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P er M.L. Tayal, Member (Supplementary)
1. The present information has been filed under Section 19 (1)(a) of the Competition Act, 2002
(the Act) on 08.09.2011 by Shri Anil Kumar Verma (informant) against State of Andhra
Pradesh, through the Principal Secretary, Home (General- A) Department, Andhra Pradesh

Secretariat, Hyderabad (Opposite Party) alleging that the conduct of the Opposite Party is in
violation ot the Act.

2. The Commission has passed an order under section 26(2) of the Act in respect of the above
information and | am in overall agreement with the reasoning given and conclusions drawn
therein that there does not exist a prima facie case for making a reference to the Director
General for conducting investigation into the matter and accordingly, the proceedings relating
to this matter are closed forthwith under section 26(2) of the Act.

3. However, with regard to the observations of the Commission holding Home Department of

the State of Andhra Pradesh and its Principal Secretary as ‘enterprises’, | hold a different

opinion. | am of the considered view that in the instant matter the do not fall within the

4. On the issue of interpretation of the term ‘enterprise’, witfi

the Act, | have given my considered views in my orders in cay
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