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Turkey's Labor Market Crackdown
Expands: 26 Firms Under
Investigation

The Turkish Competition Board launched a
formal investigation on 29 January 2026 into
26 undertakings across banking, insurance,
and IT for alleged no-poach agreements and
the exchange of competitively sensitive
information in the labour market both of
which constitute violations of Article 4 of Law
No. 4054 on the Protection of Competition
(the prohibition on anti-competitive
agreements).

The respondents include 13 of Turkey's most
prominent banks, among them Garanti,
Isbank, Yap1 Kredi, and HSBC, four insurance
companies, and nine technology firms
supplying fintech and banking software. The
investigation was preceded by a preliminary
review that the Board found sufficient to
justify full proceedings.

Labour market enforcement, long a US and
European priority, has now firmly arrived in
Turkey. For HR departments and C-suites in
the financial services and technology sectors,
the message is direct: bilateral arrangements
that restrict employee mobility, whether
formal or informal, written or oral, now carry
meaningful antitrust exposure. Compliance
programs must extend beyond pricing and
procurement to cover recruitment and
workforce management.

TCA Turns to Private Schools: Tuition
Fees and Tied Services 1in the
Crosshairs

Also on 29 January 2026, the Turkish
Competition Board opened a separate
investigation into 19 private educational
institutions for alleged collusion on tuition fee
increases and the bundling of ancillary
services catering, textbooks, stationery, and
uniforms as mandatory purchases from
designated suppliers.

The schools named include major chains such
as Bahcesehir Okullari, Ugur Okullari, Bilnet,
TED Ankara Koleji, and Final Egitim. The
investigation targets potential violations of
Article 4 of Law No. 4054, specifically price-
fixing and tying arrangements.

The TCA has shown a consistent pattern: once
it enters a sector, it investigates it from every
angle. Having already examined labour market
practices at private schools, it is now
responding directly to parental complaints
about costs. For private education groups
operating in Turkey, this signals that pricing

decisions and supplier relationships for
ancillary services require the same rigorous
competition law review as commercial
contracts.

Google Under the Microscope Again
in Turkey

The Turkish Competition Board opened a
fresh investigation into Google on 8 January

2026, this time targeting the contractual
architecture that replaced the obligations
imposed by the Board's landmark 2018

Android decision (case no. 18-33/555-273).

The new inquiry examines four specific
concerns: whether Google's Search Widget
Placement Agreement (GSPA), framed as
voluntary  but financially incentivised,
produces the same exclusionary effect as the
prior mandatory placement requirement;
whether  Turkey-specific  revenue-sharing
arrangements (TRSA) entrench Google Search
as the default across a broader range of
services, including Chrome and Google
Assistant; whether Google requires
manufacturers to pre-load Chrome as the
default browser; and whether the ban on
manufacturers using Android-fork operating
systems previously found non-infringing now
warrants reconsideration in light of market
conditions.

This investigation is significant for the mobile
ecosystem industry. It signals that the Board's
scrutiny does not end with compliance — it
follows through to assess whether remedies
achieved their intended competitive effect or
were simply restructured around the same
outcomes.
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EU-UK Competition Cooperation: A The Commission considers WhatsApp a
critical access point for Al  assistant

Post-Brexit Framework Takes Shape

On 25 February 2026, the European
Commission and the United Kingdom signed
the EU-UK  Competition  Cooperation
Agreement, establishing a formal framework
for joint coordination between  the
Commission, EU Member State competition
authorities, and the UK Competition and
Markets Authority (CMA).

The agreement the first dedicated
competition cooperation instrument between
the EU and UK since Brexit — requires both
sides to notify each other of significant
antitrust and merger investigations, coordinate
enforcement where appropriate, and protect
the confidentiality of shared information.
Company-provided confidential data cannot
be exchanged without the company's consent.
The agreement supplements the broader EU-
UK Trade and Cooperation Agreement and
awaits ratification by both the EU Council and
the European Parliament.

For multinational businesses managing
parallel investigations in Brussels and London,
a common reality post-Brexit, this agreement
increases the risk of coordinated enforcement
timelines and aligned investigative strategies.
Parties and companies to cross-border
transactions, and those under investigation on
both sides of the Channel, should factor this
closer alignment into their legal strategy.

Meta Faces Interim Measures Over

WhatsApp Al Lockout

The European Commission sent a Statement
of Objections to Meta on 9 February 2026,
setting out its preliminary view that Meta's
decision to ban third-party Al assistants from
WhatsApp breaches Article 102 of the Treaty
on the Functioning of the European Union
(TFEU), the prohibition on abuse of a
dominant position.

Meta updated its WhatsApp Business Solution
Terms in October 2025, effectively excluding
all competing Al assistants from the platform
as of 15 January 2026.

distribution in the EEA, and Meta's conduct
likely raises barriers to entry in a fast-moving
market where early exclusion could be
irreversible.

The Commission is moving to impose interim
measures, emergency remedies ordered before
the main investigation concludes, to prevent

irreparable competitive harm while
proceedings continue.
The case is a direct test of whether

competition law can move fast enough to
police AI markets in real time. Interim
measures under Article 8 of Regulation 1/2003
are exceptional; their consideration here
signals the Commission's view that competitive
damage in Al cannot wait for a final decision.

TikTok's Addictive Design Breaches
the DSA, Commission Says

The European Commission issued preliminary
findings on 6 February 2026 that TikTok's core
design features infinite scroll, autoplay, push
notifications, and its personalised
recommendation engine breach the Digital
Services Act (DSA) by failing to adequately
assess and mitigate their addictive effect on
users, including minors.

The Commission's investigation found that
TikTok's  existing tools (screen time
management, parental controls) are
insufficiently effective: they are easy to dismiss
and place an unreasonable burden on parents
to implement. The Commission indicated that
TikTok must make structural changes
disabling infinite scroll, building effective time
breaks, and reconfiguring its recommendation
system. If the preliminary findings are
confirmed, TikTok faces a fine of up to 6% of
its total worldwide annual turnover.

Platform design is now a matter of regulatory
compliance, not merely a product decision.
For every Very Large Online Platform (VLOP)
designated under the DSA, TikTok's
proceedings are a live case study in what
inadequate risk assessment and mitigation
look like and how regulators will measure
proportionality in demanding platform
redesign.
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Shein Faces DSA Probe Over Illegal

Products, Addiction Design, and
Algorithm Opacity

On 17 February 2026, the European
Commission opened formal proceedings

against Shein under the Digital Services Act,
investigating three distinct concerns: the sale
of illegal products (including content
potentially constituting child sexual abuse
material); the addictive design of the platform
through engagement rewards; and the opacity
of its recommender systems.

The Commission had sent Shein three
information requests since June 2024. The
formal opening of proceedings now empowers
the Commission to order interim measures,
demand further evidence, and ultimately
impose a non-compliance decision. Ireland's
Digital Services Coordinator, Coimisiin na
Mean, is associated with the investigation as
Shein's EU country of establishment.

The concurrent DSA investigations into
TikTok and Shein underscore that the
Commission is building an enforcement
posture around three recurring themes: illegal
content systems, addictive design, and
recommender system transparency. Any large
e-commerce or content platform operating in
the EU that has not conducted a rigorous DSA-
compliant risk assessment is now operating
with regulatory exposure.

CMA Locks In Commitments from
Apple and Google on App Store
Fairness

The UK Competition and Markets Authority
announced on 10 February 2026 that it had
secured voluntary commitments from Apple
and Google, the first measures obtained since
both companies were designated with Strategic
Market Status (SMS) under the UK's Digital
Markets, Competition and Consumers Act in
October 2025.

The commitments cover app review and
ranking fairness (prohibiting self-
preferencing), developer data protection, and
critically for Apple, a new interoperability
request process allowing developers to seek
access to iOS and iPadOS features with an
obligation on Apple to respond fairly and
objectively.

The CMA will monitor compliance and report

publicly. If the commitments are not
implemented effectively, the CMA will impose
formal conduct requirements.

These are the opening moves of the UK's new
digital markets regime. The SMS designation
process was designed to deliver faster, more
targeted interventions than  traditional
competition proceedings. For developers —
particularly in fintech, where access to Apple's
digital wallet tools is a key pending issue — the

commitments represent an enforceable
baseline, not a ceiling.

Getty—Shutterstock: CMA
Provisionally Finds Risk to UK

Editorial Content Market

The Competition and Markets Authority
provisionally concluded on 19 February 2026
that Getty Images' anticipated acquisition of
Shutterstock would result in a substantial
lessening of competition (SLC) in the supply of
editorial content in the United Kingdom, while
clearing the deal on stock content globally.

The CMA found that the merged entity would
command close to or above 50% of the UK
editorial content market, with Shutterstock
identified as one of only a handful of viable
alternatives to Getty for UK news, sport,
entertainment, and archive imagery. By
contrast, the global stock content market
benefits from strong competition from Adobe
(including its Firefly GenAl offering) and
growing pressure from Canva, which the CMA
expects to become a more formidable
competitor. Interested parties were invited to
submit representations by 12 March 2026.

The split outcome SLC in editorial, clearance

in stock reflects the CMA's increasingly
granular approach to product market
definition in content businesses. For the
parties, remedy discussions will focus

exclusively on the editorial segment, where
barriers to entry are high, and GenAl is not yet
a meaningful substitute.
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UMG Acquires Downtown — But
Must Divest Curve Royalty Systems

The  European  Commission approved
Universal Music Group's acquisition of
Downtown Music Holdings on 13 February
2026, conditional on the full divestment of
Downtown's royalty accounting platform,
Curve Royalty Systems.

The Commission's in-depth investigation
found no competition concerns in recorded

music, artist and label services, or music
publishing, concluding that UMG and
Downtown's combined market shares

remained moderate across relevant markets.
However, Curve presented a distinct data-
access concern: UMG, once in control, would
be able to access the commercially sensitive
financial data of rival record labels that also
use Curve for royalty processing, giving it an
unfair intelligence advantage over
competitors. The required divestment severs
that risk entirely.

The Curve remedy is a clean illustration of
how modern merger control isolates data-
driven harm. The deal logic survives intact;
what was carved out is specifically the
information asymmetry it would have created.
For M&A practitioners in data-adjacent
industries, the lesson is clear: any target asset
that processes competitors' data warrants its
own competition analysis, independent of the
main transaction.

Norwegian Authority Proposes NOK
30 Million Fine Against
Schlumberger for Misleading Merger
Filing

Norway's  Konkurransetilsynet (Norwegian
Competition Authority) issued a preliminary
fine notice of NOK 30 million (approximately
€2.5 million) to Schlumberger on 19 February
2026, for allegedly submitting inaccurate
information in its merger notification
regarding the acquisition of ChampionX.

The authority found that the information
provided on the parties' rankings in prior
tender competitions for production chemicals,
and on the products Schlumberger uses in
Norwegian shelf drilling services, did not
accurately reflect the actual situation.

The authority stressed that it operates under
tight statutory deadlines and must rely on the
accuracy and completeness of filing
submissions. Schlumberger has until 19 March
2026 to submit its observations before a final
decision is made.

Filing accuracy in merger control is not a
procedural formality it is a substantive legal
obligation. A material misstatement, even if
later corrected, can independently trigger
enforcement action. Schlumberger's case
serves as a reminder to transaction counsel:
information provided in notifications must be
verified against operational reality, not built
from optimistic commercial characterisations.

UK CAT Rejects Mastercard and Visa's
Pass-On Defence in MIF Damages
Trial

The UK Competition Appeal Tribunal (CAT)
issued its judgment on 18 February 2026 in
Trial 2 of the Merchant Interchange Fee
Umbrella Proceedings, rejecting the core of
Mastercard and Visa's "pass-on" defence the
argument that merchants passed the unlawful
interchange fee overcharges to consumers
through higher retail prices, thereby avoiding
compensable loss.

The CAT held that establishing pass-on (a
defendant's claim that a claimant did not in
fact suffer loss because it passed costs
downstream) requires demonstrating a direct
causal link between the specific overcharge
and actual pricing decisions not merely that
the overcharge formed part of the merchant's
general cost base. For acquirer pass-on
(whether banks passed fees to merchants via
higher merchant service charges), the Tribunal
confirmed that IC+ and IC++ contracts involve
100% pass-on by structure, while declining to
set group rates based on merchant size due to
insufficient evidence.

This ruling significantly narrows one of the
most commonly deployed defences in
competition damages proceedings. Any
business facing downstream pass-on claims or
relying on pass-on defences should treat this
judgment as a benchmark for the evidentiary
standard required.
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Red Bull Appeals to EU Court of
Justice Over Commission Inspection
Decision

Red Bull filed an appeal before the Court of
Justice of the European Union on 23
December 2025 (published in the Official
Journal on 16 February 2026) against the
General Court's October 2025 judgment in
Case T-306/23, which upheld the
Commission's 2023 inspection decision in the
Red Bull (AT.40819) investigation.

Red Bull raises six grounds: procedural
unfairness in access to evidence (challenging a
dual restriction that it argues violated the
principle of equality of arms); evidentiary
insufficiency (the General Court's failure to
recognise the wunreliability of evidence
originating from a single competitor); the
Commission's failure to obtain prior judicial
authorisation for the inspection; insufficient
precision in the inspection decision;
disproportionality of the inspection scope; and
violation of the right of access to a lawyer and
legal professional privilege during the
inspection itself.

The case is procedurally significant beyond
Red Bull. The grounds relating to judicial pre-
authorisation and legal professional privilege
during dawn raids are issues the EU courts
have not definitively resolved. The Court of
Justice's ruling will shape the procedural rights
of all companies subject to Commission
inspections.

DOJ Sues OhioHealth Over Anti-
Competitive Hospital Contracting

The US Department of Justice Antitrust
Division, together with the Ohio Attorney
General, filed a civil antitrust complaint
against OhioHealth Corporation on 20
February 2026 in the US District Court for the
Southern District of Ohio.

OhioHealth, the largest healthcare system in
central Ohio with 16 hospitals and outpatient
facilities, is accused of using its market power
to impose "all-or-nothing" contracting terms,
forcing insurers to include OhioHealth in all
commercial networks regardless of price, and
blocking the development of tiered or
narrowed network health plans that would
allow patients to choose lower-cost providers.

The DOQJ alleges these restrictions suppress
price transparency and limit consumer access
to affordable healthcare options.

US antitrust enforcement in healthcare has
historically focused on hospital mergers. The
OhioHealth complaint represents a targeted
enforcement action against vertical contracting
terms, specifically the network restrictions that
major hospital systems routinely negotiate into
insurer agreements. For healthcare operators
in any jurisdiction, this signals that dominant
provider contracting practices face increasing
scrutiny beyond the merger context.

DOJ and FTC Launch Joint Public
Inquiry on Competitor Collaboration
Guidelines

The US Department of Justice Antitrust
Division and the Federal Trade Commission
jointly launched a public inquiry on 23
February 2026, soliciting input on whether
and how to revise guidance on collaborations
among competitors following the December

2024 withdrawal of the 2000 Antitrust
Guidelines  for  Collaborations =~ Among
Competitors.

The inquiry seeks comment on which

categories of collaboration warrant updated
guidance (including joint licensing, conditional
dealing, and information sharing), which
technologies and business models require new
treatment (algorithmic pricing, data
collaborations, labour joint ventures), and
what legal, economic, or technological
developments should shape any revision.
Comments of up to 18 pages can be submitted
at regulations.gov until 24 April 2026.

The withdrawal of the 2000 Guidelines left a

meaningful guidance gap for businesses
structuring joint ventures and collaborations.
The inquiry signals the current

administration's intent to restore predictability
in this area, a priority for industries
increasingly reliant on data-sharing consortia,
technology partnerships, and supply chain
alliances. Stakeholders with an interest in how
the agencies will draw the line between pro-
competitive  collaboration and unlawful
coordination should engage with this process.
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Spain's CNMC Finds Apple and
Amazon Failed to Comply with 2023
Order

Spain's Comisién Nacional de Mercados y la
Competencia (CNMC) declared on 25 February
2026 that Apple and Amazon failed to comply
with a cease and desist obligation imposed in
its July 2023 sanctioning decision, which fined
both companies €194 million for
anticompetitive distribution clauses that
restricted the number of Apple resellers on
Amazon's Spanish marketplace and limited
advertising for competing products.

The CNMC found that both companies
continued the sanctioned conduct until May
2025, nearly two years after the resolution,
and only ceased after the CNMC's
Competition Directorate issued a formal non-
compliance proposal. The Council has now
referred the matter to the Competition
Directorate to initiate a fresh sanctioning
procedure for the non-compliance period. The
original 2023 decision remains under appeal
before Spain's National Court.

Non-compliance with competition authority
orders carries its own enforcement cycle —
separate from any appeal of the underlying
decision. Apple and Amazon's experience in
Spain illustrates that appealing a fine does not
suspend the obligation to comply with
behavioural remedies. Companies subject to
cease and desist orders must treat
implementation as a live obligation from the
moment of decision, regardless of litigation
status.

Check24 Drops Price Parity Clauses
After Bundeskartellamt Investigation

Germany's Bundeskartellamt accepted binding
commitments from Check24 on 24 February
2026, requiring the leading German energy
comparison platform to abandon price parity
clauses (also known as most-favoured nation
or MFN clauses) in its contracts with energy
suppliers.

The authority's investigation, launched in July
2025, found that Check24 had contractual
terms preventing gas and electricity suppliers
from offering lower prices on competing
comparison sites or through their own direct
channels. Check24 commands 60-70% of
Germany's online energy brokerage market,
with online intermediary services accounting
for roughly 57% of all new energy supply
contracts. The commitments also prohibit
"dimming", reducing a supplier's visibility or
ranking for failing to maintain price parity,
and prevent Check24 from tying its
commission to suppliers' pricing on other
platforms.

The Bundeskartellamt's MFN enforcement
posture has hardened following a series of
German and European court rulings on parity
clauses. On price-comparison platforms,
operator-side MFN clauses which restrict
supplier pricing across all channels are now
routinely viewed as anticompetitive when
deployed by dominant platforms. Any
comparison website that maintains best-price
obligations with suppliers should treat the
Check24 outcome as a direct precedent.

Basaran Law Firm
Istanbul - Turkiye

For further details about our practice areas or to discuss how we may assist you
Please reach us at:

E-mail: info@basaranlawfirm.com
www.linkedin.com/company/basaran-law-firm
www.basaranlawfirm.com

*This newsletter is prepared solely for informational purposes and does not constitute any legal advice for a specific case or client.
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Turkiye'de Isglucu Piyasasi Rekabet Kurumu bu siirecte tutarli bir egilim

Sorusturmasi Genigliyor: 26 Sirket
Inceleme Altinda

Rekabet Kurulu, 29 Ocak 2026 tarihinde;
bankacilik, sigortacilik ve bilisim sektdrlerinde
faaliyet gosteren 26 tesebbiis hakkinda, isguci
piyasasinda c¢alisan ayartmama anlagsmalari
(no-poach agreements) yaptiklar1 ve rekabete
duyarli bilgi degisimi gerceklestirdikleri
iddiastyla resmi bir sorusturma baslatti. Her iki
eylem de 4054 sayili Rekabetin Korunmasi
Hakkinda Kanun'un 4. maddesi (rekabeti
kisitlayici anlagmalarin yasaklanmasi)
kapsaminda ihlal teskil etmektedir.

Hakkinda sorusturma yurutilen tesebbusler
arasinda; Garanti, Is Bankasi, Yap1 Kredi ve
HSBC'nin de yer aldig1 Turkiye'nin en 6nde
gelen 18 bankasi, dort sigorta sirketi ile fintek
ve bankacilik yazilimi tedarik eden dokuz
teknoloji firmasi bulunmaktadir. S6z konusu
sorusturma, Kurul'un elde edilen bulgular1 tam
kapsamli bir sorusturma siirecini hakli kilacak
Olctude ciddi ve yeterli buldugu bir 6narastirma
asamasini takiben baglatilmistir.

Finansal hizmetler ve teknoloji sektoérlerindeki
Insan Kaynaklar1 (IK) departmanlar1 ile st
dizey yoneticiler (C-suites) icin verilen mesaj
son derece nettir: Calisan hareketliligini
kisitlayan ikili mutabakatlar; ister resmi ister
gayri resmi, ister yazili ister s6zIli olsun, artik
ciddi bir rekabet hukuku vyaptirim riski
(antitrust exposure) tasimaktadir. Rekabet
uyum programlari, yalnizca fiyatlandirma ve
satin alma faaliyetlerinin Otesine gecmeli; ise
alim ve isglcli yoénetimi sureclerini de
kapsayacak sekilde genisletilmelidir.

Kurul Ozel Okullara Yoneldi: Egitim
Ucreti ve Bagli Hizmetler Incelemede

Yine 29 Ocak 2026 tarihinde Rekabet Kurulu;
egitim Ucreti artiglarinda danisikli hareket
ettikleri ve yemek, ders kitabi, kirtasiye ile
forma gibi yan hizmetleri belirlenmis
tedarikcilerden zorunlu alim sartina
bagladiklar1 iddiasiyla 19 6zel egitim kurumu
hakkinda ayr1 bir sorusturma baslatti.

Sorusturma tarafi olarak adi gecen okullar
arasinda Bahcgesehir Okullari, Ugur Okullari,
Bilnet, TED Ankara Koleji ve Final Egitim gibi
bluyuk zincirler yer almaktadir. Sorusturma,
4054 sayil1 Kanun'un 4. maddesinin potansiyel
ihlallerine; spesifik olarak ise fiyat tespiti
(price-fixing) ve baglama uygulamalarina
(tying arrangements) odaklanmaktadir.

sergilemektedir: Kurum bir sektére girdiginde,
o sektorit her acidan incelemektedir. Daha
6nce  6zel okullarin  isglci  piyasasi
uygulamalarini inceleyen Kurum, halihazirda
velilerin maliyetlere iligkin sikayetlerine
dogrudan yanit vermektedir.

Turkiye'de faaliyet gosteren oOzel egitim
gruplar1 i¢cin bu durum; fiyatlandirma
kararlarinin ve yan hizmetlere iliskin tedarikei
iligkilerinin, tipki ticari s6zlesmelerde oldugu
gibi titiz bir rekabet hukuku denetiminden

(competition law review) gecirilmesi
gerektigine isaret etmektedir.
Google Turkiye'de Yeniden

Sorusturma Altinda

Rekabet Kurulu, 8 Ocak 2026 tarihinde Google
hakkinda yeni bir sorusturma baslatti; bu kez
hedefte, Kurul'un 2018 tarihli emsal Android
kararinda (18-33/555-273 sayili karar) getirilen
yukumlialiklerin yerini alan sézlesmesel yapi
(mimari) yer almaktadar.

Yeni inceleme dort temel rekabetci endiseye
odaklanmaktadair:

1.Gonullu olarak kurgulanan ancak finansal
olarak tesvik edilen Google Arama Widget'1
Yerlestirme Anlagmasinin (GSPA), onceki
zorunlu vyerlestirme gerekliligi ile aym
dislayici etkiyi (exclusionary effect) yaratip
yaratmadig;

2. Turkiye'ye ozgu gelir paylasimi
anlagsmalarinin (TRSA), Google Arama'yi
Chrome ve Google Asistan da dahil olmak
uzere daha genis bir hizmet yelpazesinde
varsayllan (default) olarak saglamlastirip

saglamlastirmadigz;
38.Google'in cihaz Treticilerini Chrome'u
varsayillan  tarayict  olarak  6nceden

yuklemeye (pre-load) zorlayip zorlamadig;

4.Cihaz Treticilerinin Android c¢atallamasi
(Android-fork) isletim sistemlerini
kullanmalarina yonelik yasagin —ki daha
once ihlal tegkil etmedigine karar verilmisti
— mevcut pazar kosullarn 1s181nda yeniden
degerlendirilmeyi gerektirip
gerektirmedigi.

Bu sorusturma, mobil ekosistem endustrisi i¢gin
buyuk o6nem tasimaktadir. Zira bu hamle,

Kurul'un denetiminin  yalnizca  uyum
(compliance) slreciyle sona ermedigini;
aksine, uygulanan tedbirlerin/¢céztimlerin

(remedies) amaclanan rekabet¢i etkiye ulasip

ulagsmadigin1 veya sadece ayni sonuglari
doguracak sekilde yeniden yapilandirilip
yapilandirilmadigin1  degerlendirmek tzere

sireci yakindan takip ettigini gostermektedir.

Is
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AB-Birlesik Krallik Rekabet isbirligi:
Brexit Sonras1 Cerceve Sekilleniyor

25 Subat 2026 tarihinde Avrupa Komisyonu ve
Birlesik Krallik, AB-Birlesik Krallik Rekabet Ig
Birligi Anlagsmasini (EU-UK Competition
Cooperation ~_ Agreement) imzalayarak;
Komisyon, AB Uye Ulke rekabet otoriteleri ve
Birlesik Krallik Rekabet ve Piyasalar Otoritesi
(CMA) arasinda ortak koordinasyon saglayacak
resmi bir ¢cerceve olusturdu.

Brexit'ten bu yana AB ve Birlesik Krallik
arasindaki ilk spesifik rekabet is birligi araci
olan bu anlagma; her iki tarafin 6nemli rekabet
ihlali  (antitrost) ve  birlesme/devralma
(merger) sorusturmalarini birbirlerine
bildirmelerini, uygun durumlarda
yaptirnm/uygulama  slreclerini  koordine
etmelerini  (coordinate enforcement) ve
paylasilan bilgilerin gizliligini korumalarini
sart kosmaktadir. Tesebbusler tarafindan
saglanan gizli bilgiler, ilgili tesebbiisiin acik
r1zasl1 olmaksizin kargilikhi olarak
paylasilamayacaktir. S6z konusu anlagma,
daha genis kapsamli olan AB-Birlesik Krallik
Ticaret ve Is Birligi Anlagmasi'n1 tamamlayici
nitelikte olup; hem AB Konseyi hem de
Avrupa Parlamentosu tarafindan onaylanmay1
(ratification) beklemektedir.

Brexit sonrasi donemde sik¢a karsilasilan bir
gerceklik olarak, Briksel ve Londra'da paralel
sorusturmalar (parallel investigations) yuriten
cok uluslu tesebbusler icin bu anlasma;
yaptirim takvimlerinin koordine edilmesi ve
sorusturma  stratejilerinin  uyumlu hale
getirilmesi riskini artirmaktadir. Sinir Otesi
islemlere (cross-border transactions) taraf olan
tesebbusler ile Mans Denizinin her iki
yakasinda da sorusturma altinda olan
sirketlerin, hukuki stratejilerini kurgularken
bu yakinlagmayi1 ve artan koordinasyonu

mutlaka g6z 6nunde  bulundurmalar
gerekmektedir.

Meta, WhatsApp'taki Yapay Zeka
Engeli Nedeniyle Gecici Tedbir

Tehdidiyle Kars1 Karsiya

Avrupa Komisyonu, 9 Subat 2026 tarihinde
Meta'ya bir Itiraz Bildirimi (Statement of
Objections) gondererek; Meta'nin Uc¢incu taraf
yapay zeka asistanlarim1 WhatsApp'tan men
etme kararinin, Avrupa Birliginin Igleyisine
Dair Antlagma'nin (TFEU) hakim durumun
kotaye kullanilmasini (abuse of a dominant
position) yasaklayan 102. maddesini ihlal
ettigine dair 6n degerlendirmesini sundu.

Meta, Ekim 2025'te WhatsApp Isletme
Cozumu Sartlarini glncelleyerek, 15 Ocak
2026 itibariyla rekabet eden tim yapay zeka

asistanlarin1 platformdan fiilen diglamigtir
(excluding). Komisyon, WhatsApp1 Avrupa
Ekonomik Alani'nda (AEA) vyapay zeka

asistanlarinin dagitimi icin kritik bir erigim
noktas1 olarak degerlendirmekte ve Meta'nin
bu eyleminin, erken agsamadaki bir diglamanin
geri dondurilemez olabilecegi hizla gelisen bir
pazarda pazara giris engellerini (barriers to
entry) artirma ihtimalinin ytiksek oldugunu
belirtmektedir.

Komisyon, sorusturma sureci devam ederken
telafisi gli¢ rekabetci zararlar1 (irreparable
competitive harm) o6nlemek amaciyla; ana
sorusturma sonuc¢lanmadan o6nce emredilen
acil durum c¢ozumleri olan gecici tedbirleri
(interim  measures) uygulamaya koyma
hazirhigindadir.

Bu dosya, rekabet hukukunun yapay zeka
pazarlarini gercek zamanli olarak denetleyecek
kadar hizli hareket edip edemeyecegine dair
dogrudan bir test niteligi tasimaktadir. 1/2003
say1l1 Tazigiun 8. maddesi kapsamindaki gecici
tedbirler istisnai bir uygulamadir; bu dosyada
gindeme gelmesi, Komisyon'un yapay zeka
alanindaki rekabet¢i zararin nihai bir karari
bekleyemeyecegi yonindeki goérusinin acik
bir gostergesidir.

TikTok'un Tasarimi DSA Kiskacinda:
Komisyon'dan "Bagimlihk Yapan"
Ozelliklere Yonelik On Bulgular

Avrupa Komisyonu, 6 Subat 2026 tarihinde
yayimladigi  6n  bulgularda (preliminary
findings); TikTok'un temel tasarim o6zellikleri

olan sonsuz kaydirma (infinite scroll),
otomatik oynatma, anhk bildirimler ve
kisisellestirilmig tavsiye motorunun

(recommendation engine), kuctikler de dahil
olmak uzere kullanicilar tizerindeki bagimlilik
yapic1 etkilerini yeterince degerlendirmeyip
hafifletemedigi gerekcesiyle Dijital Hizmetler
Yasasi'n1 (DSA) ihlal ettigi sonucuna vardi.

Komisyon'un yurattigu sorusturmada,
TikTok'un mevcut araglarinin (ekran slresi
yonetimi, ebeveyn kontrolleri) yeterince etkili
olmadigi;  bunlarin  kolayca g6z  ard:
edilebildigi ve wuygulanmasi  hususunda
ebeveynlerin Uizerine makul olmayan bir yuk
bindirdigi tespit edilmistir.
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Komisyon, TikTok'un yapisal degisikliklere
(structural changes) gitmesi gerektigini —
sonsuz kaydirmanin devre dis1 birakilmasi,
etkili zaman molalarinin olusturulmasi1 ve
tavsiye sisteminin yeniden yapilandirilmasi—
belirtmistir. On  bulgularin  kesinlesmesi
halinde TikTok, diinya ¢apindaki toplam yillik
cirosunun %6's1na varan bir idari para cezasiyla
kars1 karsiya kalacaktir. Platform tasarimi artik
yalnizca bir Grun karar1 degil, ayn1 zamanda
bir diuzenleyici uyum (regulatory compliance)
meselesidir. DSA kapsaminda belirlenen her
Cok Buyuk Cevrim I¢i Platform (CBCP -
VLOP) i¢in TikTok sorusturmasi; yetersiz risk
degerlendirmesi ve azaltiminin (risk
assessment and mitigation) ne anlama
geldigine ve dizenleyici otoritelerin
platformun yeniden tasarlanmasini talep
ederken orantililigi (proportionality) nasil
Olcecegine dair canli bir emsal vaka caligsmasi
niteligi tasimaktadir.

Shein, DSA Kapsaminda Yasadis1

Urunler, Bagimlihk Tasarimi ve
Algoritma Opaklig: Nedeniyle
Sorusturmaya Alindi

Avrupa Komisyonu, 17 Subat 2026 tarihinde
Dijital Hizmetler Yasast1 (DSA) kapsaminda
Shein hakkinda resmi inceleme sureci (formal
proceedings) baslatt1 ve ¢ ayri
rekabetc¢i/dlizenleyici endiseyi sorusturmaya
ald1: yasadig1 trtinlerin satis1 (potansiyel olarak
cocuk cinsel istismart materyali tegkil eden
icerikler dahil); platformun etkilesim o6dulleri
araciligiyla  kurgulanan bagimlilik  yapici
tasarim1  (addictive design); ve tavsiye
sistemlerinin (recommender systems)
seffafliktan uzak (opak) yapisi. Komisyon,
Haziran 2024'ten bu yana Shein'e ti¢ ayr1 bilgi

istemi (information request) goéondermisti.
Resmi inceleme slrecinin  baglatilmasi,
Komisyon'a an itibariyla gecici tedbirler

(interim measures) uygulama, ek delil talep
etme ve nihai olarak bir uyumsuzluk karari
(non-compliance decision) tesis etme yetkisi
tanimaktadir. Shein'in Avrupa Birligi'ndeki
kurulus (merkez) ulkesi olmasi1 hasebiyle,
Irlanda Dijital Hizmetler Koordinatoéri olan
Coimisiin na Mean da sorusturma slrecine
istirak etmektedir.

Avrupa Birligi'nde faaliyet gosteren ve DSA'ya
tam uyumlu, titiz bir risk degerlendirmesi (risk
assessment) yuritmemis olan herhangi bir

buyik e-ticaret veya icerik platformu,
halihazirda ciddi bir diizenleyici yaptirim riski
(regulatory  exposure) altinda  faaliyet
gostermektedir

CMA, Apple ve Google'dan Uygulama
Magazasi Hakkaniyetine Iliskin
Taahhut Ald1

Birlesik Krallik Rekabet ve Piyasalar Otoritesi
(CMA), 10 Subat 2026 tarihinde Apple ve
Google'dan gonulli  taahhiitler (voluntary
commitments) sagladigini1  duyurdu. Bu
adimlar, her iki tesebbusin de Ekim 2025'te
Birlesik Krallik Dijital Piyasalar, Rekabet ve
Tuketiciler Yasas1 kapsaminda Stratejik Piyasa
Konumuna (SMS) sahip olarak
belirlenmesinden bu yana elde edilen ilk
tedbirler olma 6zelligini tasiyor.

S6z konusu taahhittler; uygulama inceleme ve
adil siralama (kendini kayirmanin - self-
preferencing yasaklanmasi), gelistirici
verilerinin korunmas1 ve o6zellikle Apple
acisindan  kritik bir duzenleme olarak,
gelistiricilerin iOS ve iPadOS o6zelliklerine
erisim talep etmelerine olanak taniyan ve
Apple'a bu taleplere adil ve nesnel bir sekilde
yanit verme yukumlaliga getiren yeni bir
birlikte calisabilirlik (interoperability) talep
surecini kapsamaktadir. CMA, uyum slrecini
(compliance) izleyecek ve durumu kamuoyuna
raporlayacaktir. Taahhttlerin etkin bir sekilde
uygulanmamasi halinde CMA, resmi
davranigsal yukumlalukler (formal conduct
requirements) tesis edecektir.

Bunlar, Birlesik Krallik'in yeni dijital piyasalar
rejiminin agilis hamleleridir. Ozellikle Apple'in

dijital ctizdan araglarina erigsimin halen
¢6zllmeyi bekleyen temel bir mesele oldugu
fintek (finansal teknoloji) alanindaki

gelistiriciler icin bu taahhtler; ulasilabilecek
en ust sinir1 (tavani) degil, yaptirima tabi icra

edilebilir bir asgari temeli (enforceable
baseline) temsil etmektedir.
Getty—Shutterstock: CMA, BK

Editoryal Icerik Piyasasinda Sorun
Tespit Etti

Birlesik Krallik Rekabet ve Piyasalar Otoritesi
(CMA), 19 Subat 2026 tarihinde ulastigi 6n
tespitte  (provisional conclusion); Getty
Images'in Shutterstock'u planlanan devralma
isleminin (anticipated acquisition), kuresel
Olcekte stok icerik pazari agisindan igleme izin
verilirken (clearing the deal), Birlesik
Krallik'taki editoryal icerik arzinda rekabetin
onemli Ol¢tide azaltilmasina (SLC - Substantial
Lessening of Competition) yol acacag:
sonucuna varmigtir.



D BASARAN

Mart 2026

B, LAW FIRM Sayr: 07
CMA, devralma sonrast olusan tesebbiisiin Curve  Ornegindeki bu  ¢oézim/taahhut
(merged entity) Birlesik Krallik editoryal icerik (remedy), modern birlesme/devralma

pazarinin %50'sine veya daha fazlasina hakim
olacagin1 ve Shutterstock'un Birlesik Krallik
haber, spor, eglence ve arsiv goruntileri
alaninda Getty'ye kars1 rekabet edebilecek bir
avug gecerli alternatiften (viable alternatives)
biri oldugunu tespit etmistir. Buna karsilik,
kuresel stok igerik pazari; Adobe'den (Firefly
Uretken YZ teklifi dahil) gelen gucla
rekabetten ve CMA'nin ileride daha cetin bir
rakip haline gelmesini bekledigi Canva'nin
artan baskisindan faydalanmaktadir. Ilgili
taraflarin savunma ve goruslerini
(representations) sunmalari i¢in 12 Mart 2026
tarihine kadar siire taninmaistir.

Editoryal pazarda endise duyulurken stok
pazarinda igleme onay verilmesi, CMA'nin
ilgili Grin pazar1 tanimindaki giderek daha
hassas ve ayrintili yaklagimini yansitmaktadir.
Bu dogrultuda taraflarin taahhiit muzakereleri;
pazara giris engellerinin ylksek oldugu ve
Uretken YZ'nin hentiz gecerli bir ikame
sayllmadig editoryal segmente odaklanacaktir.

UMG Downtown'rt Satin Alhyor —
Ancak Curve Royalty Systems't Elden
Cikarmasi Gerekiyor

Avrupa Komisyonu, 13 Subat 2026 tarihinde
Universal Music Group'un (UMG) Downtown
Music Holdings'i devralmasi1 (acquisition)
islemine; Downtown'in telif hakki muhasebe
platformu olan Curve Royalty Systems'in tam
olarak elden cikarilmasi (divestment) sartiyla
izin verdi.

Komisyon'un yurattiga derinlemesine
inceleme (in-depth investigation); kaydedilmis
muzik, sanatci ve plak sirketi hizmetleri veya
muzik yayinciligr alanlarinda herhangi bir
rekabet¢i endise (competition concern) tespit
etmemis ve UMG ile Downtown'in ilgili
pazarlardaki birlesik pazar paylarinin makul
seviyelerde  kaldig1i  sonucuna  varmuistir.
Bununla birlikte Curve, veri erisimine dayali
belirgin bir rekabet¢i endise ortaya koymustur:
Kontroli ele gecirmesi halinde UMG; telif
hakki islemleri i¢in Curve't kullanan rakip
plak sirketlerinin ticari olarak hassas finansal
verilerine (commercially sensitive financial
data) erisebilecek ve bu durum, kendisine
rakipleri karsisinda haksiz bir bilgi/istihbarat
avantaji saglayacaktir. Zorunlu kilinan elden
citkarma iglemi, bu riski tamamen ortadan
kaldirmaktadir.

denetiminin veri odakli zararlar1 nasil izole
ettiginin net bir gostergesidir. Islemin ticari
mantigl oldugu gibi korunurken; islemin
disinda birakilan (carved out) kisim, yaratacagi
spesifik bilgi asimetrisi olmustur. Veri ile
iligkili ~ sektorlerde calisan Birlesme ve
Devralma profesyonelleri i¢cin buradaki ders
oldukca aciktir: Rakiplerin verilerini isleyen
herhangi bir hedef wvarlik, ana islemden
bagimsiz olarak kendi bagina ayri bir rekabet
hukuku analizi gerektirmektedir.

Norve¢ Otoritesi, Yaniltici Birlesme
Bildirimi Nedeniyle Schlumberger'e
NOK 30 Milyon Para Cezas1 Ongordu

Norve¢  Rekabet Otoritesi, ChampionX
devralmasina iliskin birlesme bildiriminde
yanlis bilgi sundugu gerekcgesiyle 19 Subat
2026'da Schlumberger'e 80 milyon NOK
(vaklagik 2,5 milyon Avro) tutarinda idari para
cezas1 6n bildirimi géonderdi.

Otorite, taraflarin gec¢mis ihalelerdeki pazar
siralamalar1 ile kullanilan drtnlere dair
sunulan bilgilerin fiili durumu yansitmadigini
tespit etti. Siki yasal surelerle calistigini
belirten Kurum, bildirimlerin mutlak
dogruluguna givenmek zorunda oldugunu
vurguladi. Sirketin nihai karar 6ncesi 19 Mart
2026'ya kadar savunma hakk: bulunuyor.

Birlesme denetimlerinde bilgi dogrulugu usuli
bir formalite degil, esasa iliskin hukuki bir
yukumlaluktir. Esasa etkili yanlis bir beyan,
sonradan duzeltilse dahi bagimsiz  bir
yaptirimi tetikleyebilir. Bu karar, hukuki
danismanlara net bir mesaj vermektedir:
Bildirimlerdeki  bilgiler  iyimser  ticari
soylemlere degil, sahadaki operasyonel
gerceklere dayanmalidir.

BK Rekabet Temyiz Mahkemesi, MIF
Tazminat Davasinda Mastercard ve
Visa'nin Savunmasini Reddetti

Ingiltere Rekabet Temyiz Mahkemesi (CAT), 18
Subat 2026 tarihinde Uye Isyeri Takas
Komisyonu (MIF) Cergeve Davalarinin 2.
Yargilamasi'na iliskin kararini yayimlayarak;
Mastercard ve Visa'nin yansitma savunmasinin
(pass-on defence) temelini olusturan, uye
isyerlerinin hukuka aykir1 takas komisyonu
fazla tahsilatlarin1 yiksek perakende fiyatlari
yoluyla tlketicilere yansittii ve bodylece
tazmin edilebilir bir zarardan kag¢indigi
yonundeki argimani reddetti.

Is
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CAT, yansitma durumunun ispatlanmasinin
(davalinin, davacinin maliyetleri alt pazara
yansitmasi nedeniyle fiilen zarara ugramadigi
yonundeki iddiasi), s6z konusu fahis kesintinin
(overcharge) yalnizca uye isyerinin genel
maliyet tabaninin bir pargasini olusturdugunu
gostermekten ziyade; spesifik kesinti ile fiili
fiyatlandirma kararlar1 arasinda dogrudan bir
illiyet bagi1 (direct causal link) kurulmasini
gerektirdigine  hiukmetti. Edinen banka
yansitmasi (acquirer pass-on) —yani
bankalarin tUcretleri daha yuksek uye isyeri
hizmet komisyonlar1 yoluyla tye isyerlerine
yansitip yansitmadigi— hususunda Mahkeme,
IC+ ve IC++ soOzlesmelerinin yapilar1 geregi
%100 oraninda yansitma igerdigini teyit
ederken; yetersiz delil nedeniyle uye igyeri
buyukligine dayali grup oranlar1 belirlemeyi
reddetti.

Bu karar, rekabet ihlallerinden dogan tazminat

davalarinda (competition damages
proceedings) en sik bagvurulan savunmalardan
birinin kapsamini onemli olcude
daraltmaktadir. Alt pazara yansitma

iddialariyla kars1 kargiya kalan veya yansitma
savunmalarina dayanan her tesebbis, bu karari
aranan ispat standardi (evidentiary standard)
acisindan bir mihenk tas1 olarak
degerlendirmelidir.

Red Bull, Komisyon Yerinde Inceleme
Kararina Karsi AB Adalet Divani'na
Basvurdu

Red Bull, Komisyon'un Red Bull (AT.40819)
sorusturmasindaki 2023  tarihli  yerinde
inceleme kararini (inspection decision) onayan
Genel Mahkeme'nin Ekim 2025 tarihli T-
306/28 sayili kararina karsi; 23 Aralik 2025
tarihinde Avrupa Birligi Adalet Divani (ABAD)
nezdinde temyiz bagvurusunda bulunmustur.

Red Bull bagvurusunda alt1 temel hukuki
gerekce ileri surmektedir: delillere erisimde
usuli adaletsizlik (silahlarin esitligi ilkesini ihlal
ettigi one surilen cifte kisitlamaya itiraz); ispat
eksikligi (Genel Mahkeme'nin tek bir rakibe
dayanan delillerin guvenilmezligini kabul
etmemesi); Komisyon'un yerinde inceleme
icin 6nceden yargisal izin (mahkeme karari)
almamasi;  inceleme  kararinda  yeterli
belirliligin bulunmamasz; inceleme
kapsaminin orantisizligi; ve bizzat inceleme
esnasinda avukata erigim hakk: ile avukat-
muvekkil gizliliginin (legal professional
privilege) ihlal edilmesi.

Bu dava, sadece Red Bull agisindan degil, genel
usul hukuku bakimindan da buyuk o6nem
tasimaktadir. Zira yerinde incelemelerde
yargisal 6n izin ve avukat-muvekkil gizliligi
meseleleri, AB mahkemelerince hentz kesin
olarak ¢6ziime kavusturulmamistir. Adalet
Divani'nin verecegi nihai karar, Komisyon
denetimlerine tabi tim tesebbuslerin usuli
haklarina yon verecektir.

ABD Adalet
OhioHealth'e
Sozlesme" Davasi

Bakanligindan (DOJ)
"Rekabet Karsit1

ABD Adalet Bakanlig1 Antitrést Birimi ve Ohio
Bagsavciligi, 20 Subat 2026 tarihinde
OhioHealth Corporation aleyhine federal
mahkemede rekabet ihlali davasi act1.

Bolgenin en buytk saglik ag1 olan OhioHealth;
pazar glicuni kullanarak sigorta sirketlerine
"va hep ya hi¢" s6zlesme sartlar1 dayatmakla
suclaniyor.  Sirketin, fiyatlardan bagimsiz
olarak tim ticari aglara dahil edilmeyi zorunlu
kildig1r ve hastalarin daha uygun maliyetli

saglayicilari  se¢cmesine  olanak  taniyan
kademeli saglik planlarini engelledigi iddia
ediliyor. DOJ, bu wuygulamalarin fiyat
seffafligin1 baskiladigini ve tuketicinin uygun
fiyath saghik hizmetlerine erigsimini
kisitladigini belirtiyor.

ABD'de saghk sektorundeki rekabet
denetimleri tarihsel olarak hastane
birlesmelerine odaklanirken; bu dava,

dogrudan dikey so6zlesme hukimlerini hedef
almasi acisindan buyuk énem tasiyor. Bu adim,
saglik sektorii oyuncularina net bir mesaj
veriyor: Hakim durumdaki hizmet
saglayicilarin ~ sOzlesme  pratikleri, artik
yalnizca birlesme/devralma stireclerinde degil,
gunluk ticari isleyiste de artan bir denetime
tabidir.

DOJ ve FTC'den Rakipler Arasi I
Birligi Kilavuzu I¢in Ortak Kamuoyu
Istisare Suireci

ABD Adalet Bakanligi Antitrést Birimi (DOJ) ve
Federal Ticaret Komisyonu (FTC), 2000 tarihli
Rakipler Arast Is Birligi Kilavuzu'nun
yururlukten kaldirilmasini takiben, yatay is
birliklerine (collaborations among
competitors) yonelik yeni hukuki cercevenin
nasil sekillenecegini belirlemek amaciyla 23
Subat 2026'da ortak bir kamuoyu goérusia alma
sureci (public inquiry) baslatti.
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Istisare stireci kapsaminda; ortak lisanslama ve
bilgi degisimi (information sharing) gibi temel
meselelerin yani sira, algoritmik
fiyatlandirma, veri ig birlikleri ve iggiicii ortak
girisimleri gibi yeni nesil modellerin nasil
degerlendirilmesi gerektigine dair paydas
gorusleri talep edilmektedir. Ilgililer, 24 Nisan
2026 tarihine kadar goruslerini sunabilecektir.

Eski kilavuzun iptali, ortak girisim (joint
venture) ve vyatay is birligi kurgulayan
tesebbusler icin ciddi bir rehberlik boglugu
yaratmisti. Bu yeni girisim, teknoloji ve veri
odakli sektorlerde hukuki Ongoérilebilirligi
yeniden tesis etmeyi hedeflemektedir.
Otoritelerin rekabeti destekleyici is birligi
(pro-competitive collaboration) ile hukuka
aykir1 koordinasyon/uyumlu eylem (unlawful
coordination) arasindaki yasal sinir1 nasil
cizecegini belirleyecek olan bu surece, ilgili

paydasglarin  aktif katilimi buydk o6nem
tasimaktadir.
Ispanyadan Apple ve Amazon'a

"Karara Uymama" Sorusturmasi

Ispanya Rekabet Otoritesi (CNMC), 25 Subat
2026 tarihinde; Apple ve Amazon'un, rekabeti
kisitlayici1 dagitim kisitlamalart nedeniyle 194
milyon Avro cezaya carptirildiklar1 Temmuz
2023 tarihli karardaki ihlale son verme
yuktumluligine uymadiklarini agikladi.

Otorite, tesebbiuislerin ihlal konusu
uygulamalar1 kararin ardindan yaklagik iki yil
daha (May1s 2025'e kadar) surdirdigiuni tespit
ederek, bu uyumsuzluk dénemi i¢in bagimsiz
bir yaptirim/sorusturma sureci baglatti. 2023
tarihli esas karar ise halihazirda yargi nezdinde
temyiz agamasindadair.

Bu vaka, idari para cezalarina kars1 yargi
yoluna  bagvurmanin, kararla  getirilen
davranigsal  yukumlultukleri (behavioural
remedies) askiya almadigini (yurutmeyi
durdurmadigini) acikca gostermektedir.
Tesebbuisler, yargilama surecinden bagimsiz
olarak ihlale son verme kararlarina derhal ve
eksiksiz uymak zorundadair.

Check24
(MFN)

Almanya'da Emsal Karar:
Taahhtuitle Fiyat Paritesi
Sartlarini Kaldirda

Almanya Rekabet Otoritesi (Bundeskartellamt),
24 Subat 2026'da lider enerji karsilastirma
platformu Check24in baglayicit taahhiutlerini
(binding commitments) kabul ederek;
platformun enerji tedarikgilerine uyguladigi
fiyat paritesi (En Cok Kayrilan Miusteri - MFN)
sartlarini sonlandirdi.

Sorusturma, pazarin %60-70'ine hakim olan
platformun, tedarikgilerin rakip sitelerde veya
kendi kanallarinda daha duisiik fiyat sunmasini
engelledigini ortaya koymustu. Kabul edilen
taahhutler uyarinca Check24; fiyat paritesine
uymayan tedarikg¢ilerin siralamasini diasirme
eylemlerine ve komisyon oranlarint diger
platformlardaki fiyatlandirmalara baglama
(tying) uygulamalarina derhal son verecektir.
Bu karar, hiakim durumdaki platformlarin
uyguladigi tim kanallar1 kapsayan MFN
sartlarinin artik rutin olarak rekabet ihlali
saylldigin1 pekistirmektedir. Tedarikcilere "en
iyi fiyat" garantisi dayatan tim kargilagtirma
siteleri, bu sonucu dogrudan bir hukuki emsal
olarak dikkate almalidir.

Basaran Law Firm
Istanbul - Tiirkiye
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