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I

(Acts whose publication is obligatory)

COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2547/83
of 12 September 1983

fixing the import levies on cereals and on wheat or rye flour, groats and meal

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,
Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No
2727/75 of 29 October 1975 on the common organi­
zation of the market in cereals ('), as last amended by
Regulation (EEC) No 1451 /82 (2), and in particular
Article 13 (5) thereof,
Having regard to Council Regulation No 129 on the
value of the unit of account and the exchange rates to
be applied for the purposes of the common agricul­
tural policy (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC)
No 2543/73 (4), and in particular Article 3 thereof,
Having regard to the opinion of the Monetary
Committee,

Whereas, the import levies on cereals , wheat and rye
flour, and wheat groats and meal were fixed by Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2157/83 (^ and subsequent amending
Regulations ;
Whereas, if the levy system is to operate normally,
levies should be calculated on the following basis :
— in the case of currencies which are maintained in

relation to each other at any given moment within

a band of 2,25 % , a rate of exchange based on
their central rate,

— for other currencies, an exchange rate based on the
arithmetic mean of the spot market rates of each of
these currencies in relation to the Community
currencies referred to in the previous indent ;

Whereas these exchange rates being those recorded on
9 September 1983 ;

Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 2157/83 to today's
offer prices and quotations known to the Commission
that the levies at present in force should be altered to
the amounts set out in the Annex hereto,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The import levies to be charged on products listed in
Article 1 (a), (b) and (c) of Regulation (EEC) No
2727/75 shall be as set out in the Annex hereto .

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 13
September 1983 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No L 281 , 1 . 11 . 1975, p. 1 .
(2) OJ No L 164, 14 . 6 . 1982, p. 1 .
(3) OJ No 106, 30 . 10 . 1962, p. 2553/62. •
(4) OJ No L 263 , 19 . 9 . 1973, p. 1 .
O OJ No L 206, 30 . 7 . 1983 , p. 47 .
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 12 September 1983 fixing the import levies on cereals
and on wheat or rye flour, groats and meal

(ECU/tonne)
CCT
heading
No

Description Levies

10.01 B I Common wheat, and meslin 76,86
10.01 B II Durum wheat 107,77 (■) 0
10.02 Rye 60,88 (*)
10.03 Barley 50,42
10.04 Oats 70,45
10.05 B Maize, other than hybrid maize for

sowing 39,52 0 (3)
10.07 A Buckwheat 0
10.07 B Millet o o
10.07 C Grain sorghum 51,92 (4)
10.07 D Canary seed ; other cereals 0 (0
11.01 A Wheat or meslin flour 121,86
11.01 B Rye flour 98,48
11.02 A I a) Durum wheat groats and meal 180,21
11.02 A lb) Common wheat groats and meal 131,29

(') Where durum wheat originating in Morocco is transported directly
from that country to the Community, the levy is reduced by 0,60
ECU/tonne.

(2) In accordance with Regulation (EEC) No 435/80, the levies are not
aplied to imports into the French overseas departments of products
originating in the African, Caribbean and Pacific States or in the
'overseas countries and territories'.

(3) Where maize originating in the ACP or OCT is imported into the
Community the levy is reduced by 1,81 ECU/tonne.

(4) Where millet and sorghum originating in the ACP or OCT is
imported into the Community the levy is reduced by 50 % .

(*) Where durum wheat and canary seed produced in Turkey are trans­
ported directly from that country to the Community, the levy is
reduced by 0,60 ECU/tonne.

(6) The import levy charged on rye produced in Turkey and transported
directly from that country to the Community is laid down in Council
Regulation (EEC) No 1180/77 and Commission Regulation (EEC) No
2622/71 .
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2548/83
of 12 September 1983

fixing the premiums to be added to the import levies on cereals, flour and malt

— for other currencies, an exchange rate based on the
arithmetic mean of the spot market rates of each of
these currencies in relation to the Community
currencies referred to in the previous indent ;

Whereas these exchange rates being those recorded on
9 September 1983 ;

Whereas on the basis of today's cif prices and cif
forward delivery prices, the premiums at present in
force , which are to be added to the levies, should be
altered to the amounts set out in the Annex hereto,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No
2727/75 of 29 October 1975 on the common organ­
ization of the market in cereals ('), as last amended by
Regulation (EEC) No 1451 /82 (2), and in particular
Article 15 (6) thereof,
Having regard to Council Regulation No 129 on the
value of the unit of account and the exchange rates to
be applied for the purposes of the common agricul­
tural policy (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC)
No 2543/73 (4), and in particular Article 3 thereof,
Having regard to the opinion of the Monetary
Committee,

Whereas the premiums to be added to the levies on
cereals and malt were fixed by Regulation (EEC) No
2158/83 (5) and subsequent amending Regulations ;
Whereas, if the levy system is to operate normally,
levies should be calculated on the following basis :
— in the case of currencies which are maintained in

relation to each other at any given moment within
a band of 2,25 % a rate of exchange based on their
central rate,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The premiums referred to in Article 15 of Regulation
(EEC) No 2727/75 to be added to the import levies
fixed in advance in respect of cereals and malt shall be
as set out in the Annex hereto .

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 13
September 1983 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(>) OJ No L 281 , 1 . 11 . 1975 , p. 1 .
(2) OJ No L 164, 14. 6 . 1982, p. 1 .
(3) OJ No 106, 30 . 10 . 1962, p. 2553/62.
(<) OJ No L 263, 19 . 9 . 1973 , p. 1 .
n OJ No L 206, 30 . 7 . 1983, p. 50 .
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ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 12 September 1983 fixing the premiums to be added to
the import levies on cereals , flour and malt

A. Cereals and flour

(ECU/tonne)
CCT
heading
No

Description
Current

9

1st period

10

2nd period

11

3rd period

12

10.01 B I Common wheat, and meslin 0 0 0 0

10.01 B II Durum wheat 0 0 0 0

10.02 Rye 0 0 0 0

10.03 Barley 0 0 0 0

10.04 Oats 0 0 0 0

10.05 B Maize, other than hybrid maize for sowing 0 4,61 4,61 4,43
10.07 A Buckwheat 0 0 0 0

10.07 B Millet 0 0 0 0

10.07 C Grain sorghum 0 0 0 0

10.07 D Other cereals 0 0 0 0

11.01 A Wheat or meslin flour 0 0 0 0

B. Malt

(ECU/tonne)

CCT
heading
No

Description
Current

9

1st period

10

2nd period

11

3rd period

12

4th period

1

11.07 A I (a) Unroasted malt, obtained from wheat, in thel l
form of flour 0 0 0 0 0

11.07 A 1(b) Unroasted malt, obtained from wheat, other llIIII
than in the form of flour 0 0 0 0 0

11.07 All (a) Unroasted malt, other than that obtained II I
from wheat, in the form of flour 0 0 0 0 0

11.07 A 11(b) Unroasted malt, other than that obtained ll ll||
from wheat, other than in the form of flour 0 0 0 0 0

11.07 B Roasted malt 0 0 0 0 0
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2549/83
of 12 September 1983

amending Regulation (EEC) No 625/78 as regards the quality of skimmed-milk
powder offered for intervention

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No 804/68
of 27 June 1968 on the common organization of the
market in milk and milk products ('), as last amended
by Regulation (EEC) No 1600/83 (2), and in particular
Article 7 (5) thereof,

Whereas Annex I to Commission Regulation (EEC)
No 625/78 of 30 March 1978 on detailed rules of
application for public storage of skimmed-milk
powder (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC) No
2680/82 (4), lays down the characteristics of the skim­
med-milk powder and the control methods applic­
able ; whereas, in the light of experience acquired in
applying the Regulation, it is apparent that some of
the characteristics and control arrangements should be

altered in order to make more effective the control of
compliance with the required conditions for skim­
med-milk powder ;

Whereas the measures provided for in this Regulation
are in accordance with the opinion of the Management '
Committee for Milk and Milk products,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

Annex I to Regulation (EEC) No 625/78 is hereby
replaced by the Annex hereto .

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 1 January
1984.

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No L 148 , 28 . 6 . 1968 , p. 13 .I1) OJ No L 163, 22 . 6 . 1983, p. 56 .
(3) OJ No L 84, 31 . 3 . 1978 , p. 19 .
(") OJ No L 284, 7 . 10 . 1982, p. 15 .
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ANNEX

ANNEX I

QUALITY OF SKIMMED-MILK POWDER

1,00 % maximum

4,0 % maximum

1 . Characteristics :

(a) Fat content :
(b) Water content :
(c) Titratable acidity :
— in ml of decinormal sodium hydroxide

solution :
— in lactic acid :

(d) Lactate content :
(e) Additives :
(f) Phosphatase test :

(g) Solubility index :
(h) Degree of purity :
( i ) Total colony count :
(k) Coli aerogenes organisms :
(1) Detection of buttermilk :
(m) Detection of whey :
(n) Taste and smell ;
(o) Appearance :

2. Control measures

3,0 maximum
0,15 % maximum

200 mg/100 g maximum
none

negative , i.e. equal or less than 4 micrograms per
gram of reconstituted milk
0,5 ml maximum

15,0 mg maximum, i.e. at least disc B
50 000 per g maximum
negative in 0,1 g
negative
negative
clean

white or slightly yellowish colour, free from
impurities or coloured particles

(a) Without prejudice to the provisions concerning the harmonization of analytical methods, the
following reference methods are oblgatory for the application of this Regulation :

International Standard FIL 9A : 1969

International Standard FIL 26 : 1964

ADMI Standard Methods ED, 1971 , page 31
International Standard FIL 69 : 1972 or an enzy­
matic method giving equivalent results
International Standard FIL 63 : 1971

ADMI Standard Methods ED, 1971 , page 26
ADMI Standard Methods ED, 1971 , page 28
International Standard FIL 49 : 1970

International Standard FIL 64 : 1971

— fat content :

— water content :

— acidity :
— lactate content :

— phosphatase test :
— solubility index :
— degree of purity :
— total colony count :
— Coli aerogenes organisms

(b) As regards the detection of :
— buttermilk : the absence of buttermilk can be ensured, either

by an on-the-spot inspection , without prior notice,
of the production plant carried out at least once a
week, or by a laboratory analysis of the end
product (')
quantitative determination of free sialic acid (2)
tests laid down by the Member States

— rennet whey :
— acid whey :

(') The Member States shall notify the Commission of the method chosen . In addition, the Member
States shall notify the Commission each month of the maximum and minimum values observed
and the average value established during the previous month as a result of the laboratory analysis .

(2) With regard to the detection of rennet whey by the quantitative determination of free sialic acid,
the method of analysis shall be that laid down in points 1 to 7 in Annex IV. If the result thus ob­
tained is higher than 60 ppm, the tests set out in point 8 of the same Annex must be carried out .
Until 31 March 1984, Member States may continue to use the same system of analysis applied on
1 January 1984.'



13 . 9 . 83 Official Journal of the European Communities No L 252/7

COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2550/83
of 12 September 1983

amending for the third time Regulation (EEC) No 1058/77 on the characteristics
of olive oil and of certain products containing olive oil and amending the

Common Customs Tariff nomenclature as regards olive oil

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The following note is hereby added to Annex VI to
Regulation (EEC) No 1058/77 :

'Note :

Certain virgin lampante oils and crude olive­
residue oils may give false positive results to this
test ; in this case, for the correct classification of
such oils , account should be taken of all available
analytical results , including the degree of acidity.'

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation No 136/66/EEC
of 22 September 1966 on the common organization of
the market in oils and fats ('), as last amended by
Regulation (EEC) No 1413/82 (2), and in particular
Articles 1 3 (4) and 1 8 (3) thereof,

Whereas Annex VI to Commission Regulation (EEC)
No 1058/77 (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC)
No 2538/80 (4), established the method for detecting
soaps in olive oil ; whereas experience has shown that
false positive results mdy be obtained for certain virgin
lampante oil and crude olive-residue oil ; whereas,
pending the adoption of a more suitable method of
analysis , the said Annex VI should be amended by the
addition of a note on the interpretation of the results ;

Whereas the measures provided for in this Regulation
are in accordance with the opinion of the Management
Committee for Oils and Fats,

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on the third day
following its publication in the Official Journal of the
European Communities.

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No 172, 30 . 9 . 1966, p. 3025/66.
(2) OJ No L 162, 12 . 6 . 1982, p. 6 .
(3) OJ No L 128 , 24 . 5 . 1977, p. 6 .
4) OJ No L 259 , 2 . 10 . 1980 , p. 24 .
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2551/83
of 12 September 1983

amending for the seventh time Regulation (EEC) No 3172/80 laying down
implementing rules in respect of the system of consumption aid for olive oil

Whereas the measures provided for in this Regulation
are in accordance with the opinion of the Management
Committee for Oils and Fats,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation No 136/66/EEC
of 22 September 1966 on the establishment of a
common organization of the market in oils and fats ('),
as last amended by Regulation (EEC) No 1413/82 (2),
and in particular Article 11 (8) thereof,

Whereas Commission Regulation (EEC) No
3172/80 (3), as last amended by Regulation (EEC) No
823/83 (4), provides that, for the purpose of controlling
the quality of oil packaged by approved plants, acid
oils from refining of olive oil and olive-residue oil
produced in the Community should have added to
them a defined quantity of certain non-olive oils ;
whereas in order to alleviate certain economic difficul­
ties associated with the use of cholesterol , the percen­
tage of this substance to be used should be reduced ;

Article 1

In the sixth indent of Article 12b ( 1 ) of Regulation
(EEC) No 3172/80, ' 1 ' is hereby replaced by *0,2'.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on the day
following its publication in the Official Journal of the
European Communities.

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels, 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No 172, 30 . 9 . 1 966, p. 3025/66.
0 OJ No L 162, 12 . 6 . 1982, p. 6 .
O OJ No L 331 , 9 . 12 . 1980 , p. 27 .
(4) OJ No L 91 , 9 . 4 . 1983, p. 5 .
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2552/83
of 12 September 1983

on the acceptance of common wheat of bread-making quality submitted for
intervention in August 1983 under Regulation (EEC) No 2317/83

Whereas the Member States have provided the infor­
mation required of them in Regulation (EEC) No
2317/83 with regard to offers made in August ;
whereas this information shows that the offers made
exceed the quantity for the month ; whereas the
percentage by which they are to be reduced should
therefore be set,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to _ Council Regulation (EEC) No
2727/75 of 25 October 1975 on the common organi­
zation of the market in cereals ('), as last amended by
Regulation (EEC) No 1451 /82 (2),
Having regard to Commission Regulation (EEC) No
2317/83 of 12 August 1983 on a special intervention
measure for common wheat of bread-making quality at
the start of the 1983/84 marketing year (3), as amended
by Regulation (EEC) No 2409/83 (4), and in particular
Article 2 (2) thereof,

Whereas under Article 2 (2) of Regulation (EEC) No
2317/83 the Commission is responsible, on the basis
of the information provided by the Member States, for
deciding whether the offers for intervention for each
of the months of August, September and October
exceed the quantities that can be bought in to inter­
vention laid down in Article 1 ( 1 ) of the Regulation ,
and for laying down, if the quantities offered exceed
the quantities that may be bought in, the percentage
by which offers made are to be reduced ;

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

A reduction of 69,25 % shall be applied to offers of
common wheat of minimum bread-making quality
submitted to the intervention agencies under Regula­
tion (EEC) No 2317/83 during the month of August
1983 .

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on the day of its
publication in the Official Journal of the European
Communities.

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No L 281 , 1 . 11 . 1975, p. 1 .
(2) OJ No L 164, 14. 6 . 1982, p. 2.
O OJ No L 222, 13 . 8 . 1983, p. 5 .
4 OJ No L 236, 26 . 8 . 1983, p. 30 .
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2553/83
of 12 September 1983

re-establishing the levying of customs duties on gelatin and gelatin derivatives,
falling within subheading 35.03 ex B and originating in Brazil , to which the
preferential tariff arrangements set out in Council Regulation (EEC) No 3377/82

apply

Whereas it is appropriate to re-establish the levying of
customs duties in respect of the products in question
against Brazil ,

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

As from 16 September 1983 , the levying of customs
duties, suspended pursuant to Council Regulation
(EEC) No 3377/82, shall be re-established on imports
into the Community of the following products
originating in Brazil :

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No
3377/82 of 8 December 1982 applying generalized
tariff preferences for 1983 in respect of certain indus­
trial products originating in developing countries ('),
and in particular Article 12 thereof,
Whereas, pursuant to Articles 1 and 9 of that Regula­
tion , suspension of customs duties shall be accorded to
each of the countries or territories listed in Annex C,
other than those listed in column 4 of Annex A,
within the framework of the preferential tariff ceiling
fixed in column 9 of Annex A : whereas, as provided
for in Article 10 of that Regulation , as soon as the
individual ceilings in question are reached at Commu­
nity level , the levying of customs duties on imports of
the products in question originating in each of the
countries and territories concerned may at any time be
re-established ;

Whereas, in the case of gelatin and gelatin derivatives
falling within subheading 35.03 ex B, the individual
ceiling was fixed at 370 250 ECU ; whereas, on 9
September 1983 , imports of these products into the
Community, originating in Brazil , reached that ceiling
after being charged thereagainst ;

CCT
heading
No

Description

35.03 ex B

(NIMEXE code
35.03-91 )

Gelatin and gelatin derivatives

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on the third day
following its publication in the Official Journal of the
European Communities.

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels, 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Karl-Heinz NARJES

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No L 363, 23 . 12 . 1982, p. I.
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2554/83
of 12 September 1983

abolishing the countervailing charge on certain varieties of plums originating in
Poland

whereas the conditions specified in Article 26 ( 1 ) of
Regulation (EEC) No 1035/72 are therefore fulfilled
and the countervailing charge on imports of these
plums originating in Poland can be abolished,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No
1035/72 of 18 May 1972 on the common organization
of the market in fruit and vegetables ('), as last
amended by Regulation (EEC) No 2004/83 (2), and in
particular the second subparagraph of Article 27 (2)
thereof,

Whereas Commission Regulation (EEC) No 2474/83
of 31 August 1983 (3) introduced a countervailing
charge on certain varieties of plums originating in
Poland ;

Whereas for this product originating in Poland there
were no prices for six consecutive working days ;

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

Regulation (EEC) No 2474/83 is hereby repealed.

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 13
September 1983 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No L 118 , 20 . 5 . 1972, p. 1 .
(2) OJ No L 198 , 21 . 7 . 1983, p. 2 .
O OJ No L 243, 1 . 9 . 1983 , p. 51 .
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COMMISSION REGULATION (EEC) No 2555/83
of 12 September 1983

fixing the import levies on white sugar and raw sugar

at present in force should be altered to the amounts
set out in the Annex hereto,

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation (EEC) No
1785/81 of 30 June 1981 on the common
organization of the markets in the sugar sector ('), as
last amended by Regulation (EEC) No 606/82 (2), and
in particular Article 16 (8) thereof,
Whereas the import levies on white sugar and raw
sugar were fixed by Regulation (EEC) No 1789/83 (3),
as last amended by Regulation (EEC) No 2545/83 (4) ;

Whereas it follows from applying the detailed rules
contained in Regulation (EEC) No 1789/83 to the
information known to the Commission that the levies

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :

Article 1

The import levies referred to in Article 16 ( 1 ) of Regu­
lation (EEC) No 1785/81 shall be, in respect of white
sugar and standard quality raw sugar, as set out in the
Annex hereto .

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 13
September 1983 .

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member
States .

Done at Brussels , 12 September 1983 .
For the Commission

Poul DALSAGER

Member of the Commission

(') OJ No L 177, 1 . 7 . 1981 , p. 4 .
0 OJ No L 74, 18 . 3 . 1982, p. 1 .
O OJ No L 176, 1 . 7 . 1983 , p. 48 .
(4) OJ No L 250, 10 . 9 . 1983, p. 16 .

ANNEX

to the Commission Regulation of 12 September 1983 fixing the import levies on white
sugar and raw sugar

(ECU/100 kg)

CCT
heading Description Levy
No I

17.01 Beet sugar and cane sugar, in solid form :
A. White sugar : flavoured or coloured sugar 33,45

B. Raw sugar 29,04 (')

(') Applicable to raw sugar with a yield of 92 % ; if the yield is other than 92 % , the levy applicable
is calculated in accordance with the provisions of Article 2 of Regulation (EEC) No 837/68 .
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II

(Acts whose publication is not obligatory)

COMMISSION

COMMISSION DECISION

of 29 July 1983
relating to a proceeding under Article 86 of the EEC Treaty (IV/30.698 — ECS/

AKZO : interim measures)
(Only the English text is authentic)

(83/462/EEC)

Having given the Advisory Committee on Restrictive
Practices and Dominant Positions the opportunity to
deliver an opinion,

Whereas :

I. THE FACTS

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN
COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European
Economic Community,

Having regard to Council Regulation No 17 of 6
February 1962 : First Regulation implementing
Articles 85 and 86 of the Treaty ('), as last amended by
the Act of Accession of Greece, and in particular
Articles 3 and 16 thereof,

Having regard to the applications of Engineering and
Chemical Supplies (Epsom and Gloucester) Ltd, the
first dated 15 June 1982 under Article 3 of Regulation
No 17 alleging an infringement of Article 86 of the
Treaty by AKZO Chemie UK Ltd and other under­
takings of the AKZO group, and the second dated 13
May 1983 requesting the Commission to adopt
interim measures,

Having regard to the Commission Decision of 8 June
1983 to open a proceeding in this case,

Having given AKZO Chemie UK Ltd the opportunity
to make known its views on the objections raised by
the Commission , in accordance with Article 19 ( 1 ) of
Regulation No 17 and with Commission Regulation
No * 99/63/EEC of 25 July 1963 on the hearings
provided for in Article 19 ( 1 ) and (2) of Council Regu­
lation No 17 (2),

A. The nature of the Decision

1 . This Decision is concerned with interim measures
pending a final decision on the complaint under
Article 3 of Regulation No 17 by Engineering and
Chemical Supplies (Epsom and Gloucester) Ltd
('ECS') against AKZO Chemie UK Ltd ('AKZO
UK'), AKZO Chemie BV ('AKZO Chemie') and
other companies of the AKZO group alleging an
infringement of Article 86 of the EEC Treaty.

B. The undertakings

2 . (a) ECS

ECS of Storehouse, Gloucestershire, is a small
independent producer of benzoyl peroxide, an
organic peroxide used both as a catalyst in plastics
manufacture and as a bleach for the treatment of
flour, as well as of a range of other flour milling
additives including potassium bromate and
vitamin supplements .(') OJ No 13, 21 . 2 . 1962, p. 204/62.

(2 OJ No 127, 20 . 8 . 1963 , p. 2268/63 .
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benzoyl peroxide, either generally or in relation to
a particular sale , with the intention of eliminating
ECS as a competitor. AKZO also agreed to pay
ECS's legal costs . The undertaking, which had the
force of an injunction, expired in September 1982.

ECS alleged that AKZO has nevertheless acted in
breach of the undertakings by continuing its
policy of predatory and/or discriminatory pricing.

The total turnover of ECS in 1982 was £ 1,7
million (2 087 000 ECU), about ...(') which was
accounted for by sales of flour additives in the
United Kingdom and elsewhere .

3 . (b) AKZO

AKZO UK is the United Kingdom subsidiary of
AKZO Chemie, the chemical products division of
the AKZO group whose head office is in the
Netherlands ; AKZO Chemie and several of its
subsidiaries, including AKZO UK, manufacture
organic peroxides including benzoyl peroxide . In
addition AKZO UK manufactures and markets a
wide range of milling additives .

The total turnover of AKZO UK in 1982 was
£ 42 868 974 (76 478 000 ECU) of which flour
milling additives in 1982 accounted for ...

4. The total worldwide sales of AKZO Chemie in
organic peroxides in 1982 was ..., of which
benzoyl peroxide accounted for

The total turnover of the AKZO group in 1982
was F1 14 154 million (5 415 million ECU).

D. The investigation

7. On 15 and 16 December 1982 officials of the
Commission carried out investigations under
Article 14 (3) of Regulation No 17 simultaneously
and without prior warning at AKZO UK and
AKZO Chemie and obtained documentary
evidence relating to the alleged infringement.

E. The application for interim measures

3 . By an application dated 13 May 1983 ECS
requested the Commission to adopt interim
measures requiring AKZO to refrain from the
alleged unlawful pricing and commercial practices
pending a final decision under Article 86. The
basis of ECS's application was that the infringe­
ment of Article 86 had continued even after the
Commission's investigations in December 1982
and that unless interim relief were granted ECS
might be compelled to cease trading. A statement
of objections was addressed to AKZO UK on 8
June 1983 . On 23 June 1983 AKZO UK was
given the opportunity to expand orally on its
written submission , and on 4 July 1983 the Advi­
sory Committee on Restrictive Practices and
Dominant Positions gave its opinion .

C. The complaint

5. By a formal application dated 15 June 1982 under
Article 3 of Regulation No 17 ECS complained to
the Commission that the companies of the AKZO
group were in breach of Article 86 . The essence of
the complaint was that following the expansion by
ECS of its activities in benzoyl peroxide from the
flour milling application to the plastics sector, first
in the United Kingdom and then to Germany,
senior representatives of AKZO Chemie and
AKZO UK had on 3 December 1979 threatened
to force ECS from the market by selling below
cost unless ECS withdrew from the plastics sector
and specifically from exporting to Germany.
When ECS had refused AKZO allegedly carried
out its threats .

6 . On 6 December 1979 ECS had obtained an ex
parte interim injunction in the High Court of
Justice in London restraining AKZO from re­
ducing its selling prices . The action was subse­
quently settled on AKZO's undertaking (not made
public) not to reduce its normal selling prices for

F. Facts in issue

(a) The position of the parties in the relevant
markets

9 . In the EEC organic peroxides market as a whole,
AKZO Chemie is the leading producer with a
total market share according to its own estimates
in internal management documents of variously
46 % and 50 % . Its market share in Europe in
1982 was equal to that of the next four producers
together and it claims to have more widespread
production and marketing activities in the sector
than any other producer. (. . .). In comparison,
AKZO estimates ECS's market share for organic
peroxides in Europe at 1 % .

(') Pursuant to Article 21 (2) of Regulation No 17 business
secrets are not published in the Official Journal .
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10 . In the United Kingdom sub-market for benzoyl
peroxide for flour milling AKZO estimated its
1982 market share at 52 %, compared with ECS's
35 % and only 13 % for the remaining producer,
which AKZO considered to have lost most of its
market share .

flour producers, RHM, Spillers and Allied Mills, of
roughly equal size and accounting for 85 % of
demand ; next the large independents, of which
there are about a dozen , totalling 10 %, and
thirdly a number of small independent mills
taking the remaining 5 % .

Customers tend to take the whole range of their
milling additive requirements particularly of
benzoyl peroxide and potassium bromate as part
of a package of products from the same supplier
or suppliers.

13 . The only suppliers of benzoyl peroxide and potas­
sium bromate for flour milling are AKZO UK,
ECS and Diaflex, a producer which has had close
commercial links with AKZO UK. AKZO UK
supplies the total requirements of one of the three
major flour producers and the second is supplied
by AKZO and Diaflex in the proportion of 2:1 .
ECS supplies most of the needs of the third major
producer, Allied Mills, but AKZO UK has gained
the business of at least one individual mill in the
Allied group . AKZO offers only a small tonnage
of vitamin mix, a product in which ECS supplies
one-third of the UK market requirement. There
are a number of other suppliers of vitamin mixes
but their influence on the flour milling additives
market as a whole is minimal as they do not
supply benzoyl peroxide or potassium bromate.

11 . AKZO's market share in the United Kingdom
flour milling additives market as a whole is diffi­
cult to ascertain precisely at this stage as it has
provided for the purpose of these proceedings
figures which differ considerably from those
shown in its own internal documents. Thus in late
1982 AKZO UK valued its annual sales of flour
additives in the United Kingdom at almost 200
tonnes (some 40 %) more than it stated in esti­
mates provided during the present proceedings.
AKZO claimed in its reply to the statement of
objections and during the hearing that there were
five relevant product markets — benzoyl peroxide
20 % , benzoyl peroxide 16 % , potassium bromate
10 % , potassium bromate 6 % and vitamin mixes .
It produced estimates which were intended to
show that in almost all these partial markets its
sales in the United Kingdom were even less than
ECS's . In fact these estimates, besides overstating
ECS's sales , omitted to take account of the fact
that the flour additives market involves other
products and concentrations of the same products
of which AKZO sells a considerable tonnage .
AKZO has the largest market share in benzoyl
peroxide bleach , the main product, and since
customers generally buy a range of requirements
from their supplier its share of the potassium
bromate sub-market is believed to be of a similar
order. In the United Kingdom flour additives
market considered as a whole (i.e. including all
concentrations of the relevant products, vitamin
mixes and other products including amylases)
AKZO UK appears to have the largest market
share . Its overall market share may be somewhat
less than its share of the benzoyl peroxide sub­
market because it has abandoned the sale of
vitamin mixes on a large scale, but its share of the
sub-market for benzoyl peroxide and potassium
bromate is considered to be more important for
the purposes of the present Decision .

(c) AKZO's pricing and commercial practices

(1) Intention to eliminate ECS

14. In the proceedings in the High Court in London
in 1980 a senior representative of AKZO UK
acting on behalf of both AKZO UK and AKZO
Chemie denied in evidence that any threats had
been made to ECS or that there was any intention
to eliminate it as a competitor and claimed that it
was not AKZO policy to go down to cost price or
below.

(b) The flour additives market in the United
Kingdom

In a memorandum dated 7 December 1979
however (apparently prepared before AKZO was
aware that the ex parte injunction had been
obtained by ECS) another AKZO UK executive
described the meeting between ECS and AKZO
of 3 December and noted that it had been
confirmed to the managing director of ECS that
'aggressive commercial action would be taken on
the milling side unless he refrained from selling

12. On the customer side the customers for benzoyl
peroxide and other flour milling additives can be
classified into three main groups : the three major
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as violently as possible wherever it appeared in the
market.

his products to the plastics industry . It states that
he was given one week to accept AKZO's
demand, failing which a detailed plan was to be
activated not only to bring about a general fall in
market prices but to capture all ECS's customers
by means of sales substantially below cost.

In late 1982 AKZO UK reported to its parent
company in the Netherlands that ECS had lost a
considerable part of its business as a result of the
fall in prices brought about by AKZO and
predicted that as pressure was maintained by
AKZO more customers would break away from
ECS.

15. If ECS did not acquiesce, AKZO UK planned to
approach ECS's sole large customer and offer
benzoyl peroxide and other additives at prices
which, if the whole business of that customer was
obtained, would involve an estimated loss to
AKZO UK in 1980 of £ 36 000 . (ii) AKZO s prices

17. Details of costings supplied by AKZO UK in
response to requests for information under Article
11 of Regulation No 17 show that since 1980 it
has been selling a considerable part of its produc­
tion of flour milling products at a loss even
though it was the sole or major supplier of the
customer concerned and price was not in any
event a critical factor for such customers .

Contact was also to be taken with the large inde­
pendent customers of ECS (six were specifically
named) and a package deal was to be offered on
the basis that they took their total requirements
from AKZO UK, which would also involve a loss
of several thousand pounds . Similar measures were
to be taken to obtain the whole of ECS's business
with the small independent mills .

The prices which AKZO UK charges to its own
major customers were also to be lowered con­
siderably, although not to the levels at which
quotations were to be made to Allied, apparently
as part of an overall plan to bring down the price
in the United Kingdom.

Detailed costings and a special budget for 1980
were prepared showing exactly how much this
operation would cause AKZO UK to lose by
selling below cost .

This document was not produced to the High
Court but was discovered at AKZO UK by
Commission officials on 15 December 1982.

18 . AKZO UK has since 1980 lowered the prices at
which it supplies the two major milling groups
which were its own traditional customers by some
20 to 30 % , even before account is taken of infla­
tion , which it estimated at 10 % per year : as part
of its original plan to eliminate ECS from the
market it had intended not only to offer to ECS
customers at below cost price but also substanti­
ally to reduce its prices to its own major customers
so as to bring down price levels, generally, While
AKZO UK claimed that it was merely aligning on
competitive offers, the prices which it applied to
these customers from 1981 to the present were in
fact virtually the same as those which it had
planned to introduce in December 1979 .

In respect of ECS's sole major customer, AKZO
first attempted to obtain the business of its central
buying agent by offering its own standard branded
products at the same price as ECS had earlier
quoted to the two other major mills in response to
an enquiry for a special cheap mix.

When it made no progress with the central
purchasing agency AKZO then offered to supply
small tonnage orders to individual mills in the
Allied group at prices below its costs .

16. Other management documents found at the
AKZO Chemie head office (annual reports for
organic peroxide sector for 1980 and 1981 and a
report by AKZO UK on sales of milling additives
1979-1982) in the Netherlands showed that after
the proceedings in the High Court AKZO's policy
of eliminating ECS as a competitor continued .

AKZO was particularly concerned by ECS s
expansion into the piastics application in
Germany and feared that it might extend its range
to other organic peroxides . A report made in 1982
approved the adoption towards ECS of a policy
which had proved successful in eliminating
another competitor, namely to compete against it

With regard to the independent mills being
supplied by ECS, between 1980 and 1983, AKZO
UK approached those which it had named in the
report of the meeting of 3 December and offered
the products to them at below-cost prices some 20
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tion by the Commission on the jday before the
hearing by raising those of its prices which were
below cost at least to break-even levels .
\

to 40 % less than those at which it supplied its
own comparably-placed independent customers .
While normally not including vitamin mixes in
the product range offered to its own customers
AKZO also offered this product at considerably
below cost as part of a package to mills supplied
by ECS. By means of these offers, it eventually
succeeded by the beginning of 1983 in obtaining
the business of a number of these customers .

21 . It was further argued that its pricing behaviour was
not predatory but was a result of competitive
conditions in an oligopolistic market where each
producer took turns to initiate aggressive price
reductions . According to AKZO, ECS had itself
triggered the downward trend in prices by
lowering its prices in March 1980 .

(d) Effect on ECS

II . LEGAL ASSESSMENT19 . As a result of the low prices offered to its cus­
tomers by AKZO ECS has lost a substantial part
of the business of the independent mills and
while retaining most of the business of its single
major customer has only done so by reducing its
prices to match those quoted by AKZO.

ECS has provided evidence to the Commission
showing that both the sustained low level of prices
forced on it since 1980 and the loss of business as
a result of AKZO's actions have had a serious
effect upon its profitability and liquidity and that
if it is compelled to lower its prices further or
loses any more customers there is a real and
substantial risk that it will have to cease trading.

(e) AKZO's arguments

A. Conditions for the ordering of interim
measures

22. A decision requiring the termination of an in­
fringement of EEC competition rules may, as
stated by the Court of Justice of the European
Communities in its judgment in Case 792/72 R
Camera Care, 'be preceded by any preliminary
measures which . . . appear necessary (to the
Commission) at any given moment'. Interim
measures may therefore be adopted prior to the
taking of a final decision ordering the termination
of an infringement under Articles 85 or 86 .

23 . The conditions to be met in a case such as the
present for the granting of interim measures are :

— the establishment by sufficiently clear
evidence of a likelihood of infringement,

— the likelihood of serious and irreparable harm
to the applicant unless measures are ordered,

— proven urgency.

24. The interim measure must further be restricted to
the measures necessary for ensuring the effective­
ness of any final decision . They may comprise an
order to perform some act or to desist from some
act provided each measure is indispensable and
restricted to what is necessary in the particular
situation .

In considering the terms of any order which it
may make the Commission will also have regard
to the balance between the likely harm to the
applicant if it does not act and the effect upon the
alleged infringer of any order as well as the
interests of third parties which may be affected.

AKZO advanced the argument that it was at least
questionable whether it had a dominant position
for the purposes of Article 86 : its shares in the
five product markets which it claimed were rele­
vant were not sufficient in themselves to create a
presumption of dominance particularly in vitamin
mixes . It did not however dispute the relevance to
the question of the existence of a possible domi­
nant position of the other elements referred to by
the Commission , including its wide product range,
the considerable financial resources of the AKZO
group and the nature of the conduct towards ECS.

20 . AKZO also claimed that whether or not it had
abused a dominant position in the past was irrele­
vant in an interim measures case, the only ques­
tion in this respect being the competitive conduct
which the Commission expected from it at the
present and in the future . AKZO contended that
there was no necessity to adopt interim measures
as it had removed any perceived need for interven­
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(c) Abuse of a dominant position

30 . Discriminatory pricing (making selective price
reductions to the customers of a competitor) and
predatory pricing (pricing goods at excessively low
levels) by a dominant firm with the object of
eliminating smaller competitors may constitute an
infringement of Article 86 if {he other require­
ments of that Article are met. Point (a) of the
second paragraph of Article 86 provides that an
abuse of a dominant position may in particular
consist in directly or indirectly imposing unfair
prices or trading conditions . The charging of
unfairly low selling prices in order to drive out a
smaller supplier or to offer it the choice between
liquidation or acquisition by the dominant under­
taking would fall within the terms of that provi­
sion, as well as the general prohibition of Article
86 . In the present case AKZO's own documenta­
tion shows a deliberate intention of evicting ECS
from the market. There is sufficient evidence to
show for the purposes of interim measures that
AKZO UK, with the knowledge and approval of
its parent company AKZO Chemie, adopted a
policy of predatory and discriminatory pricing and
originally planned to do so in December 1979
because ECS had expanded into the plastics sector
in the United Kingdom and Germany. In this
respect, the Commission cannot accept AKZO's
argument that in reducing its prices it was simply
responding to competition from other suppliers .
The documentary evidence obtained indicates that
the price reductions were referable to a plan to
eliminate ECS from the market .

B. Application of these principles to the present
case

1 . Sufficient evidence of infringement

(a) Article 86

25. Under Article 86 any abuse by one or more under­
takings of a dominant position within the
common market or a substantial part of it is
prohibited as incompatible with the common
market in so far as it may affect trade between
Member States of the EEC.

(b) Dominant Position

26 . The Commission's current investigations will
extend to the whole of the EEC organic peroxide,
market but at the present time it is not necessary
to determine whether the relevant market is that
of organic peroxides, benzoyl peroxide, or the
flour additives market : in each of these the
AKZO group's position is such as to justify a
preliminary finding of dominance . Nor is it neces­
sary to define whether the relevant geographical
area is the EEC as a whole or the United
Kingdom since the territory of that Member State
can be said to constitute a substantial part of the
common market .

27. In relation to the organic peroxides and benzoyl
peroxide market in the EEC as a whole and in the
individual Member States concerned, AKZO's
high market share and the low shares of the other
producers would of itself create a sufficient
presumption of a dominant position for the
purposes of a decision ordering interim measures .
With regard to the more limited United Kingdom
flour additives market, the evidence shows that
while AKZO UK may not have an overwhelm­
ingly large market share in quantitative terms, it
does have the economic power to exercise a signi­
ficant influence on the market including the
ability both to determine price levels and to
eliminate a smaller competitor.

28 . In reaching this preliminary conclusion the
Commission takes into account the financial
resources of the AKZO group, the respective size
and commercial power of AKZO, ECS and
Diaflex, and the nature and effectiveness of the
course of conduct that AKZO was able to adopt
towards ECS.

29 . The Commission does not consider that the minor
market share of AKZO UK in the sub-market for
vitamin mixes affects the overall position since
there is evidence that the offer at low prices of
this product could be the deciding factor in
obtaining a customer's total requirements .

31 . Nor is it correct, as AKZO has claimed, that ECS
itself took the initiative to bring down price levels
by substantially lowering its own prices. In early
1980 , following the granting of the injunction by
the High Court, ECS was invited to quote by one
of AKZO's major customers and offered to that
customer at its then prevailing list price for bulk
business . At the time AKZO's price to that
customer was higher but in the event ECS did not
obtain any of the business and for the past two
and a half years ECS has not offered to supply

' either of AKZO's major customers . The evidence
shows that following that offer by ECS in March
1980, AKZO retaliated by making selectively low
price offers to ECS's customers which were
frequently below its own costs . Since under the
terms of the undertaking it was arguable that
AKZO could align on competitive offers, it sought
to justify some of its specific price reductions to
ECS's customers, whether large or small , by
reference to the lowest prices quoted by ECS to
other potential customers although these had been
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additives in a substantial part of the common
market, as well as eliminating a small but potenti­
ally strong competitor in the larger plastics sector.

made in special circumstances for larger offtakes
or different qualities . AKZO also maintained
these prices or even lowered them during the
period from 1980 to date . AKZO has not even
sought to justify some of its other low price offers ,
particularly those to independent mills supplied
by ECS, as being an alignment. 4 . Necessity for an order and periodic penalty

payment

(d) Effect on trade between Member States
35 . The Commission does not accept that by raising,

on the day prior to the hearing, those of its prices
which it admitted were being made below cost
AKZO has removed the necessity for making an
order. AKZO has offered no assurances as to its
future conduct and in any event has taken no
steps to alter its discriminatory pricing policy as
between its own traditional customers and those of
ECS.

32. AKZO s allegedly abusive pricing and commercial
practices in the United Kingdom flour milling
market were originally prompted at the end of
1979 by ECS's exports to the German market,
which AKZO feared might increase in volume.
The elimination of ECS as a competitor would
thus have both a direct and a potential effect upon
the pattern of trade between Member States .

2 . Likelihood of irreparable harm
Since the High Court order has now expired, and
having regard to the behaviour of AKZO in the
past, in particular the evidence it gave in the High
Court proceedings, the Commission considers that
it is necessary to ensure compliance with EEC
competition rules by imposing obligations upon
AKZO UK.

5 . The terms of the order

33 . On the basis of the evidence obtained there is
reason to suppose that unless restrained AKZO
will continue its efforts to eliminate ECS as a
competitor . As AKZO itself surmised its conduct
in bringing about considerable falls in price levels
and taking substantial business from ECS had led
to sustained pressure on ECS's margins and has
seriously affected its financial position . An even­
tual finding in the main decision that AKZO had
abused its dominant position under Article 86
would be ineffective if ECS had meanwhile been
compelled to cease trading.

36 . The measures to be adopted must be of a tempo­
rary nature, designed to restore the status quo and
restricted to what is required in the situation in
question . In making any order the Commission
must have regard to the effect of the order on the
parties involved .

3 . Urgency

34. The particular urgency in the present case arises
from the fact that even after the Commission 's
investigation in December 1982 AKZO UK has
continued to offer selectively low prices to ECS
customers as a result of which ECS has had to
reduce its prices further.

In the present case the Commission considers that
it is reasonable that the status quo prior to the
date when threats were first made to ECS should
be substantially restored, with allowance being
made for increases in AKZO's production costs
since then . The Commission therefore is prohibit­
ing AKZO from offering or charging, to buyers in
the United Kingdom of any of the products,
prices below the sum of AKZO UK's production
costs for May 1983 as supplied to the Commis­
sion , the latest available freight costs (1982 rates),
and an absolute (not a percentage) gross profit in
pounds sterling equal to the absolute gross profit
in pounds sterling stated to have been obtained by
AKZO UK on the same product before 3
December 1979 from the relevant customer or
category of customers . Since it is impracticable in

The present financial state, commercial structure
and customer base of ECS are such that if it loses
any more business to AKZO, or is obliged to
continue selling at unreasonably low prices so as
to retain its customers, there is a grave likelihood
of its being compelled to cease trading. This
would result in AKZO obtaining a near-monopoly
in the supply of benzoyl peroxide and other flour
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eventual examination in the main proceedings of
the compatibility with Article 86 of AKZO's
pricing prior to 3 December 1979 .

In addition to any periodic penalty payment
which might be imposed for any infringement of
this Decision, if any infringement of this Decision
were to occur which was found to constitute an
infringement of Article 86, the Commission
would have the power to impose a fine under
Article 15 (2) of Regulation No 17 in respect of
the latter infringement,

HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION :

Article 1

AKZO Chemie UK Ltd is prohibited, with effect from
the notification of this Decision, from offering or
supplying Benzoyl Peroxide 16 and 20 % (Novadelox),
Potassium Bromate 6 and 10 % (Glutex), and vitamin
enrichment mix (Nutramin) (hereinafter referred to as
'the said products') to any flour milling undertaking in
the United Kingdom or any company associated with
such an undertaking at prices below those set out in
the Annex.

Article 2

AKZO Chemie UK Ltd is prohibited from offering or
supplying any of the said products to any flour milling
undertaking in the United Kingdom at prices or on
terms different from those offered or given by AKZO
Chemie UK Ltd to other comparable buyers.

an interim measures decision to determine the
exact level at which AKZO's prices become
unlawful, this Decision does not imply any such
determination, and the minimum prices so
imposed include or may include a contribution to .
overheads and an element of gross profit .

The Commission does not consider that an order
in the form which it proposes to make will ad­
versely affect the legitimate interest of AKZO UK.
Nor, having regard both to AKZO's claim made
during the hearing that the cost of flour additives
formed only a minute percentage of the total
production costs of the flour producers and to the
harmful effects in the long term of a possible
monopoly unless interim measures are taken, does
the Commission consider that an order addressed
to AKZO in the terms hereinafter set out will
have an adverse effect on buyers .

37. This Decision will apply only until the adoption
of any definitive decision relating to the alleged
abuse of a dominant position by AKZO or until
the case is otherwise finally disposed of. In addi­
tion, the Commission will , if circumstances so
require, on the application of AKZO UK or of
ECS or on its own initiative , alter the minimum
prices specified in this Decision or any other
terms of this Decision , in particular to take into
account any proved change in AKZO UK's
production costs .

38 . The Commission is also prohibiting AKZO from
offering or supplying any of the products to any
buyer in the United Kingdom at prices or on
terms different from those offered or given to
other comparable buyers from AKZO, having
regard to the categories described at paragraph 12
above and the treatment given to those customers
in 1979 .

The Decision should also contain a provision to
prevent any evasion by indirect means or through
another undertaking.

AKZO will be allowed to offer or supply below
the minimum prices determined as above only in
respect of a particular customer and only if it is
necessary to do so in good faith to meet (but not
to undercut) a lower price shown to be offered by
a supplier ready and able to supply to that
customer.

The minimum prices at which (subject to meeting
competition as above) AKZO may supply or offer
the products are set out in the Annex to this Deci­
sion .

The fact that the Commission's order requires
AKZO UK to return to the profit margins obtain­
ing during 1979 will not necessarily preclude an

Article 3

AKZO Chemie UK Ltd is prohibited from taking any
measure, including the granting of any terms of credit
or conditions of supply or otherwise, for any of the
said products or for any other product or service,
whether itself or through any other company, which
directly or indirectly causes or is likely to cause the
effective delivered price of any of the said products to
any flour milling undertaking in the United Kingdom
to be below the price set out in the Annex.

Article 4

Notwithstanding anything in Articles 1 to 3, AKZO
Chemie UK Ltd may offer or supply the said products
at prices below those set out in the Annex only to a
particular flour milling undertaking and only if it is
necessary in good faith to do so to meet (but not to
undercut) a lower price shown to be offered by another
supplier ready and able to supply the same product to
that undertaking.
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Article 5

AKZO Chemie UK Ltd shall supply the Commission ,
on or before the 15th day of August 1983 and
thereafter by the 15th day of each month, a copy of
every offer, order, invoice and credit note and other
equivalent document in respect of any offer or sale of
any of the said products to any buyer in the United
Kingdom issued in the preceding month .

Article 6

A periodic penalty payment of 1 000 ECU shall be
payable for each day on which any failure to comply
with any requirement of this Decision persists .

Article 7

The Commission may, during the period of validity of
this Decision , on the application of AKZO Chemie
UK Ltd or Engineering and Chemical Supplies

(Epsom and Gloucester) Ltd, or of its own initiative, at
any time amend as it thinks appropriate any of the
terms of this Decision .

Article 8

Subject to Article 7, this Decision shall apply until the
adoption of any Decision concluding the Commission
proceeding in this case.

Article 9

This Decision is addressed to AKZO Chemie Ltd 1-5
Queens Road, UK-Hersham, Surrey.

Done at Brussels, 29 July 1983 .

For the Commission

Frans ANDRIESSEN

Member of the Commission

ANNEX

(Prices in pounds sterling per tonne including transport)

Glutex 6 % Glutex 10 % Novadelox 16 % Novadelox 20 % Nutramin

RHM 488 455 587(0 728 855

Spillers 488 455 587 0 728 855

Allied (3) 488 556 696 750 855

Independents 488 556 696 750 855

(') Where AKZO does not at present supply a particular product or concentration to the customer
concerned, the price applicable to any possible offer will be that set for comparable customers .

(2) As Spillers purchases ex works in 10-tonne lots , a reduction for collection in bulk may be made of
£ 50 per tonne.

(3) For orders from individual mills . If AKZO quotes for a substantial proportion (25 % or above) of
the total annual requirement of the Allied group for benzoyl peroxide and potassium bromate it
may do so on the terms and at the prices applicable to ' RHM and Spillers .

In calculating the price of any mixture containing any of the said products AKZO shall apply pro
rata the above prices .



HIGHER EDUCATION IN THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

A HANDBOOK FOR STUDENTS

1981 Edition

This handbook for students has been prepared, for the assistance of students and their
advisers to bring together in all • Community languages the basic information needed by
those considering a period of higher education in another Member State .

The Handbook contains an entry for each of the Member States of the Community.
Each entry consists of two main sections , a descriptive text and an appendix. The text
gives general information on the structure of the higher education system, its institutions
and the types of qualifications obtainable , on admission conditions and application pro­
cedures , and on fees , language requirements and grants , as well as an indication of
important social elements such as social security counselling, accommodation, etc . The
appendix to each country entry contains a list of addresses of organizations and
institutions from which further information and/or application forms may be obtained, a
bibliography of national information material , in most cases a table of subjects taught at
each institution, and a glossary per national entry for the explanation of terms that have
not been translated .

In addition to the national entries , the Handbook contains separate entries for the
College of Europe at Bruges and the European University Institute at Florence .

Published in : Danish, Dutch , English, French , German , Greek, Italian .

Price (excluding VAT) in Luxembourg : ECU 4-35 , Bfrs 180 , £ Irl 3 , £ 2-80 , US $ 6 - 15
± 350 pages .

Publication No CB-32-81-253-EN-C
ISBN 92-825-2432-9

OFFICE FOR OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

L-2985 Luxembourg



THE COMMUNITY LEGAL ORDER

Jean-Victor LOUIS

The European Communities are not simply a forum of discussion and negotiation
between States . Their institutional structure , far more complex and original than that of
traditional international organizations , has given birth to a vast quantity of legislation ,
most of which can be relied upon directly before national courts . The Court of Justice of
the three Communities is faced with a workload increasing year by year in its efforts
both to clarify the interpretation of Community law for the benefit of' national courts
and to resolve disputes between the institutions and individuals or Member States . In
short, the Communities constitute a unique legal order with a highly complex structure ,
which penetrates further every day into economic and social reality in the Member
States , yet still remains largely unrecognized .
This work on 'The Community legal order' from the pen of Professor Jean-Victor Louis
of the Free University of Brussels , published by the Commission of the European Com­
munities , is designed to enable the reader, with very little expenditure of time, to
familiarize himself with the main characteristics of this system . It is written in a form
easily understood by the layman , but its precise information and critical approach make
it equally suitable for use by lawyers as a work of reference .

Jean-Victor Louis — Born 10 January 1938 — Agrégé in international law, Brussels University
(ULB), 1969 — Lecturer in Community law, ULB — Former Director and Research Director,
European Studies Department, ULB — Director of the Cahiers de Droit Européen — Head of the
Legal Department, Banque Nationale de Belgique — Author of 'Les règlements de la Communaute
économique européenne' and , with others , of 'Le droit de la Communaute économique européenne',
ed . Jacques Mégret (nine volumes published):

Published in : Danish , Dutch , English , French , German , Greek, Italian , Portuguese, Spanish .
Publication No CB-28-79-407-EN-C
ISBN 92-825-1053-3

Price (excluding VAT) in Luxembourg : 3,70 ECU ; Bfrs 150 ; £ Irl 2,50 ; £ 2,60 ; US $ 5 .

OFFICE FOR OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

Boite postale 1003 , L-2985 Luxembourg



CLASSIFICATION OF CHEMICALS IN THE COMMON CUSTOMS TARIFF OF
THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

IN SIX LANGUAGES

— Twenty thousand chemical names (internationally accepted common names , systema­
tic names and synonyms).

— Six languages : Danish (Vol . I), German (Vol . II), English (Vol . Ill), French (Vol .
IV), Italian (Vol . V) and Dutch (Vol . VI).

— Index of equivalent names in all six languages (Vol . VII — six languages).

Features of this publication are :

— the classification (heading and subheading) of a chemical in the Common Customs
Tariff of the European Communities can be ascertained immediately from its name in
any one of the six languages ;

— the equivalent names are listed in all six languages (multilingual glossary).

The chemical names listed may be used to gain access to the European Communities
Data and Information Network (ECDIN).

Each volume (except Vol . VII) may be ordered separately .

Price per single-language volume : ECU 9 ■ 60 , Bfrs 400 , £ Irl 6 • 70 , £ 5 • 25 , US $11 - 50 .

Price of a single-language volume plus the six-language volume : ECU 36-30 , Bfrs 1 500 ,
£ Irl 25-20 , £ 19-50 , US $ 41 .

Price of the complete publication : ECU 72 , Bfrs 3 000 , £ Irl 50 , £ 39-20 , US $ 85-25 .

Orders should be sent to :

OFFICE FOR OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

L-2985 Luxembourg
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