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> ] (Vertical Restraints G'u‘id’elines) DAFRIZEMINLD T2, 2351
7T, BB Uk SCM D¥IES—HE 2o T, [HMALKLER FIA MR
LA L, [ ] BEFEFIR 72 FEHICBTED 2§ % 56
DB EES S L o7z (Hart [2001], p.8)o

V. £ & ®

Standard Oil © White BREHENFK F 7 A FMEOBRIC [4EOEL]
B L CURE, FeEETE, -*%EE@ TAIZDOWTIERE, ZoORAICHE-
7205, AFEOEBEEOHMIZBNTE %Tﬁl_xﬂ% EPEHESEE, F
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fid7z, €512, IBM D 1EZZE2E0HF [ E0EERY (Fixed
Term Plan: FTP) 28 TH 5 & FR & N2 dS, Transamerica O
Schnacke #)3(3 IBM 7% United Shoe & 1387 1) B0k % B L’“Ch\f:
&, FOEEHBSMHETIZE N E, FLT IO L FTP [ ] A998 X
n3%518, 202 Lid ([PCM OBROKEY 1 EOHHMTEE SN
2lbH),) BREOEHOREERFGTISECIBM OB T 24 L
LT BELS | Z e 2BAICEE RIT-D,

DWTOEMPREIIC] B2 AFNRTELS R, 2F ) [FO8AITA /
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S [0S 55060 (authority) 2P Twiv] (JLO),

21)  Telex Corp. v. IBM Corp.(10th Cir. 1975) CiZEERBABM 0 ¥a—%
EEHRH L S DICRE SN PELDEF N E &N, HHFT (per curiam) (3 FE
W (A2 RTEE] ORE, > TCORIBESE TS LHITL,
Telex ® IBM 7% [IBM CPU 12#f S5 75 VM 4 B kRO BE - FE -
5% - BECMEIL (L2)] E0FR 2RI 20 Transamerica TIRTHEEY =70
WEFBESEm L SN, [Transamerica HAH I VY ¥ a—% - Y AFLAHHEHER
BEEWETH L2012 (installed base] FRIEYITHH & FE (L,) IBM ik
installed base FHT LV BEDOTHH LA 2 KB 2 & faw (L7z)] 2
Schnacke ¥|F3HEDEICES, (LY 7 w27 - T v ¥4 ¥ (software lock-
in) FLEMOBERIFEECTEEEEI RWE ) HBT L% 51E, installed base
BFRET A0S M VIFRORINERENIIZEEOBM T — S Tk s h b
7259 | LoBERLE, £, —EOFFRTIE IBM O 1 H 0GR e e
# (predatory) TH o 7B IIPNOFEE S, BHFIRALEEEOR
IR L B DD (Transamerica DWFT AR L 72 Areeda=Turner Z#E#
ZREHFT (9th Cir. 1983) 1 limit pricing ~DR &S RiT72), HEFRERHPTH
2 L7z Telex Corp. v. IBM Corp. (N.D.OKL. 1973) LIFL, AND #OEER B L7,
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FOGHFICELZFMPHHOSCTCOBH LOREEMED [/ N—T 3
Vmﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁwmﬂ%%%%9ﬁ55jtbK[T%h]%i%?é
ESIROER P ELTLTAENERLEE2ED ] & L, Berkey ® [#F1IZHE
LT ANLZHEL TR 7+ — <y NEHIERLMA L 2T
12 &) Kodak 177 A 7T COMGZEN ¢ EEICHO ] LDERE
[Kodak 2577 + —< v b &WHIZEA LALFIZFEHD (BEFD) AT
WCHEAE L7274 VAL EE L2708 A THBTOMELE T EET
EJK%%&m&ﬁﬁtoBM@M%:VE;—&&f??R@%&%ﬂ
HeEE Bk %Y (plug compatible manufacture: PCM) % B4 & 4 % —3
O IBM HFHRTEY, RHUFE [Fay sy b 4 0 N=va v ElEEIET
L] BECRMNIRAMNERENERET L LHIEBERKSNZDDTH
(93] (ILC Peripherals Leasing Corp. v. IBM Corp. (N.D.Cal. 1978)), *h
O 2 BFEERENS A ERT 5% 5 EHEEFEORFURL L b HNAET
5%k L7z bT, IBM OHHMEE, H7—7 71 A7 %E, ZLTE
NoDOEOTA > 5 —7 =4 X (interface) P —fEIEN B TH - 72 &
e L7z (72751, Transamerica Compitter Co. v. IBM Corp.(N.D.Cal
1979) @ Schnacke $J%i% IBM %% CPU T 5 System/370 Model 115 -
125 DS ETF 0 & B L 7Dl PCM OIRERE 0 FEDHES & YRS 5
72 THY, [d L IBMAYRE N EHF > Twiz7% 5 [ ] Sherman 5 2 &
ZERLTHAH ] LHET L)Y, £/, FEFEET 2 im0 n
Ha B LD EN % R REEIR (essential facility) & RfiglL, [(#)

18) BEEIZIZBIELS, 201 EN D L ODMIZ, California Computer Products 7% &
PEINL, 72771, Transamerica (X 1EFEIZIE PCM Tlid7% £, [PCM ® 2 %L,
Marshall Industries & Telex [ ] #5EBHOTF—7 - 74 A7 (EE)] 2BA
LTz,

19) ILC Tid [THERRHA S IHEE SRS 2 DOBREOF RICHE T 2 B
VR LBE, BEFZEREEE [FadF s b 1 I RX—=2 a3 YOIEHEMIC
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e wvbhT (BY])]) (p.84), F/-FOEDE W 21219604812 [

R, BNEFEESP OSBRI ER LV ORBEZIT 2

EZ, BHN (FFEHEMRE) CERFETAEBIT LD L EZ
SR (BIES7)] (0.85)0

0. 19704 fR—19904E (48

TOERBEEN SR F T A MEBRTH 5 & LB SN AT AETED
A/ NR=a YRRV OEE 2SR e %Y, F/24/RXR=2avD
R % B P I M AT R A AR L HIIT S B BHIDBI Lign 7219, Zhic
ERELZODEEDV DB, B LIINEICLD VAT LORFTEHEICHE
$°% o Berkey Photo, Inc. v. Eastman Kodak Co. (2nd Cir. 1979) Ti¥Hh x5
FEFEE D Berkey (& Kodak 27 A S L 71+ VAT TOME N %
[Sherman %488 2 LI ER L CIEICEE L, ML, #LCiHMEL] &
F2, FICKodak A7 A VADHFH T+ —< v M EEATBIIELTH
F%ﬁﬁ‘l%%ﬁﬁ&ﬁj (“predisclosure”) %479 FE% M8 & L7, Kaufman &
FHF TGS [RFELBEBFEIERDOS I R— a3 VEELZT T AN
WVIZIELTHBE, EOSICHEMPBASNLRBIESHEDOETITHZ S

16) CHICEELT, HEHBEEIS [ RICINSOEFICBETHEZIZFN
PRENCESTAERL Y V7 M- y—E2fLLTBY, 2214 /"= a ¥
DRETEHMOEELHNEBER L TAHENH LD T VY] LOTERPE
oMz, BIREVWITERTIIH 205, Bk ¥ 2 BHETHATHRBOBImIE A,
CITRHINER T A MREENO 1 DOHKZ LA BICED 5,

17) W OMICHEY — A%, & 51 Kodak 3RS, #5 — HikE e
L C\W/z7%, Berkey N 512DWT % Sherman 455 2 @R 2 FEL 7z, &
512, Berkey i3 Kodak & Sylvania, General Electric 72 &7 5 v ¥ 2 #lys%E 0
(SRR TE 746 77y 22 OFGI2HRLA-EERLZZ, ZHIZHLT,
Kaufman EFEHE [Z2NEOWHE Y c THERE WSS, BL4GZEFRBPR 07
FLNEMEERTAVZTORBENURERLZFHEOLEL L] LR~ ET,
[ (General Electric) 2SR 2B % LIZ 2 4R, 727° Kodak OFEREIZED £ 5
FELWA / RX=Ya Y ETHICHES VTV EOREDFTRL L,
Kodak ? 434474 % Sherman 355 1 5@ & Hk L 72,
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FILLVEFEOD AEMEOFHTHEIEL, 2L TRTFEDOLZVWT I R
5 OffiAE & MR LTk 72 ] [Hartford &R Ea%E (1] FE0HE
2EOH LW HEITEEN 2 FEFFRERR T, »oEFPHIBEZ LICEE
fEEIERFET S LI EKR (L) US. v National Lead Co. (1947)

@ Burton FIFIUFHEMIT [FIFEHERAE L L COERRFRE (royalty-free
license) F 7z IXHFRFHEATREICHT S 5 R EAIZEIEA4 (perpetual injunction)
PEEMEE LTEHEINLENE) DOMABEILE (L] bl
FNoDE#EY (constitutionality) 1ZB8:# LT [& ORISR E ZN
LOBWEIRSLT, FF2RS0HBIRLT, HEICKREYOIZFET
FH 2 LixE ) LM% XH T 250 2l a2 iy v — RA R
(inequitable) (2B bN 5] X, T4 EFEAROAHEME B LT
RS (1945~ 1UTE) TREN: [HAREIHNT:H505E
HCTFENTHRICED W, BEEREPY #E, #H, £/38%T5
ZEDELHHEIE LD, T X BRHFASEOBRLBEHALAFEIL
7B e B R E TR Bl E O — B E (general damage) % MEY 51
Fx5ionsdbned 5] LOAHNIFFEFAEERE (FFEFiEE284
%) %M Lize TS LT, US. v General Electric Co.(D.N.J. 1953)
? Forman H|ZF I3 FFFFHEMEH e L COEIE LB ETORBERIE

HRTFEACEEEORICAXT, 2wz [[(HIE] &I
(confiscatory) T® 5 & LTI TRETRWVWERDNLDIL (RE] »°
WHEENBEIHAPZEITHVOLERLTHAB] LI L7 72720, [
HEBFEEFEEET A DITKY GCJZ;E LB OEH 729012 (Areeda and
Kaplow [1997], p.164), FHIFrH I E 2 BOFHEEIZHRA L DI General
Electric 72 CEPIZEE T, ©LAZFNIIEZE L HITHREOMMBREMEIZES
N%, HIZIE, 19565FDFIEE & AT&T, IBM D O REFHRTIE9, 000
DEo¥sr%, TOREVEETERFHET AL IERLTVE, &,

L [2000] 12 X UF1940, 50 [BUFRAL L AR E D B &, 125
BIZBWT, BRI 5 LETHICE L RIFFF0SRHI EMFFHE O R & %o
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Motion Picture Patents Co. v. Universal Film Mfg. (1917) @ Clarke HZE 1345
RRED S [HFRFEE DI SN -@mRic L Y 2R % 20
CLETEH LD, FFrIR LAEHO TR WHMICHIRT S 2
L CHEEMICZ DRFFIE OB R HAT 5 DR AETRE V] L ORK
2 1R7203, International Salt ® Jackson FIFE(I 1L ) FFFOERIS [HiFD
HHEMOEE, BEEZIEEH] ICHBREShs & LT, [H5EEW
LB POHREFELYRT S RESHLEHE] BURAFEETH (D],
Sherman ¥£58 1 55 & Clayton 5 3 LIENT A MR L, T2, BO
Loew’s ® Goldberg FIZHILFATE Z BEE L T L0110 [WHEOEFEIX
HEEDELWRIEH T BN S 2B AT SN D] LHRL
723, THEE) L-BREEREY 1 oOHBEE RMTIEFERLEI Y,

(3) W hT R MEEOREBBE —Iras =T —

EARDUW S FFRFEMFTHEVHEF 2 HRET 5 FERE LTRIASNAEEIC
&, JFEFEICHIRSER S NG, £NTlE, TOREBRINMAL22bDE LA
% 55, Hartford Empire Co. v. U.S. (1945) @ Roberts |53 [45250 0 &
THY, MALBIEOWG OB L TRESNSZLBESESELT
(B0 (BREREEBIEIC [MADELRHELR LICKRERELZ AL
HAoOz0INHASND Z Lidhv] LOBRENSH S), ) HHFTIL-Sherman
EEN I T LR TRFORINE 22 dE itz TR, (F72,]) 1908
LI, BHPHCER R T TR E 5 2 2 720 R Y E LTS
TRESNZ (A5) BREZ) LETEFRALTOAW] L, [
NLTH I ARERZE ) B UG - EWFFE L, BIRIIKS Sn7:H
15) BEICIHEOEM GEFHIR) CBRERIHFRICHEEL T2, #li,

General Electric DForman ¥|ZIHEHE % Sherman i£55 1 5, 5 2 50BN O

EILHEDPE, MES 1 FERDANIRE SN, L CTHEEERELZLTO

EIFHAP TR &N Do 72 US. v Imperial Chemical Industries(S.D.N.Y, 1952)
EXFHEE TS, )
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EEEE 2T 15

%%®ﬁ%®ﬂm ZBWTR N7 A MEEHLLESL, ZOFRITETIR
U.S. v. General Electric Co.(1926) T & L7z, Taft HIEHFIL [FifES
2] BEORFEFFHETLEAI, f%ﬁ)ﬁJiJum#ﬁ’%nﬁ%%@ﬂcﬁL
x5 EERAIEN TR 5 720 E%#Oﬁﬁﬁbﬁﬁéﬂ%&%
%%ﬁ%.[%ﬁﬁ&&ﬁ%%ﬂﬁTé“kfﬁm%ﬂﬁLTEWM&ﬁﬂ
R L, General Electric ® Westinghouse (233§ % HUFEAHAE & R L 72 455F
AL LR, LiL, BoOSBROBIIZETE 2 homEo
R 2 HIR LT 5%, multiple patent 7213 crossdicense (22T
13, Standard Oil Co. (Indiana) v. U.S, (1931) @ Brandeis ¥|%3 [ (554

5EENEEF) OBV EHBHFIZL D TN ORFFFOF KEH
k@m):%éﬂéﬁﬁ VZI0 C7ZARRFIEE R O ECIE, BUERDY (FFeF
RE) MROBHICL VHESh B0, LELELETHE] &
RROBL—FT, [MELERT S, iErRET 5, TLRZOMOARE
B (AG) HIRZBRT2OICFASNS54E1C (13 Sherman] &R
A ¥R L, US. v Line Material Co. (1948) @ Reed |2 (X General
Electric £ D1HE%L [BEWT, HEBELZVWEFZE 22U L0 (|
IR ERBFLENR LIS ijﬂéﬁm LEB2WHREFORL D) FFFTiES
CBENL RS &L, MEERET i, HE—OFEFHEB VIO
BN LTl ERET 25540, ﬁ}a%i)’ﬁ% CHEENE] Z &K
Hize SHIZ, WEEDLEHEICOWTIE, Clayton 45 3 512 [HiFEr

12) Bement & Sons v, National Harrow Co. (1902) @ Peckham 2513 [Fl 4% O HI
BRL TS, #icfilius Motion Picture Patents 757585 L 7= Clayton H:H5E L
BIOHHREER L9, Tat BEFEHEICIE [FEE, BashTwaeHL
BT (7)) '

13) Z oz, FEFCEEL T M7 A ME, MEE % 59752 patent pool 753
0, felcinb Hartford Empive (I NS T2, 72, BEFOFEREIRICD
wfci, Areeda and Kaplow [1997] 1% [2 9 L7z#IBRIEA TRz 0s, IR
T REL TR W] (p. 435) LT w b,

14) mmmeair%ﬁf\w% 3] LEIERCTH S (INHEE—EE [1999]
1) —&—XHEFNFEH] 28R, MR,
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KE A /=2 a2 8H K92 N EORR & ki
FED Continental @ Hazel-Atlas Fif9 2> HMAEE~DRELE 725 9 | (Posner
and Easterbrook [1981], p.501) & QKDL KIZHE ENEB L, B, FH
CHEAEIZI968EIC [T EICEDC (A) Z0o—H R FEHE - mo8
L7000 [A8E5 4 54 ] (Horizontal Merger Guidelines) %733 L

HiZ [ 2B TOMUBCEDITEPLZNHEOEEICL VLRSI NAME
MiCdh 5] 5L SRBH, TRIXEL  SHOEEREETOERKT
& - 72 Harvard %k “SCP paradigm” 12472 & 72 1Y

IS, Clayton ¥4 3 44t (W68, b, 8T OMOWR] (“goods,
wares, merchandise, machinery supplies, or other commodities”) % %% &
TED, Ymb—YADFEELEHE (cf US. v. Jerrold Electronics
- Corp. (ED. Pa. 1960)) F7zix [d3 ((cf. Northern Pacific)), #HFILE A
~—2 [(cf. Times-Picayune)), TE7 LY [ ] (k) B ((cf US. u
Loew’s Inc.(1962) )] DOHEFEIIxT L T2F 554] (Kintner [1964], FFER,
p.78) IZIEFETIE7% {, Sherman % 1 LB EHEIN L Z &k o72,

(2) 5% & ORI

PEFE (Patent Act) 1ZAJREEES 1 475 8 5% 8 T THE 5 N7-EH
ERD [L1EE L BPEIC—CHH, ZhPNOZEY L ERIHT 28
B MERI & TS 5 & 12 & O RIS L AR R EM OES £ RET 5 | MR
WEDEHIES N, BremodRE - BR (F) 12 174 [((199%4%F 1 A
O A LRSI B E 4> 52048) ) DHAM, FNF s, M 3ET A8

MEHERI] D% IS5 5. 2100 %, BFEIEME 72 12 I5H

11) 7272L, Tampa Electric Co. v. Nashville Coal Co.(1961) @ Clark 55135885
5 WERRYTT S & T AESHIFT 29852 L 7> Florida B Tid7% <, Tampa Electric ®
[ RS L1% 57000 IR AEREE A Appalachia JREATIRE L TV 5] LD FIE
IRV &L DR HEE L, F*t L Nashville Coal DEBHAIZZY (FOBBEILF
NOEEEZOTH TR EINSBEEED 1 BARHETH o72) % Clayton #4 3 4
B E LR B3 L 72,
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| i 2% 1% |

E (1B TORBFUHRIEGHEEEERLT 0I5 TH (b,)
HHMHTORFEFNRNRIEIRZL2THTOBRFIRENIRICI VEDLR
#7%] (Areeda and Kaplow [1997], p.802) & ORI % SNrz, US.
v. Philadelphia National Bank (1963) Tl Philadelphia 5B CTOHELE
2 i & 5 3 A DOTE%4R4T, Philadelphia National Bank & Girard O-4BFE1E
12% LT Brennan #]5F3 [ RODME Y F L KROADHEEVFFATIGOKE
LEIE I LN TIT ) L RBENLTL] 2L zROBDH, /ANOD
1) F - FHEEE LR LB AT % Philadelphia #FTHE & 25
L, 22 TREHROIBPITICERE, HEH, EROMBHEOTILTN
DHIBBEHET BRARFLRLIEDPLETRICEY) INZEIE L2, K
312, U.S. v. Continental Can Co.(1964)  White HIHIILL EBERE T
FARGE 1 OOMHEREL, EBEFHEES 2 LD Continental Can |2
LB H T ABEeELES 3 i1 Hazel-Atlas Grass D BN % & E &k L7z,
COBEMAT L DBEIREVORA S R— 3 T B EHT L RS
HFORBROMETH ), WER [GHOBHESALTH Y,
Continental 13 % DZ 2GS BT OB OSERNHES ZIFFITED Tz
RED [FEMEFESFOHEICRL LT, (L) 251/ R—FyThHLZ
LERIEDEITHLILOEREHS P ICAAETH L], DL
(Continental] 7377 A8 % TR AL N2 W T AFTHZ LT T2k 5
\¥, Hazel-Atlas # BT 251RI3H 2L LTHENTH 727559 |, #8E
iZ [Continental FFEAN D 1 F M2 H 5D TMARBICOWTEHRIZEE
DH T AR T HEREFET S LI LLEEL, s CMiEsrIs4
KOBA I ARIBREEERBRTHEIHEZLTTVLEETIDILITEAL
B2 232w CoRB2zRLZ, L2 L, BEBICH LTI,
Continental 7AEER#F & V7 ABEHOMEMRE TR, TR ELORHHR
DT, [H L Continental [ | 2347 ABBEETA / R—-Tarr
MBELZ2VROE, MEREFTITLHIELERD, TOHEICIHE
Continental DA / N— 3 a ¥ ZflIL T 5 A DME—DIERII T 7 AK44E
205 (205) — 36 —




KHE A/ R=2a v &28BRF7 A MEDRR L Bk

R AR EE S A BE S ICRE SNz, PTG ICET 2B
Ay (requirement contract) \Z2WTid, [BAZIIIMEZHEL,
ROBEPOREL, BMOEALEBICLA-RIFELYTRICL, T8
PEET AEROLERLRETARBLERERET S [ ) BEEs
CIEBGEBERE O %2 ) OBl E TEEIC L, MREEICH T AR#EY5 2,
ﬁ%@?ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁ?él@mMMHMMm)&Ewﬂﬁéﬁﬁb,ﬁ%
bRk & TBOPBRIEI L0 b, B8 () ZEMRICOWT &
D EVEEMAER LT (7)) (Kintmer [1964], 53R, p. 87)0 47 &1
wf@”,&mmSMﬂhuLm&w&)®“@mnﬁ%%$@r%%ﬁﬁ"
EDOEHPHEL P OHANLVESF IO T AR Z#R L Cwicl, [
EEABROBSFE TR CPFOREIIHT ABLEETT L) L LA
D550, HEERSEE% Ch % Brown Shoe 12 & 2 F#7D G.RKinney D E
Wi TEAREONRIEISEFRES 2R L, YHEEORELMN S0
BABEHATS LT, BETAMIOIEEDZNL ) EEETE
NHEDOT7S Y Fnzlee L5 ] 72912, 72 FTC v Procter & Gamble
Co.(1967) # Douglas I FHIREM MBEHE, Procter & Gamble 125 %
FERWELFREEE, Clorox Chemical DE I [EHK D — 7
T4 YIRS EEEELRSFFRINAETH (1,) Procter i [H5
WEET ) FOMEMT % Clorox DIEEEFITH X IFELES] 72
DB DEE % AR B L L7

KIZ, BEOETNBEE T -1 3ME OBBATIEY 2 2B 2 B3 4T
& TEBOMNPORE], 8741 TEOMIDO BRI BT 2 B b
L< BRI EEE RIZTRBOMNDONE] LHE L0, Bl

9) 1950 DIETELVATITIEE 7 RILEER L TAMAOEE BTG s
EEWBETLOEOM] OBFLBBTHLOLHEELI/20, KTHEHEDH
i A=Y (N |

10) 727U, Warren BREHIEIZ4TT (R4 BEFTEET, ANRET, BETH
HENBEEORELBL(HSFCRET L LORGOFLLRREELEHEL
Wl LR Twn5, ' '
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BiEESE 275 1%
b. Clayton %

Clayton #2553 55, # 74« (1950412 Celler-Kefauver #:12 X Y 21E) T
ZETIE (R 0EER (substantial) ZEHK] ORSHEL Shiz, 8
3% 0¥ xS beiE (tying arrangement or tiedn) 122w T,
International Salt Co. v. U.S. (1947) @ Jackson |53 [ d LD
ErmED (F) EE XD RNIECRET 5% 61F, ((GEEZEKICE
By 5) HWo) BEEEIAHETH THERICEBATE S| L ONHEAR
(854 2004 B EMEIRI R & ke v |, £ 72 Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v.
U.S. (1953) @ Clark HIFZZIITEFEN [[fax&bE 5| (“tying”) B
OHETHERNMITZETNS, T [HBEEbINS] (“ied”) HEE
DEBDOEEN%E (volume) D HIRSNL5EZ], Northern Pacific O
Black ¥ %id [5 4bE5ERITOVTHESDSRAREOTHH THE
BRI B 2T OREN R L, $LNEEEO [EENTR
<iE v ] (“not insubstantial”) BB IN LG EIZIILT| TN HE
ENBLHR L Thwz, EEEZHMNT2FEA T 23EEIZONT
¥, MMazabetmE (12) BEHFOMGILAOEICIZL A LEDZ ]
(Standard Oil Co. of California (Standard Stations) v. U.S. (1949)) & ¥
kraSd o 72b DO, EFELOM L FEHFT TR O E N 7 EeEE L 7-&H]
[y skiEE 0 EH] (modified per se rule) %iRF L7z 72, Wi LAEEE
Shaholicek, BEOREOGEESFRINLY, 22721,
Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. U.S. Steel Corp.(1969) O Black F|FhFa & &b
CHENFEL*TH Y = 7T Tid L &ETHEL, FM190,000 FVES T
DFVUNTEEORFIELZEEH TR T WEHET L2 X 912, 19604

7) BWEY [FEIFKEFEF (FLEEEE) LLIRTFOHRFZOMHEAT S
CEEREZLEOERNLHREZER (€7, ) EFVoEELFHTLIZ L2
BT ABEEN LR FHOVECEH SN S, (Areeda and Kaplow [1997], p.
696) LIEFEN TV, '

8) BEOREDGEMT IZEL{LEERL L TORLEUIRD LNAEFIZRIC
B Jerrold 733 %
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KHE A /A= a Y ERBR b TR MEORE Lkt
HHHES) (market power) DERF [10EOEEMM, [(LFieh 5
KERETHEALZTNER S 2WwE T 5)] full capacity £, EiFE
(return charge), # L THM OB S L - A0RED—§E| 2542
B ERENRPMRLVCEMORM 2 Sk, - [ZoBOETIE, B,
BIRDT), BROBEANZ L LRI RAERETOND L) BITATIE RV
EHRUTz0 %2 B, United Shoe Tl Schumpeter IR % R L L7-bif &
L T® R&D c:ﬂ*f%%‘zﬂﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%fﬁ?éh“(b%o 2F0, FHtO [#oH
- PORENOFEFEZEE L TOAECEEERWTISIIE 1 5o EREs
HERF L1852 | & DEIRE Wyzanski FIFE [EIGRBICLRITTIR BT
HeB L THBOXR L HFT 5 0ENMRELOHENERD2DOIZFD
TR IEEET A5 L 2O R ], SHICHETIE [ LEDEELH D
EEOBWISTT 2B EEL RMTHA S 2R 51E, 29 LBEOK
WO, FEZLTHREEFLELRZVIE ([ dbH0iE] EEL LW
CHEETHEAL LVEBEEFERL TV LR A3 onA ) i EEe
T 1FHC L 50 L ASOMERE, FEQLRE, Bose — AR
MEER LGV ERITHL TR W] EFRIT7,

BB, 47— a v LEHICEBR LA, T4 0 Sherman O
CPATICE RT B &, 4t US. v. Trans-Missouri Freight Assn. (C.C.D.Kan.
1892) T® Sherman #FE 3N ERGE: (Interstate Commerce Act) D3EH]T
B DLEBEFEZRIITERH SNV E OB, [ME1t] 2Q0Fk IR
L7z In re Greene (C.C.S.D.Ohio 1892) TOHEM % 72135 KR [FEE,
HE R T AMGERET T 5] (Hovenkamp [1999], p.55) & DRE
%ﬁ,%LfaSchm@mauw%)v®rﬁ%mﬂﬁwﬁm%%
DTHY, 2O 1FHTIEZ ] & DB - 72 American Sugar Refining
D FEFEIZ Fé\iﬁ‘éﬁ\]@ﬂ%*&@iﬁ@cibf%/ﬁﬁiﬁﬂj b2 HEAE 44
(E.CKnight I3ZDH D 1 1) OB 2 WIBH Pl &I HRAI D 10472
B, %) OWEEF0, |
6) INnOOBPUIEHMONICHES TV,
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EEEE 2% 1%

HTRINE S REFFNATOLEM.Z 8T 5 | (Northern Pacific Railway
Co. v. U.S.(1958)) 7=, %’;%E‘&O)Iﬁi;ﬂﬂ ((rule of) per se illegality) 7%
WA Sz, |

Sherman {58 2 &0 [H516] (“monopolize”) 122 Tid, U.S. v. Unit-
ed Shoe Machinery Corp. (D.Mass. 1953) @ Wyzanski HIZF 12 L i, &%
MOHIMEEEICEEL, 3O00BFIEEL, 2F Y, %30 [£1
FIERT AAEHE (unreasonable) 7 [EUSIHIRR] %47 o /o458 & LTt
BEPRT 2N R B EIERLTYD), @ [BE2HRT 505,
POENZAAEL TS, FEENEITHTAERZED], T30
(R GTHS Y = T2 R LT BAICE 2 KIGER L TlEL L7
EHIBrE Nz, TR, @I US. v Aluminum Co. of America (2d Cir.
1945) T Hand /AR L72BESEEETH D, [[90%LL L) 1350k % 1%
KT 2D H5TH [D,) 60% % 721364% D5 ThH B0 8 2idgeb L
{, 32%XFEDICE S Tl ] SR LA, RS [HE—DAEREET
B 7-BiEe (skill), %2 (foresight) 721380 (industry) DML 25—
HEOERGEBEFEPODEFE THALdH1 (37, F72) Sherman i
ZOBERPREOEBELHNTHLESIIZF) LETOBREEZIERL LD
CiLzwv] oS LA ToN2ME O] (“defense of
monopoly thrust upon the defendant”) %3218 L7-5, 7275 L, Alcoa 7% [#f
BRI NLEICETNEERL, &8, IGIBRSCES AN L
DM EAD B KA LWEERNERBEL CH OO LHHEBAZ I
(L) Sel iclzofifpidd@masny, tLasiid [ZoE#<
MBI ZHER (TA)] Th b LTS 72012, RYFEEsEtL 2,
%72, United Shoe ® Wyzanski FJZ1% United DEESEE %P4 2 E 7713

FrHllRL, FEETRD S E2EMWICH D L %1745 (Broadcast Music Inc. v.
CBS, Inc. (1979)) &= EWRT 5,
5) ZOHHIF [E@FELWMATRZTORROTHICLOTIC, £EL, HEEBRH
RHE) ZEDATMRERIZETEPHIR S NS ], T3 [BEFRLERICE{LAELL,
1 DERBRCWTETOMBREETEPSBZT A ICESICOBATREE SR,
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KH A/ "= a3 v ERKBR N7 A MEOER & EEMEESE
v EERLEY, ZOABEOBEMICOWT, %D Chicago Board of
Trade v. U.S. (1918) @ Brandeis ¥|ZFi3 [EHEMOEYUZERITR I N
HIRAES 2 BRI L, RO ZNICEVRET 2 L) R b0k, i
EFNDESEFIEIL, HLVESSICIIFETLINOANTVWE I 2 d
DHETH bDTHL, TOMVERET 572010, BHUFILEE, HIR
B S B HE IS S EE, FIRAES NEROZ OWR, HIRO
WREBED, $23d0 29 2REEECREE 6%, HROESR,
T+ 5 LELLNLEE, BERESECRET 200%8E, BR
LIS EBooNs T I RIeCHETAHETH L] LONE
#5272, L L, White BT [HE0 LR T 2 HEAA BEOEE L
SR BB ORHIF I L 0 IS S, BR L BEORIICHT
BEVAEICE DI SR, R RN - WAL, HHRAOKEE
AR NI CIE A L, 0 L % 5 72 < FRCE A 2 EA A
B AT BRI Chor) L OEEND ) 5455, WEIHIE
BIUBEOTAOERY: BNERETHOAT, 25 LI-EF#Hk
KBS ® R h o720 2B, Standard Oil L%, & ToOTE0OEEEFSEH
DEANCIEVHIF S MR TR, [BRCHTAHELDE (B2
#,) ENER)EH (AR BEFE@ATaY] i T8 b % <K

3) White BEHFED [HEEOESR ] Bk LT Trans-Missouri TODZEIRT
& o7z Harlan ¥ 5 KAt B R IEH &Nz, %P, Seager and Gulick [1929]
it 2> O— (common law) @ (BL5[HIR) O MR T AT, BHFT
EHSIIT 5L CORRIRIGIZHIBLE ) 2k, 2L T2 2 FEEIE
LWz &2 o b LIRS0 L T3] (p.401) Lik<3%5, U.S. v. Addyston
Pipe & Steel Co. (6th Cir. 1898) @ Taft H|FIIE» - I—DTF T [HEICL 5
BB IRIRIZZE N2 BT 22008 E 2O EEMICHICAHET 5, 2L TH
WERFOBHOTEL L REFEZTL L2 RETSL, TRIIMMOYEELSZE
DRELEEIHEHTAEEICHLHEETLIDILETHLDOTRITIIE,
HlEhELz ] EOBRERL, _

4) BRI, [EROMEE51& LT3, 5|3 T3, BET s, HETA, F
I RELTAEWTERENS, $4213%F) LRz H 284! (US v
Socony-Vacuum Oil Co. (1940)), #7zid (R 2ABIZERIITEALFICH
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gy 21% 1%
B\ F 7z, 18904E0 Sherman iEfE D H DI & EMBER - EikEAED
%bﬁk%bfk%%t@ﬁ%@—mmﬁﬁ,@wmﬁﬁ—w%¢ﬁ$w,
®1990FEMPIE -, ERST5 (BizonTiE, KH [2003a] %%
DI &), KH [2003b] THHE L AP REFEFEZEORG LB EL
WEOFEBELZERIFEL P E LS,

II. 18904E—1970FA;

(1) RS X MEDEER

a. Sherman &

RESA MBI BIFLA ) R—Y 3 ORI EFTIEIR N5 2 MED
LEOMFUMATT 5o Sherman 55 1 2 LEED I [HEI2HIET 2
[4C] (“every”) Oy, & EERBLEELTS] LERT S LY,
(5 ¢ DAL B EORPD b S EOREYES = L2k (1)) (Kintner
[1964], B8R, p.26), U.S. v. Trans-Missouri Fr‘ez’ght Assn, (1897) Tli#
NTCHFI LRBR2TRE L IR, Standard Oil Co. of Nj. v. U.S.
(1911) @ White EEHZE [BROER L Z2OTEOHHLS [ 1, 175
MWEETHH EFIEEINLEDHSWAEFCEEOEH] (rule of reason) 77,
TOERPRET HEE ARBOROFEICHS LT, @R ST hid%

L EMEOLEOSH CTEERFE B O %P F72] (Kovacic [1987], p.
75) L#rL, T19204ECLARE, #$IFFIZ (FTC) DOMERIZOWT O FIEADHIBREY
BRI L DB SNARREFBRET ZITKIBIZBELTW S, D 1960%
HKPIZTDFIC ODE 2 48T AHEROMA L 20 [RAELHESFIE] 1250
TOWEN L RBOESIFICEETH ()] (F,p.76), FHPTE TREICE
ZNHEEE LT Sherman 3 7213 Clayton HER & 137 6% < & b, ERATAEIC
FEFRIEL, SNOOEREFEOTEBEICNT A L) RTAE T ITETICHL
T, FESES&EHETAZLIIESTHA L L (F2)] (Kintner [1964], FFER,
p.178) o

2) Sherman FEHIELRE, AR VERBEICLYE  BEMS, FEEAL LG,
WHIRCIE R VDS, B hIRA MEOEMBRI L o TWa, 3L I}, Areeda
and Kaplow [1997], sec. 1D, Kintner [1964], ch.15 2SN 2 &,
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A I R=Ta v e RAERNT A MED
AR & E AR

—190FRFIL T TDEE

i)

K m BEE R

I. & U & I

ARFRITI90FERFLILTE TORER NI A MEETHOAS / R—Y a3 vV DE
BHEZRCEBHT2b0TH2, 2070, K M5 A MEOHBIAS A
JN=Ya v E R D ECHRECEET 2 b ORI LT, B (58)
DU FHHFF O E EOBERR & EEREENEEY, $1R T A ME
LA N= 3 v RRRED SR T B R & ORI & AR R HIR T
DR bS5 A MEEOHFHEICO VT OMROLEL BT 5, 5512,
BTk A, PUITHEOBITICHENICSRT 5, I THNEET
5 bT A ME%E Sherman %58 145, %8 2 4%, Clayton 358 3 55, % 7 &\
BRET 22, ZRTHHE) LT 2HRBEZL ENA30D 1 HICES

PERROERI L TRIBREOFEAHAMER L VAR Z I XV P2E< L4,
HEIDOIEZS ) TR B o720 LT, BE LIV, 28, BHYDBLWERD,
SIRTAHEOBERRSEER2RETHINOTH S, T/, AL - HHETIEL
¥4 LB R TRET b,

) Zoffl, K7 A MEOERBEIZIZ Clayton =5 2 25 (19364E 12 Robinson-
Patman ¥:42 & D (IE) & EFMGIRES (FTC) 45 547 & 4% 5, Robinson-
Patman ¥R I3 ffi#& 2R % Db TR 2 B2 M7 THA I EE L 355, [19704F
RBT205k [ ] BRAES AT TOLDOTIEZ V2D #8580 %
(0,) %% EIX19704E 4D b AMAg 2= BRSO RAE 2 T 7 2, T-HB1D
1980FE R ICIT B F B O MEZERIIRG 2 BT 2 FA~NEA L] B [1999],
p.235) o FTCE:SE 5 Sl T, BHFTITWEIC [[AAE 28455 (“unfair
method of competition”) | 2% % &t 0> % BALITHRET 501 (FTC) TlI% L,
FHPTH B, [FTCIZE S5 F£D T TRAEOERZ KL ] LHRL, [FICHH ~
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