip trtnler dahil—
pazarlamasini, raf yerlesimini ve Urin
cesitliligini  yonetme  yetkisini  verdigi

dizenlemeyi ifade eder.

Bu sorusturma, Komisyon'un odaginin fiyat
tespiti gibi acik rekabet ihlallerinin o6tesine
gectigini  gostermesi  bakimindan  6nem
tasimaktadir. Komisyon artik, gucla
tedarikcilerin  perakendecilerle  kurduklari
givene dayali iligkileri magaza rafinda
rakiplerini haksiz  bicimde dezavantajh
konuma itmek icin kullanip kullanmadigini da
incelemektedir.




