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Research on the Settlement Procedure in EU Cartel Cases
Bi Jinping

Abstract: Due to the successful implementation of the leniency system of the antitrust law in
EU, the cartel cases have witnessed a spurt of growth. To counter this situation, the EU intro-
duced the settlement procedure. After two years, the system has become increasingly effective
and has achieved good results. The EU cartel settlement procedure mainly includes assessing for
the implementation, discussing about the settlement, introducing a settlement submission, issu-
ing a Statement of Objections and making a penalty decision. To promote the effective implemen-
tation of the settlement procedure and to avoid negative effects on other systems, the EU paid at-
tention to the relationship between the settlement procedure and the leniency system and the pri-
vate damages. To save the resources of law enforcement, it is very necessary for our country to in-
troduce the the settlement procedure. In particular, the settlement procedure in China should be a
replacement program for ordinary programs to pursue efficienc. who agree to reconcile can obtain
a10% or 15% fixed proportion of fines. This system can be applied to the mixed cartel case. The
offenders in the settlement procedure can be added to the treatment of the leniency. In addition,
The offenders in the settlement procedure must settle to produce formal written settlement sub-
missions in which the party will need to acknowledge its liability for the alleged facts and in the
antitrust law. The rules for the confidentiality of the submission of the settlement material should
be established.

Keywords: Cartel; The Settlement Procedure ; The Leniency System; The Private Damages
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