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Zgae fFHEeAs dTolng AAiZAFAI ¢ ol thal A FrHe-sA Hat =
o) B9 H-gol Bk Wby ofeh thE FUTEA H AT vhAR H Aoz o
= P97 FEHFFA Y FF A (common market)2] HA-S e Bl oz} 3]l Aol
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1. ZERSFAAZ M2 A

HA, A7 A A8 9l = ZiF 2 APH (French Commercial Code: FCC) A1.420-1291 2] 3]

AARGYAZA FAZE Gk o] G FUZEA /|5 Z2KTFEU) 410120 th e 23
o= B ARA FHA FEPIel FHH FEANE TR FEANE 2 gdon 5
o

o, #974 FEA9) el ABAARADIE L g o] EaFshe ol

A, AR A FA G ol ok AlL420-129] A&7 FHste] A-AE Af-&o] 30% ©]
3Fol ARAbAl = L W A8 HA|S] = Block Exemption Regulation®] 3|82 -85 %] ¢k
=t dushd AEm 7 AR Y= 1 s " o] A8 A = A9 A 99HY 9] (hardcore re-
striction)” © 2 1A ¥ 7] wj&o|c}?

e A 2 alel} 488 4 A7 EAIFILh, Zeg P ECO) ALA20-A4125 §
HEFA 75 ZH(TFEU) o] #1012 A3% el ol 28 ol 2] 235 7FA|aL et of ol mh=
H, Aorolu 759 T3 &2 71 Bl AAH T o] Xl 7]ofstar 22 Qg & e o] 4xH]
A AFeA A H W o] g H2S ofsf wh=A] D adhA] b AlgHS FakebA| fom A
AN 718 ORI G Al X PIECO AL S 5K A5
% ZE Ao o] ] fiuto] B[] 952 & k. 2y AR A A Y 21 o] A g Al

2)  Eghxo] AW YL ek AR (French Competition Authority) ol 4 ©38laL 91t} 20081 89 75‘ A Sl 3}l &
HE (Law on the Modernization of the Economy)¢] &2} 5 o] o] o]s}=]o] e A Fefo] AYs} wo] £&
ol A JYPF25 2857 | Aot 2008 7E o] ofli= Directorate-General of Competition, Consumption
and the Repression of Frauds (DGCCRF)9} Competition Council (Conseil de la concurrence) 2] 7 7| #o. 2 H-3kr]o] 9]
At

3)  Paris Court of Appeals, 26 January 2012, RG no. 2010/23945, p.44.
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B ARIAE T2 B19) A% ARIAS Apolol e BoI3Hl S 59l A% IR R o] @

BA= o] Ao Al E tS =5t thE el = AFE o] AE-4 (market fore-
closure) & 7142 4 Aok JH, 7122 f-5AARE S B A= ] A (intra-brand competi-
tion) o] ZHA= IS A TS BEH Q] AR A1 Kol ZaH= T o= 7iE A #

& oll9)7} 488 7Ps o] g 2e Zo] Aaloleh.

S, AIAE L TR AP T oLk T AT WAL ol F WokEol A %
Stek. o8 £, 20|l B A4 Rk A B2 BAT 5 Yok 749, B
& B0 BAE BP0 Qs Basihs 799, ASH 0 P FAe) AU} AT
A 5 Qs oh Jue @ 4 rhs F49, Bal=e] nF oA §X87] $13 aAol
g 74 S BT A Wit

olelgt AAATANZA HAANBAFAFAYSIE ZP2 AHECO) ALAG4-270] whek
A A el 10% AFae] AW F (EE AL JJr We ek TP AT of
WA FEH Q8L 3 A% W FITAAARS AL thE S E A

x4 %—%AP“XP%‘% ohjet rhetat %%A}owﬂ A AAE S5k

2 FH(FCC) ALA20-6%0] EERRCESRERESSE R BE E B!
N T E S
Tt @Ak GApEFe] Hahe AE & A% gk

ki

4)  Competition Authority, Decision No. 05-D-55, 12 October 2005, Relating to practices in the Lavanda Essential oils pro-
duction Sector, p.p. 78 to 82.

5)  Competition Authority, Decision No. 07-D-006, 28 February 2007, Relating to practices in the video games sector, p. 107.

6)  Competition Authotity, Decision No. 00-D-75, 6 February 2001, Relating to practices in the distance flower transmission

sector.

7)  Competition Authortity, Decision No. 06-D-04, 13 March 2000, Relating to practices in the luxury perfume sectot, p.p.
648-650.

§) ez Aol W= AN A Sl ke vl stel 2y Subgo] Akl At 9k HAls ) Ao,
2 QU8 2047} ANk WL 7 Ao AAIES] o]l SAaAl AT Aol7] W oS 1 A%
Alzbal ) 9|ukal 9|2 a1 3l itk Competition Authority, Decision No. 08-D-20, of October 1st 2008, Relating to practices

implemented by subsidiaries of Compagnie Financiére et de Participation Roullier, p. 103.
9)  Competition Authority, Decision No. 07-D-06, 28 February 2007, Relating to practices in the video games sector.
10) Competition Authority, Decision No. 06-D-04, 13 March 20006, Relating to practices in the luxury perfumes sector.

I3

dy= 031



& 848 ¥ B

N
M
(1]
0
X
]
(1114
0
Hu
x
1o
=1
=

iRt 516k o] e "ol - A, §9 S ol ool 247 & 2
PHOL AAARIIAE YT B YRR oot ek F 2 B E 2
BETED AZAYA, BRAGA T SoFEAAT Lo E A A s A2 g
Aot 0] Fetol gl A9, % 2A0] B A BAF 517 2 wHE) 7459
5o AL AAABNERAD N W S A5 S FaF s1Fo] Hrp
AR AL FATE o2 AR AL AFEAAA AAEH) A48 B

§ mi o
Mo o rr
=2
L &
r
l

Aol el B4]0]7] ulitelch. webA] olefat FALIE ] A2 & 2rhHE AR oA 1A
& o= Aol Af7} AL AZANIA EE FEARIAR] 9 S Fad o5

21 Aol A8 uA o
olo BT AL E S Sol i thewh ek A, 58 WALH AT Aol Bhat F 5ol
Wol A 854 YTk BE AFLUAT o] T4 T FAYE 9] dd Ao
2 BEHE ol AQABNIAFAD A ) o AT E B, LvhGEA
A7} A1 233pel wek Aol A A AGEA AAY 5 olekE A Al A 44
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e

912 she A% Shke] BA7k 94 ek 2t AnAReba e Uy e FEow A
Aohel AvhiEAIAE 1 R e A o2 dfehs Rlo] WA o BAR e
Sluke] £A17H B 5 ATk A, Zaakol = AAE Ao BAHAEE A A

W slukel A7k 1) erch WA, $F ol HAE S RAs L o)) MBS FAFHE 9= &
WhEARIA B AHE Rk S QS sk 917 B 5 917wl o] ¥ Slutol

11) dE =9, F85AraAke] gufebolut EelE 55 Adksl= ol stk

12) o8& 4 7—%?‘5 TAE T2 E B BAISAE o)A %XlE A A E o] st} o5 59, 2AIFS E A5
ole] AMF3E = AMPAAER Stolg AF7HA & AA sk Zlo] d g3t Zlolt

13) French Supreme Court, 31 October 2000, Bull. Crim., p. 966.

14) ol vl AN L3 Azt AfA A § o] A A = FAAe oA A S a8k Qi

15) Circulaire Fontanet of 31 Mar. 1960. =3+ ¥ AFS Cass. crim., 25 Nov. 1991, Lawlex200200303]BJ, Gaz. Pal., 1992,
1. Somm., 166; 22 Aug. 1995, LawlLex200200302]BJ, RJDA, 1996, No 77.

16) Cass. com., 27 Jan. 1998, D, 1998, Somm., 336, RJDA, 1998, No 798 & 800.
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7 S, Ao A A o) £ s1o] sliz A= £/} A ek e
oF FAAZE Ake] 7} ol o] A dolnt FA S ol
Zogur o] PR B 5 gl Aol 1ed Y Fe Fute] Ay olRE B %3 A
AR AR A Y2 Slebe] Fok phAuto 2, 2vj 4 A0 M thE Al 9
ko] B5H To20AE A GYoA) ek Aol W euto] ¥]x) ehrto

T g ARG A Sl ol B FAE oIt Al 2ol e AgHA §A
Bglol 2§ HA Stk o 2 Sol, FxHEe] F5o) tjat a9l 2 Fau Itk o o) o]o] mhz
W, T2 o] SRR TP SAE Sk AdAte] A5 EaEol thek AR}
Ag AQaob 811 BVHEADAE %e) T ol 4] 1 E Sofet 2
A7 5 A2 Sibe] S Aol 7bd Q= 9ol hshe] 1% SHA of3ke] §
F o) watE 4 slrk W 1S Fad 20064 190 ALGAoAE BApLFo] Rt
QU Hj9iek® @ AR 6 ABAL NS UL AE SHNIE B2
o] % B A} £FL FERA H2o] glov], 1 £Fo] Aok
A T Sk s e ols) HRsel 5 AR v
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3 A%k A
wro] 5= AB bR A9 910 F7hleka shelehs 2 Q18] = A 38 moral harm) & <)
oirb 2o i@ B AT 5 dokw AFEI% Sk A3 AR A ARt 2

4 A=A Sfute] H= Aol 37 AA 2 GAF AAERE of 2} wIARES El Y
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17) Cass. com., 7 Oct. 1997, LawLex200200243]BJ; RJDA 1998, No 37 JCP, ed E, 1998 613; Contrats Conc. Consom 1998,
No 2 obs Leveneu; Dr. & patr. No 57, 76; BRDA 1997, No 20.

18) CA Nimes, 22 May 2003, LawLex200400046]BJ.

19) CA Versilles, 28 Nov. 1990, LawlLex200200263]BJ, Gaz. Pal., 1991, 2, 410.

20) ZF HAAT ] Al F ol AR S E olof B2 HAAS WA Aol 9l Competition Council decision No 97-
D-48 of 18 June 1997, LawLex200402657]B].

21) Law No 81-766 of August 10, 1981.

22) Law No 2004-204 of 9 Mar. 2004.

23) CA Paris, 17 Jan. 1995, Lawlex200200317]BJ, D., 1997, Somm., 63.

24) et ST Az A fA G 9= dsto] W fluto] H= B9 i A A=A S A3 SF A
7ol thslo] Fal B ele] FA, A BE L2 AM Y] TR Ve A el Badt 2XE @ 5 Ja(ABbLE), -

& ol o] 1005-9] 28 27317 Q= WS oA Y BS Rt & glom(R)3122]2), 24 olate] o = 19 s3It
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2013 6 Z &2 thH 9 (Cour de cassation) APl (Chanel), A& (Guerlain) 5 1371 11534
Al Z/\]-CQX]‘.‘Z} HA ek AU g2 () -5 A AFE (Marionnaud, Sephora, Nocibe) o]l
Al tste] 24 7 ASS, S Az fA g 9] ool tisho] g S 437
S 22 ) il IR U, AN S 9 U 25
T Xﬂ ZAAAFS ©] BB A7 (Recommended Retail Price)& 243 F, AR AH|A71A o
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2. 742t 1 H0[ At At4(2013)

37RALe] e} aioko] Alg Az W FFAFIAFE S ((Nestle Purina Petcare France SAS, Roy-
al Canin SAS and Hill's Pet Nutrition SNC)) 2REAAAE ] FE U R T EA 9 vl f-E
7HA0 digk g5 Tl 2 mri7bAS AT F, ol & Bl EsAtdARE oAl SAI8E . o
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ZF2 AT Ade7HA A8 2l ol thate] vl AAg 71ES A8l ik v)= A
i o] 2007\ Leegin A7l A H 2] )l 714 F-2] g 9] o] AA Z312] S| gt ©hA &
Agsto] HA7|ES FARHAA Fele] Y= (rule of reason) O 2 W ZS A o] FidA| ol
TS 7 A2 Aot AN o d3] THAAA A 2 = JB-2 AulE FHoU Blls
oln| 2] T& & Al thaff 23 =5 HolaL gl

ol ofnte AAATA a it EFHAY QA0E A3taL = o] A TAIAA LA
58] F2ke] FAH ] ¥ A Bert 2 Y A8-of wistel] o 2 2-8-3taL gl Flo] ofd It

25) ol9)ell= =rl-EAIYARE o] AR A o] A S7F W ko EAIZF H ATk

20) Paris Court of Appeals, 10 October 2010, RG No. 2012/07909. French Competition Authority, decision No. 12-D-10
dated 20 March 2012, relating to practices in the sale of dry dog and cat food in specialist retail.

27) Leegin Creative Leather Products, Inc. v. PSKS, Inc., 551 U.S. 877 (2007). $-2lu2} ol & #H < S371A1H A20z%9]
S43 sl AR AR AR AD N E 7§EW°] Sl 4% 5188 5 Aok e 434 3, 44 2249 o
SAYE AAARNIARABAE & AQAAA] X 0'5} o 2010. 11. 25. 2132 200959543 $HA.
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French Competition Authority, Decision No. 12-D-10, 20 March 2012.
French Competition Authority, Decision No. 07-D-00, 28 February 2007.
French Competition Authority, Decision No. 06-D-04, 13 March 2000.
French Competition Authority, Decision No. 05-D-55, 12 October 2005.
¢ French Competition Authority, Decision No. 00-D-75, 6 February 2001.
French Supreme Court, 31 October 2000, Bull. Crim.

Paris Court of Appeals, 26 January 2012, RG No. 2010/23945.

Paris Court of Appeals, 10 October 2010, RG No. 2012/07909.
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