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SUMMARY OF THE DECISION

The case concerned the complaint of Healthcare Education Center Ltd (hereinafter the "Healthcare”) that was submitted to the Commission for the Protection of Competition (hereinafter the "Commission”) against the Human Resource Development Authority of Cyprus (hereinafter the “ANAD”).

The subject of the complaint was the alleged dominant position of ANAD within the market of Education/Training as well as the alleged abuse of its dominant position though discriminatory practices against Healthcare, in violation of Article 6(1)(c) of the Protection of Competition Law 13 (I)/2008 (hereinafter the “Law”).
On the basis of the evidence gathered during the investigation, the Commission concluded as follows:
The Commission examined (a) the market of Education/Training and (b) the market of the approval of educational and training programmes and/or the provision of subsidies/sponsorships. The Commission decided that ANAD is an undertaking for the purposes of the Law only regarding the market of Education/Training, because in the market of the approval of educational and training programmes and/or the provision of subsidies/sponsorships, ANAD clearly exercises privileges of public powers.

The Commission noted that although the complainant at first refers to the existence of dominant position within the first of the above markets, the evidence provided actually focuses on the existence of dominant position and the existence of the abuse of dominant position in the second “market”, within which ANAD does not amount to an undertaking for the purposes of the Law. 

On the basis of the above assumption, the Commission decided that there is no reason to examine the complaint any further and as such to reject it.    

Loukia Christodoulou

Chairperson 

Commission for the Protection of Competition
