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The European Competition Day in Vienna on 19 June 2006: 
‘Competition law and its surroundings — links and new trends’ (1)

The event, traditionally organised by each EU presidency, was this time co-staged by the two 2006 
Presidencies of the Council of the European Union countries Austria and Finland.

We would like to bring to your attention a few quotations in order to give a better vision of the main 
themes treated by the programme sessions: I) Do mergers keep what they promise? II) Links and 
trends in antitrust policy III) Europe’s quest for competitiveness — role of antitrust.

From left to right: Jonathan Evans, MEP; Neelie Kroes, Commissioner in charge of competition; Martin Bartenstein, 
 Austrian Federal Minister for Economics and Labour; Dr Paul Rübig, MEP

Mrs Neelie Kroes, Member of the European Commission in charge of Competition.

Opening session remarks: ‘I am firmly of the view that private enforcement of competition law is an 
essential component of a truly effective and comprehensive anti-trust system. If we can encourage 
an increase in effective private enforcement, this will not only secure compensation for injured busi-
nesses and consumers — which they already have a right to after all! But it will also play an important 
part in encouraging overall compliance with the rules as a complement to the actions of competition 
authorities.’

‘We must protect competition, not competitors; and the ultimate aim is to avoid harm to consumers. 
The Article 82 review Discussion Paper therefore suggests ways of analysing this type of conduct 
which are firmly rooted in sound economic analysis. This should enable us to identify those practices 
which are most harmful to competition and consumers. By focusing our enforcement priorities on 
these abuses we hope to optimise our use of resources and improve the quality of our decisions.’

(1)  The content of this article does not necessarily reflect the official position of the European Communities. Responsibility 
for the information and views expressed lies entirely with the authors.
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Mr. Raimo Luoma, Director General, Finnish Ministry of Trade 
and Industry.
Delivering his opening address, Mr. Luoma said: ‘The effectiveness and 
focus of EU competition policy should also be assessed at the political 
level. The debate on competition policy should not solely remain the 
concern of officials implementing competition rules’.

Mr Emil Paulis, Director of Policy and strategic support of 
the Directorate General for Competition of the European 
Commission.
Presenting the Interaction between public and private enforcement and 
the role of leniency he said: ‘It can’t be right that the victims of competition 

violations are left to stand out in the rain with no effective means to redress that situation.’…. ‘If we do 
not have an effective type of collective action, only individual actions, will that be sufficient to ensure 
that the harm is undone? That is very doubtful.’

‘The Commission has not yet decided if actions — legislative or otherwise — are necessary. Also, no 
conclusions have been reached whether any possible action is best taken at the Community level or 
at the level of the Member States. The Commission will take on board all comments received on the 
Green Paper and assess at that point what further action, if any, is needed.’

During the discussion about Europe’s quest for competitiveness he said: ‘The purpose of EU 
competition policy, to the extent that markets in Europe are already open to competition, is to ensure 
that competition is not undermined. To the extent that markets in Europe are not already open to 
competition, its purpose is to ensure that competition is introduced to the extent possible.’…..‘A 
consumer welfare standard is at the root of our approach to competition policy: this is the most 
reliable benchmark for ensuring that markets are productive and that society as a whole will benefit 
from this productivity.’

‘There is no necessary incompatibility between embracing open and competitive markets in Europe 
and worldwide (economic globalisation) and the provision by governments of mechanisms aimed at 
ensuring that its citizens are equipped to survive and prosper in a market-driven economy, including 
the alleviation of some of the undesirable consequences of a market-driven economy.’

RA Dr. Hanno Wollmann, Lawyer from Schoenherr & Partners
speaking on counteracting anticompetitive practices — the impact of other Laws, said:

…’ there is an apparent conflict of interests between competition policy and other state policies 
(conflicts which need to be solved in mutual respect); there are many instances where competition 
rules and other national laws serve the same or at least a similar purpose. The most notorious example 
is the law against unfair competition. This is particularly obvious in the area of Article 82 EC-Treaty. 
More often than not, the abuse of a dominant market position is hardly anything else than unfair 
competition conducted by a dominant firm.’

…’ the stakeholders in neighbouring laws (e.g. the regulators in the area of liberalized industries, 
or the consumer protection organisations in the field of unfair competition) should have adequate 
access to the instruments of antitrust policy. Austria is a jurisdiction where “crossing borders” in this 
sense usually works well.’

Mr. Rainer Geiger, OECD, Deputy Director Financial and Enterprise Affairs,
presenting the convergence & international cooperation in Competition Law explain the role of the 
OECD:

‘1 —  Competition Committee has for many years promoted best practices in competition law 
enforcement & cooperation.

2 —  Recommendations and Best Practice documents provide framework for cooperation.

� —  Roundtable discussions contribute to substantive convergence.
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� —  Cooperation traditionally an instrument to reduce conflicts and tensions (at times of 
fundamental differences over competition policy goals).

5 —  Today much greater emphasis on cooperation as an instrument to make enforcement more 
effective.

6 —  Effective cooperation depends on convergence of substantive and procedural rules.’

With some conclusions:

‘1 —  Cooperation depends on substantive and procedural harmonization; differences interfere with 
cooperation. E.g., ECN has highest level of cooperation: enforcement of the same legal norms; 
similar legal culture.

2 —  Concurrent developments on many fronts: important roles for OECD, ICN, bilateral and 
regional cooperation models.

� —  Formal instruments and informal contacts: the role of the Competition Committee.

� —  International cooperation on competition: an important step toward managing globalization’

Professor Tomi Laamanen of Strategic Management at the Helsinki University of 
Technology
presenting mergers and business strategy give ‘key insights of Managing Acquisitive Growth: 
Acquisitions programs can be used to engineer growth strategies that contribute to shareholder value 
creation, and programs for managing acquisitive growth should be tightly embedded to the organic 
growth strategy.’

Jonathan Evans MEP, member of the European Parliament, Chairman of the 
Transatlantic Legislators Dialogue, and European Parliament Rapporteur on the 
modernisation of EU Competition Policy,
highlighted the links between the EU Competition Day and the EU-US summit between President 
Bush, Chancellor Schussel and Commission President Barroso being held in Vienna the same week. 
Both meetings faced the major challenge of confronting economic nationalism and protectionism. 
Mr Evans anticipated much closer coordination between the Commission DGs dealing with 
Competition and the Internal Market, and within their equivalent committees in Parliament in 
identifying further areas for sectoral inquiries in following years.

The day concluded that competition and well-performing markets constitute a background for all key 
competitiveness themes. During Finland’s EU Presidency, the competition perspective will also be reflected 
in the innovation policy and the energy policy debate.

http://www.bmwa.gv.at/BMWA/Presse/Aktuelle+Meldungen/20060619_01.htm

http://www.competition06.com/competition06/speeches.htm

 Future Competition Days
The Bulgarian Commission on Protection of Competition is organising a Competition Day the 9th 
November 2006 in Sophia under the theme ‘Competition Policy before and after Bulgaria’s Accession 
to the EU’. http://www.cpc.bg/public/index.php

In 200� the Competition Day will be held under the Germany Presidency of the Council of the Euro-
pean Union during the first half of 200� in Munich.

http://www.bmwa.gv.at/BMWA/Presse/Aktuelle+Meldungen/20060619_01.htm
http://www.competition06.com/competition06/speeches.htm
http://www.cpc.bg/public/index.php



