OB30P HA HAKOU EMBJIEMATHYHU PEITEHUSA OT IIPAKTAKATA
HA EBPOIIEMCKHUSA CbIO3 110 ITIPUJIOKEHUE HA TOKTPHUHATA 3A
CBIIECTBEHMTE CbOPBKEHUA

Hoy. 0-p Usan l]eéemanos
FOpuouuecxu ¢paxynmem na YHCC u
Ipasno-ucmopuuecku ¢paxynmem na FO3Y ,, Heogoum Puncxu”

Pestome: B cmamusma ce nocmasam 3a u3cie08ane U  AHANU3  HAKOU
embOremamuyHume ciyyau om npakmuxama ua uncmumyyuume Ha EC 6 obracmma ua
3auuma Ha KOHKYPEeHYUusama u no-cneyuaiiHo 6 001acmma Ha NpuilodceHue Ha OOKMpuHama
3a cvujecmeenume Cvropvocenus. Beowaea cned KoHcmamayusma 3d 6b3HUKEAHEMO U
NbPBOHAYATHOMO NPUNONCEHUe HA OOKMPUHAMA 30 CbUECmMEEeHUme CbOPBICEHUS 6
cvoeonama npaxkmuxa na CAIL], ce suzupam ocHosHUmMe NOCMAHOBKU U KOHCMAMAayuu
OMHOCHO 800ewu pewenusi om npakmuxama na Eeponetickama komucus (B&I v. Sealink, Sea
Containers v. Stena Sealink), O6wus cvo (Tierce Ladbroke SA, European Night Services) u
Cwoa na Esponetickus cwvioz (Magill, Oscar Bronner). Ha 6azama na mesu koncmamayuu 6
3aKNIOYEHUEmo  ce  OpMYIuUpam U OCHOGHUME U3600U OM  HPUTLONCEHUEMO HA
O00CMUICEHUAMA HA OOKMPUHAMA 34 CbuecmeeHume cvopvacenus 6 npakmuxama na EK u
npagopazoasamenrnama npakmuxa Ha CEC.

Summary: In this article are placed for research and analysis some of the emblematic
case studies of EU institutions in the field of competition and in particular in the field of
application of the essential facilities doctrine. Immediately after the establishing the
emergence and initial application of the essential facilities doctrine in the US case law, are
allude to main ideas and findings of leading solutions from the practice of the European
Commission (B&I v. Sealink, Sea Containers v. Stena Sealink), the General Court (Tierce
Ladbroke SA, European Night Services) and the Court of Justice of the European Union
(Magill, Oscar Bronner). Based on those findings in the conclusion are formulate the main
conclusions from the application of the achievements of the essential facilities doctrine in the
European Comission's case law and judicial practice of ECJ.

BypHOTO MKOHOMUYECKO pa3BUTHE Ha CBETA, 3all0YHAJIO B Kpas Ha 70-Te TOAMHMU HA
XX Bek, IpeIu3BUKa M HAJIOXKHU PEBU3US U MPEOCMUCISIHE HA TPAJULMOHHO YTBBPACHH U
npujaradii 10 TO3M MOMCHT AOTMH W MOJCIH 3a PETYJIHMPAaHC Ha CTOIMAHCKHUTC OTHOILICHMA.
BcenenctBue Ha ToBa peauna ma3zapu, TPAJUIUMOHHO BB3MPUEMAaHM 10 TO3M MOMEHT Karo
TUIIMYHU €CTECCTBCHU MOHOIIOJIHN, Osaxa IIOJIOKEHN Ha CHhIICCTBCHU U 3HAYUTCIIHU pe(bopMH,
[[elTa Ha KOUTO Oelle He caMO OCUTYpsiBaHE Ha HEOOXOJMMHTE YCIOBUS 3a TSIXHOTO
ABJITOCPOYHO e(i)eKTI/IBHO Pa3BUTHEC B CHOTBECTCTBUC C MA3aPHUTC IMPUHIUIIA, HO U TAXHOTO
“oTBapsiHe” 3a CBOOOAHA KOHKypeHI_II/IH.l [TpoBexxaaneTo Ha Te3U peopMHU OT CBOS CTpaHA
IMoCTaBd Ha AHCBCH PCI W BBIIPOCHTC 3a HAMHPAHC WKW 3a CH3JJaBAaHC HA TaKHWBa IIPpaBHU
CpelICTBa U MHCTPYMEHTH 3a Bb3CHCTBUE, KOUTO Jia MO3BOJISIBAT MOCTUTAHE HA ONTHUMAJIEH U
pazymeH OanaHC MeXAYy pa3IMYHUTE U B IMOBEYETO CIIy4al — PAa3HOIOCOYHHU, MHTEPECH,
CBHILIECTBYBAIIIM B TpoIlleca HAa pa3MsHa Ha Ojarata OT YOBelHIKaTa JeiHocT. EMHO OT Te3u
MOAXOJAUIN CpPEACTBA, KOETO TOCIYXH KaTo OCHOBEH JIBUraTell B TMIPOILIECUTE Ha
I'bpBOHAYANIHA THOEpaNTHU3aIysl U OTBapsHE Ha KOHCEPBATUBHUTE Ma3apH 32 KOHKYPEHIIHS, CE
oKasza ‘“pomeHaTta’ OT aME€pUKaHCKaTa aHTUTPHCTOBA MPAKTHUKA JOKTPUHA 3a ChIIECTBEHHUTE

CbOPBIKEHUS.
[To mornyHM M 0OSCHUMH NPUYMHHU KOPEHUTE Ha TOKTPUHATA Ca CBBP3aHH C pOJMHATA
Ha AaHTUTPBCTAa W Ha MBPBHUS aHTUTPBCTOB 3akoH (Sherman Act) — CobenuHeHuTe
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aMEpPUKAHCKHU marn.’ TS BOAM CBOETO HAYANO  OT MpakTUKaTa Ha WTBPBO U
BTOPOMHCTAHIIMOHHUTE IATCKU CHIMIAINA," HO HUKOra He ¢ Ouia npu3HaTta o(UIUATHO OT
BwpxoBausa cpa mHa CAILl, mMakap na e mpuiaraHa OT HErO B 3HAYUTeNeH Opoi CJIyan/I.5
Makap OCHOBHMSAT H3TOYHHMK 32 HEMHOTO ChHILECTBYBaHE Ja MpEACTaBlsABa ChaeOHATa
MPAaKTHKA, €BOJIONMATA HA JOKTPHHATA C€ JBJDKH U Ha TOPEUIOTO M OOCHKIAaHE B HAYUYHUTE
cpeqn Ha CAILl, BbBOpeKkM NPOTHUBOPEUYMBUTE CTAHOBUINA BBB Bpb3Ka C HEHHOTO
CBILIECTBYBAHE U NPUIIOKECHUE.

He3aBucuMo 4e BOAM HA4YajaoTO CH OT MPAKTUKATA HA aMEPUKAHCKUTE ChAWIUIIA U
BopxoBuus cbpa Ha CAILl, nokTpuHaTa 3a ChIIECTBEHUTE ChOPHKEHUS € IIMPOKO MpuiiaraHa
U B MpaKTUKaTa 3a 3allluTa Ha KOHKypeHuusTa B EBpomnelickus cbio3. To3u ¢dakr He camo ue
MPEIU3BUKBA M3CIIEIOBATENICKUSl HMHTEPEC KbM YCTaHOBABaHE M 000co0sBaHe Ha Haii-
eMOJIeMaTUYHUTE CIIydau OT Ta3H MPaKTUKa, HO U JaBa OCHOBaHHE Te Ja ObAAT MPEeI0CTaBeHH
Ha BHUMAHHMETO Ha MPOsIBSIBAILIATA HHTEPEC KbM TOBA ayJIUTOPHs, KOETO IIe ObJIe HAlpaBEHO
B CJIEABAIIUTE PEOBE.

1. O030p Ha HAKOU pelIeHUs OT NpaKkTUKaTa Ha EBponeiickara KOMHCHST

B&I v. Sealink® ¢ mepusT pasrmenan or KomucusTa ciiydaii, B KONTO TS H3II0I3Ba
MOHATHUETO “‘CHINECTBEHO ChopmkeHHe”. Mpnanackuar depudoren oneparop B&I Line plc
nonan xanba npen EK, ge Sealink 3moynmorpedsiBa ¢bc CBOETO TOCHOJCTBAIIO MOJIOKEHUE B
npucranuietro Holyhead. Ilo orHomenme Ha ToBa mnpucranumie Sealink wu3mbiaHsBamIa
JBOMHCTBEHA pOJII — OT €JlHA CTpaHa KOMITAaHUATA EAHOBPEMEHHO OWia COOCTBEHHMK Ha
npucranuiieTo (upe3 Sealink Harbours Ltd.) u mpucranumna Biact, a oT Apyra crpaHa ouia
u Oputancku ¢epuboren omepatop (upe3 Sealink Stena Line Ltd.). 1 nBere xommaHum
excruioatupanu ¢epubornara auHusS Mexay OOenunenoro KpanctBo u Hprnannusa, HO
W3MOI3BAaKKA JIBE PA3JIMYHU KOTBEHU CTOSIHKM Ha MPUCTAaHHWIIETO - Sealing wm3mos3Balia
KOTBEHATa CTOSIHKA BbB BHTPELIHOCTTA HA MPUCTaHUINETO, JokaTo B&I n3non3sanu mecrata
3a IMyCKaHe Ha KOTBA I10 Kesl Ha BBHHINHATA CTpaHa. ToBa MPeIU3BUKBAIIO U3BECTHU MIPOOIIEMH,
JOKOJIKOTO TJIaBaTEIHUTE ChAoBe Ha Sealing TpsOBano na mpeMUHaBaT MPe3 TECEH U TUIUTHK
KaHaJ OJIM30 JI0 MSCTOTO 3a IMyCKaHe Ha KOTBa Ha chJoBeTe Ha B&I, koeTo mpeau3BUKBaIIO
MOKa4YBaHe Ha HUBOTO Ha Bojara. ToBa MokauyBaHEe OT CBOSI CTpaHa Ch3/1aBaj0 HECTAOMIHOCT
B IUIaBaTEeIHUTE ChJoBe Ha B&I, kouTo ce mpuIBIKBaIM KbM HM3XOJa HAa MPHCTAHHIIETO,
KOETO MMAJIo 3a MOCeANIIa MPeKhCBAaHE Ha TOBAPEHETO U Pa3TOBAPBAHETO HM.

B pemenuero cu no ciydast Komucusita nepunupaia cbOTBETHUS Hasap9 KaTo masapa
Ha OCUTYpsiBaHE Ha MPHUCTAHUIIHO CHOPHKEHHE 32 MBTHUIM M (PepuOOTHU YCIyrd Ha
LHEHTPATHUS TPaHCTIOPTeH Kopumop Mexay OOemunenoto Kpancto u I/IpJ'IaHI[I/ISI.lo Ocsen
TOBa Ts mpuena, ye npuctanumero Holyhead mpencraBnsBano chiiectBeHa gact ot OOmus
1asap, Thil KaTo TO OWJIO €HA OT [VIABHHTE BPB3KH MEXIy ABETC AbPKABH WICHKH.' B
pesynratr Ha ToBa Komucusta [OOCTHTHama [0 3aKIIOYCHHETO, 4Ye ‘‘TOMHUHHUPAIIO
MPEANPUATHE, KOSTO €IHOBPEMEHHO MPUTEKABa MM KOHTPOJIUpPA M M3IOJ3Ba 3a cede cu
CBILIECTBEHO CHOPBHKEHHE, T.€. ChOPBHKEHHE MU MHPPACTPYKTYypa, 0€3 JocThla A0 KOSATO
KOHKYPEHTHUTE HEe OMXa MOIIM Ja MPEJOCTABAT YCIYI'H Ha TEXHUTE IMOTPEOUTEIIH, KOETO
0TKa3Ba JIa PEIOCTaBH JOCTHII HA CBOUTE KOHKYPEHTH JI0 TOBAa ChbOPBIKEHUE, WIH KOETO UM
MIPEIOCTABS JOCTBIT CaMO IPH YCIIOBUS, MO-PA3IMIHH OT TE3H, IIPH KOUTO TO I'0 WU3IOJI3BA 3a
MpeIoCTaBsiHE Ha COOCTBEHUTE CH YCIYTH M TI0 TO3U HAYMH TH MOCTaBsl B HEOIAroMpuUsTHO 32
TSX KOHKYPEHTHO TIOJIOKEHWe, HapymaBa ui. 86 (ceea un. 102 om Jloecosopa 3a
@yuxkyuonupanemo Ha Esponetickus cvio3 ({DPEC) — ben. asm.), ako APYTUTe YCIOBUS Ha
TO3M YJeH ca ocbiecTBeHn . Ilo To3m Haumn KowmucusaTra mocTWTHajIa 0 H3BOIA, Ue
nokonkoTo npuctanuiiero Holyhead e neduHupano kato chllecTBEHO chophxkeHHe, Sealink
He OMxa MOIIM Ja JTUCKPUMHUHHPAT OCTAHAIHMTE OIepaTOpPH B IOJI3a Ha CBOsATAa COOCTBEHA
JNENHOCT.
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Karo mpoabpimkeHre Ha TMPEeIXOIHUS CIy4aidl MOXe Ja Ce pas3riefa W PelieHUeTo o
ciydast Sea Containers v. Stena Seatlink,12 OTHACAI C€ JI0 CHIIOTO MpUCTaHUIEe. EauH oT
¢mwmanure Ha Stena Sealink m3BbpmBan ¢(epubOOTHH yCIAYrH OT CHUIOTO MNPUCTAHHUIIE.
Komnanusita Sea Containers Bb3HamepsiBajia Jla 3alOo4yHE MPEAOCTaBsSHETO Ha (hepubOTHU
yCIIyTH TI0 CHIMS MapuIpyT Karo ¢grumana Ha Stena Sealink, Ho mocpeacTBoM mo-0bp3 KOopaod.
Stena Sealink 3a0aBwia mpoBeXAAHETO HA IPETOBOPUTE, HO CJIE KaTo OMIIa MmojazeHa xaunda
npen EK, kommanusita Bce mak ckimroumia goroBop cbe Sea Containers. Bemnpeku ToBa
Komucusta mocraHoBuiia, 4e NPHUCTAHUILETO NPEJICTaBIsABA ‘‘ChLIECTBEHO CHOPBKEHUE,
JOKOJIKOTO BCSIKA JIpyra ajlTepHaTUBA (HAIlp. IPYyro NPUCTAHUIIE) OM yBEIUYHIIA ChIIECTBEHO
IbJDKUHATA Ha TUIAaBAHETO, KAKTO U JOKOJIKOTO CTPOEXKBT Ha JAPYro HpHUCTaHulle Ou Oui
HepeanMcTuieH. B pemenuero cu Komucusara M3pUYHO NMOCTAaHOBWIIA, Y€ “TIPEAIPUSATHE,
KOETO MPHUTEKaBa rOCMOACTBAIIO MOJ0XKEHHE 1Mo ¢popMaTa Ha KOHTPOJ BBPXY ChIIECTBEHO
ChOPBKEHHUE, T.€. MHCTATALUS WIH HHPpaACTPyKTypa, 0e3 TOCTHII 10 KOSTO KOHKYPEHTHUTE HE
O1xa MOTJIH JIa IPEJOCTABAT YCIYyTU HAa CBOUTE KIMEHTH, 0€3 00EKTUBHU MTPUUMHU OTKa3Ba Ja
JIOMyCHE KOHKYPEHTUTE CH JI0 TOBAa OCHOBHO CHOPHKEHHE WIIM TI'O TIPaBU, HaJaralku UM
YCIIOBUSI, MO-HEU3TOJAHU OT TE3HU, MPU KOUTO OIEpUpa CaMOTO TO, HapyllaBa uJ. 102713
OcBeH TOBa T4 MOTBBPAWJIA BeUE M3PA3CHOTO CTAHOBHILE, Y€ 3JI0YIMOTpeda MpelcTaBisiBa U
OTKa3bT Ja Ce MPEJOCTaBU JOCTHII A0 ChOPHKEHUETO, HAMPaABEH C €Nl 1a Ce 3alllUTH WU
3aCHIIM TTa3apHaTa MO3UIHS Ha KOHTPOJIHMPAIIOTO JIOCTHIIA IO TOBA ChOPBKECHUE TPEATIPUITHE
Ha Jpyr, cBbp3aH mazap. EK o0ocHoBana U TBBPAECHUETO, Y€ B KOHKPETHHUS cCiydail Stena
Sealink Ou cnexBaio 1a MMa MOBEJACHUETO HA ““HE3aBMCUMA MPUCTAHUIHA aIMHUHHUCTPAIHS,
JIOKOJIKOTO TaKOBa MOBEJEHHUE JIOTMYHO OU CIeABAJIO Ja Ce OYaKBa OT MPEANPUSNTUE, KOETO
3aeMa TOCHOJICTBAIlO IIOJIO)KEHHWE BBB BPbB3KA C KOHTPOJUPAHO OT HErO ChIIECTBEHO
ChOPBKEHUE.

Morar na 6b1aT MOCOYEHHU M PEAHIIa JPYTH CiIydau oT npakTukara Ha EK, B kourto 14
Jierajgu3vpa U IMOCIeOBAaTeIHO MpHiara JOKTPUHATA 32 CHIIECTBEHUTE ChOpBHKeHUd. Taka
HATIpHMEp B pemeHrero cu 1o caydas London European v. Sabena'® Kommcusita nspasina
CTaHOBMILETO, 4ye Oenruiickara aBuokoMmaHus Sabena napymaBa wi. 102 I®PEC nopaau
OTKa3a CH Jla MPEIOCTaBU JOCTHII 10 HEHHAaTa KOMITIOTPH3HpaHa CUCTEMA 3a PE3ePBALIUU 10
mapipyta Bprokcen-Jlonmon Ha kommanmsta London European Airways.™ B peureruero cu
1o ciryqast Eurotunnel™® Komncnsita 3ambmkima coGCTBEHHKA Ha Tynena nox Jlamanmia,
KOWTO TIPEIOCTaBsT MPOU3BOJCTBEHW MOIIHOCTH Ha (PPEHCKH M OPUTAHCKU >KEIEe30MbTHU
KOMITaHWH, JIa B3€ME TaKWBa MEPKH, Ue JIa 3ara3u 9acT OT MOIIHOCTUTE 33 MOTEHIIMATHO HOBU
KOHKYPGHTH, HABIM3ally Ha TO3W masap.’’ B pemrenmero cu mo cmydas Port of Rs@dby18
Komucusita, ocBen ue yrebpamnia nageHata B Sea Containers v. Stena Sealink nedununus Ha
CBILIECTBEHO CHOPHKEHUE MpHeENa, Y€ OTKA3bT Ja CE OCHUTYpU JAOCTHI A0 MPUCTAHHUIIETO
HAKBPHABA IpaBaTa HA KOHKYPEHT M, MO30BaBaiiky ce Ha jgemoto Telemarketing,™
MOCTaHOBWJA, Y€ ,,eHO MPEANpHUsATHE, KOETO MpUTEekKaBa WIM YIPaBIsABa CHIIECTBEHO
MPHUCTAHHIITHO CHOPHKEHUE, OT KOETO Ce OCHTYpsiIBA MOPCKA TPAHCIIOPTHA yCIIyra, HE MOXeE
0e3 0OCKTUBHO OCHOBAaHHWE J1a OTKAaXKE J1a OCUTYPH JIOCTHII 10 TOBA ChOPBKEHNE COOCTBEHUK
Ha Kopab, KOMTO xenae Aa paboOTH MO CHIIKS MOPCKU MapuipyT, 6e3 na Hapymu wi. 102”. B
Ta3u HAcOKa yJayHo OM OwiIo ja ObJAT CIIOMEHATH U PELICHUsATa MO CiIydas Magillzo U 10
cayqass NDC Health/IMS Health,”! kakro u pemennero na Kommcumsita mo “carara”
Microsoft,”” B koWTo Ts mpuiara JOKTPHHATA 33 CHIICCTBEHHTE CHOPHKCHHS H IO
OTHOIICHHUE Ha 6J1ara, 3alATeHHN C IIPaBa Ha HHTEICKTYaTHa COOCTBEHOCT. 2

2. O030p Ha HSIKOU pelleHHusi 0T mpakTukaTa Ha Oomms cwpa (General Court)

JlBe cwiiecTBeHH pemeHUs Ha OOmMSA ChJI 3aciuykaBaT Ja WM OBJIE OTAEICHO
CHEIHalHO BHUMaHKE, 1110 C€ OTHACS /10 TOKTPHUHATA 32 CHIIECTBEHUTE CHOPBHIKCHHUS. 24

B nenoro Ladbroke® cuasr neuHUpa 3aIbDKEHHETO 3a OCUTYpsSBaHE Ha JOCTHII B
CIIy4auTe, KOraTO ChHIIECTBEHOTO CHOPBIKEHHUE, JO KOETO C€ MCKa JOCTHII, MPEJCTaBIIsABA
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00EKT Ha MPaBO HA WHTEJIEKTYallHa COOCTBEHOCT, M CHIIEBPEMEHHO MPEUIH3HpPa HAKOU OT
nocraHoBkuTe Ha Chaa Ha EBpornelickus Chi03 B IOCTAHOBEHOTO OT HETO PEIICHUE I10 JICIO0TO
Magill.?® Coriacuo ycranosenute mo menoro daxru Pari Mutuel Urbain Frangais (PMU)
Oula MKOHOMHYECKA TPy, Ch3/IaJIcHa OT TiaBHara sociétés de courses BbB DpaHIus, KOSATO
nMalia M3KIF0UYUTEHOTO MPAaBO 32 OpraHU3UpaHe Ha KOHHU Ha0sTrBaHUs, KAKTO M IIPABOTO 1
lacupa TeJICBU3UOHHHUTE M300paKeHUsI OT Te3u chere3anus. Texuust dumman Pari Mutuel
International (PMI) uman npaBoTo 1a W3moi3Ba Te3u M300paxeHus B ['epManus u ABCTpus.
PMI nunensupanu ToBa npaso Ha Deutscher Sportverlag Kurt Stoof GmbH & Co. (DSV), Ho
B JIMLIEH3MOHHUS JOTOBOP BKJIIOUMIIM U 3a0paHa 3a IUIACHPAHETO Ha T€3H N300pakeHUs H3BBH
I'epmanns. DSV, PMU u PMI otkazanu na u3znagatr Ha Landbroke ynmien3 3a u3nos3Bane Ha
n300pakeHUATa Ha OCNTHIICKHS Ta3ap.

Kommanusta Ladbroke momana >xan6a npen EK, mo3oBaBaiiku ce Ha 3ioymnorpeda ¢
JOMUHHPAIIO TOJOKEHHE CHOOPA3HO CJIETHUTE OOCTOSTENCTBA: Y€ CHAOISBAHETO C
M300pakeHUATa B 3aMsiHA Ha 3aIUlalllaHe Ha pa3yMHa IIeHa OWJI0 TEXHUYECKH OCBHIICCTBUMO;
ye PMU u PMI 6uiin moroTBEHH /1a MPEIOCTaBAT JIMIEH3 32 Te3W N300paKECHUS HA €JUH OT
koHKypeHTuTe Ha Ladbroke Ha Oenrmiickus maszap; 4e IpenpeqaBaHEeTO Ha W300paKeHHSTA
Beue Omito otopusupano BbB @panius u ['epmanus 1 4e 0TKa3bT 3a cHaOasBaHe Ha Ladbroke
MPEYMIIO Ha TIPEJCTaBSIHETO HA HOB MPOAYKT, KOETO OWJIO BB Bpe/ia Ha OCNTUHCKUS Ta3ap Ha
3aJI03H.

Komucusita orxBbpimia xandara Ha Ladbroke, kakTo u cbapT. B pemenuero cu Toi
npuei, 4e JOpH aKo OTBETHHUIMTE Ca MMalld JOMHHHUPANIO TOJOXKEHHE, TO 33 TIX HE €
CBIIECTBYBAJIO 3aJIbJDKCHHE Jla MPEIOCTaBAT JIMIECH3 32 M3IMOJI3BAHETO HA M300paKCHUSTA,
MIOHEXE Te HE ca MPUCHCTBAIN Ha 1a3apa, Ha KoiTo e onepupana Ladbroke u He 6unm n3nanu
JIMIICH3H Ha JIPYTU ONEepaTopy Ha To3u nasap. [1o To3u HauuMH ChIBT POPMYNIMpPA U3BOJIA, Y
B KOHKDETHHUS CIIydail JWICBA JIUCKPUMHUHAIMS MEXKIY HPEINPHUATHS, OIEpHUpalid Ha
BropuuHus maszap. [lo-Hatatbk chabT cuen, ye Ladbroke He morar ma ce mo3oBaBaT Ha
peuienuero o aenoro Magill, noHexe 0TKa3bT HE T BB3MPEIATCTBAIL OT Bh3MOXHOCTTA J1a
HaBJIA3aT Ha TO3W BTOPUYEH Ma3ap, a HanpoTuB - Ladbroke umanu Haii-rojgemus ma3zapeH asul
Ha Hero. Hemio nmoBeue, criopes chla OTKa3bT 3a MPEJOCTaBsIHE HA JUICH3 HEe OWJI pa3CTpOMI
KOHKYPEHIIUATa Ha BTOpWYHHS Tmazap. OCBEH ToBa CHABT MpHEN, Ye YCIOBHUATA 3a
NpeoCcTaBsHe Ha OCThII, mocoueHu B Magill, He Onin m3mbIHEHH, THIl KaTO N300paKEHUSITA
He Ounu KpaiftHO HEeOOXOAMMHM 3a MPUEMAHETO Ha 3ano3u (mopaau ¢akrta, 4e HaAOATBaHUATA
ce MPOBEXIAIN CJIeJl TPUEMAHETO Ha 3aJ03UTE) U CIEJOBATEIIHO HE OWxa MOrJM Aa Obaat
KBaTU(UIIUPAHU KaTO CBHUIECTBEHO CHOPHKEHHE, KAKTO M Y€ He Ouila BB3MPENsITCTBaHA
MosiBaTa Ha HOB MPOJYKT.

Broporo pemenne nHa OOmms cbl, Ha Koero OM cleABaJO Ja ce OTIeNHd
HEOOXOMMOTO BHHMaHME, € pereHueTo nmo ciaydas European Night Services Ltd (ENS).27
Hskonko sxenezonbThu kommanuu - British Rail (BR), Deutsche Bundesbahn (DB), NV
Nederlandse Spoorwegen (NS) u Societe Nationale des Chemins de Fer Francais (SNCF),
MPSIKO WJIM Ype3 CBOU JIBIIEPHU JPYKECTBa, chopMHpantr CMECEHOTO JApyxkecTBo European
Night Services Ltd (ENS), uuiiTo npeamer Ha AEHHOCT O clieBaiio J1a Ob/Ie MPEeJOCTaBsIHE
Ha HOIIHM MBTHUYECKU JKEIE30MBTHU YCIYTH MEXKAY TOYKH B OOEIMHEHOTO KpPAaJCTBO
Kontunenta (EBpona) npes Tynena mox Jlamanma. Besko OT jKene30mMbTHUTE TTPEATPUSITHS
Mallku ce chIylacuio Aa mnpenocTaBd Ha ENS HSKOM yciyrd, BKIIOUMTENHO BJIaY€HE I10
CBOSAITA MpeXa (JIOKOMOTHB, BIIAKOB ChCTAB/€KHIIAXK M HKEJIE3eH ITbT), TIOYHCTBAIIN YCIYTH Ha
0opna, oOciyxBaHe, MOJAPHKKA U CEPBU3 Ha O0OPYIBAHETO W YCIYTH MO OOCIy)XBaHE Ha
neTHUNATE. [lazapuuat g1 mHa ENS mo mapmipyTtute, KOUTO APYKECTBOTO OOCTYKBAJIO,
Bapupan Mexxay 5 u 8% OT ChOTBETHUS Ta3ap.

Makap na e noctaHoBeHo 1o npuioxkenuero Ha wi. 101 ADEC u makap cbabT na e
orMenn pernenrnero Ha EK,? pemennero no menoro European Night Services e BakHo 3a
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MPUJIOKCHUETO Ha JOKTPHHATA 3a CHIIECTBCHUTE ChOPBKEHUS MOHE B TpH Hacoku. OT eaHa
CTpaHa, ChJIbT 3aCTaBa Ha MPUHIIMITHATA MTO3UIIHS, Y€ JOKTPUHATA HE MOXKE Ja C€ MPUIIOKHU TI0
OTHOIIICHUE HA TMPEANPUATHE, KOSTO HE TPUTEKABA JOMUHUPAIIO MOJIOKEHNUE HA ChOTBETHHS
na3ap. ChIIEBPEMEHHO, MPEYTBbPIKIABAHKN MMOCTAHOBEHATA MPEIU PEIICHUETO MYy ChIcOHa
MPAKTUKA, CBIIACHO KOSATO €AWH MPOAYKT WJIM yclIyra HEe MoraTr Ja ce mpuemMaT Karo
CBIIECTBEHU W HEOOXOJMMH, OCBEH aKO HE CHIIECTBYBA TEXCH pPEAJICH WIH MOTCHIUAICH
3aMECTUTEN, CBIABT TMpHUEN, Y€ “HUTO JAPYKECTBaTa-MallKd, HUTO TaKa ChH3AaICHOTO
CBBMECTHO MpPEIIpPUATHE MOraT Jla c€ NpHUeMaT KaTo MPHUTEkKaBald WHPPACTPYKTYpa,
MPOAYKTH WU YCIIYTH, KOUTO ca “He00XO0AUMHU” WK “ChIMHOCTHU (m.e. cvujecmaenu — 0.a.)
3a HaBJIM3aHETO HA CHOTBETHUS I1a3ap, OCBEH aKo Mojo0Ha WHPPACTPYKTYpPA, MPOIYKTH WA
yCIIYTH HE ca “B3aMMHO3aMEHHUMH” U OCBEH aKoO, MOPaJy CBOUTE CIEIHAIHU OeNe3u - Mo-
CICIMAIHO 3a0paHUTENTHAaTa [IeHA Ha W/MJIM BPEMETO, KOETO OCHOBATEIIHO CE W3HCKBA 3a
TSAXHOTO BB3IPOU3BOJICTBO — HE Ca HAIMUIE *KU3HECIOCOOHHW AJTEPHATHBHM, KOUTO Ja ca
HAJIMIIE 32 TIOTCHIMAITHUTE KOHKYPEHTH Ha ChbBMECTHOTO MPEIIPUATHE, KOUTO IO TO3H HAUYUH
ca/GuBar W3KIOYeHH OT masapa.”?’ Ha Tpero MsCTO ChIBT HPELCHHNI 3HAYUTEIHO IIO-
CTPUKTHO OT KoMucusTa ycinoBusiTa, ONpeaesiy eIHO ChOPBKEHHE KaTO “‘ChIIECTBEHO”, U
ChOOPA3HO TOBA MPUEII, Y€ B KOHKPETHUS CIIydai, C oryie]] Ha Je)MHUPAHUS ChOTBETEH Ta3ap,
CICIUAITHUATE JIOKOMOTUBH 3a TyHena moxa JlaMaHiia He OMxa MOTJIM Ja CE€ Pa3rIekIaT KaTo
TaKHWBa ChbOPBHKECHUS.

3. O030p Ha HAKOU pelieHHsl OT nMpakTukara Ha Cbaa Ha EBponeiickusi cbro3
(Court of Justice) *

Pemennero mo nenoro Magill®™™ moxe na ce BB3npueMe KaTo ‘‘HEMPU3HATOTO”
JNeranu3upaHe Ha JOKTPHHATA 33 CHIICCTBEHHTE CHOPHXKEHHs oT crpana Ha CEC.*
Independent Television Publications Ltd (ITP), Radio Telefis Eireann (RTE) u BBC
U3IbYBaIM  TeyeBU3MOHHM nporpamu B Mpmangus u CesepHa MHWpmangusa. Cnopen
UPJIaHJCKOTO MpaBo U MpaBoTOo Ha OOEAMHEHOTO KPAJICTBO T€ NPUTEKABAIU aBTOPCKUTE
IpaBa 3a W3TbUBAHUTE TEJIEBU3MOHHU IMPOrpamMM, KaTo BCAKa OT TAX M3/aBaja COOCTBEH
cnpaBovyHMK 3a Tax. [Ipe3 mecen mait 1985 r. komnanusta Magill TV Guide Ltd (Magill)
3aloyYHaja Jja u3aBa U34eprareicH CIpaBOYHMK, BKJIIOYBAI IPOrPAMUTE Ha BCUUKH MEJINU.
ITocpenacrBom nmorosop 3a suueH3 RTE mpenocraBuna na Magill npaBoto nga myOnukyBa
HEHHUTE TEJIEBU3MOHHU NMPOTPAMHU CXEMHU WIM B JI€HS Ha W3/1aBaHE Ha CIIpaBOYHUKA Ha
Magill, wnu 3a meTpka M cbOOTaTa Ha ceaMuUIlaTa Ha MyOJIMKyBaHe, WM 3a chOoTara u
HezessITa Ha ceqMuIaTa Ha myOnukyBaHe. JlunensuonHara nonutuka Ha BBC u ITP 6una
UJCHTUYHA.

[Ty6nukyBaHeTo Ha crnpaBoyHHMKa Ha Magill MpoABIKUIO HIKOJIKO Mecela, JT0KaTo
€IUH WHAYCTpUaJeH JUCHYT OWJ MPUYMHA 32 CIIHMPAHETO My, MpoAbILKuUiIo 20 ceaMuuu.
CripaBOYHUKBT Ce NOSIBUWI OTHOBO IIpe3 Mail 1986 ., HO TO3M BT TOW BKIIIOUBAJ CIUCHK HA
IporpaMu 3a IisylaTa CeIMHIAa U MO TO3M HAuYWH HapyLIWI JIHMIEH3MOHHATa IMOJUTHKA Ha
KOMIaHuuTe. ThpCeHKH 3alinMTa Ha aBTOPCKUTE CHU IpaBa, MEAMUTE MOIYYHUIH ChACOHO
pemenue cpemnry Magill, kosto komnanus ob6ade Briocienctsue cesupana EK ¢ TBepaenus 3a
370ynoTpeda ¢ roCHoJICTBAIO MOJOXKEHHWE OT TAXHA cTpaHa. B pemenuero cu Komucusra
npuena, 4Ye KOMIIAHMUTE ca 3J0yNOoTpeOMiIM ¢ TOCHOACTBAIIOTO CH IOJIOKEHHE U
IIOCTAaHOBWJIA T€ Ja JIMLIEH3UPAT CEAMMUYHUTE CH MPOTPAMHU JIMCTUHIH [0 OTHOLICHHE Ha
Magill.

OOUMAT ChA NOTBBPIAMI PEIHICHUETO Ha EK.* Toii neguHUpanI KaTto pelieBaHTEH
rnazapa Ha Te3M CEeAMHYHU MPOTPaMHHM TEJIEBU3MOHHU CIPABOYHUIM, B KOUTO OWUIH
MyOJIMKYBaHHU MPOTPAMHH JINCTUHTH U KOHCTATUPaJ, Y€ Ha TO3H Ma3ap MEAUHHUTE KOMITAaHUH
pasmosiaraT ¢ roCroJICTBAIlO MOJIOKeHUE. B peliennero cu cbIbT yTBBPAWUI U3pa3zeHaTa OT
CEC no cnyuas Volvo® nosuums, ue ,»YIIPOKHABAHETO HA M3KIIIOUUTEIHO IPaBO, KOETO IO
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MIPUHIUI OTTOBAPS HA ChIBP)KAHUETO HAa ChOTBETHO MPABO HA MHTEJIEKTyajHa COOCTBEHOCT,
MOXKE€ BBIPEKH BCHYKO Ja Oblae 3abpaHeHo or uwi. 102 ako Bk/IOYBa 3ala3BaHe Ha
JOMUHHPAIIO TOJOXKEHUE OT CTPaHa Ha MPEINPUATHETO, ONMPEEeICHO KaTo MU3BBbpIIBAHE HA
snoynorpe6a”.®® Hapes ¢ ToBa ChbT IPHEN, Ye P 3aMa3BaHe Ha H3KIIOYATEIHOTO IPABO 3a
nyOJIMKyBaHe Ha CEIMUYHM CIIPABOYHHUIIM C MPOTPaMH, MEJUHUTE ca MONPEYHMIN Ha IMOsBaTa
Ha €IWH HOB MPOAYKT, a MMEHHO Ha €JHO OOIIO0 TENEeBU3HOHHO CIHCAaHUE, KOETO Ou
KOHKYPHPAJIO TEXHUTE COOCTBEHU CIIPABOYHHULIH.

CEC notBbpaun pemenuero Ha OOIMS Cha, KaTO MPHUEN, Y€ MPH “U3KITFOYUTCITHUA
00CTOATENCTBA” YHPAKHIBAHETO HA €IHO M3KIIOUYHUTEIHO MPABO OT HETOBHUS TUTYISIP MOXKE
Ja TpejcTaBisiBa 370ynorpeda. B kKoHkpeTHHs ciydail Ta3u 3510ynoTpeda mpousTHyaiga oT
TOBA, Y€ OTKa3bT HE OMJI 0OOCHOBAH M OIpaB/AaH OT TJie/lHAa TOYKA HA OCHOBHATA JICHHOCT 1O
TEJICBU3MOHHO M3IbYBAHE WM OT JACWHOCTTa 1O NYyOJMKyBaHEe Ha TEJIEBU3UOHHU
CIPAaBOYHHIIM, & OMJI HAIpaBeH C OTJIe]l 3alla3BaHeTO OT MEIUIHNUTE KOMIIAaHUH 3a ce0e cH, Ha
BTOPUYHUS a3ap Ha CEAMHYHU TEJIEBU3MOHHU CIIPABOYHUIM Ype3 U3KIIOYBAHE HA BCSIKAKBa
KOHKYPEHIIMS Ha TO3W Ma3ap. B cirydas Te oTkazanu aa mpeaocTaBsT I0CThIIA 10 ChIIECTBEHA
uH(OpMALHs, HeOGXOIMMA 32 ChCTABIHETO HA CAMH OOIL| IPOrPAMEH CIIPABOYHHUK. >

CrnenBamuar 3acily)kaBalll CIIEIMAIHO BHHMaHHE W MOXXe OW Hail-3HaYNM 32
IIPUIOKCHNETO HA JOKTPHHATA ciyuaii, pasrmenan or CEC, e genoro Oscar Bronner.®’ B
NPOM3BOJACTBOTO Mpea Chla OMIIO ycTaHOBeHO, 4e kommanusara Mediaprint Zeitungs-und
Zeitschriftenverlag GmbH & Co. KG (Mediaprint) u3naBana exxeguesuunure “Neue Kronen
Zeitung” u “Kurier”, xouto npe3 1994 r. 3aeqHO ca UManu A1 OT aBCTPHICKHS Tasap Ha
exenHeBHUIM 46,8% cpoOpazHo mokazatens TUpax, U 42% CcbOOpa3HO peKIaMHUTE
NpUXOJH. 3a pa3mpoCTPAaHEHUETO Ha Te3W exeaHeBHUIM Mediaprint cb3mana cucrema 3a
JIOCTaBKa IO JIOMOBETE B HallMOHAJIEH Mailad, KOATO Ce€ OCBHIIECTBSBajIa OT ABIICPHOTO i
npyxectBo Mediaprint Zeitungsvertriebsgesellschaft mbH&Co. KG u kosito cucrema ce
CBeXKJ1aja TO TOBa JIa C€ IOCTABST BECTHUIIMTE IUPEKTHO Ha aDOHATHTE B IPBUTE YAaCOBE HA
yrporo. Ot cBos crtpana Oscar Bronner GmbH&Co. KG — xonkypenteH Ha Mediaprint
u3JaTes, U3/1aBai OTHeyaTBal U pa3npocTpaHsaBal exxeaHeBHuKa “Der Standard”, xoiito npes
ChIlaTa TOAMHA MMaJl Ma3apeH Jsij1 Ha Ia3apa Ha eXeaHeBHHUIMTE B ABcTpus 3,6% 110 ce
OTHAacs 10 TUpaxa u 6% 1110 ce OTHACS O PEKJIaAMHHUTE IPUXOH.

[Topanu otkaz Ha Mediaprint na ocurypst Ha Oscar Bronner mocThn 10 TsSXHaTa
cucTeMa 3a JIOCTaBKM, Bronner ce oObpHal KbM HAllMOHATHHS ChJl C MCKaHETO jaa Objae
HajoxkeHo Ha Mediaprint 1a mpectaHe na ce BB3MOJI3Ba OT JOMHUHHUPAIIOTO CH TOJIOKCHHUE
karo Bkmoun “Der Standard” B cBosiTa cucTeMa 3a JIOCTaBKa MO JIOMOBETE CpeIly
CBHOTBETHOTO 3aruiamane. [1o moBoj M3THKHATUTE B MOJKpENa Ha Moj0aTa 0OCTOSTENCTBa,
HAIIMOHAJIHUAT CbJ] HaMEepWJI JI0CTaThbUYHO OCHOBAaHUS 3a CIIMpaHE Ha JeNI0TO W OTIpaBHII
npetoauimanio 3anmuteane 10 CEC ¢ ornesn U3sCHABAHETO Ha PEJICBAHTHU 332 HETOBUS M3XOJl
BBIPOCH.

B mperonunuanuoro cu 3akmouenne CEC, mo3oBaBaiiku ce Ha TpaifHata chacOHA
MIPAaKTHKA, KOHCTATUpall, 4e 3a Ja ce npuioxu . 102 JIOEC e HeoOxoaumo aa ce onpenenu
CBHOTBETHHS Ta3ap, KOMTO cieqBayio Ja oOXBamia OCHOBHATA YacT OT OHE3W TPOIYKTH WU
YCIYTH, KOUTO, Bb3 OCHOBAa Ha CBOUTE XApAKTEPUCTHKH, Ca MU3KJIKYMTETHO CIIOCOOHM Ja
3aJJOBOJIAT TPAMHUTE HYXJW W HE ca MHOTO B3aMMHO3aMEHSIEMHU C JAPYTH MPOAYKTH WA
yeayru. [lo-HataTbk, cienBailky J1aIeHOTO OT FeHepayHus afBokar Jacobs 3akiroueHue 1o
JIeT0TO, CHIIBT MPHEN, Ue 3a 1a MOXKE pellIeHHeTo 1o xenoto Magill a Gbe MpHIoKeHO 110
MoJIe3eH HauuH, HE3aBHCUMO JIAJIM CTaBa BBIIPOC 3a MPABO HA MHTENIEKTyaJHa COOCTBEHOCT
WU 32 TPaBO Ha COOCTBEHOCT BBHOOINE, KAKTO M 3a Ja MOXeE Ja ObJe yCTaHOBEHA
310ynoTpeda, n3pas3sBaila ce B 0TKa3 J1a ce NMPeJOoCTaBH JIOCTBII, cie/Ba Ja ca HaJHIE TPH
KyMYJIaTUBHU YCJOBUs: 1) OTKa3bT CliefBa Ja EIUMHHHpA BCSKAaKBa KOHKYPEHIMS Ha
CbOTBETHHUS Tazap; 2) OTKa3bT TpsAOBa Ja HEe MOXke OOCKTHMBHO Ja ObJe ompasnaaH; 3)
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ChOPBIKEHUETO “camo 1o cebe cu’” TpsOBa aa Obae KpallHO HEOOXOIUMO 3a OCHIIECTBSIBAHE
JeMHOCTTa HA UCKalUs JOCTBI, JAOKOJKOTO HE ChHIIECTBYBAaT HETOBU pEallHd WU
MOTEHIMAIHA 3aMECTHTETH.> JIOKOJIKOTO TPETOTO YCIOBHE MOXE [a CE ONPEIENH KaTo
OCHOBEH MPUHOC Ha PEHICHHETO KbM IMPHIOKEHUETO Ha JOKTPUHATAa 3a ChIIECTBEHUTE
chopbKeHHS, Y CHIBT KOHKPETH3Hpa, 4e TO MOKE 13 ObIC H3IIBIHCHO CaMo ako HMa
NpHeMJINBH AJITEPHATHBH HA CHOPBHKEHUETO, JOPH TE Ja ca MO-MAJIKO H3rOJHU (HAmp.
pasnpoCTpaHeHWE MO TIOMICHCKH IThT, Mpojaax0da 1Mo MarasuHu W OyAKu u Jp.) % n
HEBB3MOKHOCTTA WJIM MNpeKajeHATa TPYAHOCT 3a JyOjaupaHe Ha CHOPHKEHUETO Ja €
00eKTHBHA, T.€. TS J]a CE IBDKU Ha “TeXHHYECKH, MPABHU HJIH JOPH HKOHOMHYECKH
npeyku”. VIMEGHHO TOBa TPETO YCIOBHE 10 MHEHHETO Ha TeHEpalHus aaBokar Jacobs,
Mpe/ICTaBIsiBAa OOCKTHBEH KPUTEPUN, KOWTO CHIBT YCTAHOBSBA 3a MPIIOKCHHETO Ha
JOKTPHHATA, ChOOPA3HO HYKUTE HA IPSANPUATHETO, HCKALIO TOCTBHIL *2

Ot Taka HampaBeHUs MpEryie]] Ha MPUIOKEHUETO Ha JOKTPUHATA 32 CHIICCTBCHHUTE
ChOPBXKEHUS B IIpakTHKaTa Ha EBpornelickus cbio3 3a 3aliTa Ha KOHKYPEHLUATa, MOTaT Jia ce
(dbopMyIpaT HIKOJKO MO-ChINECTBEHU 0000IICHHUS.

Ha mbpBO MsCTO MOXkE Ja ce MOCOYM KOHCTAaTalMsTa, 4e JOKTpUHATA € MpujaraHa
HEeJIHOKPATHO B MPAKTHKATa 3a 3alliTa Ha KOHKYPCHIMATA KaKTO OT chawimmara Ha EC,
Taka ¥ OT OCHOBHHUA u3NbiHUTENeH oprad Ha Coro3a — EK. To3u dakT Hanara usBona, ye T
HE TIPEJCTABJISIBA HMHIMJICHTHO SIBJICHHUE, a II0-CKOPO HMMa 3HAYECHUETO Ha CQPEKTUBEH
pErylaTopeH HHCTPYMEHT, IPUIIOKUM B CIIy4auTe, KOraTo TOBa € HEOOXOAUMO.

Ha BTOpO MSICTO € BUAHO M OOCTOSITEICTBOTO, Y€ Upe3 MOCIETOBATETHOTO MPUIIaraHe
Ha JOKTpUHATa, KaKTO W 4Ype3 IM030BABAHETO HA NPEIXOJHH TMPEUEACHTH, B KOUTO TS €
MPWJIOKECHA, TE3W OpTaHW JIeTalu3upaT camara JIOKTPWHA M Tpacupar MhTS 3a HEHHOTO
pa3BUTHE.

[TocTerneHHOTO pa3BUTHE HA MPAKTHKATa IO MPWIOKCHHE Ha JOKTPUHATA OT CBOS
CTpaHa JONpHHACS U 3a CBIBPKATETHOTO I oOOOrarsBaHe, JOKOJIKOTO C€ paslupsiBa
MIPHJIOKHOTO M ITOJIE HE CaMO CIIPSIMO MaTepUATHU (BEIIECTBCHH) 00CKTH M HH(PPACTPYKTYpa,
HO M MO OTHOIIEHHWE Ha HEeMaTepHalHu Olara, 3alUTEHH C MpaBa Ha HMHTEJEKTyajaHa
COOCTBEHOCT.

He ©Ha mocrmegHo MSCTO TMpaBU BIEUYATIEHHE U OOCTOATEICTBOTO, Y€ BBIPEKU
yCTaHOBEHATA TCHJICHIIMS 3a PUJIOKEHUE Ha JOKTPUHATA, MPHJIATAIINATE 1 MHCTUTYIIUHU Ca Ce
BB3IBPKAIH J]a MPaBAT 0000IIEeHUs OT MPUIOKEHUETO i B PA3IMYHHUTE PA3TIACKIAHU OT TAX
CJIy4ad, KaTo ca Cce CTPEeMENH Ja aaliTupaT HEWHNUTE ChIBPIKATEITHHU SIIEMEHTH TPHOPUTETHO
C OrJie]] pa3pelIaBaHeTO Ha KOHKPETHHUs TakbB. ToBa paspelieHue € MpeaonpeAeiuio U
BB3MOXHOCTTA 32 MOCIIEABAIIOTO MPUIIOKEHUE U PA3BUTHE Ha JOKTPUHATA 32 CHIIESCTBEHUTE
CHOPBIKEHUS, KOETO Pa3BUTHE MPOIBIIKABA M MTOHACTOSIIIEM.

! TpaMIHOHHUAT OXO0 KbM eCTECTBEHHTE MOHOIIONHU € ChIbPXKAI a0COTIOTHA H eIHO3HAYHA HHTEPIIPETAIHs
Ha PETYJIaTHBHUS TPOIEC, CHOPE KOSITO TaM, KbJIETO MMa €CTECTBEH MOHOIIOJN, € HEOOXOIMMO M HETOBOTO
perynupane. To3u noaxo ce e 3apoui Ha rpaHunara Mmexxay XIX n XX Bek, pa3smMpuil ce € ChIIECTBEHO Tpe3
30-te roguHu U no 60-Te roguHM Ha XX BEK Ce € M3IMO0J3BANl JOCTAaThYHO yCHEeUIHO. B To3m mepmon karo
€CTECTBEHH MOHOIIOJIM Ca C€ pasrieKIali TaKWBa TPAJAWIIMOHHO ABPKAaBHH OTPACIH KaTO CHEPTHUHHHUSA CEKTOP
(BKITIOYBAI €NEKTPUYECTBO W Ta3), MPEXKUTE 3a MPEIOCTABSIHE HAa HAKOM YCIyrH (Tene(OHHH, MOUICHCKH) H
TpaHCHopTa (3KeIe30IbTeH, BB3AYIICH U 1Ip.).

[lonsTneTo “mOKTpHHA 3a ChIIECTBEHUTE chopBkeHUs (‘‘essential facilities doctrine) e n3mon3BaHO 3a IPHB
meT mpe3 1970 r. oT amepuxanckusa npodecop A.D. Neale B HeroBata moHorpadust The Antitrust Law of the
United States (Bmx Neale, A.D., The Antitrust Law of the United States: A Study of Competition Enforced by
Law (2d ed. 1970, p. 67). JlokrpuHarta 3a CHIIECTBEHUTE CHOPBKEHHS INPEICTABIsIBA WHCTPYMEHT, KOMTO ce
Ipujara B CIy4auTe, IpU KOUTO ONPEENICHO MPEANPHUATHE C TOCHOACTBAIIO MOJI0XKEHHUE KOHTPOJIUPA J0CThIIA
JI0 “CBIIECTBEHO CHOPHKEHHE”, T.€. 10 YHUKATHO M HE3aMECTHMO 0Jaro, M3IOJI3BAaHETO HAa KOETO IPeNoCTaBs
BB3MOXKHOCTTA JIa C€ OCBIIIECTBSBA CTONIAHCKA ICHHOCT Ha OIpeieNieH ChOTBETEH T1a3ap.
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® B CAIIl JIOKTPUHATA 32 CHIUIECTBEHUTE CHOPBHKEHHS € M3BECTHA MOBEYE KaTO JOKTPUHATA 32 “HE3aMEHUMOTO
6maro” wnm kKato “repioTo Ha Oyrminkara” (“bottleneck™) — Bk mo-mogpobno Troy, D., Unclogging the
Bottleneck: A New Essential Facility Doctrine, 1983, Columbia Law Review, v. 83, n. 2, pp. 441-487.

*Bix. B Tasu Hacoka Hamp. Gamco, Inc. v. Providence Fruit & Produce Bldg., Inc., 194 F.2d 484 (1st Cir. 1952),
cert. denied, 344 U.S. 817 (1952); Montgomery County Assoc. of Realtors, Inc. v. Realty Photo Master Corp.,
878 F. Supp. 804 (D. Md. 1995); Supermarket of Homes, Inc. v. San Fernando Valley Bd. of Realtors, 1983-2
Trade Cas. (CCH) 65,718 (C.D. Cal. 1983); Alaska Airlines, Inc. v. United Airlines, Inc., 948 F.2d 536 (9th Cir.
1991), cert. denied, 503 U.S. 977 (1992); Delaware & Hudson Ry. Co. v. Consolidated Rail Corp., 902 F.2d 174
(2d Cir. 1990), cert. denied, 500 U.S. 928 (1991); Laurel Sand & Gravel Inc. v. CSX Transp. Inc., 704 F. Supp.
1309 (D. Md. 1989), aff’d, 924 F.2d 539 (4th Cir. 1991); City of Anaheim v. Southern Cal. Edison Co., 955 F.2d
1373 (9th Cir. 1992); City of Vernon, Cal. v. Southern Cal. Edison Co., 955 F.2d 1361 (9th Cir. 1992), cert.
denied, 506 U.S. 908 (1992); City of Malden, Mo. v. Union Elec. Co., 887 F.2d 157 (8th Cir. 1989); City of
Mishawaka, Ind. v. American Elec. Power Co., 616 F.2d 976 (7th Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 1096 (1981);
Almeda Mall, Inc. v. Houston Lighting & Power Co., 615 F.2d 343 (5th Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449 U.S. 870
(1980); TEC Cogeneration, Inc. v. Florida Power & Light Co., 1994-1 Trade Cas. (CCH) 70,564 (S.D. Fla.
1994); Florida Cities v. Florida Power & Light Co., 525 F. Supp. 1000 (S.D. Fla. 1981); Town of Massena v.
Niagara Mohawk Corp., 1980-2 Trade Cas. (CCH) 63,526 (N.D.N.Y. 1980); City of Chanute v. Williams
Natural Gas Co., 955 F.2d 641 (10th Cir. 1992), cert. denied, 506 U.S. 831 (1992); Illinois ex rel. Burris v.
Panhandle E. Pipeline Co., 935 F.2d 1469 (7th Cir. 1991), cert. denied, 502 U.S. 1094 (1992); Garshman v.
Universal Resources Holding, Inc., 824 F.2d 223 (3d Cir. 1987); Consul Ltd. v. Transco Energy Co., 805 F.2d
490 (4th Cir. 1986), cert. denied, 481 U.S. 1050 (1987); Driscoll v. City of New York, 650 F. Supp. 1522
(S.D.N.Y. 1987); Interface Group, Inc. v. Massachusetts Port Auth., 816 F.2d 9 (1st Cir. 1987); Ferguson v.
Greater Pocatello Chamber of Commerce, Inc., 848 F.2d 976 (9th Cir. 1988); Flip Side Productions, Inc. v. Jam
Productions, Ltd., 843 F.2d 1024 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 488 U.S. 909 (1988) u ap.

° Karo emOmeMaTHyHu 3a BB3HHKBAHETO W MIOCJICABAJIOTO IO pa3sBUTUC HA NPUIIOKCHHUC Ha AOKTPUHATA 3a
cpmectBeHuTe chopbxkeHns B CAILl morat ma ce mocoudat nemata United States v. Terminal Railroad
Association, 224 U.S. 383 (1912); Associated Press v. United States, 326 U.S. 1 (1945); Hecht v. Pro-Football,
Inc., 570 F. 2d 982 (D.C. Cir. 1977), cert. denied, 436 U.S. 956 (1978); Otter Tail Power Co. v. United States,
410 U.S. 366 (1973); Aspen Skiing Co. v. Aspen Highlands Skiing Corp. 472 U.S. 585 (1985); MCI
Communications Corp. v. AT&T Co., 708 F.2d 1081, 1132 (7th Cir. 1983), cert. denied, 464 U.S. 891 (1983),
United States v. Griffith, 334 U.S. 100 (1948); Lorain Journal Co. v. United States, 342 U.S. 143, 146-49 (1951);
Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc., 504 U.S. 451 (1992); Verizon Communications Inc. v.
Law Offices of Curtis v. Trinko, 540 U.S. 398 (2004) u ap.

6 3a Pa3JIMYHUTE BB3MJIEAW B IMpaBHAaTa WU HMKOHOMHYCCKATa IOOKTPUHU BHB BPb3Ka C IPUIIOKCHHUCTO Ha
JOKTPHHATA 33 CHIIECTBEHUTE CHOPBKEHUS BIK Ho-moapodHo Werden, G., The Law and Economics of the
Essential Facilities Doctrine, 1987, St. Louis University Law Review, v. 32, n. 2., p. 433-480; Ratner, J., Should
There be an Essential Facilities Doctrine?, 1988, 21 U.C. Davis Law Review, 327; Gerber, D., Rethinking the
Monopolist's Duty to Deal: A Legal and Economic Critique of the Doctrine of “Essential Facilities”, 1988,
Virginia Law Review, v. 74, pp. 1069-1113; Areeda, Ph., Essential Facilities: An Epithet in Need of Limiting
Principles, 1989, Antitrust Law Journal, v. 58, n. 3, pp. 841-853; Blumenthal, W., Three Vexing Issues Under
the Essential Facilities Doctrine: ATM Networks as Illustration, 1989, Antitrust Law Journal, v. 58, n. 3, pp.
855-870; Glazer, K. and Lipsky, A. Jr., Unilateral Refusals to Deal under Section 2 of the Sherman Act, 1995,
Antitrust Law Journal, v. 63, pp. 749-800; Kezsbom, A. and Goldman, A., No Shortcut to Antitrust Analysis:
The Twisted Journey of the Essential Facilities Doctrine, 1996, Columbia Business Law Review, v. 1; Pitofsky,
R., Patterson, D. and Hooks J., The Essential Facilities Doctrine Under US Antitrust Law, 2002 Antitrust Law
Journal, v. 70, pp. 443-462; Waller, S. and Frischmann, Revitalizing Essential Facilities, 2008, Antitrust Law
Journal, v. 75, n. 1, pp. 1-66; Waller, S., Areeda, Epithets, and Essential Facilities, 2008, Wisconsin Law
Review, pp. 359-386 u ap.

"o-nararbk 0Go3HauaBana kato EK win Komucusira.

& Commission Decision of 11 June 1992 (Case 1V/34.174), 1992, 5 CMLR 225.

°B KOHKYPEHTHOTO IPaBO CHOTBETHHMSAT Na3ap ce chbcTou OT: 1) "mpoaykToB maszap', B KOWTO ca BKIJIIOYEHH
BCUYKH CTOKH WJIH YCJIYTHM, KOUTO MOrar Ja Cc€ IpueMaT KaTo B3aMMO3aMCHACMU IO OTHOIICHUE Ha TEXHUTE
XapaKTepUCTHKH, IPEAHA3HAYCHUE U IIeHH; 2) "reorpadcku mazap", BKIIOUBAI ONpPEIeICHa TEPUTOPHUS, B KOSITO
Ce mnpemiaraT CbOTBECTHUTEC B3aWMMO3aMCHACMHU CTOKH HJIM YCIYTM U B KOATO KOHKYPCHTHHUTEC YCJIOBHUA Ca
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