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® “Government business should not enjoy and net competitive advantage simply as a result of their public sector ownership. ”See
Council of Australian Governments. Competition Principles Agreement 1995 Clause 3 Subclause (1) .

©@  See Deborah Healey Competitive Neutrality and Iis Application in Selected Developing Couniries at 1445 ( UNCTAD Research
Partnership Platform Publication Series 2014) .

10 See White & Case LLP. EU Outlines Preliminary Goals in Connection to First TTIP Round at https: //www. lexology. com/
library / detail. aspx? g=105edc5d-d900-40ee-8a7{-67c44a93{516( Last visited on September 1 2019 ) .
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@3 See Australian Federal Government Commonwealth Competitive Neutrality Policy Statement 1996 6 16-9.

@ See OECD Competitive Neutrality: Maintaining a Level Playing Field between Public and Private Business at http: //www.
oecd. org/corporate / competitiveneutralitymaintainingalevelplayingfieldbetweenpublicandprivatebusiness. htm ( Last visited on
September 1 2019 ) .

@  See Trans—Pacific Partnership art. 17.
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@ Michal S. Gal & Inbal Faibish Six Principles for Limiting Government~acilitated Restraints on Competition 44( 1) Common
Market Law Review 69(2007) .
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Abstract: The equality of market subject rules means that in the course of the operation
of the market economy the legal status of any type of market entity is equal the competition
opportunities are equal and the rights and obligations are equal. The state’s economic
intervention must not violate and undermine fair competition in the market and do not give
any type of market entity an unfair competitive advantage or disadvantage. The current
equality of market subject rules regards state-owned enterprises as the main regulatory object
ignores and weakens the possible unfair competition of other types of enterprises. The
connotation of the equality of market subject rules should be reshaped to the overall situation
between the different forms of control capital sources spatial locations and industrial
organizations in competition and not limited to state-owned enterprises which makes the
concept of equality of market subject rules change from narrow to broad. Under the guidance
of the new equality of market subject rules the Chinese economy’s legal system should be
reconstructed based on five stones including equality in the operation of state-owned
enterprises tax equality financing equality regulation equality and equality in foreign

Investment.
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