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Brussels, 30 May 2001

&RPPLVVLRQ� LPSRVHV� D� ¼� ������ PLOOLRQ� ILQH� RQ
9RONVZDJHQ� $*� IRU� UHWDLO� SULFH� PDLQWHQDQFH
PHDVXUHV�RQ�WKH�*HUPDQ�PDUNHW

7KH�(XURSHDQ�&RPPLVVLRQ�KDV�GHFLGHG�WR�LPSRVH�D�ILQH�RI�¼�������PLOOLRQ�RQ
9RONVZDJHQ�$*�� WKH� ELJJHVW�*HUPDQ�� DQG�(XURSHDQ�� FDU�PDQXIDFWXUHU�� IRU
KDYLQJ�LQVWUXFWHG�LWV�*HUPDQ�9RONVZDJHQ�GHDOHUV�LQ������DQG������WR�VKRZ
³SULFH�GLVFLSOLQH´�DQG�QRW�WR�VHOO�WKH�QHZ�3DVVDW�DW�SULFHV�FRQVLGHUDEO\�EHORZ
WKH� UHFRPPHQGHG� UHWDLO� SULFH�� 7KLV� LV� WKH� VHFRQG� &RPPLVVLRQ� GHFLVLRQ
DJDLQVW�9RONVZDJHQ��DQG�IROORZV�WKDW�WDNHQ�LQ�-DQXDU\��������0HDVXUHV�WDNHQ
WR�OLPLW�GLVFRXQWV�DLP�DW�IL[LQJ�UHWDLO�SULFHV�DQG�UHSUHVHQW�D�VR�FDOOHG��KDUG
FRUH��UHVWULFWLRQ�RI�FRPSHWLWLRQ��6XFK�PHDVXUHV�YLRODWH�$UWLFOH���� ����RI� WKH
(&�7UHDW\��ZKLFK�SURKLELWV�SULFH�IL[LQJ�PHDVXUHV��DQG�DUH�LQFRPSDWLEOH�ZLWK
WKH�EORFN�H[HPSWLRQ�UHJXODWLRQ�DSSOLFDEOH�WR�PRWRU�YHKLFOH�GLVWULEXWLRQ���,W�LV
DOVR�ZRUWK�QRWLQJ�WKDW�SULFH�FRPSDULVRQV�RYHU�WKH�ODVW�IHZ�\HDUV�KDYH�VKRZQ
WKDW�LQ�*HUPDQ\��QHZ�FDU�SULFHV�EHIRUH�WD[HV�IRU�PRGHOV�RI�WKH�9RONVZDJHQ
EUDQG� DUH� VXEVWDQWLDOO\� KLJKHU� WKDQ� LQ� DOO� RWKHU� 0HPEHU� 6WDWHV� H[FHSW� WKH
8QLWHG�.LQJGRP��

"Today’s decision is once again a clear signal that competition policy serves
consumers' interests. It is the first decision regarding resale price maintenance and
confirms, in the area of vertical restraints, the Commission’s strict policy on price
fixing practices,” said EU Competition Commissioner Mario Monti. ”Unfortunately this
case  is also a further example of non-respect of the Block Exemption Regulation.
The measures adopted by Volkswagen represent a clear restriction of dealers'
freedom to set their own prices, and were aimed at changing their commercial
behaviour to the detriment not only of German consumers, but also of those from
other Member States. The measures, which aimed at maintaining prices at an
artificially high level in a market where new car prices are already among the highest
in Europe, constitute by their nature a very serious infringement of European
competition rules and must be met with an appropriate sanction", Mario Monti
underlined. He also said that the protection of the dealers’ freedom to set their prices
is one important element of the current motor vehicle block exemption, which expires
next year. In this regard he mentioned that the Commission intends to publish its
ideas on the future regime before the end of the year 2001.

This particular case against Volkswagen is based on documents that the
Commission received together with a letter of complaint from a consumer and as
part of replies from Volkswagen to formal requests for information. These documents
show that in 1996 and 1997, Volkswagen sent several circular letters to its German
Volkswagen dealer network, urging the dealers not to sell the new VW Passat a
prices considerably below the recommended resale price and/or to limit or not to
grant discounts to customers.
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This model was launched on the German market in October 1996 (limousine
version) and in June 1997 (estate version). Volkswagen also sent a number of
individual letters to certain dealers, who were warned to obey price discipline for this
new model, and threatened with legal consequences, such as the termination of their
dealer contract, should they disobey these instructions.

Prior to sending these letters, Volkswagen had become aware of the fact that a
number of German dealers had offered this new model for sale at prices below the
recommended retail price. Volkswagen sought to justify the measures it took by
claiming that they were needed both to support its dealers’ profitability and to
preserve the brand image of the new model, which in Volkswagen’s view would be
damaged through certain dealers’ pricing policy.

Price-fixing measures are incompatible with Article 81 (1) a) of the EC Treaty4, and
are also "black listed" in Article 6 (1), point 6, of Regulation No. 1475/95, the block
exemption regulation applicable to motor vehicle distribution and servicing, which
provides that the exemption shall not apply where "WKH�PDQXIDFWXUHU��«�GLUHFWO\�RU
LQGLUHFWO\�UHVWULFWV�WKH�GHDOHU
V�IUHHGRP�WR�GHWHUPLQH�SULFHV�DQG�GLVFRXQWV�LQ�UHVHOOLQJ
FRQWUDFW�JRRGV".

The Regulation thus asserts the right of European consumers to obtain competitive
prices from dealers, including appropriate discounts. The measures adopted by
Volkswagen, and applied for almost three years, were liable to maintain or to
reinforce an artificially high price zone for the new VW Passat model in Germany.
During this time, consumers would have had to pay higher prices for the Volkswagen
Passat, a model with German sales of about 400,000 units during the three years in
question. The measures were also liable to dampen private exports from and to
increase private imports into Germany.

The object of Volkswagen’s measures was to fix resale prices and thus to eliminate
an essential element of competition for dealers: the ability to sell new cars at
discounted prices. As car dealers  normally grant discounts to customers with the
sale of new cars, Volkswagen’s instructions can be seen as an effort to eliminate or
restrict price competition by compelling the dealers to deviate from their normal
commercial behaviour. The measures in question, which concerned all German
Volkswagen dealers, not only aimed to restrict intra-brand competition between
German Volkswagen dealers, but also between Volkswagen dealers in Germany
and Volkswagen dealers abroad. Leaving the quality of service aside, the ability to
set their own resale prices is the most important tool available to dealers for
competing with other dealers. Such measures represent a severe interference with
competition and are therefore by their nature a very serious infringement of
competition rules.

The VW Passat is a very popular model in Germany, especially when compared to
other models in the same segment. All these considerations support the conclusion
that the measures adopted by Volkswagen led to an appreciable restriction of price
competition.
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In determining the level of the fine, the Commission took account of the fact that the
infringement concerned one model (in two versions) from Volkswagen’s entire
product range. This model has, however, a large share of vehicle sales within a
segment for which demand in Germany is strong. The circular letters were
addressed to the whole German VW dealer network and thus concerned all sales of
the VW Passat in Germany. As regards the geographic scope of the infringement,
the Commission considers that its main impact was on one Member State
(Germany), which accounts for a large share of all car sales in the EU. It would also
be likely to have had an effect on consumers from other Member States. In light of all

these considerations, and for the purpose of determining the fine, the Commission
considers that the infringement is to be considered as “serious”. Moreover, as an
aggravating circumstance, the Commission took into account amongst other things
that Volkswagen had requested its dealers in the first circular letter to send to it
copies of all advertisements of other Volkswagen dealers “without price discipline”.

____________________________
� The 1998 decision found that Volkswagen and its Italian importer had obstructed re-exports of

Volkswagen and Audi cars from Italy into other Member states, in particular Germany and Austria;
see Press Release IP/98/94 of 28 January 1998. This decision has been largely confirmed by the
European Court of First Instance, in its recent judgement of 6 July 2000; see IP/00/725 of 6 July
2000. The fine of ¼�����PLOOLRQ�±�UHGXFHG�WR�¼����PLOOLRQ�E\�WKH�&RXUW�±�LV�RQH�RI�WKH�KLJKHVW�HYHU
imposed on a single company.

� Measures of price fixing also figure as a "hard core" restriction of competition in Article 4 a) of the
new general block exemption regulation on vertical restraints (Commission (EC) Regulation
2790/1999 of 22 December 1999), which applies to all distribution agreements except for
distribution agreements concerning motor vehicles  for which Regulation (EC) No. 1475/95 applies.

� See, for example, Commission Press Release IP/01/227 of 19 February 2001 concerning the most
recent Report on Car Prices within the European Union.

� Article 81 (1) prohibits agreements which have as their object or effect the prevention, restriction or
distortion of competition within the Single Market and which may affect trade between Member
states.


