R ~N— <

XN XKL Q D eET) O LW

—— I RENEN R 0 NFEFRNE D0 —

=
Cudad
| Moo w
D b N IN K N K A S0 AT MRS R0 4 O ) 9 17 R
AR A0 1 A NTRA OV R 0.2 1
Do b N0 SRR SRR N o ) VAN 250 Q VAR | 21 | HQ K & N O

. ()
P KB QIRE (Rule of Reason) 'Qigh <40 WK EHIN O 5 Y HRNER SHEBHE R DRLORL W
(=)

O HRNMEV0 HHIRELEREVE S SH S KPR © 42°

PDET ] RINOELOKKERENEY N oS KIned KEQOIKK B MR OEIMQME N QS ULN
e R e YT O S Y

— 297 —



[t i o2 R Qs E T O 5 1
()
R 4 1@ 1) A R ELIHE Q IR A HHE Y -0 A 10 0 Q VBSHEAU 240° sVQ QI - N K — NI RUE L7 Eg

B A0 1) R R ERRIEQ | 0 M0 1 X K < A B2 0
BHERQEE NI~ RN EEA 0 1) A QAN - N K~ iR Q EQNBR N IXK O P QR | REMHEQ
MR NSRRI UK HEKOEUIN O S ORKESHEER PO D SQMIHTE
MAR IR © KA S o BIETEHO M NI < O JLE W I - N K - B RS-0 Q 1 4Q50°
%%m%&ﬁ%oﬁé%@%é&éméﬁbaxb&%@ﬁ%%ﬁ?%b&?é%@@%éo7»:7%@%
A SR0 © R LR 005 Q R I H0Rn QERA IR 50h KIED KN A 1 N
MR NARQ QR LR O HRTRICHES Sad 2 10 BT M HIH- Q 3OME AR K 0 U410 -0 Q W 4R °
() DF = NHKREME Q{EM O S\ Hans B. Thorelli, The Federal Antitrust Policy (Norstedt, Sto-
ckholm : Allen & Unwin, London, 1954) pp.108ff. pp.164ff N> 2L°
() E.S. Mason, Monopoly in Law and Economics, 47 Yale L.J., 34 (1937)
(o) EI4e 0 0) A QI 37 BIEROBA VO 2 Q 4o -0 RFMOmROmMYY” #3k!) HA s B IR L IR 1h 8]
—5 R 5 0EEWREC (predatory practices) U R{0-2Q —QEKIR AL SERE RN
BRTs eiR” RRERY 1 19m°
() A DE BRERREUNRGFOEHUIMIE VB L LR RINCRE N B4 0 Gduis L4 0BT R
CEESEVERE VL. 0 Q08¢ 50° Mason, Supra note (2) 39—45.
(o) el FEMVETER) mREISREY BRI IHE 11001 13m0 KV KEE PN <= RUES
20N K- HOIMIT ) PSR, | -R_¥ivde” EHO—8&IN | ix®

— 2098 —



(o) EREHE TN xR QEIEKVEIER T, FER-GEEs <SHEB 1 <1l 21 e
(~) E.M. Singer, Antitrust Economics ({ig{Esl « EREMHE FiXen K~ Q HAIMTEIE, ¢ o428 &

BRI ] )
() SERE B8 NN—HK° PR FEUIRRE: %20 MRS BEEOH 1111 — 11 1<:°
ERNE BEER 110—11 IIX° yoE°
11 N2 NEBEFK

Aluminum Company of America (N2 P N) 2| REOEMENx = RELVE | @ N2 w i) 1 a5 4o
(€D)]
4 & 20

[ RIPEEREHEEET SR NEN w13 QREEHOBMIVEIRNET AP 5" »F —F MX-n
K-~ SR TR X Ao IR - £2° BIREFR OME P &7 HEORME S RO N 1N HEERUR

(=)
4

WUPRESEOUEE AEHSHTRLREARSAR | SEHE L SRETEOTKMEY KA
DN b I D e T 2

B0 2 5 VIR0 QU TN A 1 M HEHIRMED 20 20nd" Tp AV 2 2QPRRHE WK
D b N0 0 A7 Q1 HED A ©
(=) N7 NQHEQMEI O 5V M.T. Peck, Competition in the Aluminum Industry 19451958 (Har-
IR~ N X RS BT QO S VY

— 299 —



I =R T O S W

vard U.P., Mass., 1961) pp.8—9. D.T. Armentano, The Myths of Antitrust (Arlington House, N.Y.,

1972) pp.108—111, S.N. Whitney, Antitrust Policies, Vol. II, (Twentieth Century Fund, N.Y., 1958)
PP.86—89. IO PREIN R v ol 4 < i JORMML EREINE | ] —1 MRS 50

() FREFEFKIUQO SV See Armentano, op. cit., pp.111—119.

() FXKIm® L. Hand T34 ¢ £2° United States v. Aluminum Company of America, 148F. 2d (2nd
Cir, 1945) at 421.

() Id. at 422.

T SR NHEHIRNEDI L RS
N OERENERe QY Hand L ERQEEMREMERLONEVEIE O L N 2wl 48 P

PR HEDE0 DU HBER RS 65 MBI 5100 10 QN 0 51 Hand SR S A i B4
—-)
QEEUMBNIAY & OHEEOY 510 1)U NRER 0 & DEHEEHTHREY N A 1 R S LS A 0L
)
SO HHQ VA0 5 I ANEE Y OV EEHRIR A O D 0

EROEENERMeVKY VOERLPNOMMOMBEIR AUV ANKLLLR T & 04
()

Hand F#ERFEHERVONR 1 N QERM 1 N2 | R REQ O | RIIKE#Y QBERONPR ® LN
TR DRBERY LN 1N QREEUEKEOREY Q0 sV VEREFRRMMNR w1l 12 g

)
R SLRIR D W NN NTRAERR S A D i 42°

— 300 —



W RO S0P HHINRRNER DT LO—KEXY ZRRPOe {0 KEL2v" 1TOXY
(o) ()
BNV EE LT VLo BRYRC YN R NN EEIIRNEAHe VEEE S £2°

MONRSVERQEEVERCEN BEIEVA0R MV Q&" NS UPERIRD H N Qb
BEOses KN RS Hand SR BEMER 4 0E O 287 X SRS A AR AL 0
VEOSERVELR REG VRGN SN N R 1 NAREEHMN 8L S VR0l S P ENe &
bé%%u%0%5%kmi5m%bhww

(~) United States v. Aluminum Company of America, 148F. 2d 416 (2nd Cir., 1945) at 424.

() HBEORLEVRIY MR, 27 BROEGKER | RREARBUHMOL20 L 0#-ENRKL20PR
040 5 ) REEUEE OV 5 00 SRR 0 JRRORR R O L0 PRALK il vK im0k
EQ N NRIVEIOR Y 52U 5450 ER N Q M R0 HI R IPH O B LK M A RELSIE D
AN S0 VS REL Q00 e HEBSLMAREDS VLR OES VIRKOKEREMNRE @ NL VR
RIFAR0 EL QL0 TN 1Ny QBLLNIER0RQ” TEHEE QEERERS0° Oms My
Hy BVRRLP Lo NREG QU VERERY TN 0Ny OREC2VLLRL O £° Id. at 425.

(o) J.S. Bain, Industrial Organization, 2nd Ed., (John Wiley and Sons, N.Y., 1963) p.545 (onz# | sg
FREE R 7 Rl BREHE HR11D

() TRRON] @Rl I D GRRORE—THdQ MU E R — T4 ) B Y QIRHIR80° W OIRH 23
EERDR S VENBREE VLR UK G0 (HREFEC] T2 | R IREEC | R+ Fm))
RECEEON * NERINNIRL A S Vs O2° WO LR TEHEH) MR TR 1y IRVEHWSLR

1= 1N X R R e BT O S W

— 301 —



{0 - R LA AR ET L O S W
HEHVOVIRSHTAW R LE O LB ERRERNELR O L° 2202 TR 1 QKD EHQ mikEi®
NER WOVEL NREE) X0 MEHB4 O@RVEEIIN N K40y ELQERN F NEEREVE
(EIRL4E:0° RORVS RS Th n N © MM NGIR TG MEXD LIl e° 148F.
2d at 424.

(w) Ibid.

(o) Id. at 425.

(~) ERORHOBERUHoHIRAMA/LCKULS W88 0 Lofio l QRFTR QB EREWR0° Bain,
op. cit., p.546 (REHM" HRNIK) Hand FHRN R 1 NBEHRQRORN KE 0 UREQ L V0 517
NRINQERD A NREHEURORULVIVLT U N 1N & ORIV KE © B N R0 VB Ba 8
QAU QREFRR0° E.S. Mason, The Current Status of the Monopoly Problem in the United States,
62 Harv. L. Rev., 1265, 1274 (1949).

(0) HHIENPRLOHKLZIL VIO S W, Mason, Supra note (7), 1273—1274. G.W. Stocking, Wor-
kable Competition and Antitrust Policy (Vanderbilt U.P., Nashville, 1966) p.141 note (70) {{RE°

T N2 NEEORMED Y S0 JAVERERORET WREM ¥ — 7 MR LT e2 © 420

20

R

NRNNEL SHUINER DL R O H0T HAURETIRNEDO Y S 00 bR S e v iRy R
=)
HQP R B DHE O D WONRK MU LSEENHQ 2 Q Willtr D 4.5 ¢ LVRER- L weilg

— 302 —



ROEKE I RIOHSD v« XK~ RPFLENER OV ERNEBREE Q KE X SN R4 0B &G MR
6&»5%@f%omw

SRR NN SETNER DR O 205 SR O 5107 K Q MBI P T Q I M TR Q00 1) A VK

USRS D AST TN R TN QEHINEE A S T ] B LI HIRR S0 L Q IR An
MDA B R TIORIE © 1 550 1) AN 5 BN S 1A S 040500

S FATRR A QU0 SO A IRV S0 RN EE A0 1 O e 2
mrﬁbanaamacaf%mw

— Ve - A_bu\ ~
SRR 0N EEUIRVEERO LSS O LIS AN K= P40 S i8Ry O S Hand Fpr” @AM S -

IN XK= AT S N K X ER A @ 1) - A BN B A QMR ER Q | O 1 AQ0'R” sV R R STIR M MK 4 ] B A
02 Q PR HEGCRD ¥ — M MHGVEOLEEY 27 MY Q=N K R O R Q PR T RN S
()

o2

—303 —

FHQ QREN WD EIK QSO M M ERA0.R L8R 0 B T8 < v i M AR Q &4 5 o0
oaéhmw

PR 4RO Hand Fo#h” SUTIESMEEN S0 0 5 o8l O LB NI 44 .4 omuw
TEUTNEEE O o U RIS SR (positive drive) ‘A& SURATT D ¥ — b N HUHIN A0 Q 4 1K B
ﬁ:afﬁéumwawﬂ$mﬁxto%uf‘@ﬁﬁwLOHaMt%@f@a%mw%ﬁﬁ@oﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

=
NESE O LR WO VRO 20 M EUIHII S © JIREE N F — ¥ MM EIX O L S0 QR L0
I N RS QA0 @E T O\ S VY



1o i 3 =R ) S Ef T O S )Y

ENR 0N QEI LN UR LETQORL MR MR P TN L L QP E LS QL0 &
DY’ Hand T K2 0N QEROBIRNENORA K VETEN A 1 N OBUEDRL A0
L5 ANRERT KO~ 42°

1 REOEQ Th =2 n N @ FENEMTQINERE LM v O WAL S S BT R MU <00 iR © &4
%k%%&ﬂ%?é:k@%bf%mﬁ

VO VKM B Hand 5P Q Em 247 1 Q M AV O 17 <K © TR N -H 40 BRI a0 4
50800 THEIE | NERR OG5 Q RIS

ISR TN REROMENKR LS N2 R A L0 08Vl O 20 50810 B K MU R4~ e
R[KIRNSOERN QOS5 BERQER LTV S E S o NI L0000 ERRE 4O HERELE Ve N R
2" WVRONESQEHEN S EB L 0L S S o B 00 QS Y S © 00 SRR TR
MNP0 RN [FHQ HER YT ¢ LTI VEH S 21100 Q HE-2H.4 O 2° B HiREHvmd o <
MAEEV SR O LUHES L 080 REVEAR LEHM KW NERESD” BMEHQERN RinHe &
RO RO MR 4 <122 O K R N RREE 0 R S S HIEER N2 O W IIRRIO NI A0 1) VB RER R S 15 8K
IRMEE S 000 TIRER ; © B ¥ MK UE © 2 S i QIR T A0 BB M B0 52 32 8
%&@%#5%&%@&\:@lém&&&ﬁ%ﬁm%ﬁi?é%bfﬁ%%w%%f&m&&kbﬁwﬁ
CEEYNA TN QEEY 5 PRESENHL2OPR O HLVSagRE O S PLRHNR ] OXVe
SHEOOVPHELLOP LS VPR LR NERGES O TEH) RESHQ2Q W L QEIR G &

— 304 —



2
s

SORA S LN SO RN TEHI0 1A QBB 0
FFIE LYK QMBI 00" EHIRNEIC 1A V2 D L A0 1) A Q R A D ST
AR ) A OV LR | SO O 12° 50 QEME RS IR O B T RS
M F b ONAR | EIXAE0 Q P10 4 0 IR H QK AVER A O ST Q I A R0 )4
KBSV R RANWQIDELE | 4010 405 5000 L 1a>

AUQEEYHSN R 1N QIRERHY D202 Hand SN A 1 Q DEERETNN + — b M
B 18 5 0-6 @ BRI D D0

THOMARONR WD+ — b NHER] KB A0 ) VR BIE 0.8 420 VAO0R" Hdim 244m 0 M 45
CHREE L VOREL R IKHEKENDO L0 FEIRIEQ N2 o 1] 1 B IR R 50
ROVRO% | REEE Q RREM 4 o0 R IR N2 i 15 KRN0 L 8 UK

@)
107 RERER MM 0 RIRGQ IR 400 4 (0 S demim Y O 5\ Q BB 2 a0 2°

o~

BB

(=) A.D. Neal, The Antitrust Laws of the United States of America, 2nd Ed., (Cambridge U.P., 1970)
p.108.
(=) E.M. Singer, Antitrust Economics (i « EHEMEKE Fli-n K« Q HUKNEIE, ¢ og-0x” &
" ECE KHIE®)
(o) HORMME MR MERAVY S U 00) VB EENEIHK 400 ERS0%7 2Q spo SH -2 m
QDY 550NN D PEINEDO VR L L L01:8:0° U.S.v. Aluminum Co. of America, 148F.
BRI =R R 0BT O S W

—305—



(=)
()

(@)

(>~
()
()

Cap)

XN i - fR R ) S A QBT O S WY
2d 416 (2nd Cir., 1945) at 432.
Singer, RIEREM Km°
N IRV RS S 0 =K R 22 BRER Q S BRI SR 5 K © R R
RO GHRRE QK RHMKE DY 510 U0t Q108Q - N K+ R B DI EHN 2 L0 OV 5100 48
SEAF =P MHOFRLRL O WIS N K= B S N K = U 0KIERA 401581000 D 42° ERAE TN < =
R OEUIEK VEIERT ) FEK-ERZ <0 | 1 4K e
KA S 1 22 100 R Q HK MM 0D ROIQERRN O 100 2104l QBE N 4.7 LY O KEEK
NEFEPCM U Q Pauid & O LU R MHO L E DI VIO R VA ° HHE VR BEE R | O
SRHIE0° DRIV EEFIRRFEHE OV Q v 5 1655 QRIS IR B NIIRAC® Winvg O Y
AV UL BRER BRSO QIR L.E O 0 HUZHY Q= n K= NEH VO L O P R0 148F.
2d at 427.
Note : Enforcement of Section 2 of the Sherman Act, 54 Yale L.J., 860, 861 (1945).
Neale, op. ciz., p.109.
FRE<H3ED 4 O W EMIIRNKEOWY S0 MU NREQRARPORES° 5 QBIBRE U400 18100 4nis
RAOEIEQ R MO P 000" JRETEIH RIEH DK 5 IR 2R 42 LRGP O BHMIRED 01 U7 Q 00 -2HIR
@) B EQ R 4 O WEUTE L O YO0 Q 4R10° 148 F. 2d at 429—430.
...... BRRKREV BRI S 0.2 R SHEE 3K P 5010 BHRRK 40 8 HER L) 10 2 18 i nim 5 7 204
S HM N VR KRR R eENu° Id. at 430.
...... HROREY 1 K+~ QRIR | <QEu (purveyor) QMY MBI OV D300 IREA800° 4nir g2

— 306 —



)
12

NN M

16 15 14 13

A N

~

LR RMOR” MERLL S0 | <O HHHHTR D R UTR SRR © 448 ¥ HIRHE U 10 £ 0D 244 5 °
Ibid.

NN QOHIEERKE” VORI Q SV See Note: The Aluminum Industry : An Anti-Trust Experi-
ence, 37 Col. L, Rev., 26 270—275 (1937).

148TF. 2d at 430.

Singer, EERBEM" 11 e

148F. 2d at 431.

Id. at 427. %642 Hand FEHEEQ 41 ¢ £° oo AVULEV ERERU R 5 VIRKER STV 2 0 e

R AR RESHO 2 QIO VR PILE O 420 5 eh 08 . TR T S 5 2,01 ) 4
RRHHS NS oRER VB RRL S0 Tbid.
éteﬁ%&%%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁuﬁmgnfm5tm5%%taﬁﬁm6ﬁbéa\%ha%ﬁtﬁﬁaoﬁ@%_
@%Oﬁx%éim‘ﬂﬁﬁ%%%tﬁ%%?@tb@ﬁtﬁ%ﬁbb%huimﬁ%woTm&_ﬁf‘%@%
FEOIEHY QRO BN EE A0 VPR O R L5 U EAR10° D& DKERLEH O L NED L0 Q UaQ10° wreee
RUVQIEREHRE | 1218101) VU N4~ 0° Id. at 427—428,

Id. at 429.

Id. at 445—447 &M (Surplus Property Act) D oRERIEHBTORERI O 5V See S.N. Whi-
tney, Antitrust Policies, Vol. II, (Twentieth Century Fund, N.Y., 1958) pp. 96—98.

L R G QT ) O S

—307 —



=N X =R R e O 5

NN R NFRN Lol E 0

DREEEN R 1 NERESTAR P S IR Q BTN RAHGHE 4400 TEI e u ) HR2E - B¥ES
AREK N QRIS 44 5 DO BRI Q HEKR I - ﬁ@%ﬁ5%®f%b VO - IDIROBRRIHEEH
ﬁ%i@&vﬁ%%ﬂ%fﬁ&h,,é,mubfﬁ&&éhé\%LD%W‘ﬁﬁ&kﬁ%K%W%ﬂ&\&

D RLNEEAH R © 1 PARR M BH A0 S a#ilE MK D 4° 1) Q@ Mo M REERQKERN MR

PV 50U ANEOY RS BEE - HEBLRRORENK SV S 0EVR 0 Vet BRN R DOTRE

BEVROL NEREE O HoVmoe | EOITRA OV QIBEAHI P 41104 S omEEP R0 42° 42480000

IR 8 2442 BV B A TRECE M RN 0 500 mHEE & O MU HHRERID DA O W 5 R MIXVRER O 5000 5o
(e0) ,

Q 4se°

MO HOSEED SHEIY R 51 DI KE YT UK Y S0 uHEUSCEROEHOEK XD
)
2 Q B Q PRS0 NIRRT 400 2~ 5 BZ I M 401Q 1) AU M 46)Q°
DAL BEFIRN L SV EIESE N | IOV LR S0P EL L N NBENR IV BIR

KERVHEREFEY ZEROER wHON il 4 D AR EQ G QIO 2 5 W wt O fIvEKL
=)
10 P ARR°

KREEREROFHEN VOB &N~ O WERMEERRRORHLS WaP s 0 Ldatseudda

()
REEN e PREH B EQ VERE P RN { ~a°

— 308 —



RUEYC L0y’ Hand TR SSHER L QRSN SO
R0R
¢o)

"J

I QS Y QEREQ QeI 1P
HHEHO ERARFHSOBR020 0" Qv ORMERHVE | LR
Qru

A0 1) AR R R0 AR
ANRET BN EHEEN0e Q RIERY 244 5 a0 d
JOWA” Hand SO M@y 2N R 1 N 2RISRV W REA0 1 U M S SIS ade S e R HAL D 5
AR

AN
A Q N R 1l D BRI R T 40 S o tE
()
VOO

N BIXE YL 5 o EQR

JEIRQ AR 0.210-UK 1 U QIEIRY & 5 1 Q B © B U0 52 iy
ROE 1) QEE U O PRED 550

o PR

QARERNVERQV
&) |
Hand 5 #-RO—KO—1ONSENIR D L4 1S BKmH-2Q it Q.2 51e° m
MEQEENN O S { Neen —BKQHaNEY WY 510 _
FNEQ MM B ERR LR N~

SN ERIEIRECA IO U P SIS 5 990
00 VOV IERGST — R RN O RN RXD SO R Y O B + R Eh LR O VK

. > 112 &4
R0 Q /7 VO BEVR LRGN CEKNE NS Q P90 Q R0 &Y O 5 W TR O T 4 g
=
HERTHOLLe

<X

HUOMEGEEHQO U NA N NEEFR
@

FHR L0 LMD RE Y O 51 QERITEIeAHRQ i M BAQ
521Q°

”

ITEUE A0 Q Q7 N R 1 NEREFE R

HEYIN O 5 W O HEEEEE v~ o MR 1D A% 20 S g
1 iy X TR R AR A s E T O



I i gL A0 A 0BT O 5 Y
)

ORI -2 Q 12 4Q200°

(=) PSR FIXETRERES %20 MR BREOW | | <Kix°

(@) J.S. Bain, Industrial Organization, 2nd Ed., (John Wiley and Sons, N.Y., 1968) pp.543—544 (XK
B ] a4 MMREEE (9) R BREHY HROK)

() Ibid., p.545 (R HRI 1K)

() RREFEZIHERLEHDENOQREEMKVERD L WOVN vl 4 D BN IKE F 12 s
R7TB EE BYOHBRSREG I UOURY S0 UNRERA L MEREERZERSN R ol 1 D OREHOR
DEVEEOVY, RRKFEOTFKN v O % 4° D. T. Armentano, The Myths of Antitrust, (Arlington
House, N.Y., 1972) p.117.

(0) Bain, op. cit., p.546 CGREM W)

(©) HR#INR e N HGH BBEOLO LN ) 1 D RKAN I NAIVERWS LA W] KN
s QBHHBYBRHO LERS” BRIV QRHLN” FuEu-Y OREN VO UEEZEUIS U207 1]
O MIEZ V400 KA N D NI4T 50 B HRR O BHREHR VRN R HAHN R « 1 4 54 QuENEK
TERENR el 8 S REE-2Q OV 510° D40 RV MHS & QBB RL0% mieik | KN
R o) AN RIS O SRENQ L R ECERE I -PHEI O S0 VR A0° NI PREIN R o) 4 Y
#Ka JuEHie BIREINE 1111 — 1 NOm4sE®

(~) E.S. Mason, The Current Status of the Monopoly Problem in the United States, 62 Harv. L. Rev.,
1265, 1273—1274 (1949)" M4 EEH | 110K

() KR IRBHOERY2N R v RN ol 8 D SREECOUAMAQ | QOXWHM O P AL WAV, % —ar

— 310 —



(@)

~

10

~

12 1

#4%@%%iﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%@ﬂ@%%%ﬁb\é%@?%%éﬂé%l%#d%@_OO%%ﬂmbfwko
HEREIE- A | RIS N R v o) 1 D S HEOIHRMRE D N R 7 1] 1 2 4 QHIVEL N 2
PADAUO S YLREIO N N NROY SR N R e 1 < R Q IHORMHE ¢ IKIROR2° N2
ol I DIROROR BRR il A D SOEORKHR N 40 g e Dvd « b N cf e B FD
HOFRS 1 OORMA Y OSSOV 5 L QLY 50° C. Wilcox, Competition and Monopoly in
American Industry, T.N.E.C. Monograph 21 (1940) 69—70.

Bain, op. cit., p.547 (REHM" HRINIK®) N2 1 NHEY | REKEQ UM Vo N ~ KEHE 1 3R R N
BRUS LR RQERMERMBRCS LR | REKEQKR T BN « ¥ o N d NP BEROBEN & HoVvE
KOS RLRLERKERRERCSLE O £2° PYRAEEM | 1 IHIk® B. Smith, Effective Competition :
Hypothesis for modernizing the Antitrust Laws, 26 New York Univ. L. Rev., 405, 425 (1951) 44
Rzo

Note : Vertical Integration in Aluminum : A Bar to “Effective Competition”, 60 Yale L.J., 294, 298
(1951).

Milton Handler, Twenty-Five Years of Antitrust (Matthew Bender, N.Y., 1973) pp.50—52.
ERRKECHIL O SV BFROMEL 4 A LSKL0Q 0407 MRNEELLNOREY | R
FRRTENT D MREEA00-2 | O QBKERI R0 VIR0 R10° HEHCIRGFBRMNO B MY 27 HIg L0
O LB EIRKE QKO IR Q M KR L o KB MK M0 2 R7 | Wi—111RS | 4 1 #ofl—1 IR
Q184" WK —11IROT IHHQREREY L K BMMV OV 5 10° BRIRHK M S L R RG Rk
HHHO PR KKK ER 1 1160 | RElm°

I - iR L) G BT O S W

~— 311 —



I X =R 1) SR R BT O 4
(83) Mason, Supra note (7) 1275.

S

po)

=

R

By 7
o~

9]

MONEREF R Ao SHERSEIRMEQREIN R 02U 01 -0" UL MMl EE e 26
IRESEEE - HEESEORATREMA VIO RL SV cEROMBREN AL 0V WO HaMimp
NES Y S0Ray -2 ERPEQ KA 50 HUIQ BNERERI VKR Q RE-IAme a0 14 & L 5 F
RS2 Q PRe°

TEIR Q 1R N A Q FRHIE V00 S BE SN 2 1 N i LB R

)
& M5 V-omefa R’ HKORK
BEROLRQEREV LA O LN T —F MR N REIRQ

20 QIR LRI 6 v 5 o0
N RN 0.2 L KIREHR QIR VO Q HE Q BT T © R O 42
HLRNT BRI B Q EHKRARLAN 20V EG 11 FRATAE D LR M S A Hw
= 5ARY fb&&&%%i%%é‘ N R TN Q BRI M KA 250 7 R4S + BHNT Q SIS HIBK ) o
GHRBBO K1 50 mp 187 KO MR QMR ME o AU 2 4 445

D RO RN R O P H 0 9 VIRERIIIRE DT XN K - IR Q MR 40 MH IR S IR 4
()

0P QAUHAO 0% OV N N QHMEIAEIEN B e JUQ &5 Mo FIKQIRIRQ MKIm NRIEE D
2o Q #HNIME KRR S0 Q AR Q00 VELQ £216°

NQ o NERMEC KENHHEHTEN Vo 5 & HERVEESIE N0 L0 S aEY . 0BT

—312—



WG e  Hand 5 Q IR M B ERBKEAQ © 420020 210°

() MR NBEDEHEEIE VO N mR N - x % nEE (] REKE On Yo ~KEEE (]2

K§)” Schine 4 — NEIEE (| REKE)” san T xKFE (1 fERKE) RR0° WROQHELH, |
SR OV R IR O TR RIBAR Q MR I A B {81 0 40 s@ EE SRR ) KM SORNRIE N LD 4250 1) U ©
A IR REIRER N EEA0 )07 2 v HER ¢ QA SN NEEA @ VN & — b N HIRI K8
A0 S ) WO S WEKSR U°  Note : Vertical Integration in Aluminum : A Bar to “E ffective
Competition”, 60 Yale L.J., 294, 296 (1951). E. V. Rostow, Monopoly Under the Sherman Act : Power
or Purpose 2, 43 Illinois L. Rev., 745, 763 (1949).

() mERPR" EMHLHTIEROERDENRRV 510° | RICKEO ™2 M % A S Mg v MsEY D

()
(=)
(w)

REQEIROKE” 4o K LREIECER HMIEOHER, L5 DHELOHEHY DY QM « B VBR
© R LKA BT R QIR F SBE L 5 SRS [ QY 550° O.E. Williamson, Dominant Firms
and the Monopoly Problems: Market Failure Consideration, 85 Harv. L. Rev., 1512, 1513—1514
(1972).

M. A. Adelman, Effective Competition and Antitrust Laws, 61 Harv. L. Rev., 1289, 1310 (1948).
United States v. Aluminum Company of America, 148F. 2d 416 (2nd Cir. 1945) at 427.

BRI MERMEIRE Q NV ) T PRI LI 1 - 1o (1 e

I o= R 1) S A s ) O S W

— 313 —



