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Commission Decision of 21 January 2010 (Case COMP/M.5529 – Oracle/Sun

Microsystems), 263–4
Commission Decision of 14 April 2010 (Case COMP/39.351 – Swedish

Interconnectors), 293
Commission Decision of 4 May 2010 (Case COMP/39.317 – E.ON Gas), 292
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Commission Decision of 21 May 2010 (Case COMP/M.5786 – Française des Jeux/
Groupe Lucien Barrière/JV), 228

Commission Decision of 14 July 2010 (Case COMP/39.596 – BA/AA/IB), 144, 291
CommissionDecision of 29 September 2010 (Case COMP/39.315 – ENI), 292, 295–6, 299
Commission Decision of 8 December 2010 (Case AT.39510 – ONP), 141
Commission Decision 26 January 2011 (Case COMP/M.5984 – Intel/McAfee),

211, 248
Commission Decision of 29 April 2011 (Case COMP/M.5047 – REWE/ADEG), 228
Commission Decision of 13 July 2011 (Case COMP/M.6101 – UPM/Myllykoski and

Rhein Papier), 263
Commission Decision of 7 October 2011 (Case COMP/M.6281 –Microsoft/Skype), 224,

228, 313–4, 318, 324
Commission Decision of 15 November 2011 (Case COMP/39.592 – Standard &

Poor’s), 293
Commission Decision of 23 November 2011 (Case COMP/M.6203 – Western Digital/

Hitachi), 260
Commission Decision of 13 December 2011 (Case COMP/C-3/39.692 – IBM

Maintenance Services), 293
Commission of 4 September 2012 (Case COMP/M.6314 – Telefónica UK/Vodafone

UK/Everything Everywhere/JV), 263
Commission Decision 12 December 2012 (Case COMP/M.6497 – Hutchison/

Orange), 260
Commission Decision of 20 December 2012 Case AT.39654 – Reuters Instrument

Codes), 293
Commission Decision of 23 January 2013 (Case AT.39839 – Telefónica/Portugal

Telecom), 141
Commission Decision of 30 January 2013 (Case No COMP/M.6570 – UPS/ TNT

Express), 260
Commission Decision of 23 May 2013 (Case COMP/AT.39595 – Continental/United/

Lufthansa/Air Canada), 144, 291
Commission Decision of 19 June 2013 (Case AT.39226 – Lundbeck), 24, 141, 282, 337
Commission Decision of 25 July 2013 (Case AT.39847 – E-Books), 291
Commission Decision of 2 September 2013 (Case COMP/M.6360 – Nynas/Shell/

Harburg Refinery), 263–4
Commission Decision of 10 December 2013 (Case AT.39685 – Fentanyl), 141, 282
Commission Decision of 18 December 2013 (Case COMP/AT.39678 – Deutsche Bahn

I and Case COMP/AT.39731 – Deutsche Bahn II), 293
Commission Decision of 29 April 2014 (Case AT.39985 – Motorola – Enforcement of

GPRS Standard-Essential Patents), 24, 173, 278, 301
Commission Decision of 9 July 2014 (Case AT.39612 – Perindopril-Servier), 141, 278
Commission Decision of 11 September 2014 (Case COMP/M.7332 – BSkyB/Sky

Deutschland/Sky Italia), 138
Commission Decision of 12 May 2015 (Case AT.39964 – Air France/KLM/Alitalia/

Delta), 144, 291
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Commission Decision of 19 May 2015 (Case M.7421 – Orange/Jazztel), 261–3
Commission Decision of 10 December 2015 (Case AT.39767 – BEH Electricity), 293
Commission Decision of 8 January 2016 (Case COMP/M.7630 – Fedex/TNT), 263–4
Commission Decision of 26 July 2016 (Case AT.40023 – Cross-Border Access to Pay-TV),

294, 298
Commission Decision of 31 August 2016 (Case AT.39850 – Container Shipping), 333

2 Judgments of the General Court of the EU

Case T-6/89, Enichem Anic SpA v Commission, EU:T:1991:74, 134
Case T-30/89 Hilti AG v Commission, EU:T:1991:70, 159, 211, 224
Case T-51/89, Tetra Pak Rausing SA v Commission, EU:T:1990:41, 157
Case T-65/89, BPB Industries Plc and British Gypsum Ltd v Commission, EU:T:1993:31

(‘British Plasterboard’), 315
Joined Cases T-68/89, T-77/89 and T-78/89, Società Italiana Vetro SpA, Fabbrica

Pisana SpA and PPG Vernante Pennitalia SpA v Commission, EU:T:1992:38, 241
Case T-24/90, Automec Srl v Commission, EU:T:1992:97, 166
Case T-83/91, Tetra Pak International SA v Commission, EU:T:1994:246, 157–9, 211
Case T-7/93, Langnese Iglo GmbH v Commission, EU:T:1995:98, 98, 116–7
Case T-9/93, Schöller Lebensmittel GmbH & Co. KG v Commission, EU:T:1995:99, 98,

115–7
Case T-12/93, Comité Central d’Entreprise de la Société Anonyme Vittel and Comité

d’Etablissement de Pierval and Fédération Générale Agroalimentaire v Commission,
EU:T:1995:78, 231, 240

Joined Cases T-24/93, T-25/93, T-26/93 and T-28/93, Compagnie maritime belge
transports SA and Compagnie maritime belge SA, Dafra-Lines A/S, Deutsche Afrika-
Linien GmbH & Co. and Nedlloyd Lijnen BV v Commission, EU:T:1996:139, 183

Case T-504/93, Tiercé Ladbroke SA v Commission, EU:T:1997:84, 203
Joined Cases, T-374/94, T-375/94, T-384/94 and T-388/94, European Night Services Ltd

and others v Commission, EU:T:1998:198, 99–100, 106, 136–7, 304
Case T-49/95, Van Megen Sports Group BV v Commission, EU:T:1996:186, 94
Case T-41/96, Bayer AG v Commission, EU:T:2000:242, 332
Case T-102/96, Gencor Ltd v Commission, EU:T:1999:65, 241–2, 244
Case T-228/97, Irish Sugar plc v Commission, EU:T:1999:246, 153, 184, 185–8, 192, 305,

312, 315–7
Case T-65/98, Van den Bergh Foods Ltd v Commission, EU:T:2003:281, 26, 285, 314
Case T-198/98, Micro Leader Business v Commission, EU:T:1999:341, 167
Case T-112/99,Métropole télévision (M6), Suez-Lyonnaise des eaux, France Télécom and

Télévision française 1 SA (TF1) v Commission, EU:T:2001:215, 99, 138–9
Case T-219/99, British Airways plc v Commission, EU:T:2003:343, 193-6, 198, 313,

317, 336
Case T-342/99, Airtours plc v Commission, EU:T:2002:146, 71, 153, 234, 236, 242–6,

257, 261, 304, 321, 329
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Case T-5/00, Nederlandse Federatieve Vereniging voor de Groothandel op
Elektrotechnisch Gebied and Technische Unie BV v Commission, EU:T:2003:342, 90

Case T-168/01, GlaxoSmithKline Services Unlimited v Commission, EU:T:2006:265, 97
Case T-184/01 R, IMS Health Inc. v Commission, EU:T:2001:259, 167, 203
Case T-203/01, Manufacture française des pneumatiques Michelin v Commission, EU:

T:2003:250 (‘Michelin II’), 34, 152, 193–8, 305, 313
Case T-210/01, General Electric Company v Commission, EU:T:2005:456, 253
Case T-310/01, Schneider Electric SA v Commission, EU:T:2002:254, 231
Case T-5/02, Tetra Laval BV v Commission, EU:T:2002:264, 5, 223–7, 232, 246, 251–5,

304, 321
Case T-193/02, Laurent Piau v Commission, EU:T:2005:22, 167
Case T-313/02, David Meca-Medina and Igor Majcen v Commission, EU:

T:2004:282, 167
Case T-13/03, Nintendo Co., Ltd, established in Kyoto (Japan) and Nintendo of Europe

GmbH, EU:T:2009:131, 94
Case T-328/03,O2 (Germany) GmbH&Co. OHG v Commission, EU:T:2006:116, 99-100,

140, 285
Case T-350/03,Wirtschaftskammer Kärnten and best connect Ampere Strompool GmbH

v Commission, EU:T:2006:257, 231
Case T-201/04,Microsoft Corp v Commission, EU:T:2007:289 ('Microsoft I'), 9, 160, 162,

175, 203, 205-7, 211, 297–8, 306, 313–4, 318, 324
Case T-464/04, Independent Music Publishers and Labels Association v Commission,

EU:T:2006:216 (‘Impala’), 231–2, 245
Case T-321/05, AstraZeneca AB and AstraZeneca plc v Commission, EU:T:2010:266,

157, 162
Case T-155/06, Tomra Systems ASA and Others v Commission, EU:T:2010:370, 197
Case T-170/06, Alrosa Company Ltd v Commission, EU:T:2007:220, 167
Case T-274/06, Estaser El Mareny, SL v Commission, EU:T:2007:323, 102
Case T-342/07 Ryanair Holdings plc v Commission, EU:T:2010:280, 222, 225
Case T-491/07, Groupement des cartes bancaires v Commission, EU:T:2012:633, 97
Case T-169/08, Dimosia Epicheirisi Ilektrismou AE v Commission, EU:T:2012:448, 167
Case T-427/08, Confédération européenne des associations d’horlogers-réparateurs

v Commission, EU:T:2010:517, 74
Case T-588/08, Dole Food Company, Inc. and Dole Germany OHG v Commission, EU:

T:2013:130, 90
Case T-286/09, Intel Corp v Commission, EU:T:2014:547, 40, 197, 315
Case T-132/10, Communauté de communes de Lacq v Commission, EU:T:2011:413, 231
Case T-224/10, Association belge des consommateurs test-achats ASBL v Commission,

EU:T:2011:588, 231
Case T-315/10, Groupe Partouche v Commission, EU:T:2012:21, 231
Case T-175/12, Deutsche Börse AG v Commission, EU:T:2015:148, 222, 225
Case T-712/14, Confédération européenne des associations d’horlogers-réparateurs

v Commission, pending, 74
Case T-399/16, CK Telecoms UK Investments v Commission, pending, 223
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Case T-873/16, Groupe Canal+ v Commission, pending, 102

3 Judgments of the Court of Justice of the EU

Joined Cases 56/64 and 58/64, Établissements Consten S.à.R.L. and Grundig-Verkaufs-
GmbH v Commission, EU:C:1966:41 (‘Consten-Grundig’), 35, 85, 88–90, 105-6, 110–1

Case 56/65, Société Technique Minière v Maschinenbau Ulm GmbH, EU:C:1966:38, 35,
91, 93, 107–7, 110, 112, 119–20, 123, 129, 137, 171

Case 23/67, SA Brasserie de Haecht v Consorts Wilkin-Janssen, EU:C:1967:54, 92–3,
105–7, 112–4, 119, 171, 308

Case 24/67, Parke, Davis and Co. v Probel, Reese, Beintema-Interpharm and Centrafarm,
EU:C:1968:11, 170–1

Case 5/69, Franz Völk v SPRL Ets J. Vervaecke, EU:C:1969:35, 92–3, 106–7, 116
Case 48/69, Imperial Chemical Industries Ltd v Commission, EU:C:1972:70, 134
Case 40/70, Sirena Srl v Eda Srl and others, EU:C:1971:18, 105, 170–1
Case 78/70, Deutsche Grammophon Gesellschaft mbH v Metro-SB-Großmärkte GmbH

& Co. KG, EU:C:1971:59, 168, 171
Case 22/71, Béguelin Import Co. v S.A.G.L. Import Export, EU:C:1971:113, 102
Case 6/72, Europemballage Corporation and Continental Can Company Inc.

v Commission, EU:C:1973:22, 152, 157, 173, 181
Case 8/72, Vereeniging van Cementhandelaren v Commission, EU:C:1972:84, 134
Joined Cases 6 and 7/73, Istituto Chemioterapico Italiano SpA and Commercial Solvents

Corporation v Commission, EU:C:1974:18, 153, 172, 198–200, 204, 212
Joined Cases 40 to 48, 50, 54 to 56, 111, 113 and 114/73, Coöperatieve Vereniging ‘Suiker

Unie’ UA and others v Commission, EU:C:1975:174, 134, 188
Case 73/74, Groupement des fabricants de papiers peints de Belgique and others

v Commission, EU:C:1975:160, 134
Case 26/76, Metro SB-Großmärkte GmbH & Co. KG v Commission, EU:C:1977:167

(‘Metro I’), 30, 100, 119–21, 309
Case 27/76, United Brands Company and United Brands Continentaal BV

v Commission, EU:C:1978:22, 172
Case 85/76,Hoffmann-La Roche & Co. AG v Commission, EU:C:1979:36, 34–5, 57, 153,

159–60, 188–91, 193, 197, 224, 277, 304–5, 314–5, 324
Case 19/77, Miller International Schallplaten v Commission, EU:C:1978:19, 91, 94
Case 258/78, L.C. Nungesser KG and Kurt Eisele v Commission, EU:C:1982:211, 98, 106,

124–8, 130-1, 276, 304, 312
Case 99/79, SA Lancôme and Cosparfrance Nederland BV v Etos BV and Albert Heyn

Supermart BV, EU:C:1980:193, 121–2
Case 31/80, NV L’Oréal and SA L’Oréal v PVBA ‘De Nieuwe AMCK’, EU:C:1980:289,

121–2
Case 126/80, Maria Salonia v Giorgio Poidomani and Franca Baglieri, née Giglio, EU:

C:1981:136, 122
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Case 262/81, Coditel SA, Compagnie générale pour la diffusion de la télévision, and
others v Ciné-Vog Films SA and others, EU:C:1982:334 (‘Coditel II’), 106, 130–1, 294

Case 322/81, NV Nederlandsche Banden Industrie Michelin v Commission, EU:
C:1983:313 (‘Michelin I’), 34, 152, 154, 159, 191–3, 197

Joined Cases 96–102, 104, 105, 108 and 110/82, NV IAZ International Belgium and
others v Commission, EU:C:1983:310, 90–92

Case 107/82, Allgemeine Elektrizitäts-Gesellschaft AEG-Telefunken AG v Commission,
EU:C:1983:293, 332

Case 240/82, Stichting Sigarettenindustrie and others v Commission, EU:C:1985:488, 134
Case 319/82, Société de Vente de Ciments et Bétons de l’Est SA v Kerpen & Kerpen GmbH

und Co. KG, EU:C:1983:374, 103
Case 35/83, BAT Cigaretten-Fabriken GmbH v Commission, EU:C:1985:32, 98, 282
Case 193/83, Windsurfing International Inc. v Commission, EU:C:1986:75, 129-30,

282, 309
Case 243/83, SA Binon & Cie v SA Agence et messageries de la presse, EU:C:1985:284,

90, 105
Case 42/84, Remia BV and others v Commission, EU:C:1985:327, 134
Case 161/84, Pronuptia de Paris GmbH v Pronuptia de Paris Irmgard Schillgallis, EU:

C:1986:41, 17, 27, 30, 92, 102, 105, 120–1, 281, 312
Case 311/84, Centre belge d’études de marché – Télémarketing v SA Compagnie

luxembourgeoise de télédiffusion and Information publicité Benelux, EU:C:1985:394,
30, 170, 172

Joined Cases C-89/85, C-104/85, C-114/85, C-116/85, C-117/85 and C-125/85 to
C-129/85, A Ahlström Osakeyhtiö and others v Commission, EU:C:1993:120
(‘Woodpulp II’), 42, 332–3

Case 402/85, G. Basset v Société des auteurs, compositeurs et éditeurs de musique, EU:
C:1987:197, 169

Case C-62/86, AKZO Chemie BV v Commission, EU:C:1991:286, 42, 153, 159, 173, 175,
178–88, 192, 244, 302, 304–6, 309, 312, 315–7, 329

Case 65/86, Bayer AG and Maschinenfabrik Hennecke GmbH v Heinz Süllhöfer, EU:
C:1988:448, 105, 128-31, 309

Case 27/87, SPRL Louis Erauw-Jacquery v La Hesbignonne SC, EU:C:1988:183, 130
Case 53/87, Consorzio italiano della componentistica di ricambio per autoveicoli and

Maxicar v Régie nationale des usines Renault, EU:C:1988:472, 172
Case 238/87, AB Volvo v Erik Veng (UK) Ltd, EU:C:1988:477, 168, 172
Case 277/87, Sandoz prodotti farmaceutici SpA v Commission, EU:C:1989:363, 94, 332
Case 279/87, Tipp-Ex GmbH & Co. KG v Commission, EU:C:1989:230, 94
Case 395/87, Ministère public v Jean-Louis Tournier, EU:C:1989:319, 105, 135, 169
Case 18/88, Régie des télégraphes et des téléphones v GB-Inno-BM SA, EU:

C:1991:474, 170
Joined Cases 110/88, 241/88 and 242/88, François Lucazeau and others v Société des

Auteurs, Compositeurs et Editeurs de Musique (SACEM) and others, EU:C:1989:326,
105, 169

Case C-10/89, SA CNL-SUCAL NV v HAG GF AG, EU:C:1990:359, 316
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Case C-41/90, Klaus Höfner and Fritz Elser v Macrotron GmbH, EU:C:1991:161, 170
Case C-234/89, Stergios Delimitis v Henninger Bräu AG, EU:C:1991:91, 17, 31, 89, 102–

3, 114–7, 120, 276, 281, 284–5, 308, 315–6, 324
Joined Cases C-48/90 and C-66/90, Koninklijke PTT Nederland NV and PTT Post BV

v Commission, EU:C:1992:63, 167
Joined Cases C-241/91 P and C-242/91 P, Radio Telefis Eireann (RTE) and Independent

Television Publications Ltd (ITP) v Commission (‘Magill’), 9, 160, 172, 175, 199–206,
285, 296, 301, 305–7

Joined Cases C-267/91 and C-268/91, Criminal proceedings against Bernard Keck and
Daniel Mithouard, EU:C:1993:905, 316

Case C-320/91, Criminal proceedings against Paul Corbeau, EU:C:1993:198, 168
Case C-250/92, Gøttrup-Klim e.a. Grovvareforeninger v Dansk Landbrugs

Grovvareselskab AmbA, EU:C:1994:413, 103, 135–6
Case C-9/93, IHT Internationale Heiztechnik GmbH and Uwe Danzinger v Ideal-

Standard GmbH and Wabco Standard GmbH, EU:C:1994:261, 105, 135
Case C-70/93, Bayerische Motorenwerke AG v ALD Auto-Leasing D GmbH, EU:

C:1995:344, 104
Case C-399/93, H.G. Oude Luttikhuis and others v Verenigde Coöperatieve

Melkindustrie Coberco BA, EU:C:1995:434, 103, 135
Case C-412/93, Société d’Importation Edouard Leclerc-Siplec v TF1 Publicité SA and M6

Publicité SA, EU:C:1995:26, 168
Joined Cases C-68/94 and C-30/95, France and Société commerciale des potasses et de

l’azote and Entreprise minière et chimique v Commission, EU:C:1998:148 (‘Kali &
Salz’), 158, 225, 234, 241, 244, 254, 256, 258, 277, 287

Joined Cases C-140/94, C-141/94 and C-142/94, DIP SpA v Comune di Bassano del
Grappa, LIDL Italia Srl v Comune di Chioggia and Lingral Srl v Comune di Chiogga,
EU:C:1995:330, 168

Case C-333/94 P, Tetra Pak International SA v Commission, EU:C:1996:436 (‘Tetra Pak
II’), 157, 181, 184

Case C-242/95, GT-Link A/S v De Danske Statsbaner, EU:C:1997:376, 170
Case C-279/95 P, Langnese-Iglo GmbH v Commission, EU:C:1998:447, 98
Joined Cases C-395/96 P and C-396/96 P, Compagnie Maritime Belge NV and Dafra-

Lines v Commission, EU:C:1998:518, 184–8, 192, 305, 312, 315–7
Case C-7/97, Oscar Bronner GmbH & Co. KG v Mediaprint Zeitungs- und

Zeitschriftenverlag GmbH & Co. KG, Mediaprint Zeitungsvertriebsgesellschaft mbH
& Co. KG and Mediaprint Anzeigengesellschaft mbH & Co. KG, EU:C:1998:569, 160,
198–9, 202-3, 208, 296

Case C-38/97, Autotrasporti Librandi Snc di Librandi F. & C. v Cuttica spedizioni
e servizi internationali Srl, EU:C:1998:454, 168

Case C-163/99, Portugal v Commission, EU:C:2001:189, 152, 277
Case C-214/99, Neste Markkinointi Oy v Yötuuli Ky and Others, EU:C:2000:679, 286
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Case C-309/99, JCJ Wouters, JW Savelbergh and Price Waterhouse Belastingadviseurs
BV v Algemene Raad van de Nederlandse Orde van Advocaten, EU:C:2002:98, 94,
103, 136

Case C-497/99 P, Irish Sugar plc v Commission, EU:C:2001:393, 185
Joined Cases C-2/01 P and C-3/01 P, Bundesverband der Arzneimittel-Importeure eV

and Commission, EU:C:2004:2, 332
Case C-418/01, IMS Health GmbH & Co. OHG v NDC Health GmbH & Co. KG, EU:

C:2004:257, 31, 72, 160, 168, 172, 205–6, 296, 301, 305–6
Case C-12/03 P, Tetra Laval BV v Commission, EU:C:2005:87, 37, 224, 227, 232, 251–6
Case C-95/04 P, British Airways plc v Commission, EU:C:2007:166, 34, 59, 177, 317, 336
Joined Cases C-295/04 to C-298/04, Vincenzo Manfredi v Lloyd Adriatico Assicurazioni

SpA, Antonio Cannito v Fondiaria Sai SpA and Nicolò Tricarico and Pasqualina
Murgolo v Assitalia SpA, EU:C:2006:461, 103

Case C-519/04 P, David Meca-Medina and Igor Majcen v Commission, EU:
C:2006:492, 167

Case C-171/05 P, Laurent Piau v Commission, EU:C:2006:149, 167
Case C-238/05 Asnef-Equifax, Servicios de Información sobre Solvencia y Crédito, SL

v Asociación de Usuarios de Servicios Bancarios, EU:C:2006:734, 103, 281
Case C-413/06 P, Bertelsmann AG and Sony Corporation of America v Independent

Music Publishers and Labels Association, EU:C:2008:392, 232
Joined Cases C-468/06 to C-478/06, Sot. Lélos kai Sia EE and Others

v GlaxoSmithKline AEVE Farmakeftikon Proïonton, formerly Glaxowellcome
AEVE, EU:C:2008:504, 33, 40, 152

Joined Cases C-501/06 P, C-513/06 P, C-515/06 P and C-519/06 P, GlaxoSmithKline
Services Unlimited v Commission, EU:C:2009:610 (‘Glaxo Spain’), 33, 59, 88, 91, 97

Case C-52/07, Kanal 5 Ltd and TV 4 AB v Föreningen Svenska Tonsättares
Internationella Musikbyrå (STIM) upa, EU:C:2008:703, 170

Case C-202/07, France Télécom SA v Commission, EU:C:2009:214 (‘Wanadoo’), 159
Case C-209/07, Competition Authority v Beef Industry Development Society Ltd and

Barry Brothers (Carrigmore) Meats Ltd, EU:C:2008:643 (‘BIDS’), 85, 89, 92, 283–4
Case C-441/07 P, Commission v Alrosa Company Ltd, EU:C:2010:377, 71, 167, 290
Case C-506/07, Lubricantes y Carburantes Galaicos SL v GALP Energía España SAU,

EU:C:2009:504, 286
Case C-8/08, T-Mobile Netherlands BV, KPN Mobile NV, Orange Nederland NV and

Vodafone Libertel NV v Raad van bestuur van de Nederlandse
Mededingingsautoriteit, EU:C:2009:343, 25, 85, 90, 103, 281, 283–4

Case C-280/08 P, Deutsche Telekom AG v Commission, EU:C:2010:603, 158, 160, 173,
209–10, 285

Joined Cases C-403/08 and C-429/08, Football Association Premier League Ltd and
Others v QC Leisure and others and Karen Murphy v Media Protection Services Ltd,
EU:C:2011:631, 88, 198

Case C-52/09, Konkurrensverket v TeliaSonera Sverige AB, EU:C:2011:83, 35, 170, 173,
207, 210, 286, 300–2
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Case C-439/09, Pierre Fabre Dermo-Cosmétique SAS v Président de l’Autorité de la
concurrence and Ministre de l’Économie, de l’Industrie et de l’Emploi, EU:C:2011:649,
48, 89, 91, 104, 283

Case C-209/10, Post Danmark A/S v Konkurrencerådet, EU:C:2012:172 (‘Post Danmark
I’), 30, 40, 158, 160, 170, 176, 185–8, 285, 300, 302, 309, 312, 316–7

Case C-386/10 P, Chalkor AE Epexergasias Metallon v Commission, EU:C:2011:815,
53, 78

Case C-389/10 P, KME Germany AG, KME France SAS and KME Italy SpA
v Commission, EU:C:2011:816, 53, 78

Case C-457/10 P, AstraZeneca AB and AstraZeneca plc v Commission, EU:
C:2012:770, 157
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