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Channel management and anti-monopoly compliance:

Global perspective of fashion industry
DAI Jianmin
(Beijing Dacheng Law Offices, LLP (Shanghai), Shanghai 200120, China)

Abstract: The risk of vertical restrictions under the Anti-monopoly Law always exists in channel management.
The fashion industry requires more comprehensive anti—monopoly compliance strategy as an industry that values
channels. This article analyzes regulations of China and EU on the resale price maintenance as a vertical price
restriction as well as the geographic or customer restriction as well as selective distribution systems as vertical non
— price restrictions which are common practices in the fashion industry’s channel management, in the hope of
providing the reference for fashion enterprises to construct anti-monopoly compliance. Resale price restriction is
almost illegal per se in the eyes of law enforcement agencies in China and EU, while different analytical
frameworks have been developed in the civil litigation system in China, which results in a dichotomy of resale price
restriction in China. Geographical restrictions have always been the focus of law enforcement in EU to promote
market integration, but there is no such case in China. Selective distribution system is still a blank in China, while
there has been a mature analytical framework in the EU so that the Coty case has also been developed recently to
analyze online channel restrictions especially.
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