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COMPETITION 
L A W  N E W S L E T T E R

Competition Commission 
of India (“CCI”) dismisses 
allegations of abuse of 
dominance filed against 
Bhagyanagar Gas Limited

A
GI Greenpac Limited (“AGI”) had filed a complaint against 
Bhagyanagar Gas Limited (“BGL”) wherein it alleged that 
BGL abused its dominant position in the supply of natural 
gas in Hyderabad. AGL relied on BGL for natural gas due 

to the exclusivity granted to BGL by the Petroleum and Natural Gas 
Regulatory Board (“PNGRB”). The allegations included excessive 
pricing, refusal to permit a tri-partite agreement to source gas from 
third-party suppliers using BGL’s pipeline, and a lack of transparency 
in price determination. The CCI examined the relevant market as the 
“supply of natural gas to consumers with requirements up to 50,000 
SCMD in Hyderabad”. It concluded that BGL was dominant in this 
market due to regulatory exclusivity. Regarding excessive pricing, 
the CCI observed that price comparisons between Hyderabad and 
Bhongir were invalid as market conditions and tax structures differed. 
On the tri-partite agreement issue, the CCI noted that regulatory 
constraints under the PNGRB Act barred BGL from allowing third-
party access to its pipelines. As for transparency in pricing, the CCI 
considered this a contractual matter, as the pricing mechanism was 
outlined in the Gas Sale Agreement, and no violation with regards to 
competition law was established. Consequently, the CCI dismissed 
the case under section 26(2) of the Competition Act, 2002 (“Act”) 
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CCI issues cease and desist order from anti 
competitive practices against Table Tennis 
Federation of India and its affiliate bodies; 
decides against imposing any monetary 
penalties 

T
T Friendly Super League Association 
filed a complaint against the Suburban 
Table Tennis Association (“STTA”), 
Maharashtra State Table Tennis 

Association (“MSTTA”), Table Tennis Federation 
of India (“TTFI”), and Gujarat State Table Tennis 
Association (“GSTTA”) (together “OPs”) under 
sections 3 and 4 of the Act. The allegations 

included restrictions imposed by OPs on players, 
clubs, and academies for participating in non-
affiliated tournaments, and mandatory affiliations 
for organizing tournaments, which were claimed 
to hinder competition. TT Friendly Super League 
Association specifically highlighted a WhatsApp 
advisory issued by STTA and certain restrictive 
clauses in the constitutions of OPs that allegedly 

CCI dismisses complaint against Astrotalk 
Services Private Limited

I
nstaAstro Technology Private Limited(“ITPL”) 
had accused Astrotalk Services Private 
Limited (“ASPL”) of anti-competitive practices 
in violation of sections 3 and 4 of the Act. 

Both parties are app-based platforms offering 
astrology-related services. ITPL alleged that 
ASPL was poaching its consultants by offering 
higher remuneration, inducing them to breach 
contracts, and entering into agreements 
preventing consultants from working with 
competitors. ITPL also claimed that ASPL held 
an 80% market share, based on statements by 
its CEO, and used this dominance to reduce 
competition in the market for online astrology 
services in India. CCI concluded that poaching 
consultants for better remuneration falls under 
contract law and does not constitute an anti-

competitive practice under competition law. 
Further, the CCI identified the relevant market 
as the “provision of astrology-related goods 
and services through online applications in 
India.” However, ITPL failed to provide evidence 
of ASPL’s dominance or its alleged 80% market 
share. Furthermore, the CCI noted the presence 
of multiple competitors in the online astrology 
space, such as Astrosage, Guruji, and others, 
imposed significant competitive constraints on 
ASPL. The CCI concluded that there was no 
evidence of anti-competitive conduct by ASPL. 
The dominance claim was unsupported, and 
poaching consultants was deemed a contractual 
matter rather than a competition law issue. 
Accordingly, the case was dismissed under 
section 26(2) of the Act.
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CCI dismisses complaint which alleged abuse 
of dominant position by Coal India Limited in 
e-auction scheme 

M
r. Bijay Poddar had filed a complaint 
against Coal India Limited (“CIL”), 
alleging that its 2022 e-auction 
scheme violated section 4 of the Act, 

by abusing its dominant position. Bijay Poddar 
claimed the scheme was discriminatory, citing 
terms such as mandatory payment clearance 
before bidding, non-interest-bearing bid security, 
and unilateral forfeiture clauses. CIL, argued 
that these provisions were standard industry 
practices, necessary for operational efficiency, 
and compliant with government policies. It 
further contended that imported coal served as 
a substitute, negating its dominance. The CCI 

analysed three key aspects: the relevant market, 
CIL’s dominance, and allegations of abuse. It 
defined the relevant market as “production 
and sale of non-coking coal to bidders under 
e-auction in India,” rejecting CIL ‘s claim of a 
global market due to the distinct demand and 
logistical constraints in India. While recognizing 
CIL’s dominance with control over 90% of the 
e-auction market, the CCI noted that dominance 
alone is not unlawful. Examining the scheme’s 
provisions, it found the terms commercially 
reasonable and aligned with industry standards. 
The mandatory bid security and its forfeiture 
were seen as necessary to ensure serious 

stifled competition and created barriers for 
players and organizers. The CCI identified two 
relevant markets: (i) the market for organizing 
table tennis leagues/events/tournaments in 
India, and (ii) the market for provision of services 
by players for such tournaments. It determined 
that OPs held a dominant position within these 
markets due to their pyramidal structure of 
governance and exclusive control over table 
tennis activities at national, state, and district 
levels. The CCI concurred with the findings of 
the Director General (DG) that several practices 
and clauses in OPs’ constitutions, including 
restrictions on participation in unauthorized 
tournaments and mandatory affiliations, were 
anti-competitive. However, it found that certain 
regulatory measures aimed at maintaining 
discipline and professionalism in the sport were 
not anti-competitive. It also noted that OPs’ 

dominance in the relevant markets created 
barriers to competition and restricted market 
access for players and organizers. The CCI 
concluded that OPs had violated sections 4(2)(a)
(i), 4(2)(b)(i), and 4(2)(c) of the Act by abusing 
their dominant position. STTA was additionally 
found in violation of sections 3(4)(c) and 3(4)
(d) for imposing exclusivity and restricting 
participation in non-affiliated tournaments. The 
CCI directed OPs to cease and desist from such 
anti-competitive practices and acknowledged 
the corrective measures undertaken by OPs, 
including amendments to their constitutions 
and withdrawal of restrictive communications. 
Considering these actions, the CCI refrained 
from imposing monetary penalties but warned 
that any future violations would be treated as 
aggravated offenses.
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participation and contract performance. 
Additionally, recent amendments reducing bid 
security and introducing penalties for CIL in 
specific scenarios demonstrated responsiveness 
to market concerns. The CCI ruled in favour of CIL, 
concluding that there was no abuse of dominance 
under section 4 of the Act. It found that the 
provisions of the 2022 e-auction scheme were 
fair, proportionate, and justified by operational 

needs. The CCI emphasized that CIL had acted 
within the bounds of competition law, especially 
given its adherence to government directives and 
its efforts to address bidder concerns through 
amendments. The complaint was dismissed, 
reaffirming that market dominance does not 
equate to anti-competitive behaviour absent 
demonstrable harm to competition. 

Consumer issues relating misleading 
advertisement not covered under Act

T
he confidentiality regarding the 
Informant’s identity was granted under 
regulation 36(1) of the CCI (General) 
Regulations, 2024, for three years. The 

Informant filed a complaint under section 19(1)
(a) of the Act, against Woodman Electronics India 
Pvt. Ltd., alleging anti-competitive practices, 
misleading advertising, and unfair trade practices. 
The claims involved failure to disclose the country 
of origin of products, deceptive marketing tactics 
including the tagline “India Ka Apna Brand,” and 
false superiority claims such as being “India’s No.1 
Android Car Stereo.” These practices allegedly 
misled consumers and adversely affected 
competition, especially harming reputable global 
players like Sony and Blaupunkt. In its defence, 
Woodman Electronics maintained its position as 
a minor player in the market, competing against 
established international brands like Panasonic 
and JBL. The Informant sought investigation, 
penalties, public apologies, corrective actions, 
and compensation for damages caused by 

the misleading actions. The CCI evaluated the 
relevant product and geographic markets. The 
alleged abuse pertained to car stereos, part 
of a broader car audio system. Market reports 
highlighted the competitive nature of the Indian 
car stereo market, with both global and local 
players operating. Woodman Electronics, a 
relatively new and small player with a revenue 
of ₹7.5 crores in 2022, was assessed against 
established competitors like Sony and Panasonic. 
The CCI determined that suppressing details on 
country of origin and using misleading advertising 
were consumer issues, not antitrust violations, 
given the competitive market conditions and 
Woodman’s lack of dominance. Consequently, 
the precise delineation of the relevant market 
was deemed unnecessary. The CCI concluded 
that no prima facie case of abuse of dominance 
under section 4 of the Act was established. The 
complaint was dismissed under section 26(2) of 
the Act.
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CCI Raids AB InBev’s Hyderabad Office for 
alleged collusion with retailers

T
he CCI conducted raids on the 
Hyderabad offices of Anheuser-Busch 
InBev and Pernod Ricard, as well as 
certain retailers in Telangana. These 

actions are part of an investigation into alleged 
price collusion between these alcohol producers 

and local retailers. AB InBev has expressed 
its commitment to antitrust compliance and is 
cooperating with the authorities, while Pernod 
Ricard has not commented on the matter. The 
CCI’s investigations remain confidential until 
concluded.

Samsung challenges CCI’s search and seizure 
in antitrust probe

S
amsung has filed a writ against the CCI, 
contesting the legality of a 2022 search 
and seizure operation. During a raid 
on an Amazon reseller’s premises the 

phones and data of three Samsung employees 
present at the scene. Samsung argues that this 
action was unlawful and seeks to prevent the CCI 

from using the seized information in its ongoing 
antitrust investigation involving e-commerce 
platforms and mobile manufacturers. The Punjab 
and Haryana High Court have temporarily stayed 
the probe, pending rulings on appeals filed by 
Samsung and other related parties.

CCI Rejects Apple’s request to put antitrust 
report on hold

C
CI has denied Apple’s request to 
suspend an investigative report that 
found the company in violation of 
competition laws. Apple had raised 

concerns about the disclosure of its trade secrets 
to competitors and sought the withdrawal of the 
report. The CCI had previously recalled reports 
in August for similar reasons but has now asked 

Apple to submit its audited financial statements 
for fiscal years 2021-2024 to determine potential 
penalties. The investigation concluded that 
Apple exploited its dominant position in the iOS 
app store market, a claim that Apple disputes, 
citing its relatively smaller market share in India 
compared to Android devices.
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Combination Orders:
• CCI approved the conversion of the preference shares 

into ordinary shares of Baupost Group, through its 
nominee entity, in McDermott International Ltd., 
increasing its stake to over 25%.

• CCI approved the proposed acquisition by Ramon 
Investments Pte’s, an arm of Temasek Holdings, in Speed 
JVco

• CCI approved the acquisition by Royce Asia Holdings II 
Pte. Ltd. in Rebel Foods 

• CCI approved the acquisition of 33.33% shareholding by 
Zashvin Pty. Ltd. Jellinbah Group Pty. Ltd.

• CCI approved the acquisition of 100% shareholding by 
Jost Werke International Beteiligungsverwaltung GmbH 
in Hyva III B.V., including its Indian subsidiary, Hyva India. 

• CCI approved the acquisition of 100% shareholding 
by Avenue India Emergence Pte. Ltd. and Mavco 
Investments Pvt. Ltd. in MHM Holding GmbH, parent 
company of Hubergroup. 

• CCI approved the acquisition of 33% shareholding by 
UltraTech Cement in India Cements Ltd.

• CCI approved the acquisition by Blackstone’s BREP 
Asia III India Holding Co VIII Bagmane Developers and 
Bagmane Rio Private Limited. 

• CCI approved the acquisition by Jsquare Electrical Steel 
Nashik (a wholly subsidiary of JSWJFE Elctrical Steel) in 
Thyssenkrupp Electrical Steel India. 

• CCI approved the acquisition by VVDN Technologies 
Pvt. Ltd. in India Business Excellence Fund - IV through 
secondary share purchases and convertible debentures. 

• CCI approved the proposed acquisition of 21 SPVs, 
owning renewable power generation plants, and 
the holding companies of certain SPVs by Gentari 
Renewables India Pte. Ltd. 

• CCI approved the proposed combination involving inter-
connected steps resulting in inter alia the acquisition of 
up to 68.9% shareholding by CA Carob Investments in 

Roop Automotives Limited 

• CCI approves the acquisition of certain shareholding of 
Pegatron Technology India Pvt. Ltd. (Pegatron India) by 
Tata Electronics Pvt. Ltd. (TEPL) and the transfer of TEL 
Components Pvt. Ltd.(TEL)’s business undertaking to 
Pegatron India.

• CCI approved the proposed combination envisaging 
acquisition of certain shareholding in Shiprocket Pvt. 
Ltd. by KDT Venture Holdings, LLC (subsidiary of Koch, 
Inc)

• CCI approved the acquisition of certain shareholding of 
Shiprocket Private Ltd by MUFG Bank, Ltd

• CCI approved the acquisition of certain shareholding of 
Fourth Partner Energy Private Limited by International 
Finance Corporation (IFC), Asian Development 
Bank (ADB) and DEG - Deutsche Investitions - und 
Entwicklungsgesellschaft mbH (DEG). 

• CCI approved the acquisition of all outstanding equity 
shares of Kellanova by Mars, Incorporated. 

• CCI approved the proposed combination involving 
proposed subscription to unlisted and unrated optionally 
convertible debentures of GMR Infra Enterprises Pvt. 
Ltd. by Platinum Stone A 2014 Trust (acting through its 
trustee Platinum Rock B 2014 RSC Ltd.)

• CCI approved the acquisition of Covestro AG by Abu 
Dhabi National Oil Company - (a) acquisition of up to 
100% of the share capital of Covestro AG by Abu Dhabi 
National Oil Company PJSC, ADNOC International 
Limited and ADNOC International Germany Holding AG 
by way of an all-cash voluntary public takeover offer to all 
Covestro shareholders and (b) upon closing of the public 
takeover, ADNOC Germany will additionally subscribe 
to 18,900,000 new shares in Covestro, corresponding 
to 10% of Covestro’s current share capital, by means 
of a capital increase against cash consideration with 
exclusion of subscription rights of any remaining minority 
shareholders of Covestro.

mailto:lakshmi.kanchaan@pafi.in
www.pafi.in

