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( The procedure is convenient both for the Commission and for the companies involved. For the Commission, the workload is reduced significantly. A
This means we can free resources for other tasks — such as investigating cartels — which increases our deterrence.

Because the companies admit liability, the likelihood of subsequent litigation in the European Courts is absent or very small.

The benefits are also clear for companies. In addition to a ten per cent reduction of fines, the increased speed of the procedure allows them put
_ the infringement behind them more swiftly, so that they can minimise reputational damage.

2010
2014
10 Almunia Looking back at five years of competition enforcement in the EU
The first case was settled in 2010. Four years later, | can tell you that the new procedure has already had a positive impact on our practice.

Many companies today prefer to settle to limit the damage to their reputation, clean up their operations, and go back to business as quickly as
possible.

2008 OECD Policy Roundtables Experience with Direct Settlements in Cartel Cases EXECUTIVE SUMMARY .

The roundtable discussion showed widespread agreement on the potential benefits of settlements in cartel cases: competition authorities can save
resources that they would otherwise need to investigate and prosecute a cartel in a “fuller” procedure, produce fully reasoned detailed decisions,
and/or litigate cartel cases before courts. For defendants, major benefits include a reduced fine, greater ability to reach an acceptable resolution
in a defined time frame and the ability to avoid a lengthy, costly investigation and litigation that can distract management and generate negative
publicity. The public should also benefit from settlements as competition authorities can use freed-up resources to investigate and prosecute

_ additional cartels, which should ultimately increase deterrence.
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Single Market
2013 Almunia Remedies, commitments and settlements in antitrust

(... fines and other remedies are imposed by the Commission; whereas commitments are offered voluntarily by the company. This means that B

commitments invite a cooperative attitude on the part of the companies, which | always regard as a good thing. ...

Our experience shows that most companies implicated in anti-competitive practices go for the solution that can best protect their interests and
reputation. When companies offer commitments, they will not pay fines — although the pledges they take with us can cost them quite a bit. They
choose this option also because they can close the case faster and — importantly — before we formally find that they have broken the law.
Offering commitments without any acceptance of wrongdoing is much easier to justify than receiving a fine.

.. Why do we take many article 9 decisions? One reason is that we too prefer to conclude cases swiftly when this brings the most benefits to the
markets. In certain industries — such as high-tech and fast-moving markets - it is important that competition is restored quickly and effectively. ...

We have seen that article 9 decisions have been an excellent tool to keep good competitive conditions in the Single Market and that they are a
(_favourite option among companies.

2013 12 11 Italianer To commit or not to commit, that is the question

.. | think it is clear that commitment decisions offer advantages not just to the businesses we are investigating, but also to market players who are
suffering from anticompetitive behaviour, to tax payers, consumers and the economy in general. There are basically two key advantages to
commitment decisions: First of all, they can offer sound, tailor made solutions to competition concerns. Second, such concerns can be solved
more quickly using commitment decisions than prohibition decisions.




