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Introduction

1. This report was written by the official parties of the Austrian Cartel Court.

2. In the period under review ( September 1997 to September 1998), legislation on competition was
not changed, however new legislation introduced new regimes for the electricity- market and the railway
sector, which have considerable repercussions on competition. The detection of bid riging by construction
companies which was dealt with by criminal courts and led to several imprisonments received
considerable public attention

3. In the period under review, significant merger activities were recorded, which were reflected in
219 registered and notified mergers. The sectors most affected were the building industry and the
manufacturing industry of food and beverages. In landmark decisions the cartel court rejected the
registration and thus the implementation of mergers.

Changes of the Regulatory Framework

4. In June 1998 a new act on electric power supply companies (BGBL 143/1998) was adopted
after lengthy discussions with the Austrian provinces (Länder) who hold electricity generators as their
own. This act provides for the implementation of the relevant EU regulations, which allow for a step-by-
step liberalisation of the electric power market. The act also provides broader applicability of the Cartel
Act on electric power generation and distribution. Previously, the Länder were responsible for issues of
electric power supply and the Cartel Act did not apply.

5. A Federal Act on the handling of ground services on airports was adopted in 1998. In this
Federal Act the directive EG 67/96 on the liberalisation of ground services is implemented. The act
provides for a step-by-step liberalisation of ground services as well as for a regulation of self-service at
airports.

6. The Postal Act 1997 (BGBL 18/1998) entered into force in 1998. The Postal Act of 1997
provides for a separation of liberalised “competitive services,” “universal services” and “reserved postal
services.” Only the PTA is allowed to deliver personally-addressed letters with written contents and a
maximum weight of 350 grams, although there are  exceptions to this rule.

7. The Federal Act on the adjustment of railway regulations 1997 (BGBL 15/1998) was also
adopted. After the separation of  infrastructure and railway enterprises in the Structural Adjustment Act of
1996, new regulations for railways were laid down on the basis of the relevant EU regulations. The cost
calculation for tracks  is regulated, much in the same way as the allocation of route capacity, the
calculation of route remuneration and the licensing of new railway companies.

8. The provision of the Pharmacy Act introducing a so called “obligatory study of demand for new
pharmacies” was abolished by an injunction of the Austrian Constitutional Court as violation of the right
to gainful work.
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Horizontal Restraints (cartels, cooperative joint ventures, bid riging etc.)

9. As mentioned in previous annual reports, it is clear that proceedings, which have been notified to
the Cartel Court within the framework of the application of authorisation by (potential future) members of
the cartel, are clearly prevailing, as opposed to genuine complaint proceedings. This could be seen as the
result of the Austrian civil-law approach to antitrust law.

10. Hard Core Cartels as mentioned in the OECD Recommendation concerning effective action
against hard core cartels [C(98)35/FINAL] must not be authorised under the Austrian Cartel Act, the
transition period ended in July 1994.Thus, only cartels having limited anti-competitive effects are
authorised .

11. All public-law institutions involved in the cartel proceedings (Official Parties, Cartel Courts,
Joint Committee) endeavour to interpret Austrian antitrust law in the light of European competition rules,
in order to effect a unified interpretation of the law in spite of different systems.

12. Avanti / Shell -  The alleged merger between a part of the Shell petrol station business and the
Avanti petrol station network would have resulted in the creation of an Austrian-wide chain of discount
gas stations. According to their business plan, Avanti was to take over the operational tasks in the new
joint venture. At request of the Federal Chamber of Labour and the Republic of Austria as Official Parties,
a review procedure was initiated. After consultation with the Joint Committee the application for
registration for was rejected. The existence of a cartel was confirmed. In that landmark decision,  for the
first time an explicit differentiation was made between cooperative and concentrative as well as full-
function ventures and limited function ventures. According to Austrian and European Competition Laws,
the differentiation of various forms of joint ventures is based on criteria such as the extent to which the
new enterprise performs all functions of an independent economic entity and the issue whether the joint
venture results in a co-ordination of the founding companies’ competitive behaviour relative to each other
or the joint venture.

13. Later on, the enterprises registered the modified project as a cartel and were granted an
authorisation for three years. Furthermore, the joint venture is obliged to submit reports on its price policy
on a regular basis.

14. Altstoff Recycling Austria AG et al. - This authorisation proceedings on the largest Austrian-
wide enterprise specialised in gathering and disposing of packaging materials has been pending since
1993. The Cartel Court made its first formal decision on interrupting the proceedings in order to wait for
the Commission’s assessment of the application for exemption made by ARA (Altstoff Recycling Austria
AG) and the German waste management company DSD. In view of the applicable rules of procedure, the
use of the decision to temporarily suspend the proceedings was controversial.
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Application for authorisation 5
Application for declaratory decision (¤ 8a Cartel Act)
        among them contradictory
        proceedings
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Decisions taken by the Supreme Cartel Court (Second instance) 5
Overview of applications and decisions made according to Cartel Law in the stricter sense

Criminal action against price collusion in public construction projects

Construction Projects

15. The public prosecutor's offices of Vienna and Korneuburg investigated into price agreements
concerning tenders for construction services. Briefly, a construction company received lists of co-
competitors in tender procedures by corruption. They approached potential competitiors, subsequently
coordinated bids and increased the prices excessively by 30% to 50%. Companies that agreed to place not
competitive bids received payments up to 1% of the turnover. Those payments were veiled through false
invoices. The public prosecutor decided to accuse them for fraud, as fraud can be sentenced by up to 10
years of imprisonment while participation in cartels is threatened by a maximum of 3 years of
imprisonment. Special police forces carried out simultaneous on spot investigations in more than 80
companies and found incriminating documents . For example lists of bids and bidders distributed by the
competitors before the closing date, and calculations of construction orders for competitors prepared by
SBG.

16. Those who passed on the lists of bidders were sentenced in the first instance to a period from six
to eight months on probation for violation of disclosure of official secrecy. Altogether 22 people were
accused.

17. A construction manager of the company involved (SBG) was sentenced to seven  years in prison
for fraud and to a fine of ATS 30 million. The ATS 30 million fine, if not paid, can be converted to
another year in prison.

18. The lawyers of the sentenced entrepreneurs argued that it was not fraud but rather a violation of
the Cartel Act, which can be punishable by a maximum sentence of three years in prison. The public
prosecutors replied that tendering cartels make contractors believe that competition exists. As soon as
tendering agreements become public, however, the tendering process is cancelled and the respective
companies are mostly deleted from the tendering lists. Therefore, as far as damage can be proved, the
offence is fraud.

19. The company involved (SBG) went bankrupt. The injured municipalities demand repayment for
their financial losses by the contractors. Significant amounts have already been paid back.
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20. Proceedings dealing with the construction of the Vienna underground and of some roads were
transferred to the Vienna public prosecutor’s office. By the time this report was finished investigations
were still ongoing and legal action had not yet been taken. However an investigating body of the City of
Vienna had banned several construction companies from participation on future tenders due to alleged
participation in cartels.

Abuse of a market-dominant position

21. In the period under review, the Austrian cartel authorities were faced with a total of  9
procedures on account of the possible abuse of a market-dominant position.

22. Complaints about abuses of a market-dominant position, concentrated in the areas of media and
telecommunications, have further increased compared to observations made in the last Report on
Competition.

23. The number of court proceedings concerning the abuse of a market-dominant position has
remained consistently low for several years. This can be explained by the fact that the Austrian approach
of using contradictory civil law proceedings in this area is linked with relatively high legal costs for the
company, on the one hand, and raises the problem of presenting convincing evidence, on the other. Thus,
as a rule, economically dependent enterprises cannot afford to endanger their business relations with an
overly-powerful business partner. Thus, two cases have now been pending for over a year. A final legal
decision has not been taken yet.

24. Oscar Bronner versus Mediaprint. The Cartel Court took a final decision, confirmed by the
Supreme Court (1 Ok 5/98), on the complaint of predatory pricing.  This proceeding had been pending in
Austria since 1995 due to a petition for a preliminary decision from the European Court of Justice.
Following the European Court of Justice’s decisions very closely, the Cartel Court did not consider a
significant short-term price reduction for job advertisements in the Austrian daily newspapers with the
highest circulation to be an anti-competitive measure. The plaintiff had not been able to prove that the
defendant pursued a deliberate strategy for driving competitors out of the market. The advertisement
prices of the defendant’s publishing company, which were temporarily frozen by an injunction, may again
be set freely.

25. An interim decision by the European Court of Justice on the plaintiff’s second complaint is still
pending, namely, on the inclusion of the plaintiff in the defendant’s home delivery system for daily
newspapers, which is the only Austrian-wide system (apart from usual post-services), thus could
constitute an essential facility. The Advocate General stated in his opinion that denial of inclusion into this
distributing system in this case does not constitute a violation of Article 86 of the EC Treaty.

26. Telaustria versus Post und Telekom Austria. The background of this dispute was the
reorganisation of  the publication of “Austria’s Official Telephone Directory”. The public enterprise PTA,
formerly a monopolist, called for tenders for the publication of the “Official Telephone Directory.” The
contract was awarded to the Herold publishing company, which had already received a contract for the
publication of a test project running over several years. In return, PTA received a 26% share of the Herold
publishing company from its owner GTE. Telaustria (a subsidiary of the German publishing company
Müller) regarded this form of tendering of a concession to provide public services as anti-competitive
discrimination.  It opened almost at the same time cartel proceedings and tender control proceedings in
Austria and at the EU level. Telaustria withdrew its complaint against PTA after the Cartel Court rejected
several applications for an  injunction and the Joint Committee stated in its expert opinion that the tender
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conditions being criticised either seemed to be justified on the basis of contractual freedom, or were the
actual subject of the tender control proceeding.

Decisions taken by the Cartel Court
          interim decisions
          final decisions

5

2
3

Expert opinions by the Joint Committee 1
Decisions taken by the Supreme Cartel Court
          interim decisions
          final decisions

3

2
1

   Overview of decisions concerning cases according to ¤ 35 Cartel Act

Mergers

27. In the period from September 1997 to September 1998, 127 mergers were notified and 92
registered. Most mergers were shown in the sector of food products and beverages due to structural
changes in the general environment and in the food retail sector.

28. The construction sector was also subject of several mergers partly due to the reduction of public
spending in construction. Most mergers in that sector concerned medium sized family enterprises, but a
landmark was set by the acquisition of the big German STRABAG-Group by the smaller Austrian Bau-
Holding Group.

nace-
Code

Sector Appli-
cations

Sept.97 –
Sept. 98

notific –
ations

Sept.97 –
Sept.98

total

01 Agriculture, hunting and forestry 0 0
02 Fishing 0 0
10 Mining of coal and lignite; extraction of peat" 0
11 Extraction of crude petroleum and natural gas; service activities 4 4
12 Mining of uranium and thorium ores 0
13 Mining of metal ores 0
14 Other mining and quarrying 0

0
14 Mining and quarrying except energy producing materials 0 1 1
15 Manufacture of food products and beverages 15 9 24
16 Manufacture of tobacco products 0

0
17 Manufacture of textiles 5 5
18 Manufacture of leather and leather products 1 2 3
20 Manufacture of wood and wood products 1 1
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nace-
Code

Sector Appli-
cations

Sept.97 –
Sept. 98

notific –
ations

Sept.97 –
Sept.98

total

21 "Manufacture of pulp, paper and paper products; publishing and 1 5 6
22 Publishing, printing and reproduction of recorded media 8 2 10
23 Manufacture of coke, refined petroleum products and nuclear

fuel
1 1

24 Manufacture of chemicals and chemical products 2 3 5
25 Manufacture of rubber and plastic products 3 1 4
26 Manufacture of other non-metallic mineral products 1 4 5
27 Manufacture of basic metals 0
28 Manufacture of fabricated metal products, except machinery

and
0

29 Manufacture of machinery and equipment n.E.C. 5 3 8
30 Manufacture of office machinery and computers 0
31 Manufacture of electrical machinery and apparatus n.E.C. 1 1
32 Manufacture of radio, television and communication equipment

and
0

33 Manufacture of medical, precision and optical instruments,
watches

8 8

34 Manufacture of motor vehicles, trailers and semi-trailers 2 1 3
35 Manufacture of other transport equipment 0
36 "Manufacture of furniture; manufacturing n.E.C." 3 3
37 Recycling 0
40 Electricity, gas, steam and hot water supply 5 3 8
41 Collection, purification and distribution of water 0
45 Construction 28 6 34
50 "Sale, maintenance and repair of motor vehicles and

motorcycles;
4 5 9

51 Wholesale trade and commission trade, except of motor
vehicles and

6 2 8

52 "Retail trade, except of motor vehicles and motorcycles; repair
of

4 3 7

55 Hotels and restaurants 2 3 5
60 "Land transport; transport via pipelines" 2 3 5
64 Post and telecommunications 4 2 6
65 Financial intermediation, except insurance and pension funding 7 5 12
66 Insurance and pension funding, except compulsory social

security
8 2 10

67 Activities auxiliary to financial intermediation 0
70 Real estate activities 1 1 2
71 Renting of machinery and equipment without operator

and of personal
0

72 Computer and related activities 2 4 6
73 Research and development 4 4
74 Other business activities 1 4 5
75 Public administration and defence; compulsory social security" 2 2
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nace-
Code

Sector Appli-
cations

Sept.97 –
Sept. 98

notific –
ations

Sept.97 –
Sept.98

total

80 Education 1 1
85 Health and social work 2 2
90 Sewage and refuse disposal, sanitation and similar activities 0
91 Activities of membership organization n.E.C. 0
92 Recreational, cultural and sporting activities 0
93 Other service activities 1 1
95 Private households with employed persons 0
99 Extra-territorial organizations and bodies 0

Total 127 92 219

Individual decisions of merger cases

29. Merger of Palmers/Gazelle After the Federal Chamber of Labour made a request for review,
the case of the registered acquisition of 25% plus one share of Gazelle AG Strümpfe und Wäsche by G.-
Privatstiftung (an enterprise of the Palmers group) was passed on to the Joint Committee on Cartel
Matters by the Cartel Court, with the request to give expert opinion.

30. The Joint Committee on Cartel Matters concluded that the textile, clothing and underclothing
market is characterised by a wide variety of suppliers due to the coexistence of the traditional retail trade
and new international large-scale companies entering the market. There are no entry - barriers for  this
market. In the underclothing market, which is relevant to the topic at hand, the enterprises mentioned
above reached a market share in Austria of approximately 20% (Palmers) and 5% (Gazelle). The creation
of a market-dominant position was not observed. An improvement of competitive conditions through
maintenance of a greater number of suppliers was to be expected, which also contributed to a positive
assessment of the planned merger from the point of view of the national economy. Based on the
information given by the applicant and the expert opinion submitted by the Joint Committee, the Cartel
Court decided not to prohibit the merger. The decision has come into force.

31. Joint Venture YA Ybbstaler Asphaltmischwerk Three subsidiaries of the most powerful
construction groups in the Austrian market registered the planned formation of a joint venture (YA) for
the creation of a new Asphalt mixing facility in Lower Austria. It will replace two already existing mixers
of the enterprises.

32. The Federal Chamber of Labour requested a review. The Cartel Court instructed the Joint
Committee to prepare an expert opinion.

33. The inquiries carried out for this purpose showed that asphalt mix is in the first place used for
road construction and demanded by the public sector. From an economic point of view the relevant market
of asphalt mix has to be considered as separate from other products (such as concrete, gravel etc.). Asphalt
mix is mainly produced in stationary installations. Mobile systems are only rarely used for cost - reasons
and are therefore no real alternative for stationary installations.

34. Given the product’s properties, a transport time of one hour and a transport radius of about 50
km should not be exceeded, as a rule. The relevant regional market needs to be defined with these
considerations in mind. It is estimated that together with the mixing facilities of its owners, YA has a
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market share of more than 50% in this market. The strong market position of the groups in the local
asphalt mix market corresponds to an equally strong position of the groups in the local road-construction
market. The vertical integration of road construction/asphalt mix provides an additional competitive
advantage.

35. The Committee’s conclusion was that YA and its parent companies have a dominant position in
the local asphalt mix market. Furthermore, YA’s partnership agreement gave evidence that YA would not
be an independent enterprise. The company’s intended structure gave reason to believe that a co-operative
joint venture existed. This structure  obviously has its advantages for the business management. However,
it cannot be justified  from the viewpoint of the national economy according to the criteria set out in para
23 Cartel Act.. The Cartel Court therefore decided that the registered project will not result in the creation
of a merger, but in an intended agreement cartel. The registration of the so-called merger was therefore
rejected.

36. Joint Venture Asphaltmischwerk Leopoldau The applied creation of the above mentioned
joint venture of two well-known Austrian road construction companies provides for the closure of one
partner’s asphalt mixing installation and for the partner’s participation in the other partner’s facility.

37. As a result of a request for examination by the Federal Chamber of Labour, the Cartel Court
instructed the Joint Committee to prepare expert opinion. The Joint Committee investigated in the same
way as described above for YA. But in the Leopoldau case a transport radius of approximately 35 km was
assumed for the definition of the relevant local market segment (Vienna and surrounding area), due to the
specific urban traffic conditions.

38. An analysis of the partnership agreement showed that the registered joint venture could not be
considered an independent enterprise.  The Joint Committee on Cartel Matters said that the applied joint
venture apparently  intended to co-ordinate the competitive behaviour of its parents. Therefore the Joint
Committee assumed that this case constituted a co-operative Joint Venture. Accordingly, the Cartel Court
rejected the registration of the alleged merger.

39. Merger of Bau Holding/Strabag The applied acquisition of more than 50% of the shares of
Strabag AG, Cologne, by subsidiaries of Bau Holding AG resulted in a request for examination by the
Federal Chamber of Labour. The Cartel Court instructed the Joint Committee to prepare its expert
opinion. In its review of the merger, the Joint Committee said:

40. With the acquisition of the majority share of the German company Strabag the Bau Holding
group will incorporate also Strabag’s, Austrian subsidiary (Strabag Österreich AG) and the latter’s
subsidiaries (in particular Stuag AG) . The companies that are part of the merger are represented in all
market segments of the construction industry in all parts of Austria. The activities of the parent companies
and subsidiaries partly intersect and partly complement each other regionally.

41. In the asphalt mix sector and in the road construction sector, the merging enterprises reach a
particularly high market share.  (Asphalt mix is an important preliminary product for road construction as
mentioned above). The analysis of potential market domination in the asphalt mix sector in regional
market segments (see also the YA case) is based on the following: predominant market position, higher
relative market share of parent companies in comparison to competitors, vertical integration (asphalt
mix/road construction) and opportunities for market access (cost of investment, environmental laws).

42. The Joint Committee recommended that the Cartel Court set up conditions for the asphalt-mix
business that would result in a moderate reduction of market strength in the Tyrol/Inntal, Lower
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Austria/South and Lower Austria/Northeast areas. It became obvious that the market share of the merging
enterprises in road construction has fluctuated during past years but showed a general upward trend. In the
(regional market segments) the companies’ market shares amounted to 70%. In Austria as a whole, their
market share was 43%, according to the latest information.

43. The members of the Joint Committee, nominated by the Federal Chamber of Labour, came to the
following conclusion. The companies to be acquired, Strabag/Stuag, already held a market-dominant
position in the road-construction business even before the acquisition.  This position would be
significantly strengthened by the position of the acquiring group, Bau Holding.

44. Therefore, these members of the Joint Committee recommended additionally that the Cartel
Court set up regulations that would result in a 30% market share after the merger (the position of the
strongest group in the market before the merger).

45. In the end, the Cartel Court decided not to prohibit the merger provided that the recommended
conditions for the asphalt-mixing business will be met. Meanwhile, the decision has come into force.

Vertical Restraints

46. As far as vertical restraints are concerned, mainly franchising contracts were examined in the
period under review for their compliance with the Block Exemption Regulation No. 4087/88 [ABI 1988
L359, 46]. As a result of the systematic inspection of about half of all agreements that were notified to the
Court in 1998, a catalogue of deficiencies had been established. This catalogue was discussed with the
Austrian Franchising Association. The Franchising Association agreed to exert an influence on its
members in order to achieve a removal of illegal requirements such as excessive restrictions on post-
contractual competition restriction or obvious resale price maintenance. Existing contractual deficiencies
need to be removed by applying for new registration and avoiding the deficiencies in the future.

47. Apart from these obvious deficiencies a tendency towards a significant restriction of franchisees’
entrepreneurial independence in franchise contracts can be seen. (eg an absolute ban on further part time
jobs, the requirement for the franchisees to run the businesses themselves, and the requirement to accept
very long business hours ). The examination also showed that franchisees  often must not employ persons
who have previously worked for another franchisee. The last months of 1998 will help to decide whether
it will be necessary to systematically request prohibition.

48. As to random individual checks of various vertical restraints, six requests for prohibition were
made in the period reviewed. The Federal Chamber of Labour withdrew four of those requests because the
parties concerned had changed their contracts  accordingly. Therefore, requests for prohibition became
unnecessary. One of the remaining cases was classified as resale price maintenance by the Cartel Court.
This means that the issue does not concern vertical restraints, but rather a cartel in the sense of para 13
Cartel Act, which is not subject to the legal rules for vertical restraints. In the second case, prohibition
proceedings are still pending at the Cartel Court.

Non-binding Recommendations by Associations

49. Currently, about 92 recommendations by associations are registered at the Austrian Cartel Court.
The majority of them involve  price recommendations or price increase rates. Moreover, the unified use of
standard terms and conditions is also recommended.  The necessity of publishing non binding
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recommendations was mostly explained by the insufficient knowledge in cost-accounting of small sized
companies and enterpreneurs.

50. The Austrian Cartel Act defines the following formal criteria in order to emphasise the non-
binding character of the recommendations: a note in large letters on the cover sheet and on every page of
the recommendation explaining clearly that the recommendation by the association is not binding.

To a large extent, the associations are also willing to point out the non-binding character of their
recommendations in the wording of the recommendation.
51. Currently one case concering the Association of Certified Technical Real Estate Experts is
pending, until the economic justification has been exanimed..

Organisation of the competition authorities and staff

52. As mentioned in the previous reports the Cartel Court is the court of first instance. Decisions are
taken by a panel; the "socialpartners" are represented in those panels by one assessor each.  The Supreme
Cartel Court ("Kartellobergericht") (Strictly speaking: Supreme Court ("Oberster Gerichtshof") acting as
the Supreme Cartel Court) has appellate jurisdiction.

53. The Joint Committee ("Paritätischer Ausschuß") - consisting of representatives of the "social
partners" - is responsible for giving expert advice, especially in respect of the economic justification of a
cartel, the abuse of a dominant position as well as the competitive situation in various fields of the
economy. In the performance of their duties, the members are not bound by instructions.

54. The Republic of Austria and the "social partners" have the status of official parties in the
proceedings even if they are not applicants. Applications may be filed by enterprises affected by a
restraint of  competition and employers associations as well. The official parties (Federal Chamber of
Labour, Austrian Federal Economic Chamber, the Republic of Austria represented by the Federal Law
Office as the attorney of the Federal government acting by order of the Department for Competition at the
Federal Ministry for Economic Affairs, Presidential Conference of the Austrian Chambers of Agriculture)
employ about 10 persons who are directly responsible for tasks related to competition (= anti-trust) policy
and if required additional human resources of these institutions may be - and are in fact - called in for
support. The Joint Committee on Cartel Matters employs 8 persons preparing expert opinions for the
Cartel Court.

55. There are 3 panels at the Cartel Court, each of them with a chairman and 2 lay judges as
assessors. The panel of the Supreme Cartel Court consists of 1 chairman representing the judicial
profession and 4 lay judges as assessors. In Austria approximately 30 persons are entrusted with tasks
related to the enforcement of the Cartel Act, they are supported by auxiliary staff.

Publications

Technical Articles

Challenges to restrictive injunctions in cases of abuse of a market-dominant position through price
undercutting (Anforderungen an Unterlassungsverfügungen bei Mißbrauch einer marktbeherrschenden
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Stellung durch Preisunterbieten) (FN 1)O.Univ.-Prof. Dr. Christian Nowotny, Dr. Kurt Berger, Vienna.
ÖB1 1998, 3

The new “Commission Notice on Cooperation between National Competition Authorities and the
Commission” (Die neue “Zusammenarbeitsbekanntmachung” der Europäischen Kommission), Johannes
Kopf ecolex 1998, 144

The new “Notice on agreements of minor importance” of the European Commission (Die neue
“Bagatellbekanntmachung” der Europäischen Kommission), MEMO, Hanno Wollmann, ecolex, 1998,
148

The new copyright situation in cable retransmission of foreign television programs (Die neue
Urheberrechtslage der Kabelweiterverbreitung von ausländischen Fernsehsendungen), Marie-Helen
Pichler *) URHEBERRECHT MR 1998, 21

The New Telecommunications Act (Das neue Telekommunikationsgesetz), Christian Schmelz, Alfred
Stratil, ecolex 1998, 267

The Future of Cooperative Banks in Austria (Die Zukunft der Genossenschaftsbanken in Österreich),
Gerhard Ortner, Österreichisches Bankarchiv 1998, 3

A Return to the Topic of Allegedly “Privileged” Behavioural Cartels, and the Continuing of the Story of a
Behavioural Cartel of “Austrian Character” (Noch einmal zum Thema der angeblich “privilegierten”
Verhaltenskartelle, Zugleich Fortsetzung der Story von einem Verhaltenskartell “österreichischer
Prägung” (ecolex 1997, 776), Walter Barfuß

Authorities and Jurisdiction after the 1997 Telecommunications Act, with Particular Consideration of the
New Regulatory Authority (Behörden und Zuständigkeiten nach dem Telekommunikationsgesetz 1997
unter besonderer Berücksichtigung der neu geschaffenen Regulierungsbehörde), Iris Eisenberger,
Alexander Zuser

Claims for Compensation payments and Minimal Period of Notice for Independent Motor Vehicle
Distributors (Ausgleichsanspruch und Mindestkündigungsfrist des KFZ-Eigenhändlers), Hanno Wollman,
ecolex 1998, 489

Austrian and European Economic Private Law (Östereichisches und europäisches Wirtschaftsprivatrecht).
- Vienna: Publishing House of the Austrian Academy of Sciences, 6,1. Competition Law - Cartel Law. -
1998,- pg. 227, Vienna, 1998

Brochures

Austrian and European Cartel Proceedings (Das östereichischen und europäische Kartellverfahren) (as of
11/97). Austrian Federal Economic Chamber, 1997
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