
— Third, the General Court should recognise the need for the Commission to ensure the proportionality of 
commitments vis-à-vis interested third parties.

4. Fourth plea in law, alleging that the Commission misused its powers, since the commitments which it made compulsory 
interfere in the ongoing legislative process before the European Parliament, which expressed reservation and concern at 
the abolition of the territoriality of licences in the audiovisual sector and its impact on the financing of cinema, 
concentration in the sector and cultural diversity. The Commission did not take the above into account, pre-empting by 
negotiating with a single non-European undertaking, namely Paramount, the outcome of important legislative debates. 
This plea in law is divided into two parts.

— First part, according to which the contested decision fulfils an aim which falls within the competences and objectives 
of the legislature and not of the Commission which took the place of the EU legislature.

— Second part, according to which the set of indicia noted by GROUPE CANAL + constitutes sufficient prima facie 
evidence to give rise to a serious doubt concerning the Commission’s responsibility in the contested decision.
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— Infringement of Article 7(1)(c) and (b) of Regulation No 207/2009.
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