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Gazprom Investigation – High Publicity
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The EC’s Statement of Objections
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Statement of Objections – Overview
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Statement of Objections – Cross-border Gas Sales
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Statement of Objections – Gas Pricing
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Statement of Objections – Gas Transport Infrastructure
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Gazprom’s Commitments Proposal
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Proposed Commitments – Overview
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Commitments – Cross-border Gas Sales  
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Commitments – Gas Transport Infrastructure
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Commitments – Pricing
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Development of Oil Price (2014 – 2017)

Source: Brent Crude Oil Prices Per Barrel (Daily close)
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Development of Oil Price (2010 – 2017)

Source: Brent Crude Oil Prices Per Barrel (Daily close)
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Development of EU Gas Hub Pricing (2014 – 2017)

Source: DG Energy Q2 Report on European Gas Markets (Sourcing Platts)
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Development of EU Gas LTC Prices (2014-2017)

Source: DG Energy Q2 Report on European Gas Markets
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Consumer Gas Price By City (June 2017)

Source: DG Energy Q2 Report on European Gas Markets (Sourcing VaasaETT)
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Q2 2017 Domestic Consumer Gas Prices

Source: DG Energy Q2 Report on European Gas Markets
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Q2 2017 Industrial Customer Gas Prices

Source: DG Energy Q2 Report on European Gas Markets
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EU Excessive Pricing Case Law – Few Precedents

ECJ judgments

General Motors
(Case 26/75)

United Brands
(Case 27/76)

British Leyland 
(Case 226/84)

ECJ preliminary 
rulings

Sirena (Case 40/70)

Deutsche Grammophon
(Case 78/70)

Sacem II (Case 402/85)

Renault (Case 53/87)

Bodson (Case 30/87)

Tournier (Case 395/87)

Sacem III (Joined cases 
110/88, 241/88, 242/88)

Ahmed Saeed (Case 30/87)

AKKA/LAA (Case C-177/16)

Commission decisions

ITT Promedia (IV/35.268)

Deutsche Post (COMP/36.915)

Scandlines (COMP/36.568)

Ryanair (COMP/39.886) 
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Case Law – Substantial Price Differencial
 To support a finding of abuse, price differential should be substantial:

Case Price differential

ITT Promedia 900% (settled)

Deutsche Post above 500% (no appeal)

Scandlines 360% (complaint rejected)

Case Price differential

General Motors 100 - 300% (Commission decision 
annulled)

United Brands Up to and over 100% (Commission 
decision annulled)

British Leyland 500% (Commission decision upheld)

Sirena, Deutsche Grammophon, Sacem
III

“particularly high” (preliminary reference 
cases)
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