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greece
Athanasia Braimi and Dionysios Pantazis

Pantazis & Associates

Intellectual property

1 Intellectual property law
Under what legislation are intellectual property rights granted? Are 

there restrictions on how IP rights may be exercised, licensed or 

transferred? Do the rights exceed the minimum required by the WTO 

Agreement on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights 

(TRIPs)?

Trademarks
Legislation
Trademarks achieve protection by registration pursuant to Law No. 
2239/1994 (the Trademark Act). A trademark will be protected for 
10 years, beginning the day after the application for its registration 
was filed, but it can be renewed indefinitely. Registration will grant 
the exclusive right to use the trademark in relation to the goods or 
services for which it is registered. 

In Greece, Law No. 146/1914 (the Unfair Competition Act) pro-
vides similar protection for both registered and unregistered marks if 
goodwill, likelihood of confusion and damage can be demonstrated. 
Furthermore, Law No. 2783/2000 and Ministerial Decision K4-
307/2001 provide the framework for international protection by 
ratifying the Madrid Protocol. 

Depending on the commercial considerations of the owner of 
the mark, (such as the nature of the mark and countries of trading 
interest) choice exists as to whether it should register a Greek, EU or 
international trademark.

Restrictions
Subject to the general law, no restrictions apply as to the exercise of 
a trademark. Assignment of trademarks should be made in writing 
and should be registered with the Trademark Bureau. Furthermore, 
it should be noted that under section 9 of Law No. 2251/1994 (the 
Consumer Protection Act) using a competitor’s trademark for the 
purposes of comparative advertising does not constitute trademark 
infringement so long as the requirements of the above section are 
met.

copyright
Legislation
Copyright arises automatically under Law No. 2121/1933 (the Cop-
yright Act). The duration of copyright in Greece, contrary to what 
exists in other countries, does not vary depending on the nature of 
the work, but it is fixed for the life of the author plus 70 years after 
his or her death. 

The only variation to the above is that in cases of co-authorship 
the 70 years run from the 1 January of the year of death of the surviv-
ing author. Anonymous works are protected for 70 years, running 
from the 1 January of the following year in which the work was 
made accessible to the public.

Databases and software under the Copyright Act also achieve 
protection. 

Restrictions
Prima facie, copyright can be freely transferred. However, although 
moral rights can be inherited, they cannot be transferred inter 
vivos.

Both licensing and assignment have to be in writing for them to 
be valid. Licensing of copyright can be exclusive or non-exclusive, 
but in the absence of an express provision, a licence is regarded to be 
non-exclusive. Another restriction as regards licensing of copyright is 
that the licence cannot refer to future works or to methods of exploi-
tation which were unknown at the time the contract was drafted.

Design rights
Legislation
Design rights are governed by Law No. 2417/1996. (the Registered 
Design Rights Act). The design right is protected by registration for 
an initial period of five years, which can be renewed for up to 25 
years. For a design to achieve registration it must be new and have 
individual character. This applies to both two- and three-dimensional 
designs. Although there is nothing equivalent to an unregistered 
design right in Greece, owners of designs that have not been regis-
tered can achieve protection under the Unfair Competition Act.

Restrictons
For a design right to be transferred or licensed, the contract has to be 
in writing and it has to be filed with the Registrar of Design Rights. 
Furthermore it must be published at the Special Bulletin of Indus-
trial Property. In the event of joint ownership of a registered design 
right, each joint owner can separately transfer its share. However 
for a licence to be granted, all joint owners must consent. Certainly 
an exclusive licence cannot be transferred unless it is contractually 
provided to the contrary.

Patents
Legislation
Patents achieve protection by registration pursuant to Law No. 
1733/1987 (the Patent Act). The requirements for a patent to be 
protected are that the invention must be new, original and capable 
of industrial application. Once granted, a patent will be protected for 
20 years. Note that in Greece the concept of ‘enabling disclosure’, is 
more elastic than in other member states.

An inventor may apply for EU registration but this would effec-
tively create a number of national patents. 

Restrictions
As regards the exercise of the right, the patent owner cannot prevent 
the invention from being used for non-commercial and experimental 
purposes. Assignments and licences of patents must be in writing and 
registered at the Registrar of Patents. In addition to that, they must 
also be published in the Special Bulletin of Industrial Property. 

It should also be noted that in Greece, even the right to register 
the patent can be transferred. In cases of joint ownership, the above 
explained in relation to registered design rights apply.



greece Pantazis & Associates

74 getting the Deal Through – Intellectual Property & Antitrust 2011

Furthermore, the Greek Patent Act provides for a compulsory 
licence if:
•  three years have elapsed since the patent was granted or four 

years from the filing date;
•  the patented invention has not been commercially exploited in 

Greece, or if it was its production fails to cover its demand in the 
Greek market;

•  a third party can commercially exploit the patented invention; 
or

•  a third party has notified the patent owner of his intention to 
apply for a compulsory licence one month before the commence-
ment of the proceedings.

Trade secrets and confidential information
Secret know-how and other unfair trade practices are protected 
under the Unfair Competition Act. Furthermore the General Law 
of Obligations applies as regards confidential information, such as 
customer lists, trade secrets, etc. 

TrIPs
Greece is bound by the TRIPs Agreement. Greek IP legislation meets 
and in certain instances exceeds the minimum requirements of the 
agreement.

2 responsible authorities
Which authorities are responsible for administering IP legislation?

The authorities that are responsible for the administration of IP 
legislation in Greece depend on the IP right in question.

The General Secretariat of Commerce, which is part of the Greek 
Ministry of Development, is in charge of trademarks.

The Industrial Property Organisation is in charge of industrial 
designs and patents. The Hellenic Copyright organisation and the 
Directorate of Cultural Relations are responsible for copyright in 
general.

Most decisions of the above authorities are subject to judicial 
review by the Greek administrative courts, whereas civil courts have 
jurisdiction over disputes involving IP rights.

 

3 Proceedings to enforce IP rights
What types of legal or administrative proceedings are available for 

enforcing IP rights?

Depending on the type of IP right that is being infringed, there are 
a number of civil and criminal proceedings available under Greek 
legislation. 

Apart from suing the alleged infringer, the claimant has a number 
of interim measures (ie, injunctions and interim orders) which he can 
utilise as part of his dispute resolution strategy.

For almost all types of IP rights, criminal proceedings may be ini-
tiated. This serves as an intimidation strategy to achieve compliance, 
as prosecution for IP related offences is not ex officio but can only be 
initiated after the filing of a complaint by the aggrieved party.

Any criminal judgments will be published in two daily Athens 
newspapers, with any commercial implications that this may have 
for the alleged infringer. 

4 remedies 
What remedies are available to a party whose IP rights have been 

infringed?

Civil remedies for infringement of IP rights in Greece include the 
following:
•  injunctions; 
•  damages (ie, compensating for actual or potential losses such as 

loss of profits);
• an account of profits; 

• delivery up;
• destruction orders;
•  seizure of infringing items; and
• orders to stop the infringing act.

Criminal sanctions (ie, fines and imprisonment) are also an option. 

5 IP legislation and competition
Does IP legislation make any specific mention of competition or 

contain provisions on the anti-competitive or similar abuse of IP 

rights?

Although specific mention of competition is not made in IP 
legislation, there are certain abuses of IP rights (presumably  
anti-competitive) which are dealt with in the respective laws. 

As an illustration of unfair practices to exploit monopoly 
rights, consider the situation for the grant of a mandatory licence as 
described in the relevant section of question 1. Another example is 
section 17 of the Trademark Act which provides for the trademark to 
be deleted (wholly or partially) if it has not been used for a duration 
of five years from the date of its registration. For the purposes of this 
section, the non-use must be material.

6 remedies for deceptive practices
With respect to trademarks, do competition or consumer protection 

laws provide remedies for deceptive practices in addition to traditional 

‘passing off’ or trademark infringement cases?

The Consumer Protection Act (Law No. 2251/1994), which imple-
ments Directive 2005/29/EC (on unfair commercial practices)  
prohibits practices that may lead to the confusion of the consumer. It 
prohibits, inter alia, misleading comparative advertising where third 
parties’ trademarks are used.

The Unfair Competition Act offers remedies for deceptive prac-
tices under the basic prohibition of section 1, which prohibits all acts 
or omissions that are contrary to good moral practice.

7 Technological protection measures and digital rights management
With respect to copyright protection, is WIPO protection of 

technological protection measures and digital rights management 

enforced in your jurisdiction? Does legislation or case law limit the 

ability of manufacturers to incorporate TPM or DRM protection limiting 

the platforms on which content can be played? Could TPM or DRM 

protection be challenged under the competition laws?

Yes. The Copyright Act has been amended by Law No. 3052/2002 
which implements Directive 2001/29/EC, thereby bringing it in line 
with the WIPO standards. 

Acts or omissions which would amount to a violation of TPMs 
and DRMs carry criminal sanctions of imprisonment of at least one 
year, and a fine of between €2,900 and €15,000. Furthermore, the 
Civil sanctions as explained in question 4 apply. Section 66A (5) 
of the Greek Copyright Law limits the ability of manufactures to 
incorporate TPM protection, which would in effect prevent users 
from carrying out acts permitted by national law. In such case, the 
user may appoint one or more mediators, which can be chosen by 
the Board of Mediators maintained by the IPO. If the mediation 
fails the dispute can be solved by the Court of Appeal of Athens. 
The above section does not apply in relation to works which are 
made available to the public on contractually agreed terms in such 
a way that the public may have access to the work from any place 
and at any time.

Apart from the above, Greek case law or legislation expressly 
limiting a manufactures ability to incorporate such protection limit-
ing the platforms on which content can be played, does not exist. 
Competition Law Principles still apply when TPMs and DRMs are 
used in an anti-competitive manner.
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8 Industry standards
What consideration has been given in legislation or case law to 

the impact of the adoption of proprietary technologies in industry 

standards?

There has been no consideration in legislation or case law as to 
the impact of the adoption of proprietary technology on industry 
standards.

Competition

9 competition legislation 
What legislation sets out competition law?

In Greece, competition law is divided between unfair competition 
and antitrust, which are governed by Law No. 146/1914 (the Unfair 
Competition Act) and Law No. 703/1977 (the Antitrust Act), respec-
tively. Furthermore, competition law provisions are scattered around 
the legislation (such as the Consumer Protection Act). Section 1 of 
the Greek Antitrust Act prohibits agreements between undertakings 
that restrict competition, subject to limited exceptions. Section 2 of 
the Antitrust Act prevents undertakings of a dominant position from 
abusing that position. Section 1 mirrors  article 101 of the TFEU, 
whereas section 2 mirrors article 102 of the TFEU.

Section 4 of the Greek Antitrust Act sets out the rules regarding  
merger control.

10 IP rights in competition legislation
Does the competition legislation make specific mention of IP rights?

The Greek Antitrust Law does not contain any IP-related provisions. 
On the other hand the Unfair Competition Law and other statutes 
that contain antitrust provisions do include sections relating to IP 
rights. 

Furthermore, the EU block exemptions have a direct effect and 
therefore apply directly in Greece (ie, Technology Transfer Block 
Exemption and the R&D Block Exemption). Hence, if an agreement 
is in line with any of these exemptions, it will be exempt from article 
1 of the Greek Competition Law.

11 review and investigation of competitive effect
Which authorities may review or investigate the competitive effect of 

conduct related to IP rights?

The competitive effect of conduct related to IP rights falls under the 
competence of the HCC and the European Commission when the 
matter in question has a national and European dimension respec-
tively. In theory, the Trademark Bureau for trademarks and the IPO 
for patents and design rights can refer a matter to the HCC, if they 
deem that a contract or a licence contains anti-competitive clauses.

12 competition-related remedies for private parties
Do private parties have competition-related remedies if they suffer 

harm from the exercise, licensing or transfer of IP rights? 

A private party has the following options:
• make a complaint to the HCC;
 •  by filing a complaint with the HCC the aggrieved party will 

not be entitled to damages although it may nevertheless ben-
efit from the sanctions imposed by the HCC (these include 
fines and orders to terminate the infringing behaviour); or

•  bring an action for civil damages and or other civil remedies. A 
private party can sue in tort or apply for an injunction.

13 competition guidelines
Has the competition authority issued guidelines or other statements 

regarding the overlap of competition law and IP?

No. Nonetheless, EU legislation applies directly in Greece and any 
guidelines issued by the European Commission (ie, Technology 
Transfer Guidelines, Horizontal Corporation Guidelines, Vertical 
Restraints Guidelines) will be considered by the HCC.

14 exemptions from competition law
Are there aspects or uses of IP rights that are specifically exempt from 

the application of competition law? 

No. However, EU Block Exemptions apply directly (see question 13).

15 copyright exhaustion
Does your jurisdiction have a doctrine of, or akin to, ‘copyright 

exhaustion’ (EU) or ‘first sale’ (US)? If so, how does that doctrine 

interact with competition laws, for example with regard to efforts 

to contract out of the doctrine, to control pricing of products sold 

downstream and to prevent ‘grey marketing’?

The EU doctrine of exhaustion of rights applies in Greece. Hence, the 
rights of an IP right holder are exhausted if its products are circulated 
within the EU, either by himself ,or with his consent. 

This doctrine is now also enshrined in articles 3(1)(d) and 3(3)(c) of 
the Copyright Act as regards copyright and databases respectively.

These provisions constitute jus cogens and contracting out is not 
possible. 

Attempts to control pricing in downstream sales should be made 
by means of a price (or margin) recommendation clause, as price 
fixing in itself constitutes a hardcore restriction under the Greek 
Antitrust Act, which may lead to fines. Grey marketing cannot be 
contractually prevented.

16 Import control
To what extent can an IP rights holder prevent ‘grey-market’ or 

unauthorised importation or distribution of its products?

The doctrine of exhaustion of rights as enshrined in EU law applies 
in Greece. Nonetheless, unauthorised importation or distribution of 
products outside the EU (ie, from a third country into the EU) has a 
different treatment under Greek law as such doctrine is absent from 
the international legal sphere. As such, there is nothing to exhaust 
the right of a Greek IP right holder from preventing unauthorised 
importation or distribution of products outside the EU.

Further, in limited circumstances, particularly as regards trade-
marks, an IP right holder can prevent such circulation of its products, 
if the products’ condition has been altered or deteriorated after they 
first became available in the market. Another possibility to prevent 
grey markets exists if the IP right holder does not voluntarily put the 
product on the market.

17 competent authority jurisdiction
Are there circumstances in which the competition authority may have 

its jurisdiction ousted by, or will defer to, an IP-related authority, or vice 

versa?

The relevant competition authority in Greece is the Hellenic Compe-
tition Commission (HCC). Nothing in the Greek legislation provides 
for deference to an IP-related authority. There are no circumstances 
in which its jurisdiction will be ousted.
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Merger review

18 Powers of competition authority 
Does the competition authority have the same powers with respect 

to reviewing mergers involving IP rights as it does with respect to any 

other merger?

The HCC has the same powers with respect to reviewing mergers 
involving IP rights as it does with respect to any other merger. 

Acquisitions of IP rights may constitute a concentration under 
the Antitrust Act, thereby triggering merger control. This is relevant 
in both share and asset acquisitions if IP rights are included in the 
SPA. So far as copyright is concerned, it may be relevant to note that 
concentrations in the media sector (publishers, broadcasters, newspa-
pers, etc) have a significantly lower threshold than that which applies 
in relation to other mergers. Such concentrations are governed by 
article 3(7) Law No. 3592/2007 (the Media Act).

19 Analysis of the competitive impact of a merger involving IP rights 
Does the competition authority’s analysis of the competitive impact of 

a merger involving IP rights differ from a traditional analysis in which IP 

rights are not involved? If so, how?

Irrespective of whether IP rights are involved, the HCC assesses the 
competitive impact of a merger on the same basis as with any other 
concentration. The consideration in question is whether a domi-
nant position is created or reinforced. The existence of a significant 
IP portfolio may lead the HCC to assume a dominant position,  
especially where barriers to entry of a relevant market can be created.

20 challenge of a merger
In what circumstances might the competition authority challenge a 

merger involving the transfer or concentration of IP rights?

The HCC would challenge any merger that would significantly 
impede effective competition in the market or part of the market, 
thereby creating or strengthening a dominant position (section 4c 
of the Antitrust Act). As regards IP rights, which by nature have an 
exclusionary effect, third party access to the products protected by 
them will be relevant. Increasing prices, creating barriers to enter 
the market and other IP relevant considerations will be taken into 
account by the HCC. Challenging the decision of the HCC is pos-
sible. This is the case especially when the economic benefits presented 
by the concentration counterbalance the restriction of competition 
that may result from the merger, as well as the general public and 
social interest being served.

Procedurally, the first step would be to file an application with 
the Ministry of Economy and Finance. If the decision is not accept-
able, an action for judicial review can be brought.

21 remedies to alleviate anti-competitive effect
What remedies are available to alleviate the anti-competitive effect of 

a merger involving IP rights? 

The parties concerned can give undertakings to the HCC in order to 
obtain clearance. In relation to a merger involving IP rights, relevant 
undertakings can include licenses and transfers as well as any other 
commitments which would eliminate the competition related impli-
cations identified by the HCC.

In addition, mandatory licences and other relevant orders can 
be issued.

Specific competition law violations

22 conspiracy
Describe how the exercise, licensing, or transfer of IP rights can relate 

to cartel or conspiracy conduct.

Broadly speaking, any agreement which is made in an  
anti-competitive context may trigger the application of  section 1 of 
the Greek Antitrust Act, unless it is exempt. 

Agreements between undertakings to share markets or not to 
compete, either through the exercise, licensing or transfer of IP rights, 
would certainly infringe section 1 of the Greek Antitrust Act. The 
technology transfer block exemption applies when assessing any 
competition law implications of an IP-related agreement. The above 
block exemption does not apply if the agreement relates to a transfer 
of patents to patent pools. As regards copyright collectives, reciprocal 
representation agreements between collecting societies that contain 
exclusivity clauses are invalid.

To date, there are no cases relating to patent pools, reverse pat-
ent settlement payments, or standard-setting bodies. Nonetheless, 
it is almost certain that if such a case occurs it will be examined 
pursuant to the general competition law principles. Specifically, for 
the assessment of standard-setting agreements, consideration may be 
given to the EU Commission’s guidelines on Horizontal Cooperation 
Agreements.

 

23 (resale) price maintenance
Describe how the exercise, licensing, or transfer of IP rights can relate 

to (resale) price maintenance. 

Under section 1 of the Antitrust Act, resale price maintenance could 
constitute a hard-core restriction.

A legitimate way to get around this problem is for the licensor to 
contractually define the licence fee as a minimum sum of money to 
be paid for each item the licensee sells. This would effectively set a 
minimum price, as if the licensee sells the product for a lesser amount 
it would incur a loss. Another legitimate possibility would be to use 
recommended prices or maximum resale prices; however, care should 
be exercised in order to ensure that this practice will not amount to 
indirect price fixing.

24 exclusive dealing, tying and leveraging
Describe how the exercise, licensing, or transfer of IP rights can relate 

to exclusive dealing, tying and leveraging.

Although tying per se and other similar measures are legal in princi-
ple, the position is quite different if it relates to a dominant firm.

Dominant undertakings in Greece are subjected to a measure of 
control in terms of their conduct of business. Hence, tying will most 
probably be regarded as an abuse. The same applies when exclusive 
dealing obligations are imposed, particularly where these lead to a 
substantial foreclosure of the markets to competitors of the dominant 
undertaking.

25 Abuse of dominance
Describe how the exercise, licensing, or transfer of IP rights can relate 

to abuse of dominance.

Abuse of dominance is prohibited by section 2 of the Antitrust Act.
The conduct of a dominant undertaking as regards its IP rights may be 
considered an abuse of such dominance if it exercises or deals with its 
IP rights in ways that are inconsistent with this provision. Although in 
Greece there are not many cases addressing this issue, from the limited 
case law it can be deduced that activities such as unfair licensing terms 
and discriminatory licensing policies might be abusive.

Greek courts and academics have also examined practices 
that might amount to an abuse of dominance as regards collecting  
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societies, such as compelling an author to transfer the entirety of its 
IP rights to a collective society.

26 refusal to deal and essential facilities
Describe how the exercise, licensing, or transfer of IP rights can relate 

to refusal to deal and refusal to grant access to essential facilities.

In Greece, the contractual principle of freedom to contract means 
that the IP right holder has discretion as to with whom to contract 
and on what terms. However, in exceptional circumstances the 
refusal to deal and refusal to grant access to essential facilities may 
be regarded as an abuse of a dominant position.  Failing to establish 
a dominant position in situations where an IP right’s holder refuses to 
deal, the aggrieved party can argue that this refusal to deal although 
based on the right of the IP right holder to select whom it wants 
to deal with constitutes an abuse of right under section 281 of the 
Greek Civil Code.

Furthermore, if the IP rights holder has had a long contracting 
history with a third party it may not unduly terminate the contractual 
relationship if financial dependency on the IP right’s holder can be 
demonstrated, as this would amount to a breach of section 2a of the 
Greek Antitrust Act.

Remedies

27 remedies for violations of competition law involving IP
What sanctions or remedies can the competition authority or courts 

impose for violations of competition law involving IP? 

There are a number of remedies and sanctions that may be 
imposed for competition law violations. These sanctions are of an  
administrative, civil and criminal nature, specifically, the administra-
tive sanctions imposed by the HCC:
•  issue directions obliging the relevant undertakings or group of 

undertakings to seize infringement and refrain from doing so in 
the future;

•  accept commitments by the undertakings involved and enforce 
these commitments, (any commitments in the context of IP rights 
could involve the amendment of any relevant documentation);

•  impose conduct measures, or measures of a structural character, 
expedient to restore competition;

•  make recommendations and threaten fines or pecuniary sanc-
tions; and

•  impose a fine of up to 15 per cent of the annual turnover of the 
undertaking involved.

Individuals and companies can sue for damages and apply for injunc-
tions and other interim measures.

28 competition law remedies specific to IP
Do special remedies exist under your competition laws that are 

specific to IP matters?

Not applicable.

29 remedies and sanctions
What competition remedies or sanctions have been imposed in the IP 

context? 

Not applicable.

30 Scrutiny of settlement agreements 
How will a settlement agreement terminating an IP infringement 

dispute be scrutinised from a competition perspective?

There is no case law or any other guidelines providing guidance as to 
how a settlement agreement terminating an IP infringement dispute 
will be scrutinised from a competition perspective. 
 Certainly, both judicial and private settlements are capable of fall-
ing within the prohibition of section 1 of the Greek Antitrust Act as 
well as article 101 of the TFEU, if there is a community dimension.

As regards judicial settlements (ie, agreements to settle executed 
by the litigants and endorsed by the court), at least on a theoretical 
basis, mutual concessions are acceptable and presumably inherent in 
agreements of such nature. Hard-core violations or derogations from 
provisions that are jus cogens will not be endorsed.

Economics and application of competition law

31 economics 
What role has economics played in the application of competition law 

to cases involving IP rights?

Although Greek competition law is increasingly applied with eco-
nomic analysis playing a central role in its application, the HCC 
has not yet officially published a discussion paper of that type.  
However, from its underlying policy it becomes apparent that a ‘more  
economic approach’ will be adopted in the mid-term.

Nonetheless strictly speaking economics does not currently play 
a significant role in the application of competition law in IP-related 
cases. Note, however, that to the extent that the ECJ adopts the more 
economic approach that the EC advocates, the HCC and the Greek 
courts are bound.

Athanasia Braimi sib@pantazis-law.com 
Dionysios Pantazis dip@pantazis-law.com

71-73 Alexandras Avenue Tel: +30 210 36 33 694

Athens 114 74 Fax: +30 210 64 56 394

Greece www.pantazis-law.com



greece Pantazis & Associates

78 getting the Deal Through – Intellectual Property & Antitrust 2011

32 recent cases 
Have there been any recent high-profile cases dealing with the 

intersection of competition law and IP rights? 

A recent high-profile case dealing with the intersection of competi-
tion law with IP rights is the case of Georganas v Odeon, Village, 
Prooptiki and United International Pictures. In this case, Mr Geor-
ganas, a cinema owner, filed a complaint to the HCC alleging that 
the above market leaders in the film industry (Prooptiki, Village and 
United are the major film distribution companies in Greece, whereas 
Odeon group has a member-company in the film distribution indus-
try as well as a member-company involved in the cinema multiplex 
business), infringed articles 1, 2 and 2a of the Greek Competition 
Law, on the grounds that they constantly kept refusing to supply cop-
ies of films to him following the establishment of an Odeon-owned 
multiplex in the relevant market. Mr Georganas argued that he was 
barred from accessing the market. The HCC reserved its ruling as 
regards the section 1 infringement. As regards the sections 2 and 2a 

alleged infringements, the HCC found that none of the film distribu-
tors was a dominant undertaking in the relevant market. Further-
more, no collective dominance could be established because lack of 
internal competition could not be substantiated.

Another interesting decision was made in the case of AEPI. AEPI, 
a collective rights society was found to abuse its dominant position 
by imposing unfair terms on artists in its contracts and through its 
articles of association. Furthermore, AEPI’s conduct was found to 
generally be anti-competitive under the principle of proportional-
ity. Apart from a fine being imposed on AEPI by the HCC, it was 
ordered to amend its contracts with the artists, reduce its commission 
and provide more information to artists and users about its charges. 
The case was decided on the highest level by the Court of Appeal 
of Athens, which accepted that there had been an anti-competitive  
conduct, and after annulling some of the orders the HCC resubmit-
ted the case to the HCC for reconsideration. 



IntellectuAl ProPerty & AntItrust 2011 Issn 1753-0628

The Official Research Partner of  
the International Bar Association

Strategic research partners of  
the ABA International section

®

Air Transport
Anti-Corruption Regulation
Arbitration
Banking Regulation
Cartel Regulation
Climate Regulation
Construction
Copyright
Corporate Governance
Dispute Resolution
Dominance
e-Commerce
Electricity Regulation
Environment
Franchise
Gas Regulation
Insurance & Reinsurance
Intellectual Property & Antitrust
Labour & Employment
Licensing
Life Sciences

Merger Control
Mergers & Acquisitions
Mining
Oil Regulation
Patents
Pharmaceutical Antitrust
Private Antitrust Litigation
Private Equity
Product Liability
Product Recall
Project Finance
Public Procurement
Real Estate
Restructuring & Insolvency 
Right of Publicity
Securities Finance
Shipping
Tax on Inbound Investment
Telecoms and Media
Trademarks
Vertical Agreements

For more information or to  
purchase books, please visit:  
www.gettingthedealthrough.com

Annual volumes published on:


