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Summary: In decision 20-D-02 from January 23, 2020, the French Competition Authority (FCA) dismisses
the referral on the merits of the case by the Association des Opérateurs Télécoms Alternatifs (AOTA) for lack of
evidence and, therefore, the request for protective measures ancillary to the referral. The AOTA requested the
condemnation of Orange for having abused its dominant position by refusing its members the implementation of an
activated access to its fiber optic network (Fiber to the Home or "FttH" network) at the national level.
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