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The Anti-monopoly Law Regulation on Maintenance of Resale Prices

Zeng Jing
(School of Economic Law, East China University of Political Science and Law, Shanghai 201620, China)

Abstract; The examination of the maintenance of resale prices on the anti-monopoly law
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should apply the rule of reason, rather than the per se rule at present. This is mainly divided into
two steps: the first step is to examine the negative effect of the maintenance of resale prices, and
if it has not such effect, it should presume that the maintenance of resale prices would not be pro-
hibited directly; the second step is to examine whether it will bring efficiency if the maintenance
of resale prices has such effect, and if this efficiency could compensate for the negative effect of
the maintenance of resale prices, it also would not be prohibited; on the contrary, it would be
prohibited. The National Development and Reform Commission and Shanghai High People’ s
Court have processed three cases about the maintenance of resale prices in 2013, but they do not
grasp this approach completely and accurately. It does not benefit the practice of anti-monopoly
law in China. Based on the practical needs of anti-monopoly’s enforcement, henceforth China
should combine mature foreign experience with domestic actual situation and find out a workable
regulatory method as soon as possible.
Key words : maintenance of resale prices; producers’price cartel; retailers’price cartel; domi-
nant retailers’ blocking measure
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Challenges and Reconstruction of Competition
Policy in Taxi Market Resulting from APP

Li Junfeng

(School of Law, Shanghai University, Shanghai 200444, China)

Abstract; The majority of regulatory authorities in the world prohibit free access to taxi mar-
ket and free bargaining for taxi fares between drivers and passengers. This kind of policy restric-
ting competition results from the game between interests groups, but also matches with signifi-
cant information asymmetry in taxi market. APP remodels information transmission and trade
competition mechanisms in taxi market, overturns the legitimacy foundation of restricting compe-
tition policy, and makes taxi market policy pattern with global convergence fall apart. A triangle
analytical framework, so called group games-institutional environment-economic thoughts, as the
important means for studying the transition of competition policy, can be used to reveal the gen-
eral reasons for the transition of market regulation policy between competition openness and com-
petition ban, and indicates that taxi markets in different law domains will achieve competition lib-
eralization asynchronously and converge constantly to regulation policy encouraging competition.

Key words: taxi; APP; competition policy;transition;information asymmetry
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