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Indian Competition Law Roundup: July 2020
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1

Statement of the BRICS Competition Authorities on COVID-19 (available at https://www.cci.gov.in/sites/default/
files/event%20document/brics.pdf).

2

Ministry of Corporate Affairs Notification S.O. 2226(E) (6 July 2020).
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3

Chief Material Manager, South Eastern Railway v Hindustan Composites Limited and Others, etc., CCI, Reference
Case No. 03 of 2016, etc. (10 July 2020).

4

As reported in our June 2020 Roundup, participants in a ball-bearing cartel were not subject to penalties given
the, “peculiar facts and circumstances” of that case.

5

Prashant Properties Private Limited v SPS Steels Rolling Mills Limited and Others, CCI, Case No 17 of 2020 (8 July
2020).
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6

Sandeep Mishra v National Highways Authority of India, CCI, Case No. 13 of 2020 (8 July 2020).

7

Ministry of Finance Notification S.0. 2528(E) (30 July 2020)
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