INTERNATIONAL COMPETITION LAW SERIES

A PRACTICAL GUIDE TO
NATIONAL COMPETITION
RULES ACROSS EUROPE

Edited by
Marjorie Holmes
Lesley Davey

KLUWER LAW

INTERNATIONAL



A Practical Guide to
National Competition Rules
across Europe

Edited by
Marjorie Holmes
and
Lesley Davey

KLUWER LAW

INTERNATIONAL



Published by:

Kluwer Law International
P.O. Box 85889

2508 CN The Hague

The Netherlands

Sold and distributed in North, Central and South America by:
Aspen Publishers, Inc.

7201 McKinney Circle

Frederick, MD 21704

USA

Sold and distributed in all other countries by:
Extenza-Turpin Distribution Services
Stratton Business Park

Pegasus Drive

Biggleswade

Bedfordshire SG18 8QB

United Kingdom

A C.LP. catalogue record for this book is available from the Library of Congress

Printed on acid-free paper

ISBN 90-411-2295-8
© 2004 Kluwer Law International

All rights reserved. No part of this’ publication may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval
system, or transmitted in any form or by any means, mechanical, photocopying, recording or
otherwise, without prior written permission of the publishers.

Permission to use this content must be obtained from the copyright owner. Please apply to:
Kluwer Law International, Rights and Permissions Department, P.O. Box 85889, 2508

CN The Hague, The Netherlands.

E-mail: permissions@kluwerlaw.com.

Website: www.kluwerlaw.com

Printed in the Netherlands.



A Practical Guide to
National Competition Rules
across Europe



International Competition Law Series

Volume 13.

The titles published in this series are listed at the end of this volume



Preface

We are living in exciting times in the European Union. As of 1 May 2004, its mem-
bership increases to 25 Member States with a population of about 452 million. This
can only enhance its role on the World Stage.

The publication has taken two years to compile together and has been inspired
by the changes within the European Union in the form of modernization or decen-
tralization. From May 2004 the European Commission has given up its exclusive
jurisdiction over competition issues that affect trade across Europe. In future it will
share this role with the Member States.

The survey has been completed using practising competition lawyers in all of
the Member States. In addition to covering each Member State, we have included
chapters on Switzerland and Norway within the scope of the book because of their
close proximity as well as their Membership of the European Economic Area (EEA).
It is impossible to complete a survey of all countries on a single day. However all
reports have been completed between 2003 and the beginning of 2004. We stress that
the Comments and Recommendations Chapter sets out our own personal views only.

There are a number of people we must thank for their great assistance in relation
to compiling this book. We thank all the contributors who have written the chapters cov-
ering their own jurisdiction. We also thank the lawyers and businessmen from the US,
Japan, Israel, Australia and other non-European jurisdictions who have provided us with
information and their views, allowing us to draw some comparisons on how competi-
tion issues are addressed around the world. In particular we would like to thank Shinichi
Okabe of Tokio Marine & Fire Insurance Co Ltd (Tokyo, Japan); R. Reinish of Seyforth
Shaw LLP (Chicago, USA); David Malkoff of S. Friedman & Co (Israel); Keith Fisher
of Suffolk University in Boston (Massachusetts, USA), Hiba I. Husseini, Husseini &
Husseini (West Bank, Palestine), Rana bin Tarif, Rana Bin Tarif Law Office (Amman,
Jordan) and Susan Yeekong (Ebsworth and Ebsworth, Sydney, Australia).

A special thanks to Guy Cheeseman, PONL and Graham Hamilton, Andrew
Weir Shipping who, back in the 1990s, gave us the support and opportunity to enter
the fascinating field of competition. We thank colleagues at Davies Arnold Cooper
— David Mclntosh, Paula Lennon, Joanne Sandiford and Information Services (Gail
Sanderson, Caroline Donovan and John Franssen). We also thank Morvan Le Berre
Central European Law Offices, Brussels, Joerg Habicht, David Szafran, Dermot
Whelan, Gary Davey, Leo Holmes and counsel in the Arkin case, Steven Gee QC and
Hugh Mercer, for their comments and assistance in editing and information support.

Finally, we thank Emil Paulis at the European Commission for agreeing to do
the Foreword.

1st March 2004
Marjorie Holmes and Lesley Davey
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Foreword

On 1 May 2004 the European Union will undergo a historic transformation with its
expansion to a membership of 25 states. Correspondingly, the enforcement of
Community competition law across the Union will also undergo a radical transfor-
mation on that same day, when, inter alia, the new enforcement regime contained in
Regulation 1/2003 will come into force.

Regulation 1 is based on the principle of the cooperation of the Commission and
the antitrust authorities of the Member States in the enforcement of EC antitrust law.
As such it marks an important step forwards from the previous system of enforce-
ment focussed predominantly on the Commission. The enforcing authorities within
the Member States are not limited only to the public enforcement authorities, but
also include the courts of the Member States who are called upon, and indeed explic-
itly enabled by Regulation 1, to enforce Community competition law.

These developments mean that industry and the whole community of competi-
tion law practitioners and enforcers will need to be more familiar with competition
law and its practice in all the Member States of the Community. Competition lawyers
across the different jurisdictions will have to make direct judgments about the legal-
ity of market behaviour affecting more than one European jurisdiction, without the
possibility of going to the Commission for a constitutive decision.

Private enforcement of competition law is common in the US, and it is a com-
monplace to compare this to the current relative lack of such enforcement in Europe.
Increased private enforcement of the competition rules in Europe would render those
rules more effective and provide individuals with appropriate rights in case of
infringements, including the possibility of recovering any losses. Facilitation of pri-
vate actions in Europe should encourage the more direct involvement of the citizen,
particularly consumers, in the aims and promotion of Community competition law.
To argue that private enforcement in Europe is too difficult because the legal condi-
tions are not in place is pre-emptive. We do indeed live in a Community of diverse
legal traditions and communities, but with the right legal framework, private
enforcement of the Community competition rules might not seem as difficult as it
can do today.

To these ends studies of this kind, bringing together lawyers from jurisdictions
across the enlarged Community, are to be welcomed. The value of the present work is
enhanced by the fact that most contributors are based in the jurisdiction they are writ-
ing about. Such studies are invaluable in the first place in terms of collating raw data
on the law across the different Member States. This will help to educate the legal and
business community on the implementation of Community competition law across
the different jurisdictions, something which will be of increased assistance in the
modernized world. Furthermore, this type of work encourages the development of a
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Foreword

cross-border legal community and, I hope, will help the European legal profession to
develop common approaches and solutions to problems posed by a common body of
substantive law and commercial practice. In this way works such as the present go some
way towards representing the practice and implementation of a common law of compe-
tition for Europe and thus help to realize some of the ideas behind modernization.

Emil Paulis

Director (Policy Development and Coordination), DG Competition,
European Commission, Brussels



Introduction

Today it is commonly accepted that competition is a good thing for a market economy
based on supply and demand. As supply tries to meet demand, so competition
encourages attractive prices and improved quality through innovation and increased
economic efficiency. This in turn benefits the customer and consumer, resulting in
economic freedom for all.

It is therefore not surprising that competition policy globally has developed as an
important component of the environment in which businesses have to operate today.
Companies who ignore the impact of competition policy on their activities do so at
their peril. In recent years we have seen countries throughout the world tightening and
strengthening their competition regimes. Through fora such as the Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development, those countries, which had undeveloped
or even no competition rules, have been able to benefit from the experience of coun-
tries with well-developed competition regimes. Whilst Jordan is the only country in
the Arab-Middle Eastern and Arab Gulf region to have implemented a competition
policy, even new emerging states such as Palestine are developing competition
regimes.! Along with countries such as the United States and Canada, both of whom
have competition regimes dating back to the nineteenth century, the European Union
(EU) has played a role in encouraging the development of these new regimes.

The EU itself has realized that within this new environment it has to have a
modern competition regime. Much has changed since the competition provisions of
the Treaty of Rome were drafted. In the 1950s competition concerns seemed to con-
centrate on ensuring that there was no price discrimination or refusal to supply based
on nationality.? Protecting national interests seemed to be the underlying purpose for
developing a competition policy. Today protecting the interests of the customer and
consumer is the ultimate aim of any modern competition regime. Whilst the word-
ing of the Treaty provisions may not have changed, their objectives have changed to
such an extent that enforcement of these provisions has to be effective.

1 May 2004 is an important day for the EU. It will increase in size to
25 Member States as a result of the biggest expansion in its history. On the same
day, the EU competition regime will undergo its first major amendment in over
forty years. The fact that these two events take place on the same day is no
coincidence.

1. Information received from Ms Hiba I. Husseini, Husseini & Husseini, West Bank, Palestine and Ms
Rana Bin Tarif, Rana Bin Tarif Law Office, Amman, Jordan.

2. See lan Forrester Q.C., ‘The Modernisation of EC Antitrust Policy: Compatibility, Efficiency, Legal
Security” — European Competition Law Annual: 2000 The Modernisation of EC Antitrust, edited by
Claus Dieter Ehlermann and Isabela Atanasiu.

X1



Introduction

Since its adoption in 1962, Council Regulation 17/623 has been the engine driv-
ing EU competition policy forward. It provided the mechanism that allowed compa-
nies to notify agreements, which prima facie breached EU competition rules, to the
European Commission for exemption. It therefore provided the means by which com-
panies could ensure their activities were compliant with Articles 81 and 82 of the EC
Treaty. However the procedures contained in the Regulation relating to notification
and the granting of individual exemptions, were designed for a community with only
six Member States. On 1 May 2004 this number quadruples.
Consequently if the status quo was maintained then the responsibility for
enforcing Europe’s competition rules across 25 jurisdictions would lie primarily in
the hands of the 344 administrators employed in the Commission’s Directorate
General for Competition.* To say resources would be stretched would be an under-
statement. A new system therefore had to be put in place.
As a result on 1 May 2004, Council Regulation (EC) No 1/2003 comes into
force in all Member States. The new Regulation:
» abolishes the system of notifying agreements to the European Commission;
+ gives the European Commission greater powers of investigation;
» gives powers to the Member States to enforce Articles 81 and 82 of the
EC Treaty; and

» provides for greater cooperation and exchange of information between the
European Commission, the national competition authorities and the national
courts.

With the abolition of notifications at a European level, undertakings and their advisors
must therefore decide themselves whether their agreements fulfil the conditions
contained in Article 81(3) of the EC Treaty to benefit from an exemption from the
prohibitions contained in Article 81(1) of the EC Treaty. It is recognized that in certain
circumstances this situation will lead to a certain amount of legal uncertainty. The
preamble to the Regulation however states that ‘where cases give rise to genuine uncer-
tainty because they present novel or unresolved questions for the application of these
rules, individual undertakings may wish to seek informal guidance from the
Commission’. Informal approaches to the Commission are still an option for undertak-
ings wishing to seek clarification about compliance with European competition rules.

Regulation 1/2003 therefore creates a system of self-assessment for companies
who wish to ensure their activities are compatible with Europe’s competition rules.
In such a self-regulatory environment companies might think that they will be able
to get away with illegal anti-competitive activities. This is unlikely to happen with
the Commission outsourcing the burden of enforcing the EU competition rules down
to the Member States. Consequently both the Commission and national competition
authorities will be investigating alleged anti-competitive behaviour.

Far from being able to ignore competition rules in Europe, companies therefore
now have to be aware of the activities of not only the Commission but also national
competition authorities in enforcing Europe’s competition rules. Public enforcement
of competition rules is therefore strengthened in this new environment.

3. EEC Council Regulation No 17, First Regulation implementing Articles 85 and 86 of the Treaty
Official Journal p013, 21/02/1962.

4. Figure for A grade administrators in DG Comp 2002-see http://www.europa.eu.int/ comm/dgs/competi-
tion/directory/staff.pdf

xii



Introduction

In addition private enforcement of competition rules may also have a role to play
in this new modernized environment. Those who believe they have fallen victim to
the activities of a cartel or dominant undertaking may be encouraged to take private
actions before national courts seeking damages for any loss suffered as a result of
anti-competitive behaviour.

Companies and their legal advisers therefore have to be aware of the application
of competition rules not only at a European level but also at a national competition
level. They also need to know how national competition authorities and courts apply
competition rules. If private enforcement of competition rules increases, companies
and their legal advisers need to understand how national civil procedure rules apply
to competition cases. For those who believe they have suffered as a result of
anti-competitive activity, it is also important to understand how they can claim damages
in different jurisdictions. They therefore have to be aware of the pros and cons of
choosing one national regime over another.

This Guide therefore aims to give practical guidance on the two fundamental
tools that competition practitioners will need when advising clients in the future:

« the current competition regimes of each EU Member State

» the civil procedures affecting enforcement of competition damage claims in

each EU Member State.

What this Guide covers

This Guide looks at each competition regime from a practical perspective. It includes
country chapters covering the original fifteen EU Member States as well as Norway
and Switzerland. In addition there is a chapter, which explains in general terms the
competition regimes of the new EU Member States. It is intended that future editions
of this Guide will include individual chapters looking at these countries’ competition
regimes in detail.

Each country chapter looks at the competition rules and procedures that exist in
each Member State. Where applicable, there is an overview of the civil procedure rules
that are in place in a Member State and an analysis of how such rules will be applica-
ble to any potential damage claims arising from breaches of the competition rules.

The country chapters include:

* an introduction to the relevant competition authorities;

* an explanation of the substantive laws dealing with restrictive agreements
and abuses of the dominant position;

« practical application of these substantive laws, looking at issues such as noti-
fications, exemptions, penalties for breaches of the competition rules and the
operation of leniency programmes;

« an explanation of the substantive laws dealing with merger control,;

» practical application of the merger control laws;

 civil procedure rules dealing with the standing required to bring competition
cases before the national courts, funding of competition cases, limitation,
legal privilege, burden and standard of proof, disclosure issues including the
question of legal privilege and the remedies available before national courts;

* an overview of the applicability of competition rules to specific industry
sectors; and

» applicable case law, which shows the level of damages and other remedies that
the national competition authorities and courts have awarded in competition
cases.
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Introduction

This book does not aim to be a definitive analysis of each of the competition regimes
in the Member States. Rather it aims to be a practical comparative handbook, which
guides practitioners through each national competition regime.

In compiling this Guide, we have noted that there are a number of similarities
and differences in the application of competition rules and civil procedures between
the EU Member States, taking into account common law and roman law jurisdic-
tions. We have consequently reached a number of conclusions on the future of pub-
lic and private enforcement of competition rules across Europe. These findings are
set out in Chapter 1.

At the end of the Guide in Appendices 1 and 2 there are two tables summarising
these similarities and differences. Appendix 3 lists the contact details of all competition
authorities across Europe.
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Country Contributors

INDIVIDUAL COUNTRY CHAPTERS
Austria

Katja Tautscher was educated at the University of Vienna (Mag. jur. 1995); the
London School of Economics and Political Science (LL.M. 1999). She was admit-
ted to practise in Austria in 2002 and in the Czech Republic in 2003. She is a
Member of the Vienna Bar Association.

She has been a Partner atsWolf Theiss since 2002 and her main pra-tice areas
include energy and telecommunications law, competition law, IT law. Before joining
Wolf Thiess she was a law clerk, 1995-1996; associate, Willheim, Klauser &
Praendl, 1996-1998; lecturer, Legal Institute MAC, 1996-1998; associate, Weiss-
Tessbach, 1998; associate, Clifford Chance Puender, Dusseldorf, 1999-2000.

Martin Abram was educated at the University of Vienna (Mag. jur. 1995) and
University of Nottingham (LL.M. 1997). He was admitted to practise in Austria in
2002 and is a member of the Vienna Bar Association.

He has been a Partner at Wolf Theiss since 2002 and his main practice areas are
corporate law, mergers & acquisitions and business law. Before joining Wolf Theiss
he was an associate, Cerha, Hempel & Spiegelfeld, 1998-1999; associate, Wolf
Theiss, 1999-2002.

Bernhard Wychera was educated at the University of Vienna (Mag. jur. 1996, Dr.
jur. 2001, with honours); Université Catholique de Louvain, Belgium (1995-1996);
New York University School of Law (LL.M. 2002). He was an associate at Wolf
Theiss, from 1999-2001 and again since 2003

His main practice areas are corporate law, mergers & acquisitions. His previous
professional experience includes associate, Wulf Gordian Hauser, 1998; translator,
Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld, New York, 2003.

Contact details

Wolf Theiss

Schubertring 6

1010 Vienna

Austria

Tel. +43 1 51510 5300

Fax +43 1 51510 2530

E-mail ktautscher@wolftheiss.com
bwychera@wolftheiss.com
mabram@wolftheiss.com
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Country Contributors
Belgium

Patrice Corbiau is a graduate of the University Louvain-la-Neuve (UCL) and the
University of Brussels (KUB). He is a Member of the Brussels Bar, the International
Association of Young Lawyers, the Association Belge pour la Protection du Droit
d’ Auteur and Executive Vice President of the international lawyers’ network, Lexilis
Europeis.

He has been with Stanbrook & Hooper since 2002 and advises on Belgian com-
petition law, distribution law, commercial law and intellectual property and has
advised on and been involved on various litigations.

Contact details

Stanbrook & Hooper SC

Rue Pére Eudore Devroye, 245

1150 Brussels

Belgium

Tel. +32 2 230 5059

Fax +32 22305713

E-mail patricecorbiau@stanbrook.com

Denmark

Per Hikon Schmidt studied law at Copenhagen University and Duke University,
obtaining his Doctor of Law from Copenhagen University in 1989. He is a member
of the Danish Law Society, the Danish Association of Experienced Supreme Court
Litigators, the Danish Copyright Society and Danish Mediation.

He is a Partner at Plesner Svane Gronborg and has been with the firm for 25 years.
His key publications include: ‘Licenskontrakter’ (Licensing agreements), 2002; ‘Fakta
IT-ret’ (IT law), 2001; ‘Retsbeskyttelse af edb-programmer’; (Legal protection of
computer programmes), 1998; ‘Teknologi og Immaterialret’ (Technology and IP Law),
(dissertation), 1989; ‘Silver Medal for dissertation at the University of Copenhagen,
1984; ‘Kabel- og Satellitdistribution” (Cable and satellite distribution), Justitia, 1984.

Gitte Holtso studied for her Masters of Laws at Copenhagen University and obtained
a further Masters in Law from the University of Cambridge in 2000. She is a member
of the Danish Law Society, the Danish Association for Competition Law, the Danish
Association for European Law and the Association of Media and Entertainment Law.

She began her career at the Danish Ministry of Justice and has been a partner
at Plesner Svane since 2003, specialising in EC and Danish competition law and
EC procurement law.

Contact details

Plesner Svane Grenborg Advokater

Esplanden 34

1263 Kebehavn K

Denmark

Tel. +33121133

Fax + 331200 14

E-mail phs@plesner.com
gh@plesner.com
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Finland

Matti Kauppi has obtained Masters in Laws from the University of Helsinki and the
University of Amsterdam. He is a member of Finnish Bar Association, International
Bar Association, International Association of Young Lawyers, International Law
Association; Finnish Association for Young Lawyers, Finnish Association for
Arbitration; Union of Finnish Lawyers; Legal Society of Finland; founding member
and board member of the Finnish Brazilian Trade Association; 2002; Member of the
Finnish Advocacy Federation delegation 2003; the secretary of the Executive Board
of the Finnish European Law Association 1998-2000 and Chairman, 2001.

He is the Director of the Board of Nordic Law and specialises in advising on
Finnish and European competition rules. He has also worked in the Finnish courts
assisting judges in the preparation of cases.

He is the author of Remedies of International Sellers of Goods/Finland;
papers on ‘European Union Law and National Constitutions’ for the XX FIDE
Congress held in London 2002; and ‘Duties of National Authorities and National
Courts resulting from Article 10 EC Treaty’ for the 2000 FIDE Congress held in
Helsinki.

Contact Details

Nordic Law OY AB

Unioninkatu 39 A 9

00170 Helsinki

Finland

Tel. +358 9 278 2288

Fax +358 9 629 557

E-mail matti.kauppi@nordiclaw.fi

France

Didier Theophile is the Partner in charge of antitrust and competition at Darrois
Villey Maillot Brochier in Paris.

He specialises in antitrust; French and EEC competition; media including regu-
latory and sports rights. He is author of Football et droits de retransmission
télévisée: les limites de I'exclusivité’, La Semaine Juridique, Supplément No. 5,
Edition Entreprises, October, 1992; ‘La Commercialisation des données publiques’,
Lamy informatique, 1993. Le juge communautaire rachéte la prohibition de la
revente a perte: le prix d’un revirement: Cahier du droit de I’entreprise, Déc 1994.
He has written numerous articles in ‘Les Echos’ in the areas of European and French
competition law (recently an article on the Schneider/Legrand case).

Contact details:

Darrois Villey Maillot Brochier

69 Avenue Victor Hugo

75116 Paris

France

Tel. +33 14502 1919

Fax +33 145019168

E-mail dtheophile@darroisvilley.com
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Germany

Isabel Sylvestre qualified as a lawyer in Germany in 1999 after studying at
Mannheim/Heidelberg University. She joined Davies Arnold Cooper in London
shortly after. She is involved in European and domestic regulatory work, mainly in
the field of maritime and free movement of goods/services law.

Contact details

Davies Arnold Cooper

6-8 Bouverie Street

London EC4Y 8DD

United Kingdom

Tel. +44 20 7936 2222
Fax +44 20 7936 2020
E-mail isylvestre@dac.co.uk

Greece

Marina Androulakakis studied at the London School of Economics and obtained a
LL.M from King’s College London. She is a member of the Athens Bar Association.

She is an Associate at M. & P. Bernitsas Law Offices and advises national and
international clients on EU and competition law issues, including preparing and sub-
mitting notifications of mergers and acquisitions as well as agreements between
undertakings and representing clients in proceedings before the Greek Competition
Commission. She is also involved in comparative law reviews

Her publications include: ‘Competition Law Handbook’, 6" Edition published
by Global Counsel 2002, Section on Greece; ‘“The 1999 Handbook of Competition
Regulators’, 2" Edition published by Global Competition Review 1999, Section on
Greece.

Contact details

M&P Bernitsas Law Offices

5 Lykavittou Street

Gr 10672 Athens

Greece

Tel. +00 302 10 361 5395

Fax +00 30 2 10 364 0805

E-mail marina.androulakakis@bernitsaslawoffices.gr

Zoi Sasaklidou studied at Southbank University London and trained as a lawyer
with Davies Arnold Cooper, where she was involved in competition regulatory and
litigation issues. She is currently undertaking a stage at the European Commission
DG Comp.

Contact details
Chaussee St Pierre 218
1040 Brussels
Belgium
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Ireland

Helen Kelly is a partner and head of the EC, Competition and Regulatory Group at
Matheson Ormsby Prentice. Prior to joining Matheson Ormsby Prentice, Helen
worked for a leading London City law firm in London and Brussels. Helen’s prac-
tice covers all aspects of Irish and EC competition and regulatory matters, including
merger control, cartel and dominance cases, public procurement law, competition
audits and sectoral regulation.

Helen has contributed the chapter on Irish competition law in European
Competition Laws: A Guide to the EC and Its Member States (Frank Fine ed., 2003,
Matthew Bender & Co. Inc.), has written a number of articles on competition law,
merger control, State aid and public procurement and is a frequent speaker at con-
ferences, most recently the Irish Competition Authority Conference on Merger
Control (October 2003).

Helen is a graduate of Trinity College Dublin and the London School of
Economics and is a solicitor in Ireland and England and Wales.

Bonnie Costelloe is an associate in the EC, Competition and Regulatory Group at
Matheson Ormsby Prentice. Prior to joining Matheson Ormsby Prentice, Bonnie
worked for a leading London City law firm in London, Brussels and Frankfurt and
spent some time on secondment to the UK Department of Trade and Industry.
Bonnie specialises in Irish and EC competition and regulatory law and co-wrote the
Irish chapter for European Competition Laws: A Guide to the EC and Its Member
States.

Bonnie is a graduate of University College Cork and is a solicitor in Ireland and
England and Wales.

Contact details

Matheson Ormsby Prentice

30 Herbert Street

Dublin 2

Ireland

Tel. +353 1 619 9000

Fax +353 16199010

E-mail helen kelly@mop.ie
bonnie.costelloe@mop.ie

Italy

Linda Longo — Rome University La Sapienza (LL.D 1979 magna cum laude);
admitted 1984, Rome. She is a name partner of Biolato Longo Ridola & Mori,
Rome since 1992; associate at Studio Avv. Ercole Graziadei 1979-1984, partner at
Manca Amenta Biolato Corraro & Co 1985-1992. She is involved with merger and
acquisitions, shipbuilding contracts, ship financing and maritime law issues. She
also provides general counselling to companies with a special orientation to phar-
maceutical and food industry.

She is the co-author of the Italian Chapter of EC Legal Systems — An introduc-
tory Guide’, Sheridan & Cameron Butterworth 1992, and contributed to the Italian
Chapter of ‘International Food Law’ published by Prospect Media Pty Ltd in 2000,
edited by J. Kellam and E.T. Guarino.
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