Fines

Fines imposed

I e G % of cases imI.)o.s ed % of fines f".r fail‘ed
cases (million notifications
HUF) (Million HUF)
Abuse of dominant position 13 9,4 0 0,0 not applicable
abusive 9 6,6 0 0,0 not applicable
restrictive 1 0,9 0 0,0 not applicable
composite and other 3 1,9 0 0,0 not applicable
[Restrictive agreements 15 11,3 1069 45,4 0
horizontal 10 6,6 949 40,3 0
vertical 3 2,8 77 3,3 0
composite and other 2 1,9 43 1,8 0
[Concentration 46 2.8 n.ot n.ot 5,15
applicable |applicable
horizontal 26 0,0 not applicable |not applicable 3,15
vertical 1 0,0 not applicable |not applicable 0
composite and other 19 2,8 not applicable |not applicable 2
Antitrust cases altogether 74 23,6 1069 45,4 5,15
[Consumer fraud 84 76,4 1285,7 54,6 not applicable
delusion of consumer 82 75,5 1275,2 54,2 not applicable
restricting the choice of onsumer 1 0,0 0 0,0 not applicable
composite 1 0,9 10,5 0,4 not applicable
All cases® 158 100,0 2354,7 100,0 5,15
% of cases 100,0

(a) Depending on the type of the case, GVH (Hungarian competition authority) interventions might result in

different types of decisions:

- establishment of the infringement: applied in all types of cases (However the category of 'failure to notify the
concentration' is not included although these are also infringements of the Competition Act. This influences the
overall number of infringements and fines.)
- termination of proceedings after suspension or after voluntary undertaking: applied in all types of cases (except the

concentrations)

‘prohibition or imposition of condition: applied in the case of concentrations
-voluntary acceptance of the reflections of GVH: applied in the case of concentrations and restrictive agreements

(b) The number of cases (158), defined as a sum of consumer, antitrust and merger cases is slightly higher as the
number of decisions (155) as there were three cases which touched upon two different case types at the same time.
In case 173/2005 and in 44/2207 both the question of abuse of dominant position and restrictive agreement were
raised, and consequently these cases are included both in the table covering dominance and in the table covering
agreements. In 94/2006 unfair manipulation of consumers choice and restrictive agreements were also raised as
possible abuses, and this case is included both in the table on consumer deception and the table on agreements.




Megté

Number of cases

% of cases

vesztés
IEstablishment of the infringement 38 72 86,6
[Termination after suspension or after 1 9 11,0
IG VH's interventions 39 81 97,6
IOther terminations 17 3 2.4
IOther 0 0 0,0
ICases altogether 56 84 100,0
|Fines imposed (Million HUF) 1359 1285,7
Elmber of cases ended with imposition of 29 60

1ne

@ Cases in which the decesions were taken in more than one matter are represented in the table

according to the most serious infringement




Composite

Number of cases
involving trade

Al and other® AT e between Member
states
nfringements 0 0 0 0,0 0
ermination .of proceedings 7 ’ 10 76.9 0
fter suspension
IG VH interventions altogether 7 2 10 76,9 0
Te.rmmatlon of p‘roceedmgs 2 | 3 23.1 0
Kwithout suspension)
IOther 0 0 0 0,0 0
[Cases altogether 9 3 13 100,0 0
% of cases 69,2 23,1 100,0
umber of cases involving 0 0 0
rade between Member states
[Fines imposed (Million HUF) 0 0 0
% of fines 0,0 0,0 0,0
umber of cases ended with 0 0 0

imposition of fines

@ Cases in which the decisions were taken in more than one matter are represented in the

table according to the most serious infringement.




Number of cases
involving trade

Horizontal® Composite® | Altogether® between Member
states
Illlegal agreements 4 2 7 2
Termination of proceedings
jJafter suspension or after 2 0 4 3
voluntary undertakings
Voluntary acceptance of the
1 0 1 0
fproposal of GVH
GVH interventions ; 5 12 5
Itogether
Ilndividual exemption 1 0 1 0
xempted under a block
. o 0 0 0 0
xemption regulation ¢
INon prohibited agreement ® 0 0 0 0
INon restrictive agreement ® 2 0 2 0
JOther kind of suspension 0 0 0 0
[Cases altogether 10 2 15 5
% of cases 66,7 13,3 100,0
'Withdrawal of group 0 0 0
fexemption
umber of cases involving
rade between Member 3 0 5
tates
ines imposed by GVH
e 949,00 43,00 1069,00
Million HUF)
0,
IA) of ﬁne§ due to GVH 88,3 40 100,0
ntervention
umber of cases ended with 4 1 6

imposition of fines

@ Cases in which the decisions were taken in more than one matter are
represented in the table according to the most serious infringement
® Termination of proceedings by formal decision in cases initiated ex

officio.




% of cases

Horizontal ® S::in:)l:gzi::) Altogether ® | % of cases lnisifzi\itcei((i) ex initiate‘d ex
officio
IProhibition 0 0 0 0,0 0 0,0
IConditional approval 0 3 3 6,5 0 0,0
Voluntary acceptance of the 0 0 0 0,0 0 0,0
Jproposal of GVH
IG VH intervention altogether 0 3 3 6,5 0 0,0
IOther refusals 0 0 0 0,0 0 0,0
Approvals 24 12 36 78,3 1 0,0
INot subject to authorisation ® 2 4 7 15,2 1 0,0
ther te'rmlnatlons of 0 0 0 0,0 0 0.0
roceedings
ases altogether 26 19 46 100,0 2 0,0
[Decision in the first phase 25 13 39
IDecisions in the second phase 1 6 7
% of cases 56,5 41,3 100,0
INot notificated 2 1 3
lnitiated ex officio 1 1 2
% of cases initiated ex officio 50,0 50,0 100,0
ines imposed for the lack of
I:otiﬁcation 315 2 5,15
o .
% of fines imposed for the 612 38.8 100

Jlack of notification

@ Cases in which the decisions were taken in more than one matter are represented in the table
according to the most serious infringement
©Termination of proceedings by formal decision in cases initiated ex officio.
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