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A2 71992719 MEFg AP e
A1Ad 719E719] Ad
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volth. 71912719 A HA Fel= FuiArE E st E sWete

AS] FAuA7E Fuj e Al FejRprE B Fu)st

|
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01719l AFE2Q] AFE
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715 IWstA ¥ AF BE FHidte 2UCET AE AE T7UE F
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(tying product), 7|3 AE TE Fpamm(olstalA 7 AE'oZ
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7 AT
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&g = gy FoFgozH F e 5HE AES Fo(package) o E
Hufst= Aolth 4 F3L wj4do] vjmologzRE EAEQ]

of g ARFBEF)S A
AFS FAviste “ARF 719 E7](requirements  tie-ins)"o| Tk 9] <]
T AHOIA 2 AR ES 7% BE, BAES 7193 AEFolth
oAt uAIH(F) B (FH)HEUAY AQAAG A e H@Ie
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HAEE7} 2 (full-line forc1ng)5) ANDAE 719E7], 94 FTd=9
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= wi=EQle BE FES ATAN-E(component) ¥ BRI Fom

3) 1992.10.22. T AW L3] o7 920994438 Ab7l.

4) International Business Machines Corp. v. US., 298 U.S. 131 (1936)
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&ty st 2 o E AT,
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6) o] #YL HAAZ wFAA g ZHFA ATE FEAY. oAd Town Sound
and Custom Tops, Inc. v. Chrysler Motors Corp., 959 F.2d 468 (3rd Cir.
1992)(ChryslerAbs2+e} 2}t Q). Heatransfer  Corp. v.  Volkswagenwerk,
A.G., 553 F.2d 964 (5th Cir. 1977)(VolkswagenA}-g5 2}} o o] A).

7) olEE, "HAT MHEFF,, ug AL, 1995, 897H.
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7b AAle] Aents 7l E galstd 5 A "ud A2 vhelE Ao
o ZES} 95, H% S NEE AEES yom ZAFud,
ol @r1Hor LHAFAS Sistete W olAN, At Al A
Hl 8-S et & ]

HlAE 7}
zre] oA fElstA A= oty o AT EE AB|Rfo| A A
3k o] olel 3 Azt A= e FEF o] PRI LA
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¥ FoJZ7](mixed bundling)+=
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8) H. Hovenkamp, Federal Antitrust Policy: The Law of Competition
and its Practice, St. Paul: West Group, 1994, p.394.

9) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, The Law o Antitrust: An Integrated
Handbook, St. Paul: West Group, 2000, p.390.

10) H. Hovenkamp, “Distributive Justice and the Antitrust Laws”, 51
Geo. Wash.L.Rev. 1, 5 (1982).
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AA, Fs|=glA, HeA 2 713 & NEE 7S F Ao B
AHALE olE YF EE HAFE T OUFF AES A9E = Uoh
B AAA Aleko] EAgt= 3, AR FES FoZVIET H)
2] ol FolZr] FAH fEA FAES Ao B EA] APs=
AL A 25 7192717 opynh. 2y JFolEr)o JiE A E A S 4
ofx dufjts AviAtE, v FUEA] o] YA R AvjEe X279
FolZ7] 2o 2R AR o Fujxtel Al Esittd, o] AL FoH
71E A e Ee /EAHCE fuEe AFY 7HAAA oA BAA
Alefo] Ao®E RS REFst= O EA, 71HEVE FHSL U= FoE
FE 5 Jrhl
Eh 7|HE7|=te] 74

7NE71E FojB7er Faste AL Wd2 oyE & ded, 53]
T FAujzprp ZEe] JE st e | F oo AES FA Feiste=
Aoz WA Afdd g5 aysith. AdopHde g Y gFol 23
H ANA F Y AFEel EFE ANA ARs 2ASTHY 7 B#A
(the functional relation)el E& U= ZHo| ofder, 1 F 7 &

h3t 99 AZA(the character of the demand)d] H$-Hch’z 3

AFATRID F e AES FERE AuAY Fa7) doiA 7)

fofu x2
L
e 4 K

T O4ES MERoR FFSE Qo] aeHelaw WA Ao
Arhy GAH BAE 1 RS Koy FHoz usiz 3
Ado] AN FAAE, F BHATE BAE AFANL ] BAte]
A g A e TulAte] HEe] FAQI} of Folchi

11) Advance Bus. Sys. & Supply Co. v. SCM Corp., 415 F.2d 55 (4th
Cir.1969), cert. denied, 397 U.S. 920, 90 S.Ct. 928, 25 L.Ed2d 101
(1970).

12) Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde, 466 U.S. 2, 19,
104 S.Ct. 1551, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

13) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc, 504 U.S.
451, 462, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 L.Ed.2d 265 (1992).

14) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.391.
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o Qoir 7Hg Fasth tose] ARE ofe AuASel, dAT A
3 29® AR WAANAHY, FEY FIB/E o HAEITH, 7]
ABrE EASA Tk AEH FERD FBISE 4FL noh
agdoE AFSE WA S, ARE AT £HATL A1

o ofd HolBy)7h TuiAe] Yuge] AS obg
A7k 7192 AE UF Ee ARFAES 23 An EFD FolBY)
2R G840 2AGA 2egw, wae 79272 2

a9 oY e B

aulAe] a9 4o F
[©)

#5)
o

al gl
FEC] viAE T ZAVIHoE AuRM A Aket dE = 4% &
J(dynamic efficiency)S GAsh=, #wjzte] A|ZAHE Wofst= |
o 7ldste 7BV IE @7)HoZ 7hARIES} wiE A o] oS AR|AL A
2o g AN B AAE wa gl A9 2 0FHA 2
Neqol EART. D2 FaAT NNBAE RolBARE FRAE
Gl glo] AwlAre] Sash WA 1 BAABusE B WAE B

Qdake] wel7t 4

Town Sound & Custom Tops, Inc. v. Chrysler Motors Corp.
AP M =, ChryslerAbsabet AL A7t 71927104 &=
ofZ71AA FAEH AT, o] A ole TERI asA] EFH 3l

15) Ibid., p.391.

16) Ibid., p.394.

17) 959 F2d 468 (3rd Cir)(en banc), cert. denied, 506 U.S. 868, 113
S.Ct. 196, 121 L.Ed.2d 139 (1992).
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2) BHERY 74Ef
(b HHEFH Z{2fe| 2[9]

71912719k FdEsjor ste o2 Adez weld A (exclusive
dealing)7} <tk =Erd  Adode d99 wWEed A (exclusive
dealing)$} ®lE}E  Fvfl(exclusive selling)7} J=dl, HAb= :rL”H A}
7 O ARFES A 94 AR RERE Fujsr|2 gYste A9l
i, FA= WAERE FuiArE 29 EE FRE TEWE Ziiﬂr
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2% Bolke A1Y713)9] ARE ol 2EAA AFE & A
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o sH [ Fkl
o i [
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Y
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2} j_zio] }\];d-z]uﬁe:lg] %%017{ S

PIMEe] BT NS Ee ARSI P B

ol AT AAH nFAM HEE FolE ofUE el Fulx

29l ¥ohE Foko] B4 AAE PAAE Ao2A, AU A
o]

A EYAe] Tampa Elec. Co. v. Nashville Coal Co. AFA1®
AL saHEe HlEry A} db A2 AFRE AAS7] Mol 4
Fof o]AL Fuljxte] HjE}H A

3 244 B4 AND A0 e 2
o A2 ARANATE BAL AFSIFTh o)A WEE A
pae gelel 5oz 2o 987t A%HoR dse & ga
el A=l oste] FEEAR, o= szl e, vl AFF B
BHe WASE AL ohim, ofd wets Aol 798I BRIE
webs] Az BRHE] Fold Anrt £EHME otk

7h &57He2ie 2|9

A5 A (reciprocal dealing; reciprocity)e A AEY FAuwjxlrp
TWAZRE B AEs FHidte 202 I Fuixprh A “E% o] 2}
2R Fujsrz Fodts Ao dATt @ g dsAYE,
“Frlol YAl A FES TUHW, B AEFS ZAGA FAH L 3}* v}
Al A (batering transaction)o|ty. Huk B3 FaAYE AFolu

18) 365 U.S. 320, 81 S.Ct. 623, 5 L.Ed.2d 580 (1961).

19) Omega Environmental, Inc. v. Gilbarco, Inc, 127 F3d 1157, 1162-65
(9th Cir.1997); Ryko Mfg. Co. v. Eden Servs, 823 F.2d 1215 1234
(8th Cir.1987), cert. denied, 484 U.S. 1026, 108 S.Ct. 751, 98 L.Ed.2d
763  (1988); Roland Mach. Co. v. Dresser Indus., Inc, 749 F.2d 380,
393 (7th Cir.1984) v. ITT Grinnell Corp., 724 F.2d 227, 237-38 (lst
Cir.1983).

20) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.432.
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€9 9ol Aw9 o]HE I FsAH THA= A4 FALAl dis)

of WEA] FdA= @ FEAN A= A w27y wiEH

Al Aol dAst= Aol Bwrh a2 IRAEH RRVHAR, o] &

FEAN A= ZARARE AR Atedl oty AdsE= @ SHE
2 A

]I:HX-] oz ,,‘;(ﬂ

A FAATE 1 AR A g s AR E FRst7] 9t AL

Fe" A3 A (forced reciprocal dealing) EA =

Ter) Zed FsAHgst 7HBVe BT B

AR gk A Aol AFHZ Q] AGBRAE A= wiERE A

SH(foreclosure restraints)®] gFolty. A= EBEF FAwixrr Fujxt
4

oA Fet7] wZol wiEAlgelyY FHH Ao r

Sl

A BHAM, B8 FEANE 98 F A\ AFANY Fge
EIRARA FEAYNS FelHEg AT & dE Hue] FEI
AAMo] BA Itk TRE] olsh BN Fmr} Tl YR =
£ 5718 2%2 dgsn FEAN} ohAhE wRe AAnn Be
AL wold & QA s AEAreciprocity)e] BxE AAL #A
ool ke ANE AR FAt YuAoE WA st B
Ao A AHEET QA gk e £ Adse] WA Qo=
astel AAH shebe AME FAE 1Y

daAReE MUY Alx, A2z, 249

21) Brokerage Concepts, Inc. v. US. Healthcare, Inc, 140 F.3d 494,
511 (3d Cir1998) (& Ze® ZsrAgivte] Mee HEodol 2 + Av=
A2 WHY); Betaseed, Inc. v. U & I Inc, 681 F.2d 1203, 1216-17
(9th Cir.1982)(F 29 A3 A(coercive reciprocity)S 71 9Z7)oAe} e %74
o2 JMF Aor 7FHolof drkn AL WHTh),

22) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.440.
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EW A3E, EE DPAANAIY Aszel AANA AxE & Aok
dolEW A3zt FFAT AeHT AFANEL BAT A} &

= AFste daAdel= HLEHA opgith
ANELAL obF oAl dia HEEHe W S AAsA
FRIL, staEdEe] 7IHZ7IS wed AdQY Al 7|xste] A3t
= Aoty 1965 FTC v. Consolidated Foods Corp A
o, AYYHYL EFZ3H(conglomerate merger)oll wsiA 1A ]
BEANE 43te Boldte =AE HAS JAHSGAED aYy 1
< A 7dAd BASME A FAEHA e
ot webA Consolidated Foods#Z22 7IHZ2F e #etntox F5 A
e WA dA st BEs 7|2E AFe AL ofyrh

Fayde FaAdel HiM geigel Aot FAY AF) o
A HEPA R vstel ke Welgth WREY WAL 798
Aol ASHE AT fAE 12e Agstelol dn ARL Wi 9l
. 2 71zel daid, Ant ghslE gAY AHsel dHAe 14
g 5 ga, 2 B Skl $REA g, G4 AHstlA
YL FAT 5 Ak BE 2 AAY Fuse oF Fegd 9
Zgro] JE AN HAgHolol Frtn FAs gk ey 95 FA
A AH sl G AHSAAY DaE 1 FE AU} BAH ]
B, 1 gae] A4E 24 AYse dol aTHE 29 sof 5]
Wi, 1 ARe W2 Fasd Wk oAl ZaA FuAdel e
9 FAAY AHo] AFHEA Fele] DHo| FEHEA Fwglel, ¥
o] AFEA o5 K3 YARE WA A} EAFEA R
£ Agsts el AAE BAL ST 5tk gae 7987 BA
A AR R 2e RO AT, F 35AY IAREY B AU
ARG, T AR EE B2 ¥ 489Y Fol 5
sfelob ek AWMU BAIEA oShW, AAH BYY 2Pe A

23) 380 U.S. 592, 85 S.Ct. 1220, 14 L.Ed.2d 95 (1965).
24)  Brokerage Concepts, Inc. v. U.S. Healthcare, Inc, 140 F.3d 494,

511-12 (3d Cir.1998).
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Ao BAEZE Aol Ao o] HFARIA] ofFof BEHAIL Th2)
AA 2 Apdo] AAAY] HIES S AY AFIAS JAGTE vHEA A
g AL 7sAe]l Ethe A2 ARHolY, TS s Aol FaiAtY
ARE Bttt gt 23AAQ Fo)s 958 5 A st= WA
o7 Ao HIE F7] A AeE FsA(forded reciprocity)S
AHEE & Ave S ol & Aolth20)

A2d 7192719 dhadd fa

7NAZ717F BE8H7] AsiAde debder 1) F Y SHE AFolu
ME 27 EASEAL, i) 71 AEY Al AR E S BfsfoF §
3, 0i) 719 AEY AA AR 2 Aol dx, v) WAt
7NN E717F obd #ujE AFstejol star, v) FujiA7E Fejtel] o )
7275 BAstAoF dthe T dHLdo] FFHolok gt} olg EF
A REAE R 77] A= m=2HAd G H3E 7192 7] (per se unlawful
tying-ins)gt & § Atk 8 FHAWNHGOZ = o] FolA i il
AolA Zpol7h & F domH, olo M= FEEHT|E STh

25) Brokerage Concepts, 140 F.3d at 517, Key Enters. of Delaware,
Inc. v. Venice Hosp., 919 F.2d 1550, 1562-64 (11th Cir.1990), vacated
per curiam, 979 F.2d 806 (11th Cir.1992), cert. denied, 511 U.S.
1126, 114 S.Ct. 2132, 128 L.Ed2d 863 (1994). ol Ao ede A3 A
© 7o) AAC] “dIFS e AYAGTY A FRoA AdETE” fHE T
FAIEEG Y. Standard Oil  Co. v. United States, 337 U.S. 293, 314, 69
S.Ct. 1051, 93 L.Ed. 1371 (1949).

26) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit.,, pp.442-444.
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A 3% 7AZ717F AFEEE ol
71927 FAS A

7NAZ71 g qiAle] FRel = ted 22 = o] o W
d 7199Z 7]l e A7 %3’5}‘?}% PRl Aod, == 7192710
et Aol 2AE AFshe Aol ‘ﬂiﬂi‘ﬂ’é} o ”D}%, a1 =9= 719
7)o het FAHA A W =A E= 7
of AA7E 2 Aol

A1A 71 H9Z7]0l gk AR &

Posnere 7|9Z7= 2 AXBZE 7]YA AF A FHujzle] =4

[e)
=
WYNTA B3, AGBNE Fohel BUAE F7HHQ o)L AA Fo

o, NEARE NHete 59 olfE Bof lE ghatstaiop st 7}
Azpdel] Wigk AAAA wA7E G Avele dAAsH oF gk &3
20 7 well®= B THATAe] S Fes 1°4«ér7l7} AHg-E A
U» 7191271 SHoRRY wdss Aduie o/E AT & 9l
the F4E ATk

olf@ 45 791E7Ie FA AATE FEve =AS AN
A% AL F= 0T, 71928719 B AAE SAH}ENE 2 A
Asts FAshs 449 5 Utk FA9 Feehd aRe AEAHA 7
127 AdelM FaARR F4E 5 de 449 Ad F 3T F of
HollM drre F35E 74
g wieo R wieA sidd e ok 28y aed AN 3
AL A o] Wt whurEe] dew, old #sjM= 2ol AAG
79271 g FAR FRAAM FEdr|Z ok

27) R. Posner, Antitrust Law: An Economic Perspective, pp.173-182 (1976).
28) R. Bork, The Antitrust Paradox: A Policy at War with Itself, ch.

19 (1978).
29) Ibid., at 173.
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2]

gy old gisiME, BlE ARl dEe JRAT EAv SEE
HAHo| At aRE AXNE £ e 7927 £ 53 2SS o
48 = Jdthe ol AHEG3D F 79FVIe Ao FA#E &
Ae AT & A, Tz A Aoy 1 olsle] spFe =z 7]
AW AEFL T3 A FHo BAYES TIFE F Ue FIFAZEE
AYEEsE oz, Pzt AYAS AAH ARZRE IFA7|,
ABAZRE A AR Fo oS Festa, g&Acn FAFH oz
e EY AZJATE AlFel AYsta AFshe AL Boh offA vE
o=Z4, AR 5HFA HHo] 2Z4HA & & Advke Ao|th

3 71gVRg B g AAAGH Wl ofste] gl 3
olu|x] EA7E SA" 4 Atk dAY, AzGAE FEFY 423 Ve
A8l AlgE oo & EJAAFoIY wAREFY AEe 5T $ UG
d¥EA g BF(warranty)o] AHd FYEOIY wAFS AHET A

A0 2 A= AE 2 2 oot}

Ll
N

300 R. Bork, ibid, 372-74, 380-81 (1978); H. Hovenkamp, Federal
Antitrust Policy: The Law o Competition And Its Practice § 105b
(1994): Keith K. Wollenberg, “An Economic Analysis of Tie-In Sales:
Re-examining the Leverage Theory”, 39 Stan. L. Rev. 737, 756-59
(1987).

31) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.399.
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ol W&ol 79V |HE AU IdS F At AWUREYde FAAREE
(component part)®} 7]YZ7]E  AAE(new products)ol]l thEiA  EFA
#g Fgwlo] AAXNE F Utk AE AAHSIAH

2. ¥]-8-9o] Az}t

712 Ao vLES ApS Atk T /MY FAEE(component)
o NEHoz Aaxz FujE wru; sle] &F(appliance)0.Z A
StEQS W Bod AstA AEIL FF52 7 A7) wWEo|ths2 o

Ol 5B BAT SHAAE 1 5HAS APHoR QAL
3 AN AN AAHSFo s BuEe Y F 9o

wolE71e) Al ad AANH, 71912718 38t
AR golug AR LS AATe A7t
o wAl= olZle] 71912715
A=} 7pA7E EAs=TelH AR o] 1 E
717} = Aol
EOE 5 Solid, ofd Axd
< 2t 2Eh O AR AdeEs
& o] vtopd S 9l& Aotk 1 Aol ek dejolAA 71927

J

ﬂ@%@-ﬂz A, cHAAE AAEEE wdE HHow

21 s
2717 @Y EA AFEERS AFSEE FRste A-golw
o] H™stA tFolA AAE Aolgta BE woles ZHFAH 271 &
A gt
Posnere AZHAY] dPAL B3 FFHozg Rid 7YgFrzx
z %!

i
B A7l= HEda2 7193 AFe UMY AZEE A7)=

32) P. Areeda & L. Kaplow, Antitrust Analysis, 5th ed., New York:
Aspen Law & Business, 1997, p. 691.
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AAge] B-&3 HlaFFs Hotof & Aol whd ¥tk
R FHE AR 2ES HEHEF & Aolgtal SATED Hust
7 FEL AR ARREE 7197 AEY 59
797 FFY AZelA BAA Faidol As 7HsAol g7l WEolet
3 RT3 ¥y arb AASE 793 AEAZS Henry v. A
B. Dick CoAMA®Dg A9 JTAZ]|E J=aE 1
e 1 Ae FASE, HA JAANEES #EANFOE B s A9
36, AA SA71LAIAF WA A, B. Dick® SAE JIAAFS
dANFo 2 AT, AAH FaAo W Hrke gud 5
KeR

o &

3. AATAle) 893

NeE7Ne HAAAE FHste A7 (disguising  price)= A4
Al7lEd ol &H7E gtk 1 olfE F Y AFFEe] ;AR AujEA
U 792 71H e Aol et oy Fufate] AFe RI=EA] AA
2 A s wrdstA 2 FAFES B3] dFEA R = FA =7
] Eo]t}.37

FATARG A A A7 A ] BgtA] FSHSARYG v, #
Abe A FIHARD FEOIY ARIAE O AV R U oz
NAFoZA 7MAFAE 9stda & 4 vk FAROE, bg59 2
A=A e A Eo] AEuE Bludd o 7] wZe, AL 7}

_

O

AR FAGSY BREe] FALGe ©wr) FANERT ddHow
B HETFAS Bn Ytk A9 wHom I shHo] @& A

33) R. Posner, op.cit., p.176.

34) Ibid.

35) 224 US. 1, 32 S.Ct. 364, 56 L.Ed. 645 (1912).

36) YZAIZANA Al B. Dick®] FA]E&o2 dAujEE Y39 HEL 1%FEATL
Eia=

37) P. Areeda & L. Kaplow, op.cit, pp.690-691. ©]#3 7]¢Z7]o A712
S AN E 72 THEATFAE FFse A olYox ZEEY Alg 9 ALY
22, 7 FEOIY 7R FES ARl g XAS 71Ee] 29, A AYA
o 9A4 <3} Folx o]&Hrh
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ro,
oo
Lo

TARIEGY 7HARE Y s #E S, HAEE FTIHAA
2l A, “fA2 7FA A (Ramsey pricing)”©]
Tl JMAFAEHE Fujairl SAH LS 2HsE 8 = =d
Hj At A7 oA el S 7}/‘19']-1: Aol o Fol& FAY]
Aoty dAd] 7t2FAle ZFA7IFHE vl iR JHAHeE O vk
S ARt 7194271& & e, 7FEFAE 2 7Tl T
BAE, 7o dSIHE Bt BASTE oleh FARGE Aol 3
SIAL YA FASe A AT Robert’s Waikiki U-DriveAl Aol A,
TAHY g9 F3edS W =4 HAFA ¥l HFHo 2 3FE<= H
o] &}tk oW Ve FFTdAL FATA dAvistH A, As At
Hog F7HH§ %’10 77] AFolM 2 ZHAAIE E AT o]
BAAE ALstaie ]71] o|ZHT & 1 FITAe O =&
<RI, AEE 57 P’E}I’— AL afHow ¢ ve 7HAS AFs
o|th39) o] AbxdeA 7]
Foltt. 83 77 T3 IFY Ao aY HA
TAZE AN A= F
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38) F. Ramsey, “A Contribution to the Theory of Taxation”, 37 Econ.
Journal 47 (Mar., 1927); R. Schmalensee, The Control of Natural
Monopolies 39-40 (1979). #A4 7HAAHF L duizog F&Z ot 7ol £
AA AEs 23, 2HA B9 S-S FAaAT Y] dEolth

39) Robert’s Waikiki U-Drive, Inc. v. Budget Rent-A-Car Sys., 491
F.Supp. 1199 (D.Hawaii 1980), aff’d, 732 F.2d 1403 (9th Cir.1984).

40) Robert’s AFACA, WAL the Civil Aeronautics Board’} I|ie] 9=
H &4 2PN E BUS AF3IA T ibid, 732 F.2d at 1406.
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oH$H, I #YPL ZHFAYo] olyel Fal FFATAH Qs HE
2 Aolt}a
4. @832 NAAE 7%

(1) ZHHe| 22| 7[d&7 (=t AR =AM 7|HE7|

Bowman®] #24& gt A7tarstute] o]2rtEd SHAE 7l
AHEZ] 7HAAE S ot SRAEY Eo 283 wEs g557] ¢
st 71912715 A & Adtta FASA

NYB7e 7% 4Fe] A2l ARAFE 7HEH 7HE S AbdEske W ol
T Atk 7193 AdEol 7 AEVEY HlEE AMREHA & lC—‘:P , vl
A= 792 7E 7 FEY AR HAEEA AREEA 1 ARE °ﬂ o gk
TFEE HWME 4 k. olF “7MHHlE 7|92 7](variable proportion
ties)" 2kl F-Eth AW, BEA719 Huxtes I 71AlC AMEHE EY
£ A72HHT ?01‘3}—?—& L7 F At ALY A -TIAY F
Ys FXAAT7I7] Hsted- 22 FFAA AHE & Aoy, v EY

AL~ R}l A 774]«] ARG HIEo] mE ZHHEFS = F IEF-
=2 oA AaAld F Atk AA=R, 71927 iAo A B

F

A ALl Flzste] A4S 2R 5 QA AET,

i

d

FRAZAY NGB ARF BAANAE ok BEH A9
sl Bk A, BelAsk AAG SHAL AT Aehy,
| e SHshAe Rabe ol Aw 1 wWFe AT @k

Tt g T w1 SN AE T S B AeEE
= 4o 719871808, S A9 Hhe asg & 9

e JAZ e Aotk aeER, A% RAGAEC] Mok
4 wastld, BojAE 7A RFe SPu urk 9e A

HES F3b BA AA £92 FAND F Aok A, DAL A

A7} 2 AAC HE T 7R 2AA AL 2pEsts Ao "k

rl

o op

41) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., pp.422-423.
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(2) Stiglere| O|EH} Ztal 72Xt
(simulated price discrimination)

Stigler= AF&A7E AFol F2 7HAE AR T 7HAARE S H7E 7
A7 ABAA AHGe E & TheAS Attt ojzle 1A
H] & 7] Z7](fixed proportion tie-ins)43)E A A3+ A o]t}

Stigler= 93} HAEFPA 9 “d&d ek(block-booking)”e] AMHE
Vg5t 9JThad

TV. ¥&= A¢ B} @295 93= QEHE dAsIE ddra
71838k QY Ala Felle CoF D7F s Aok T.V. W= A9}
B= @3kl disi 7157t vE AFAES 2 Ao WES As Col
7000229k Dol 3000229 HHHtE Bk WEF Be Col 4000
“4319} Dol 6,000 7IX%7HE stk Qv FIFUsE ddth Q

H

B oﬂ ?M% T Stk 01
g QE & 93IE & LEdd Tt
& WEIel 72+ 4000838 Z, DE 4 W 3000ﬂai%1oﬂ b
T AUk o] W FA}A= 14,000 =, Qe 1 F MY
st g (block)Z 10,000€ 214 & el Hoksth. A Col
700083 E Dol 3000€HE, B Col 40008=S, Dol 6000€d8=
170] AFate] &7] i, AE BE 2AS Fud Aol Q9 F¢
20,0002 7t €k olzle] JHARPERIAl ofdAE A Aol 2l
ok vl 7 Ao Ao il FolES VR oY, JPAAPES
gtk dixE Z Fojeld 2000088 E ¥t adHdxE B sk,
3 F ESE 7R 2 Aol s deld 7HAE dEE Ao

e
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42) G. Stigler, “United States v. Loew’s, Inc. A Note on Block-Booking”,
1963 Sup. Ct. Rev. 152 (1963).

43) 3gulge] 719 A 79RA AER 7 AETY HEe dFst S sl
AZ Abe] A st L EF A & Y EEY & Y HE FH} 2

44)  United States v. Loew’s Inc, 371 US. 38 83 S. Ct. 97, 9 L.Ed2d
11 (1962)9] AR AN 71238 Ao|t}.
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45) G. Stigler, op.cit, p. 152; R. Markovits, “Tie-ins, Reciprocity, and
the Leverage Theory”, 76 Yale L.J. 1397, 1454-58 (1967).

46) Ibid., at 153.

47)  Ward S. Bowman Jr, “Tying Arrangements and the Leverage
Problem”, 67 Yale L.J. 19 (1957); R. Markovits, “Tie-ins and Reci-
procity: A Functional, Legal and Policy Analysis”, 58 Tex.L.Rev. 1363,
1407-10 (1980); R. Posner, “Exclusionary Practices and the Antitrust
Laws”, 41 U.Chi.L.Rev. 506, 506-15 (1974).

48)  United States Steel Corp. v. Fortner Enterprises, Inc, 429 U.S.
610, 616 n. 7, 97 SCt. 861, 86 n. 7, 51 LEd2d 80 (1977)(Fortner II);
Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. United States Steel Corp., 394 US. 495,
513, 89 S.Ct. 1252, 1264, 22 LEd2d 495 (1969)(Fortner I )(White,
J., dissenting); Hirsh v. Martindale-Hubbell, Inc, 674 F2d 1343,
1349 (9th Cir.), cert. denied, 459 U.S. 973, 103 S.Ct. 305 (1982);
Moore v. Jas. H. Matthews & Co., 550 F.2d 1207, 1213 (9th Cir.1977),
appeal after remand, 6382 F.2d 830 (9th Cir.1982).
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56) 224 U.S. 1 (1912).

57) Motion Picture Patents Co. v. Universal Film Co., 243 US. 502, 518
(1917).

58) Ibid., at 517-18.

59) Carbice Corp. of Amer. v. American Patents Development Corp.,
283 U.S. 27, 32, 51 S.Ct. 334, 75 L.Ed. 819 (1931).
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60) Ibid., at 31-32, 51 S.Ct. 335-36.

61) Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. United States Steel Corp.,(Fortner 1),
394 US. 495 498-99, 89 S.Ct. 1252, 1256, 22 L.Ed2d 495 (1969)(“7|
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Corp. v. United States, 298 U.S. 131, 56 S.Ct. 701, 80 L.Ed. 1085
(1936); Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde, 466 US. 2, 36,
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63) L. Kaplow, “Extension of Monopoly Power Through Leverage”, 85
Colum. L. Rev. 515 (1985); R. H. Lande, “Challenges to the Chicago
School Approach: Chicago’s False Foundation”, 58 Antitrust L.J. 631
(1989).
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64) W. S. Bowman, Jr., “Tying Arrangements and the Leverage Problem”,
67 Yale LJ 19 (1957). Bowman® 3= Director & Levi, “Law and
the Future: Trade Regulation”, 51 Nw. U L Rev. 281, 290, 292
(1956)0ll X EEHE AMFo2HE /HdE Bl
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o A AFEETE L. Kaplow, “Extension of Monopoly Power Through
Leverage”, 85 Colum. L.Rev. 515, 517-19 (1985).

66) W. S. Bowman, op.cit; R. Markovits, “Tie-ins, Leverage, and the
American Antitrust Laws”, 80 Yale L.J. 195 (1970); R. Bork, op.cit,
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FAA A AFS HIs7|R ¢ AFoF QlEA Bowmano]E9 &

A9 457t A5 Qe 2 5 ek

Agtfo] 2o e Bowmane] HIZol| tisire=, 230] AAAIFAA
= A9 e Ad Agurt Qe v HAAxAES 722 g Aty
fulgte] 71sixa Atk Bowmano|ZolA HHA7E 71912718 531
I 539s 48 UE F floke 33 o83 EddA BAEE ¢
Ay AZAE S FhHete 571V EAgTE AS AAS Holtt
gy ¥ 53AE EAEA @tk dAAZAAE, 7 dEAA
AZAME S Frete diAle 718 FE] s SaATE A7]9 A
Es YA 5 Aol tEl B 5 Aok FEiRte ARE B3
she 7192718 FRFgo2ZA 71 el dsh Feixte) Fart AA A
o7 ZAaHA &3 79K dFd dg PR F2oE FUHAIZIY 1
gt Amjates FuiAE AHE €S AZE Aok 7199371 dFe o

67) Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde, 466 US. 2, 32-47 &
n. 9, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

68) Hirsh v. Martindale-Hubbell, Inc, 674 F.2d 1343, 1349 n. 19 (9th
Cir.1982), cert. denied, 459 U.S. 973, 103 S.Ct. 305 (1982).

69) AW, Smith Mach Co. v. Hesston Corp., 1987-1 Trade Cas. (CCH)
I 67563 at 60,383, 1987 WL 14498 (D.N.M.1987), affirmed, 878 F.2d
1290  (10th  Cir.1989), cert. denied, 493 US. 1073, 110 S.Ct. 1119
(1990); Sandles v. Ruben, 89 FRD. 635 (S.DFla.1981); Martino v.
McDonald’s Sys., 86 F.R.D. 145 (N.D.I11.1980).

70) 504 U.S. 451, 463-64, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 L.Ed.2d 265 (1992).
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Consumer Protection Issues”, 62 B.U. L. Rev. 661, 671-79 (1982).

84) 466 U.S. 2, 31-32, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

85) 504 U.S. 451, 473 & n. 19, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 LEd.2d 265 (1992).

86) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit.,, pp.406-409.

87) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc, 504 U.S.
451, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 L.Ed2d 265 (1992); Northern  Pacific
Railway Co. v. United States, 356 U.S. 1, 78 S.Ct. 514, 2 L.EdZ2d
545 (1958); International Salt Co. v. United States, 332 U.S. 392, 68
SCt. 12, 92 LEd. 20 (1947); IBM Corp. v. United States, 298 U.S.
131, 56 S.Ct. 701, 80 L.Ed. 1085 (1936).

83) 504 U.S. at 473-74.
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89) 371 U.S. 38, 83 S.Ct. 97, 9 L.Ed.2d 11 (1962).

90) W. S. Grimes, “Antitrust Tie-in Analysis After KODAK: Understanding
the Role of Market Imperfections”, 62 Antitrust L.J. 263, 302-03
(1994).
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94) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc, 504 TU.S.
451, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 L.Ed.2d 265 (1992).

95) Northern Pacific Railway Co. v. United States, 356 US. 1, 6-8 78
S.Ct. 514, 2 L.Ed.2d 545 (1958).

96) IBM Corp. v. United States, 298 U.S. 131, 134, 56 S.Ct. 701, &0
L.Ed. 1085 (1936).
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98) Ibid., pp.409-410.

99) Craswell A% 29 =&, FRA $He SHFAYH olyz, &M
B3HA tFojxol dttar A ¢EHTt R. Craswell, “Tying Requirements
in Competitive Markets: The Consumer Protection Issues”, 62 B.U. L.
Rev. 661, 700 (1982).

100) B. Klein, “Market Power in Aftermarkets”, 17 Mangerial & Decision
Econ. 143 (1996).

101) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc, 504 U.S.
451, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 L.Ed.2d 265 (1992).

102) Northern Pacific Railway Co. v. United States, 356 U.S. 1, 6-8, 78
S.Ct. 514, 2 LEd.2d 545 (1958).

103) IBM Corp. v. United States, 298 U.S. 131, 134, 56 S.Ct. 701, 80
L.Ed. 1085 (1936).
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104) S. Borenstein, J. K. Mackie-Mason & J. S. Netz, “ntitrust Policy
in Aftermarkets”, 63 Antitrust L.J. 455, 473-74 (1995).

105) Black v. Magnolia Liquor Co., 355 US. 24, 78 S.Ct. 106, 2
LEd2d 5 (1957)(=wjdo] F7/ LejolA g@ste BAT 71AQge Fdo
24 wEgx ge Baze s Ze3); In re Friedman, 113 F.T.C.
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106) 700 F.2d 785 790-91 (2d Cir.1983), cert. denied, 464 U.S. 1073,
104 S.Ct. 984 (1984); Cantor v. Detroit Edison Co., 428 U.S. 579, 96
S.Ct. 3110 (1976).
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107) W. S. Bowman, “Tying Arrangements and the Leverage Problem”,
67 Yale L.J. 19, 21-23 (1957).

108) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., pp.413-414.

109) Phonetele, Inc. v. American Tel & Tel Co., 664 F.2d 716 (9th
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112) 15 US.CA. § 1.
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114) 15 US.C.A. § 45.

115) Victor H. Kramer, “The Supreme Court and Tying Arrangements:
Antitrust as History”, 69 Minn. L. Rev. 1013, 1023 (1985).
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116) 224 U.S. 1, 32 S.Ct. 364, 56 L.Ed. 645 (1912).

117) Ibid., at 50.
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HEgS 1 HEC IEAE GRS AARH = FYo] EFHo] AT Levy,
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1962, 1962 (1964).
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Antitrust , 2nd ed., West Publishing Co., 1989, pp. 646-647.

121) V. H. Kramer, op.cit., at 1035.

122) 243 U.S. 502, 518, 37 S.Ct. 416, 61 L.Ed. 871 (1917).

123) Ibid., at 517-18.

124)  United Shoe Mach. Corp. v. US., 258 U.S. 451, 42 S.Ct. 363, 66
L.Ed. 708 (1922).

125) FTC v. Sinclair Ref Co., 261 U.S. 463, 43 S.Ct. 450, 67 L.Ed. 746
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A3 72Ee] AYeART 717 i, ‘gstd FAYULH

(modified per se rule)’ely “A3stdE 3t YA (structured rule
of reason)’o]& &oj7} Ht} AHA3}t}h  Jefferson Parish Hospital
District No. 2 v. HydeAFdolA <ol <osia  sAlE o
2139 719F7= vt o 818 dEstd FAS et

(i) F 7he] &3 719927149
(i) drjxb= AlFAE gl Bele FiAz stodm AAAG et

o
W ostnd a4 g 9 sl s U v9e Ad %

A

g
(iii) 71¥9E717F 4

A A,

3 7@ F(substantial volume of commerce)<

ofl

Jefferson Parish@#| oA, 4219 HZ=9AL 77| A-d 3 <
AYHLE RS Fr]stodor sttt AdRoY, TALS A3 HAYHo=R

ApANe SHFAY 9wk Felzk AREE Byl vaAA FHe) A
d ol¥e 9% gl e Aow Fgute 93
o] 1 pYL 1300] Aol B4 st AR W)
Fol AgAT FAPY BHL 5HH DY 4B
wafe] B, Hgo]l SE AWH S Hsels 2 m Huz sy 9
o] Mg, TP A Sl AR 2ol & A7k Hlgo] Hojzh
139) 466 U.S. 2, 12-18, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).
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R0 EE Kodak®ell o) throlzde 798719 We gaay 4
Ho] A48 AW AYsgehlD

Q) F2 7|9E7] AHA

2

72715 £ ALt AR Y FRe ARIETGE AR 93]
1715 ek 1930 o], IBM Corp. v. United StatesApbzdld42)o] A,
W TR E IBMS 2 A4S IBMO 98 AzHAAY TFE =
| 7192713 | diste] AEFos 71439t IBMS 7192718 1
et A, Ao thaiX s ZIAlel tE dxtsol thal ele] 15HAE
o tigt s J&FozH, FuixE AEEAT. AWHHAS IBM
ANA AR ES WEHA, T L= ARgo] AbrY FHAY RIE
HeiA BeAolgts v FdWS 7|4 AT

1947'3 9] International Salt A}HSZ AJFsle 7]9E7|E  EEs}

r2

2

= TR ARl dis B AT MFRE o] T e &FS AVIE
o] 2 F 3HNM FASATID o5 T A 2% ) Ade 9w
Sarb 1ok 71987 AR &3] Hig e Adde TS

140) 466 U.S. at 32, 104 S.Ct. at 1560.

141) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc, 504 U.S.
451, 461, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 2079, 119 L.Ed.2d 265 (1992).

142) 298 U.S. 131, 56 S.Ct. 701, 80 L.Ed. 1085 (1936).

143) =438 AL International Salt Co. v. United States, 332 U.S. 392,
68 S.Ct. 12, 92 LEd 20 (1947); United States v. Loew’s, Inc, 371
US. 38 83 SCt. 97, 9 LEd2d 11 (1962); Northern Pacific Railway
Co. v. United States, 356 U.S. 1, 78 S.Ct. 514, 2 LEd2d 545 (1958).
A3 AL Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v. United States, 345 U.S.
594, 73 S.Ct. 872, 97 L.Ed. 1277 (1953).

144) Qa7 <5423 AVALS Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services,
Inc, 504 US. 451, 112 S.Ct. 2072, 119 L.Ed2d 265 (1992). A<l
Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. United States Steel Corp., 394 U.S. 495,
89 S.Ct. 1252, 22 L.Ed2d 495 (1969)A+A(Fortner 1)olAE A€zt <
LYoy g Wl United States Steel Corp. v. Fortner Enterprises,
Inc, 429 US. 610, 97 S.Ct. 81, 51 LEd2d 80 1977) A}A(Fortner
MoAx= A a7 4299 A ¥3e= Jefferson  Parish  Hospital
District No. 2 v. Hyde, 466 U.S. 2, 12-18, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 80 L.Ed.2d
2 (198D Ao M = Ff A3t ST
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ok 1984l A 1992 d7HA] Atolol]l  EAR oA ARFE AMY e
UNF 1770 DZ(health care)57), HFHGMN) Ee AT
of &3 7BV E E3SE Aol

olstill = 2o 7FF F23 37 AlA, = Jefferson Parish
Hospital v. Hyde AFA(1984), Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image
Technical Services, Inc. A}(1992), United States v. Microsoft
CorpAHd Tl #ste] A3 AHE7|=E g

i

1) Jefferson Parish Hospital v. Hyde AlZ4(1984)

Jefferson Parishe 10 o] 7]1¢9Z7]o] A3 gy #d

Aol so] £ wl$ Fad Abdelnt.

71 AR A
1960 ] =, FolA ool Jefferson Parishe A HYAL A=35)17)
2 ZAAsA 19719 & WYL Metairie 19 New Orleans©ll
East Jefferson WS A8ttt 5 wWde dFMA A, 1 <9
of AYE wFHAEY 71920 Roux & Associates®t & o] EE v}
JFd T2 84E Roux & AssociatesolAl FH37IZ Akt

HAe HQd F7F AH] AEFE P Rouxd £2lste] FtsA

il 4o

dg

ol of

o}:]._ﬁj)g

31712 39t Rouxe 1 ti7t2 5 W EE vHAE IH
12 sttt & #Hde & 950, 1980d7kA Azt ¢F 10,0007 ¢
R R =

o] AlrolA wAE EALe 1977d 79 AZFEHJY. vy AE
Edwin G. Hyde®Al7F & ®Bd vfaA<S s17] Hsld 5%
gt e st & B oxtI e, 2dA EAS FE AL
ot mtHAIES oFV|R 3 AAEY = SR gkethal A,
719 235 AAYh Dr. Hydee AHile] 2®oz I7sl=s &83)

A # (injunction)] L3jd AL 7|dstHA MUY Alx F

o ANA Mol AzstArt

N

62



A1Ad w=e) 7927 A

Dr. Hyde®} East Jefferson W2 3¥o] ZA HAANA IS H
ATk 1981 Folxefyt FF AWAWHAL BE FTAHS} FFS 4
25t W35 WES 3], East JeffersonH U HAL )

I

oJx AEe AFAMES BAsta A XshH wEbA Roux<he] AlY
T o7t gl AolAv= olfelA, Dr. Hyded 75 7123 th149
Dr. Hyde= &&sklal, 198200 L3 75 Fi A3 &
Aok oA JugdS A 5HES
3, Roux$}e] Aeke 327} East Jefferson HE &4
HW BFEA] Roux 4% ALY AMH|AWRS o] &8HA] 7Fast
‘71927l EA(tying arrangement)’= TS HYoh146) &4
de aRe FA et B ANPEYe] 328 HEs g

East Jefferson 92 <AWdiydo] st 4

FFAAE ALGeA FRIAES AEsaL, BE o] dTEAEUN o
Amicus Curiae(H99e ZAdaphEAM 2] FH|MHEES] Fr7lEAcy. AW
HAe A HY(Appellate Court)e] ZAE TA] WHEIIHA, Roux
& Associates9F2] AlFE A 7]2al sh= B He ST

Jefferson ParishAtAd] o]|27|7tA] 7197 EAHL, HA3 I o
e FQo3 AMENZ AAzMUo] FZHW FAYH(per se illegal)
o7 FHFHo gtk R, wetd Al 8y A AN &
o] g

(L

o (o

(1) 3L Dr. Hyde®] 4%
Y3 Dr. Hyde= East Jefferson W3 Roux & Associates?t
of Aotol BAAWS 7|98 AolPE AL FEIE B A9 A

AE SHstaa Ao dae £ Fall FAo] S AUt 2w

i

145) 513 F.Supp. 532 (E.D.La. 1981).

146) 686 F.2d 286 (5th Cir. 1982).

147) oJ7]el= Dr. HydeE H3iA RAw] vz A8 7}, East Jefferson HYLS 93
Ae A B4, ndggE HERE Fo] 23U

148) 466 U.S. 2(1984).

149) AAZAFT /M T8 AL 9
3= Aol

N

b 71 el ARAME S b =Tt
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AA, Dr. Hyde= ©] Aol 719j&7]e &g Zola, wiets] 7l

B8 Zo] ohlehs 4L FRsen Ak Aut Pl BA Acke] 7]
4B/ HER she A b S AASED e A= szt

B 4Fol EFANTE MUY Wil AF

TeddzAdd Sde 9E WY A A F
Dr. Hyde A}21& Lakeside® ©& Metairieoll* v}
¢l 5SS AT A, 19 FEe dEL Fed &
AT Aulzges 34 7Y 287 gl 7 /1Y 2 =
EAsA = Aol AT

Dr. Hydet ©tgo=® %F 7H° ]E 7191275 ATk
(tled)= HE& Holy 3tATH = AZe =4e glder,
WY 3A7F East  Jefferson tﬁ%"ﬂfﬂ 4—%‘%7]% AP, v =
Roux & Associatesol| 4] ®rolop gy 18z ko AHEH F£&S WS
T {2tk East Jefferson B9 o]g&L& &
Associatesd] v E 7197 AFo|ATh

Dr. Hyde’} Swsledol & wpx]wt Q4= East Jefferson W -Ho]

¢

1o

2 Lo
At

i)

A,

o

i

o

N rud

l‘l-F

7% AFAA AFANE S A e Follth o] A2 Dr. Hyde
ANA vl AALAT. AL Aol 29 FFS VAP W, 2 o
fre o] AAMEe] St Btr] WiEoldn. aeja A
o] o] HEFNS W 2 F4 olf= FHUE FHYS Bidvs
oItk F2AoNA, T g dele] Aol =HHAHA F
B 2He BYde BHAXNAAFe] W9} East Jefferson BP9 A%

150) Brief for the Respondent, pp.42-46.
151) Ibid., p.42.
152) Ibid., p.31.
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)
ofr
L
o

o = BRI, F
B e SAES ARV vEHAE A9E ARE EEAte A,
(2) A= AAY Aulz (dAd JARAS] e A obd gt
DAAASE e wpEAb] o0& wiF)E Altolol o= A, (3)
gatso] AEsoF & wHMIZE =4 AHATeE H s XIS AN
0159 Dr. Hydew= ©|2idt Z3}+=, East Jefferson %%LHQ] vl AR
o] AHAEY 7|5 YHstl FHAASLER ste, & B 9
A (intrahospital)” B4 A AAZE o]Folz 7§—r°ﬂ‘ﬁ 7V &
740104‘:}57— FASIATID 28 AnjARte] ofye}, Roux®] A A el
T ¥sE FAt. = Dr. Hydex= East Jefferson ®Hdo HIZS
741"?‘ & FolA, Aol IR APFol A AdEE Aol HATIH uhet
A, Dr. Hyde®] olof7l= 2tes] Zefx, s B HAd An|2oA
= BfAdts Aol dAad mHAeE 2ol e B
F RS BASHA Esta AMAY, e B dF
71%] o v T Hde vFxEe] B
ANxe =S 7RI MR A9

]_
79 549o] AnAFA S 7 FT F

dfrt
o
1
r\r rAl

inss

fr o rr
P~
fr
14
i)
ro
o

153) Ibid., pp.36-38.

154) Ibid, pp20-29. wHAMIZ} Bohe F4e Awydel Ad 449 49H 2
A7t BEY, FoPdel AFF AADA F B AANA oA Hulze] £54
Aol ANBAE vrAME Fee zAHAL RTE HAA Bow, 1 277

dlokalit) 686 F.2d 286, 291 (5th Cir. 1982)
155) Brief for the Respondent, pp.30-36.
156) Ibid., pp.32-34.
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N8 A KR FAFNE ZAR s,
2 WH9le] Aol wEba o' HAE I A
Bk 41 dSS BoFEthn F43tdeh
|e]  Tampa ElectricAtd19¢]  {FF&

Tampa ElectricAtdolME, Z=zgtte] AdzZF 37192 Tampa
Electrico] "€WAY Agt FFAAe} A7) vietd Ago] Sz, =
Ak W T2 ME ZFAAS Foels Aol AAY] e FaHvt
ARoIATE. 1 AbolA, TampaTe =& HFA7F Tampa Electric
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157) Brief for the Petitioners, pp.43-45, Reply Brief for the Petitioners,
pp 2-5.

158) Brief for the Petitioners, pp.34-39.

159) Tampa Electric Co. v. Nashville Co., 365 U.S. 320 (1961).
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A1A v=e 71927 A
oxREY THdts e FasA 4L, AHHoE JFL Ve A

A2 Tampa Electrico]l I ARFEQl A7IE Fujstd A]Fo] oflyar,

Ne Welo] o8 AulAg Bujsks Aol ohel 1

Aol WA &S ST’ E Aol TR FAEAT
e m

v He g I Alofo] 7192 VE BRI ook ot 4
stRed, 1 2A= AAH EARZA, H4F FovE F Y =949
dEol EABHA skthe HolAth10 o]t oAM=, HAYLS
EZst7e shAe, @dd AFo] Hoh o' #xrt Badt AXA|glole
YET F o, A4 HAE FHE FFLE HFE T s Aol
HZolth Avrt o] FAS 7HBVE HAFSe AL o|8FHLE EE
FES 7HZVIE AFNE e 2ES 7HAE Aotk o7, 4w
A= B AsaE AR Qo] BEv WRUE 9 flo] HilE = gle
=Rolty. Mgt RE AFES AAEe N FEEY e
(bundles)°o]al, IAEo] H2o=w FIge olF= I ZIH(packaging)
o] dFE FujRlol Al TF3sh= Zo] B T&Zo]7] wiEo]

East Jeffersond 92 & AlSS 71992712 fetste= Ao| 7bssit

AL A8 28y T HAdS A7|EY viEE ArE o' Ao A

= HUAMHZe A solgE 5
T, 28 HE BAE A HI A A A
stegts, 98 Ale 719E7)7t

S e ojug e A4 aw

fr
hinl)
2
>
=
[

o i M
Y
1%

=
>
N
N
Ho

ofr
i

Atk 53 5 WY Dr Hyde® thex @& ZolAw BMelA A
Aot 9ol Feole] P nANEe BAHOR IHY WER AE
Heltks Fe AHYThOD oldd BAVORE AABA] UG EF
49 AARpgol e AeAsAe A2HRAL, 7AB0) g AEul g

160) Brief for the Petitioners, pp.39-42.
161) Ibid., p.22.
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9] = )-t) A| (variable-proportions  input-substitution)©] & 2] xRS
7= wl A 8F S T162)

< FHste w49 Qe ojn #H JAS

AT 7 AU, Rouxd HAFAHIZ 719&7] v A7Id F71=
AL olFAE glidve Hel aFHA B olfF9 shHATHID AT
Roux & AssociatesollAl ZAA7IART e ANES 3= 3 71927
=, B A Aulzed g Favt BAAFd BFHQ FHAL

ol WYY FdL ZAAAZ Ao|Yrhléd I East Jefferson® Y
el Alestal e mHAARSTEY] BA o] &AdekA] Fdert ste Ao

g g Aok AAE g Aol A 21719 A
|A e Ao A1) v Az A AR L7
, BeE A7) AR RS ol &5tr] A A A9d & A

162) J. M. Vernon & D. A. Graham, “Profitability of Monopolization by
Vertical Integration”, Journal of Political Economy Vol. .79, pp.924-925.

163) Brief for the Petitioners, pp.21-22.

164) Ibid., pp.22-23.

165) Ibid., pp.37-39.

166) o] Ao HAdS WES of

167) o] A2 39 county®] AT o|th

168) Brief for the Petitioners, pp.30-34.
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East Jefferson W9 YAA, East Jefferson ParishFWE9]
T0%ZFE R S<l(admissions)S L3, wabx 30%= ©E  Parish
27H dAd= Aotk bE FAE, &4 YA East Jefferson
Parish®] X3 F19 30%%o] East JeffersonHQo =2  Zkal,
70%+< Jeffersono|t} ©FE Parishol e © & HAYo = Ziges Ao
T HWYS AWHLYo]l East Bank of Orleans
2t Aol Agstd + JAT%L ik w&Ed
= 1 AFelA, East Jefferson B9-& 12719 O%Jﬂr 7 A
S, (Be 29 59 7|x2) 2383 A=yt | @4 9.0%9

5919] thH#E John Paul Stevensth'y o] <98 A=A th9A
of MWya, 4909 A#AT/E Sandra Day O'Connor TiHIe] 2]
2H9H, el dEo = AT 2 o]fol disiA= vldstar 9l

AL, East Jefferson HYe Roux & Asso-
c1ates94--4 Aeko] HUHS utstx] Aty FozH Ax F

g
o] E£& EolFAH. 8 oZlo] dUivide] BYZY BE FR T
gtte AL oidd. Y, & Hde Aol He F Y FHE A
wo EAE dEEA FAsAn 0 Ty tipde “oF9 oqAgl
o], Bﬂ"lc’ﬂ -04311 AAE 7R Y] FBELAE FHHCE FFE F
AR, ol T IANA AAZE Al wHARAE TS S
&?6}11 FkThd, JiANel S dake] goAtel ojste] ded

A
AATE"17TD 31 3] East Jefferson® €] @ AAEZ3HS ul 2 g o)

169) Ibid., Appendix B.

170) “A431e 2l w7 Ael= 719F7|Ege] HF 3
580z Egd MHla HfANRNE AT
(1984).

a8 = AA g}, F @A V)
Aolgtal FFE” 466 U.S. 2, 18
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dde Bl S 7192719 AAH Ao dIs Aoz JAYE
F Ae, F A B AAFEelA, st gE st 7193t T R
o A4H9exe dAAT Z2iy Dr. Hydex= 7192719 34 a3 7
& AEAGAA Y B 5HES gFHlor stde, oA F A
A 7 Felazs Adeolda A H AR FAa At ool YA
TR AT 2L o] AP #Fat FE AF %S Dr. Hyde?t

olu 1l East Jefferson® o]
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of HAEHE AFH A
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HYe - East Jefferson WYY AFAGEURoZE A ZAwHEL *
o FEsivte Ae AA8ka, Aol WX Bz s HAEAAA

g Al BAATO o ASt (AFAEIH ) A&
EHH/9L health care HI-§9] A3zA|Fo] I ¥
Ha, AE3 JRo Ao wio] AHixte BA
o] AFete EAHI = Hrgd & gA e A 5 gus

eN
=
19 olE RaEe FAHY vl AFANGS WYY FE QA

r
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o rir
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8ok X ot XN
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N
T o>
ol ol 30
o 1o X
o
2
Lo
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N

X2
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il

987 Flol hal FABASE A FIIE TR FHF A

East Jefferson B2 7]¥Z7] U2l wjely Adzgr A4
3k Ao M= AR A T, HASE F] Aleke] wiEly ASHe B
e 93 A #AAAY Aol HolMe FEFIY. e

171) 466 U.S. 2, 22 (1984).
172) Ibid.

173) 686 F.2d, at 290.

174) 466 U.S. 2, 27 (1984).
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a3k B4 Dr. Hyde7b Abzdell tiste] Hes
FA YT “Rouxste] Algfe] HAuye fukgick= A
AbEZte] A A= wiEHY Aleke] AAl EdE B
ok o AAo mAe AA wEaRE a

= OebAl X3 Aol HH, 23t o] defxl np glth."17)

|

iR
olN
ol
ol
>
§2

@ HZ9]ZA(the concurring opinion)

East JeffersonH o] =H¥s HFgeuvty 7HA30AE, dao4d9
oL A&t Tl Hdo]l st BE Aotk kst 53
Hol e 71¥27= A3 FALEsy] otk ey o] AA
gatso] Bl e ol A8 Hlefoltt. AR[AFA WA= 7| HT
7191 EH7F HAAARJNAE o|EAoR #HsA ¥, 7¥Z7]= W
2 HiEeE A FHes g53

HAB7E, AvAEA ] FHeHA &3 fFalstr] wWEel ool AA|glo]
e 1A (price fixing)d FL3 HIFo| EFAZ Fv Qe =

2 o|t} 176)
AFelA, 71918710 hE sl
o] 7oA 771-‘%4%7 |

>~
>
AL o
E
B
E)
2
o

175) Ibid., at 29, 31.
176) Lynk, William J., “Tying and Exclusive Dealing: Jefferson Parish
Hospital v. Hyde (1984)”, p.356.
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HENAE MBI} AARH e BAHE A9RE 04 F Baol
N AE] AN ARG BN E Aol FRETD 7
ek ey olgel dlElME, AABIE o2Hon A9 FEAD
NS FARA Aot grglel 7% FEAGANAY 2uAFA
2 Ao ol ol wuse Adx Aok ey o ol =
4719 1 EAYe e 958 29 @ 1 588L A 49
Soh B o WHORE ol §¥ 4 AAW, A2 AAE BRdeE
Aol 341 S goke AFE 2y &= Ag

RHZFHAS EES East Jefferson WMo Aok e #Hstodr= WA
o] F%o] Bgsttte vl Iestidn. 2o Hd5e] g
FET BAC FAFoEN Bl Aol 7BV E AvletA de F

z HE MulaE HE

S5 7T o]e] glormE WYL F AMuEE IA AFoIZN F
23l A g e giek

2) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical
Services, Inc. AFZ4(1992)

Y 7YETled B/ ALY HalE 199299 Kodak At
A1) L FAgslgt. 28y KodakAlAL 719127 AA9] &
Aate Az B A SAYME AFAET A07] W&, Kodak ©]%
o= H&E3ZF Jefferson Parishe QLEL7HA] 719274 B3 g7 o]

22 AE JEHol 23 .

177) 466 U.S. 2, 34 (1984).
178) Ibid., at 43.
179) Eastman Kodak Co. v. Image Technical Services, Inc., 112 S.Ct.

2072 (1992).
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(7h AHEBA
Kodake “#Fatds7t o] Folzl Ao A AMREALZIE  2vf3k3l L,
I NBHFES 23%AT Kodake AHAFY] §4 F8 MuaE e
I AT 2L WA FES #iste S AT, Kodake
FEANS a4 0=2 FAE & AUt Kodak ARIEALZ|C] thsto
£ 3t 59 AGAELS o] AAsAN FEFES T 5 8l

A =N, FHFA FTE A

of Bel BAL ERSAAE GAAW, 79BN} BARAAN N 2
7] 91a14 AR 4 Aoa w
TORERERE L REIRE SR

o Zoe HAowE A4 FUAF(Kodake] FFA1%
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rlo
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8] 2= A
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Y
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= g Hee
fFHBEA= YFAY AzRGA7E nFE 1A (locked-in  customer)S
23 et7] fletd 71927 FAS AT ¢ ATk HSGThIS0) o 7)o A
nzE uqE oln Kodak AMRIEAZIE Fuls)A, Kodake] AlgHs
H e & AAAY AREAZIE Fufste Zlo] wEHE )
A FHAES 7H I ARIEAR A o] 21 A olgtal 7+
gobd, FEAGO #g HRE ol AL & AHIE 7HES EH Y

180) ®WHYUE R. Craswell, “Tying Requirements in Competitive Markets :
The Consumer Protection Issues”, 62 B.U. L Rev. 661, 676 (1982)9l
o Ad.
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A A Z Al (coercion)d] FSAH7ZF EA8) oF gt}
(iv) 713 FA17Zol A v AZ a37F Ex) st of gt
(v) 7197 4F AFlA AnstA] &-2(not insubstantial) M 7

o] EA st ok it

u{m
o

(b 4 ANEA
% 7)o SR8 AEY Auas) EAstelor Bt
D A AN ARG el e
NAR AES] ANFIA AR ke Aol ol ak.
A7} 702717} okl Bl Anstelo} st

(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(th 374 71=4

(1) F Mo 5" FF0Y 71927 Aol SAste o gt

(ii) #oz7E Fefatol Al BAA Al Aetd stazt o4A s F3

e SEE gastt 59, o2l ARANEL wastelof G,
(i) 719127] @Aol A4 ANFE Aasiofof Bt
AUYYAE o F o= Ao Al FFolga BHI BAH HL
QThon ae 7 A1Ee AA A8 fAEE, 3 71Ee g2 23
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(5th Cir.1981), cert. denied, 454 U.S. 860, 102 S.Ct. 315 (1981).
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2=E AFstre T3k k).

201) United States v. Microsoft Corp., 147 F.3d 935 (D.C.Cir.1998).

202) Ibid., at 952.

203) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.393.
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7b 22 ANEA du 223 7937 AAH olde2iE FEoR
2HZ Fej A A f5S S Ao, viEA a&Ae &4 4w
Aol gk F-o] o] &S i Zlolth oY, Microsofte] 9 &
ZE o] gojx e o] AR AFRT EE5T FEALZE ]
Aol E 7hSEA o, S8LxZEd ] glojA e WMl £rE F3)
2 Ao]al Microsofte] A|ujstel FHHSA F5=E AHolth HA AZE
dol B A mX= AR Edle 1 AAZ SHFAY fJuto] He
AL of AR, 283 AAA ¢4 SEZEIYS RS & gl

A F5H]FA Y dA4lo AXg HAe] FHA A& AHFAA T3

71987 w2 a7t o E<(quantity  discounts)
x| gt HAIAS R FHIEW Fujae HAg
20070 ¢ =} NS Fujsfiorrt ste Az Ao, A
L Al Dt 7 FFE 5] flske] 199709 dskA] &F
= dA7AHR FEF)E Fulste 202 s

HTste Aotk 1} o] B9AHE F %

2 7 slth

o

a8y T e AEEl ESAR A=l Brole Beol wet 59
ARl FFer B 5 it FYE AES AR Agde AAHd BA7
<o 719271 719e she] A AZANZFE F524Q0 A F
AR olFd & A & Az AE 5 AT F AEFAAMS] A
w2 7ol 2 =343 AKE AFFAAY AwjH A=Z olFst= H
AHEE & doke d4A 9’e] EAske Aeole, BEdd dAES
SHE FFCE UFE & Atk £8, BT ESATE qAEY 71927]
7} olglgk EAE LAATIAE etk A, AW HAE ARHAE
O dejolAl Arke gt FAHHAES} FATRIES A HAFsloF &
Ox F=4E  drh 2 F FRIEE A BdHe giAEola o= A

204) Reisner v. General Motors Corp., 671 F.2d 91, 100 (2d Cir.1982).
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E_ /\

1998Lﬂ«] Microsoft #AlA], D.C. «£3HAL E4A A= &4
£ AEstA @t 28y g5 22 olfdlA, FEl Hee Windows
Internet Explorers ZHZ<l AEFow QAF ool Itte= FH3
Zo]l  9lth205) Internet Explorer ZAAM7]= ©A Windowsol] w3t
FEo] olygl JAVAZO] & AZEYE X #AA77F Windows
BAY F Ae HAZHA LGAA ] FxE olF F Ae AH 2
=2 2714 dAEol7|= ¥t == JAVAO] #7138k Netscape’f
I AARE Windowsoﬂ EH‘E& Aol FHA LAA WindowsSt =3+
HE g2 $qH4 S Axg 9 I spEHe o =9 Tkl

oldl 7|uke] AFE Y 9/] 2E AFEA7} Windows S S3AA S

¢

R

N

AH&-3t
= FH o7t EaAolHH, A IAAE ERYS AEF TS
& F e SERZEE WindowsE B2 444 dAE 9 it
2 ksa adoemd O 5314 A9E AEAE Ui

oMol HE 79d7] AL 7% dEo]

% T ZpAATE BvfstESE 2T oY 7HA
A5A. A wj2azl-gRl2 Zeixpo] =] sl A okx}
= 4Edc] 5% Baskin-Robins BA=S I FHE] HXT Ao
VAR, TPRARJAZ R Y R EE ofo]lxAy e AAZEHT Frjste
5 875 Aol pAAs ZET7IR A FAE & AH200 oA
< ZApo|=RA 9 54E sty AT Aot ZiiAol== T}

AE, OZE, 35, AR O e GUEAT A, 1
o Azt BAt WAL EIE AL HHoR GAT & 9

205) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., p.413.
206) Krehl v. Baskin-Robins Ice Cream Co., 664 TF2d 1348 (9th
Cir.1982) (%2 # = ofol2a P2 Tdst AFolt)
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Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v. United StatesAbAolA], <
e AufAe 7 FFAIZANA Y “AHl (dominance)”E& 873 A

o2 yeghutth20 ¥bH - $=d3 o] Northern Pacific Railway Co. v.

207) Siegel v. Chicken Delight, Inc, 448 F2d 43, 51-52 (9th Cir.
1971), cert. denied, 405 U.S. 955, 92 S.Ct. 1172, 31 LEd2d 232
(1972)(*F 55o] Ho] UA &2 FZ(herbs)9 Fo] FHFELS SHHA FFo]
t};  Midwestern Waffles v. Waffle House, 734 F.2d 705 712 (11th
Cir.1984) (7} B A kA7 2w el ZuldlA ALEsles 27 H 7MEARIAY] =gt
7= 71BANEALS] AlzHloly AEe] BFA FEo] ol mEtA FYHE FF
olgtal stAth)

208) AW Motion Picture Patents Co. v. Universal Film Manufacturing
Co.,, 243 US. 502, 37 S.Ct. 416, 61 LEd. 871 (1917); Carbice Corp.
of Am. v. American Patents Dev. Corp., 283 US. 27, 51 S.Ct. 334,
75 L.Ed. 819 (1931).

209) International Salt Co. v. United States, 332 U.S. 392, 68 S.Ct. 12,
92 LEd. 20 (1947); United States v. Paramount Pictures, Inc, 334
U.S. 131, 68 S.Ct. 915, 92 L.Ed. 1260 (1948).

210) 345 U.S. at 611, 73 S.Ct. at 882 (1953).
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United ~StatesAbAolM =, It AAZQl(substantial) e 7]&
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FoM e AA FE AghS FHe7| FET AAGS a5t A

o2 3)A8t9 212 Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. United States
Steel CorpAtd(Fortner 1)dAME, AWUHAL 7 AEe 93
HEANES 9AHE davt o BkS B oty 7% AFEAAY A
AN AR AR dEiA 55T AAH AA
advantage)”S H-§3F AN ZHE 229 4
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211) 356 U.S. 1, 6-8, 78 S.Ct. 514, 2 L.Ed.2d 545 (1958).

212) Ibid., at 11.

213) 394 U.S. 495, 505, 89 S.Ct. 1252, 1259, 22 L.Ed.2d 495 (1969).

214) United States Steel Corp. v. Fortner Enterprises, Inc.(Fortner 1I),
429 U.S. 610, 621-622, 97 S.Ct. 861, 51 L.Ed.2d 80 (1977).

215) Ibid., at 622.
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F AFAA 9 30HAES] A
quz_r‘_ AA g o g BEHga Y. sAlol, HYL Times——

Picayune Publishing CoAFA¢]  “A|&A|ul(market dominance)” 7]

AUURAES HaLF 7le El SalEol
ek, BANRL ST, ALAFES ANT AL aTFHE Ao

= molghan
Jefferson Parish¥tdll<=, staw el el HASA HE 71&
Fo FEA AN Hurt o) FHS AFH = %]
A7) FA el fHS ABsteEe steHAY 7
A, 719271 2 S PEY 299 e 7
HAE wRke] A|FHfETo] JAAHE Afdde 71927 Y F
FHE AR &E Agolth2® wpzA|E) Northern PacificAhd 3}
Fortner TARACNA FAE, AZAMHS v Aldso] 71987 9
Aol FodAthe AR R RE FEE F Ude AER AY E7|H

9] T} 220)

@ 7 FFAA AZAE o] gle 7 B7]e] 74

Times-Picayune  Publishing Co. v.  United StatesAbdolA
Clark ti¥#e, e A7t 719930 FFY BAS Agstr] #ste
7NE BFANA TR AR E S Bkl AL, 2 7192717 719

216) 466 U.S. 2, 7, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 1556, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

217 58 EFQ 71 FFY Adde AR Ee] FFEte AAdd AUt

218) oA, Heatransfer Corp. v. Volkswagenwerk, A.G., 553 F2d 964
(6th  Cir.1977), cert. denied, 434 US. 1087, 98 S.Ct. 1282 (1978)
(Volkswagens $Igt oozl A|-g #AANZoZ A §F & AFHFES T
Astaoh)

219) AW, Marts v. Xerox, 77 F.3d 1109, 1113 n. 6 (9th Cir.1966)(18%
= Y% AHoh);, Shafi v. St Francis Hosp., 937 F2d 603 (4th
Cir1991)(11%= F=3lt}y);  Grappone, Inc. v. Subaru of New England,
Inc, 88 F2d 792, 797 (Ist Cir1988)(H4&3 30%= L3th); Town
Sound & Custom Tops, Inc. v. Chrysler Motors Corp.,, 959 F.2d 468,
485 (3rd Cir.)(en banc), cert. denied, 506 US. 868, 113 S.Ct. 196,
121 L.Ed.2d 139 (1992)(10% 2= FZ3}t}.).

220) Grappone, Inc. v. Subaru of New England, Inc, 858 F.2d 792, 796
(Ist Cir.1988).
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113 S.Ct. 196, 121 L.Ed.2d 139 (1992).

225)  dAW  Thompson v. Metropolitan Multi-List, Inc, 934 F.2d 1566,
1576-78 (11th  Cir.1991), cert. denied, 506 U.S. 903, 113 S.Ct. 295,
121 L.Ed2d 219 (1992)(multiple listing service®] SE54); Tic-X-Press,
Inc. v. Omni Promotions Co., 815 F2d 1407, 1420 (11th Cir.1987) (AW
FTA FR e F5A).

226) Will v. Comprehensive Accounting Corp., 776 F.2d 665, 672 (7th
Cir. 1985), cert. denied, 475 U.S. 1129, 106 S.Ct. 1659 (1936).

227)  Baxley-DeLamer  Monuments, Inc. v. American Cemetery  Ass'n,
938 F.2d 846 (8th Cir.19I(F5483F 57%] AZHFEE FE3ITh).

228) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., pp.401-402.
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229) Fortner I, 429 U.S. at 619 n. 10, 97 S.Ct. at 867 n. 10.

230) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit.,, p.402.

231) Barber & Ross Co. v. Lifetime Doors, Inc, 810 F2d 1276, 1280
(4th Cir.), cert. denied, 484 U.S. 823, 108 S.Ct. 86 (1987).

232) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., p.402.

233) International Salt Co. v. United States, 332 US. 392, 68 S.Ct. 12,
92 LEd. 20 (1947); Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde,
466 U.S. 2, 16, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 1560, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

234) United States v. Paramount Pictures, Inc, 334 U.S. 392, 68 S.Ct.
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5 A= 5
of U@ 29 FHL FARGR dRrel AddA, WAL 1 33
b FRoE wuze, e o FYL WA

stth239) v} 2l MCA  TelevisionA}7124009)]

915, 929 (1948); Digidyne Corp. v. Data General Corp., 734 F.2d
1336, 1341-42 (9th Cir.1984).

235) 5 S E 2L tE SHFA AMAEAGOAME oldd F8L A
A okktty.  Walker Process Equipment, Inc. v. Food Machinery &
Chemical Corp., 382 US. 172, 8 S.Ct. 347 (1965)(E& A A7IEA =
o] gigte]l B 4 Qv AL JAAAT, T EFHC] AFAMES FHI=A
=2 AHe @B53d); Abbott Labs. v. Brennan, 952 F.2d 1346
(Fed.Cir.1991), cert. denied, 505 U.S. 1205, 112 S.Ct. 2993 (1992)(%
A2 AEA2ze] ST doAA AZAME S FG5H sHA F=rh).

236) Photovest Corp. v. Fotomat Corp., 606 F.2d 704 (7th Cir.1979),
cert. denied, 445 U.S. 917, 100 S.Ct. 1278 63 L.Ed2d 601 (1980);
Siegel v. Chicken Delight, Inc, 448 F.2d 43, (9th Cir. 1971), cert.
denied, 405 U.S. 955, 92 S.Ct. 1172, 31 L.Ed.2d 232 (1972).

237) Mozart Co. v. Mercedes-Benz of N. Am., Inc, 833 F.2d 1342 (9th
Cir.1987), cert. denied, 483 U.S. 870, 109 S.Ct. 179, 102 L.Ed2d 148
(1988); Tominaga . Shepherd, 682 F.Supp. 1489 (C.D.Cal.198R);
Carpa, Inc. v. Ware Foods, Inc, 536 F2d 39 (6th Cir.1976), appeal
after remand, 567 F.2d 1316 (5th Cir.1978).

238) &Y AR E 7L AF EFSTEC] HANTH, AAYY] EAE T
(conclusive presumption)® & Aot HATh.  United States Steel Corp.
v. Fortner Enterprises, Inc(Fortner 1II), 429 U.S. 610, 619, 97 S.Ct.
861, 867, 51 LEd2d 80 (1977); Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. United
States Steel Corp.(Fortner 1), 394 U.S. 495 505 n. 2, 8 S.Ct. 1252,
1259 n. 2, 22 LEd.2d 495 (1969).

239)  dA@AY, Cassan Enterp. v. Chrysler Corp., 129 F.3d 124 (9th
Cir.1997), cert. denied, 118 S.Ct. 1362 (1998)(AAZAAujEL HFEHoZH
H FAHAE &ev); AL Root Co. v. Computer/Dynamics, Inc, 806
F2d 673, 676-77 (6th Cir.1986)(AZtHAo] TFH AZES oo tiste] A=A
WHEE FAHSA  &Etth);  Allen-Myland, Inc. v. IBM, 693 F.Supp. 262,
281-82 (E.D.Pa.1988), wvacated 33 F.3d 194 (3d Cir199)AFFA AAl
sgtEe 53 #HAMNA= AFAEEY FAHol HA olYgth); Grappone,
Inc. v. Subaru of New England, Inc., 858 F.2d 792 (Ist Cir.1983)(H &
e ARAAMESE FosA olJsdith); Abbott Labs. v. Brennan, 952
F.2d 1346 (Fed.Cir.1991), cert. denied, 505 U.S. 1205, 112 S.Ct. 2993
(1992).(58He A2z SHsAHFA oA AAANE S FHA A
=),
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Interest Corp., 171 F.3d 1265

Public

MCA Television Limited v.

240)

(11th Cir.1999).

241)

of Antitrust

Principles

Ross,

S.

op.cit.,  pp.400-401.;

H. Hovenkamp,

Law, pp.294-96 , 1993.
242) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.429.

243) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., p.142.
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(th 7197 & (the tied product)2] A]7ell A
A & At o]Fod A
7NN A AFAMY “AretA] Z2(not insubstantial)” i A
g 81 A4 9]“]% Atk 4% Hde, g8 S3FAY SRk
a3 Aggle]l FARES HHHAME, o] 8108 dF HAFY 99
(de minimis exception)Z & 3t}.244)
Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde®HZ<& WH7F
A BaHe FEE B fsiA Aol FE3] AdEHooigE &
F7¥staL, 0HAES B8l ARAY AREBANA o] 21& FF35
Zle FE3irar s thd) o] w4 o]|% 9 7 EY] HF= AFaHst
& oJsiel Ao, Mol WAAA iyt wFve A& &
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7427178 ST i A7E 7193 g

= ojof gt o] Al 7 o] #ujE Ao
2 AFFo =N A

A (coercion)@ gole Fw3] WEsith A= wEHAQ #R F
Aol ok AR o] Aud HE, “Fuixte dde] dFS WA=
Thofafol] ofgh S A7 JIthH, S 7|2V EAEHA &

244) Fortner Enterprises, Inc. v. United States Steel Corp.(Fortner 1),
394 US. 495 501, 89 S.Ct. 1252, 22 L.Ed2d 495 (1969). Tic-X-Press,
Inc. v. Omni Promotions Co., 815 F2d 1407, 1419 (11th Cir.1987)AFA
oA E 10,0008 A=Y 7193 FFEY AWE AveA &S ARFoRE Huth
United States v. Loew’s, Inc, 371 US. 38 48 83 S.Ct. 97, 9 LEdZ2d
11 (1962)AFAe A At YS 60,0002 Bxe AHNE AnsA e AHNF
o2 Rt

245) 466 U.S. 2, 41, 104 S.Ct. 1551, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

246) AW, Marts v. Xerox, 77 F.3d 1109, 1113 n. 6 (9th Cir.1966);
Shafi v. St Francis Hosp.,, 937 F.2d 603 (4th Cir.1991); Grappone,
Inc. v. Subaru of New England, Inc, 858 F.2d 792, 797 (Ist Cir.1988);
Town Sound & Custom Tops, Inc. v. Chrysler Motors Corp., 959 F.2d
468, 485 (3rd Cir.)(en banc), cert. denied, 506 U.S. 868, 113 S.Ct
196, 121 L.Ed.2d 139 (1992).
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247)  American Mfrs. Mut. Ins. Co. v. American Broadcasting Paramount
Theatres, Inc, 446 F.2d 1131, 1137 (2d Cir.1971), cert. denied, 404
U.S. 1063, 92 S.Ct. 737 (1972)(F el st 7197 FEFS AFstgte gEol
AR o2 A7),

248) Bobosian v. Gulf Oil Corp., 561 F2d 434 (3d Cir.1977), cert.
denied, 434 U.S. 1086, 98 S.Ct. 1280 (1978)(%t¥ o8 FHA: UAUAe] I
12RE FHLRE FstEe AR duEEs 458 4 JdUH, e 4sE
Aoltt).

249) CIA, Petrolera Caribe, Inc. v. Avis Rental Car Corp., 735 F.2d
636, 638 (Ist Cir.1984); Moore v. Jas. H. Matthews & Co., 550 F.2d
1207, 1212 (9th Cir.1977), appeal after remand, 682 F.2d 830 (9th
Cir.1982).

250) Tire Sales Corp. v. Cities Serv. Oil Co, 410 F.Supp. 1222, 1227-29
(N.D.IN.1976), reversed on other grounds, 637 F.2d 467 (7th Cir.1980),
cert. denied, 451 U.S. 920, 101 S.Ct. 1999 (1981); Lessing v. Tidewater
Oil Co.,, 327 F.2d 459, 469-70 (9th Cir.1964), cert. denied, 377 U.S.
993, 84 S.Ct. 1920 (1964).

251)  Thompson v. Metropolitan Multi-List, Inc, 934 F.2d 1566, 1577
(11th  Cir.1991), cert. denied, 506 U.S. 903, 113 S.Ct. 295 121
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LEd2d 219 (1992); Stephen Jay Photography, Ltd —v. Olan Mills,
Inc., 903 F.2d 988, 991 (4th Cir.1990).

252) Response of Carolina, Inc. v. Leasco Response, Inc, 537 F.2d
1307, 1327 (5th Cir.1976).

253) Bell v. Cherokee Aviation Corp., 660 F.2d 1123, 1131 (6th Cir.),
cert. denied, 454 U.S. 860 (1981).

254)  Jefferson Parish Hospital District No. 2 v. Hyde, 466 U.S. 2, 12
104 S.Ct. 1551, 1558-59, 80 L.Ed.2d 2 (1984).

255) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., p.407.
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256) oA, Wells Real Estate, Inc. v. Greater Lowell Bd. of Realtors,
80 F.2d 803, 815 (Ist Cir.), cert. denied, 433 U.S. 935, 109 S.Ct.
392 (1988); Hand v. Central Trans. Inc, 779 F2d & 11 (6th
Cir.1985), cert. denied, 475 U.S. 1129, 106 S.Ct. 1659 (1936).

257)  Will v. Comprehensive Accounting Corp., 776 TF.2d 665, 674 (7th
Cir. 1985), cert. denied, 475 U.S. 1129, 106 S.Ct. 1659 (1936).

258)  Grappone, Inc. v. Subaru of New England, Inc., 858 F.2d 792, 799
(Ist Cir.1988); Parts & Elec. Motors, Inc. v. Sterling Elec, Inc, 826
F.2d 712, 720 (7th Cir.1987).

259) 15 US.CA. § 1.

260) 15 US.CA. § 14.

261) oA, Systemcare v. Wang Laboratories Corp., 117 F.3d 1137
(10th Cir.1997) (en banc)(Wrth =< ol #HAS HESIAH).
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262) AW IBM Corp. v. United States, 298 US. 131, 134, 56 S.Ct.
701, 80 L.Ed. 1085 (1936)(IBM® HFEHS <LAlA 2 #A=7t=9 AMES
e73te AEALFS FastAad); Photovest Corp. v. Fotomat Corp., 606
F2d 704, 725 (7th Cir.1979), cert. denied, 445 U.S. 917, 100 S.Ct
1278, 63 LEd2d 601 (1980)(Z#atolz=Alkde] Az dojrt <Aoo Zhzt
olz7t 791&E7E & A&FAIA e =S EFEATh);  Siegel v
Chicken Delight, Inc, 448 F.2d 43, 50-51 (9th Cir. 1971), cert.
denied, 405 U.S. 955, 92 S.Ct. 1172, 31 LEd2d 232 (1972); Aamco
automatic Transmission v. Tayloe, 407 F.Supp. 430, 435 (E.D.Pa.1976).

263) United States v. Loew’s, Inc, 371 U.S. 38 50, 83 S.Ct 97,
104-105, 9 L.Ed.2d 11 (1962).
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264) 15 US.CA. § 14.

265) oA United States v. Loew’s, Inc, 371 U.S. 38 54-55, 83 S.Ct
97, 104-105, 9 LEd2d 11 (1962). o3t EE ®Ho] 71X &Ad il =
2?3 HFE FAE Ler. oAAW Advance Business Sys. & Supply Co. v.
SCM Corp., 415 F2d 55 62 (4th Cir.1969), cert. denied, 397 U.JS.
920, 90 S.Ct. 928 (1970)°lA &, HIEEUS ZFS AJNAE B3I EE I
712 ER1E 7YV Z Frtet A

266) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., p.408.

266) 77 F.3d 1109 (8th Cir.1996).
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268) Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v. United States, 345 U.S. 594, 73
S.Ct. 872, 97 L.Ed. 1277 (1953).

269) ILC Peripherals Leasing Corp. v. IBM Corp., 448 F.Supp. 228
(N.D.Cal.1978), dffirmed, 636 F2d 11838 (9th Cir.1980), cert. denied,
452 U.S. 972, 101 S.Ct. 3126 (1981). AR Aol Muy A2z A3
AEFHZ AAH AT
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270) Foremost Pro Color, Inc. v. Eastman Kodak Co., 703 F.2d 534
(9th Cir.1983), cert. denied, 465 U.S. 1038, 104 S.Ct. 1315 (1984).

271) Ibid,. at 542-43.

272) o] &n} 7HHH & 7|9 F 7] o|th

273) H. Hovenkamp, op.cit., p.409.

104



A1Ad w=e) 7927 A

AT EAAFA  AZ|ET.  dAW  Microsoft+  AFAR]  Windows
95/98 *FAA <t AAFY] Internet Explorer (IE) ¢ HE¢AZ ©d
g H71AE ZHstal Windows +JAA7 Bep9-A A= dFE
Fele2 317 9siA ZEES Ergth(interspersed). LY HAE7}
A Widows WG o2HE diiEe] [E =9 IS AAS 2
Netscape$} #& ZAAALY Fe-e-AE AAE 4+ Aok Microsoftd]
Windows®} IE®] Foj&7ldl tigt F¥ witj=A+ Microsoft7} 1A
=5 T R ds eyt AFer Fojdr|gdv= H gk 3lo] of
Yz}, Microsoft7t ZAFH AxGAret IES] AAL ALY ¢ Beps
AR HAE Fste Alofs AZJAv= o v Aelth 283 a1

T A 7R, e 7192717 b2

I

(Ch 225 7|9Z7|

AEE 7|9Z719 99
= 71Y927](requirements ties)= 7] AES Fwizirt

=
4 o bt IFARTE T TUHES FasE 3
By
o

o,

ooz e b &

S pi
(&

o
11
rlo
N
N
o2
Y
12
_>,i
s
I
v
o
Ho,
f1
Bx

N ro 2 o
o

flo
2

AR £REF NNV FAT W, /¢ FEE ARAA o3
A e ZAgel= ol & Gl oAl P AST
AR Al AR FF L 2EFI

ALY BAE FUE AFANE e ARALAT Az Zag
zAGE AAY IANE BASA Wk T ARALA 3
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275) B. Klein, opcit, pp.308-15; Ward S. Bowman, “Tying Arrangements
and the Leverage Problem”, Yale L.J, Vol. 67, 1957, pp.23-24;
Herbert Hovenkamp, Federal Antitrust Policy: The Law of Competition
and its Practice, St. Paul: West Group, 1994, pp. 423-426.

276) B. Klein & L. F. Saft, op.cit., pp.351-54.
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284) B. Klein & L. Saft, op.cit., pp.359-61.

285) 448 F.2d 43, 50-51 (9th Cir. 1971), cert. denied, 405 U.S. 955, 92
S.Ct. 1172, 31 L.Ed.2d 232 (1972).
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United States v. Jerrold Elecs. Corp., 187 F.Supp. 545 (E.D.Pa.1960),
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aff'd per curiam, 365 U.S. 567, 81 S.Ct. 755, 5 L.Ed.2d 806 (1961).
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Te< Wit 2y vk PARIAE 9179 7Ide AR AH sty
= 7}“2%/\}‘”%}% olF3 Hdels == §t

g o]

_é_
E} 4] %"T}X}i/ﬂ EHO e gizkes A5 5 e Aot 1 Ag2 g
W o] E289) Al (access fee)29), 7} E(franchise fee)29) EE
Bl

st
te gamow d9E FE o, 243 FRIE Ads W 7
4 =

ABAEASL 4

ek 2
2 FFAe] Ao tisk itz HolEE wte AL AAFIA] E3

289) FTC v. Texaco, Inc, 393 U.S. 223, 229, 89 S.Ct. 429, 21 LEd2d
394 (1968) 78 AFAA7E A FHEA7E BE ZFAIEAS] Elolo], XA Y
A el e]l Fujol W3t 108 AMEZS  TexacoAldl A|FstAW.); Atlantic Ref
Co. v. FTC, 381 US. 357, 365 &5 S.Ct. 1498, 14 L.Ed.2d 443 (1965)
(GoodyearAt2H-E] AtlanticAtE A Wl o) EVE A FEAth)

290) Valley Prods. Co. v. Landmark, 128 F.3d 398, 401 (6th Cir.1997)
FBAIAAZE A = e vl FFHAIE ZFBARG AN Al ZFE A AL o gk
Eeld A A vi7lz 3N E AF39 )

291) Milsen Co. v. Southland Corp.,, 454 F.2d 363, 368 (7th Cir. 1971)(
ZVBALARE A GEAE FEATE JPBAIGA AN A A A ] F vl o o
HMAANES 7t 8d disted AFE Ho|EEZ AFst4hth)

292) Wilson v. Mobil Oil Corp., 940 F.Supp. 944, 947 (E.D.La.1996)(7}
WAFFAZE A- S HARAE FEA7E ABAIGA A wEHE 3R A iR
Jh A FAE 93 Fau HEo7 6% ZHE AFFPou AR FFH 3T
a1 FE ).
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A 4% g A

BE H2EFSH ABAGAE HPARA. ABAGAS AL A
ge spAdAel o714 olefel 1% AY + 9a, AL FHEAHA
o olejat FEFT AWAGAE A TAo=e ARALAT A
se Ant ¥ HAS Aol T 5 Atk =9 SUE FRAE 3
Yoz gdo ofs nEHdny 44 5+ A, FFE SEHF]
h 2GR, ABAGAADA Geisla FAAL AIE TR B
s oleie A% aREs e A GEHA Tae ¥
4E 22 wATenA BAS AT + A5 22l ZaRelx
Ak, A Au B olel e sty EAH AG g

B0 3T + A
AAGAE ER ARATANA AERe] WE 99 FHae
Basy) gstel 7190878 A8 5 Aok dAn FA Aus za

o|29] AAWAYA 1 ABAGANA ABALAZRE AFE Avs

7(:3}

g PEEE e o, AGAE Agxdel Waks A5l 7hY
AQATE TR Aok = FEEE RS e He Aot B
A A AE PR ve 2 sk dehd el B 39
A dA waTk e w=Fske] 9PL sAGANA Artse A 4
fAos FastA G RIA 22y, 9 AnxFAge) uXe Ay
7 EAFG. AR ANdske sHe ZPEARAAANA FojEo] AR

TVBAIAARE A digk SRS 490S Zta A g AR =
o o} AAEo] gle Mulzd d&f AFHESE Fasi, FEAGARE
stedg AHle Ass FHATIEE aFstrlde ol 3t Com-

VAR | ol AA
A= stedg HASIES dt= H
°ﬂ—t— rES l ‘6}04 %‘Eﬁ,é 27 Hele EVledve HE RAFA
o200 o] AAo X Easterbrook¥AlE  ZFEA kA e wEHI &S FA
3o 7hAIAA Ale e 792 7E SIEE & R AFA Y o

293)  Will v.  Comprehensive  Accounting  Corp., 776 F.2d 665 (7th
Cir.1985), cert. denied, 475 U.S. 1129, 106 S.Ct. 1659, 90 L.Ed.2d
201 (1986).

294) Ibid., at 663-69.
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A2 ALelA
of 2% T4} 99W o] k.
1573

Aol don AEe T zjﬁ—ﬁwm o £gAH BATF
Ae HlE QAL AT, AFEDO] B, AHASE wFP EE 2
7hel AuIzE SEslor 2 Zolth W Altje] W7 gHI7} FhuA o}

ZHES A0, 159 AR 1 magol= ujg

adrg JA kAt thd Y8XFY Q@ F(sourcing requirement)
= e SHE AAA AFE da A ARF 79879 das, #
7t A eFA} e} ARALZRE 7

e SEAMCRY TAs T, B
A 159 B E £
249 AAE 3 4 A oA AL drEaze 0P 2

ﬂ
of
2
dg
ko

Aol el i A0 ddHola FEAoH, 5HFA FAE A
stal AEA7I= Aotk
AEF 71912710 eutEs FAF ejdx Beta, dF sEHd

s
of Zatol= ZiBAAS] 7B VFFE 7148 Queen City
Pizza, Inc. v. Domino’s Pizza, IncAF72%0o]A A

Pizza 7}BA FAe] A0HAES i3 3 Ho dus g A 7t
WA FAEL Domino’'s7F 7FRAI RSN Al HARIE TEle] 24 E
< AAANZEAOE FuiE 7FE wAFeEN AW
5 ¥l a ALsAT. 93252 Domino's7t &
ofatsoll oM FHlE A ZHAIAEC] Domino'sel Al A
StEE Fed ZAET 25WA 40HAE 2 AR :rlf?ﬂ;q Ry 574

94  Domino’s

295) Ibid., at 674.

296) 124 F.3d 430 (3d. Cir. 1997), cert. denied, 523 U.S. 1059, 118
S.Ct. 1385, 140 L.Ed.2d 645 (1998).

297) Fed. Reg. Civ. P. 12b)6)(A1e A7} FAFESE 5AFA Edvde= 4
AHF).
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AP WIS w3 Domino’'s Pizza®l 7PEAGAES ¢t Ax
® IzpgkEnte] #AAS P FEE 714829
Becker#Al7h 9183 AHE, 7927104 “1o] xake] A A
o] R¥7} Zdixlolzo WEH HE 1ﬂ,ﬂﬂﬂqazwﬂﬂ5ﬂﬂﬂ°l
g5 st dadt AAE Z2FA Zg dHo R A2 AAGAS] P A
¢l ZHEAFAEANAE £ obF A7FA Ao|th00 =8 ZHA oAt
ol g dsf fJoll, AL, dE, AMHlE T a&F el g I8
7h wgdth SA A Bz we), LHIAES THEA RS o)
A A e = 474‘: ol

®
[
2
2

712719 ZAZA o] (econokmic benefit) £.71
Lﬂ]%’d"lol a8s 2718 FAsAE FAAN R S
= WjAE 7193 AEY #ujelA BAA ole)s 85
7F 45E As J‘l“—r"f?}‘ﬂr All+3PEe ABHeR o
7VBANAAE dEERY 8FE 1 AR A Fgste
oL g xfo] = H]EH—:L-J ]S 9% A7t Bl Wi, BAH
Azto]l At M= Fasttkar BA S T30
gy 2 71 ZHEANEA A o]9E BEste Hde ted
Edasta, g8 dots 713 ¢ Ak AAAAE BAE o
o 27

21
2700] glolE AW BB 79/ g} 71x ARHAGE

=
e

0 fo mE rR =
N
ol
gz

ok

et
o
42

£ orlo
ﬁrlri
S U </

o
19 o ¢
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fr
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o
K

rlr

299) Wt As = JtEALIAEY wjEHIEo 2 IdlA 1E°] Domino’s Pizzadl i
ZE e AL AFHEAN vl wiistdth 124 F3d at 446 (Lay, ],
dissenting).

300) Queen City Pizza, Inc v. Domino’s Pizza, Inc, 129 F.3d 724, 726
(3d. Cir. 1997)(Becker, J., dissenting), cert. denied, 523 U.S. 1059,
118 S.Ct. 1385, 140 L.Ed2d 645 (1998). A3<=3HAe] ©E 4909 WAL
AQelE Hesae oAl

301) Thompson v. Metropolitan Multi-List, Inc, 934 F.2d 1566, 1579 n.
12 (11th Cir.1991), cert. denied, 506 U.S. 903, 113 S.Ct. 295, 121
L.Ed.2d 219 (1992).

302) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.497.
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A% YUE Fi] AREA BT + Aok =@

At HAHA 71992719 o= United
States v. Loew’s, IncAHdS & 4 Atk I3y diFEe HYLS A
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303) dAW, Southern Card & Novelty v. Lawson Mardon Label, 138
F3d 869, (11th Cir.1998); Smith Mach. Co. v. Hesston Corp., 878
F.2d 1290, 1296-1298 (10th Cir.1989), cert. denied, 493 U.S. 1073,
110 SCt. 1119 (1990) (e A °FA#A); Famous Brands, Inc. v.
David Sherman Corp., 814 F2d 517, 523 (8th Cir.1987)(}%); Southern
Pines Chrysler—-Plymouth, Inc. v. Chrysler Corp., 826 F.2d 1360, 1363
(4th Cir1987)(2 ZFE=(ine)o] THHE FFES Iddte SHl Uth).
a8y A7eEdHde S JAsE ¢ Hol Utk Menominee Rubber Co.
v. Gould, Inc., 657 F.2d 164 (7th Cir.1981)(<¥]1 3 HFAHHE £A3H.
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(mh) Az 719271

A2 7197 (inventory  disposition ties)?_‘r Zdztol= 7
AYQAL 7L ZP A AR S & :rl‘jﬁé}ﬂa g3t FES 47 A =3
S 2 JMEAGAZEE 2HA L v YA %L—‘E Aol FujE 8

TaE Aelth oW /& 4EL iza% 7912719 B9k vhriA 2
7V A AL S el ZlRpol= EolAl s, S FE| 2ol Al 25t
A FPL 71",,_51— 7}1:(1)174]&1}0 el D

SA%E ARE PAAE EAIA B :LEM Ee—
MEEAS P, FBAGAY mgRs, AP, wE Zdelx
FE 59 ) FHANA, APAIAE ARG S BASHE Lol

ARAE AN A ARAA Bt S4H0T B
AEA EAL T ABAE AKIY $HH FHol HoiA %o 7
e, 98 e ADE FHA AZANES BAstn QA g

1 A Firt Fed § s Aolth
9y QAR 79Dy AERS B Q79U 2
2 934 gE 2 PsES gasdvn £93
A 7]8F Aolti3d o= A};qoﬂ,q duEe 79 ATo
]

A

pul . ! y 1t

A7} oket fetA g mEg Tulsix

2

s = L
dojeta FASIAH. 2y fare] s FEL IRkl 719 E7] ¢
TEE 4T Fola Zaxto|2RAld S/ AL 79279 A2
S g Aotk 2B AN ARS deA ge AgdEFe] AL A
A FE ZEE st AFe FolE7IIA EHAA 797 FEY
Al o Foltt 3 AbdoME, Ee7t FYE Rdo] Auja 7o wet W2
= 7% AFEeE, YE2e 793 AFeE EREHNV e, SHE 7
AR FFolge As 45t olHFs AATIN 7N FFOE

304) Fox Motors, Inc. v. Mazda Distribs. (Gulf), Inc, 806 F.2d 953
(10th  Cir.1986);  Southern  Pines  Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc. v.  Chrysler
Corp., 826 F.2d 1360 (4th Cir.1987).

305) Southern Pines Chrysler—Plymouth, 826 F.2d at 1362-63.
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306) The Automobile Dealer’'s Day in Court Act.

307) Fox Motors, 806 F.2d at 959-60; Southern Pines Chrysler-Plymouth,
826 F.2d 1360.

308) Smith Mach. Co. v. Hesston Corp., 878 TF.2d 1290 (10th Cir.1989),
cert. denied, 493 U.S. 1073, 110 S.Ct. 1119, 107 L.Ed.2d 1026 (1990).
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AN A FAAA] DA gE ANE ABAGAe] MgoR A
gogetn Fase no 8794 P9k Ge golth A
AzAe Aol R F2o ABAGA A ARHE AL 0P
W AW oloe JHHth et AR B ug wEe] Al
AdA 1Y 5 9, AR F940] S AOE WOHMME A%

= 4a9 & otk B ARAEL bR A E

2 mAgol= Akl N TG AtelE

4 gt AR Zast okl @ 19 zu—t— Zzpo) 2 A} A @A
dgala B ARFOE e AAHom sAael Aol ¥

(v} Fsht TV, =239 U & ek(block-booking)
432+ (the  motion-picture  industry)ol] 4] €] d &of ¢F(block-
booking)& st} e B4 AF3le] AAEFS 2 AgHo] A )
HjF G tel] 9oty mlgEH+ e sty e

1
Slshe 2702 s Bgolth
o]

o tlslAE Stiglerel 93 E&4 7MARE 750l FAHIE 54
AR, Aok A AAAA qHs AAsHHE dsfafArt &8
2 7HAAEE flste] HEEA] 7]19j& 7] & o steA= WESHA oF
oodid dafAs TV, BEo] AFsta Ae AHASY
et AEE OEA 8L F ds AHel7] wEolthim

HeS ook FF BATEFAE ALY dEe 2AY AEHY
Aol 7aiA wAIR ] Bok o HA = 71E7Y AR v
A aRE TAAIH, e ARE TF5 F3e S oY

o]
=

oo 9ste g2 93t 5oz gAY By @33t o

gd3le] A&} AlpozrE AR HYS] United States v. Para-

mount Pictures, IncAFA310)  United States v. Loew’s, Inc.A}z31D

309) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.397.

310) 334 U.S. 131, 68 S.Ct. 915, 92 L.Ed. 1260 (1948).

311) 371 US. 38, 83 SCt 97, 9 LEd2d 11 (1962)(@3}te] sh7]1A  etolAAd]
s = AT
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ol Az Hz dorw, ZHol AllE3HEL MCA Television
Limited v. Public Interest CorpAFelA ®uld xxz 39
s 7]12] gtolAl el didte] FAAHAZHES AHESHTER T HALS 9]

H e
AlAo Q] dZd e HAHo] Loew's®t Paramount PicturesAhzd ol A

Z
‘Aol A Vel Adtsival ke SRS Ak FA 9 &
o] &3] FX3h " B AllsIdyYe o] AR wdde
Foll, AFAAE ‘2 DA 7L AFELE VYR FES AFEIESE
frEst7lo F&s AAH AFAHE B4 = Loew’'s?t Paramount
o Aol AWt HYY FAE ALFTE3D MCA TelevisionHdL 2o
T All+3HA ATt T 3t A B 7EY
ntjo] 7|AE9A Loew’'s?t Paramount #Z2] FALqH HLFo] o
g, TV 2 gy Zzadl 2 & Felx9] block bookingd] ©3d}
s AE&dAoes e W & Aotk EF MCA Television#Z
< IR FIHAe Ao # glole 599, dEd 2 AAA
5o AAANAY BA7E ARZAES FHA e HeE E7I8HA
FiL dde As AAKstE Aolw, I FHol wiste] Blde] ZhsiAaL
o it el S99, Axd 2 AR FY EFEFEH AAEANY
o] EAE FHst= dFAS Aastd HED AYS gAY AT gle
U, FAE 2 A717F dAIFE A oo

(i) F2#T 9 FHo 99
Jerrold Electronics ARAA, Ax}
oA FFAIZOIY 7% dETH =
o F-o g Has AESA FEF BAASY] fete 71¥9E77F TR
o

=
Sk AFZRYPAY] A9 FdE dH(business  justification  defense)

312) 171 F.3d 1265 (11th Cir.1999).
313) Ibid.
314) Ibid.
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AAsATE3) oyt AW FHAYS F(the quality control
defense) TE A4EF9 W (the new products defense)o]2ta &
Aok o] AldelA e Avg ey, F2H AW 2 FES 7HY
o7 7= AlolE dZEES AR AlolE A&l 7] FHE NPT
I FEitemES SYHo2 ME FEHIAY, Jis IAES 29
ARG AA oG AvjeH I stk MY o] Al&Ho] HE &
AERL, 2 FFA g AAFH &do] g AFAHolo A, Jerrold7t
W72 FEE FAste o] AWstAdy stk oAt A, B, CE
o]Fol s|7|A A stHo] sHAW, ARAEXNE AY AxAE BY
AZzAp A AAS vIFI gt A9 AFolA EAE 2 25 A
oA "doh MEe olHd 2719 7IRbEst dae, &A FE2Y &
AHE0] :’-Zi%% T3 IEE T Trohe ZAFZ A7} o}

S
:LEWr At Ol 23k ATl 7]zre] A shd
28 WHijo] AEZ oz ®HA L3
MZE APAE o= Aoy s 71928718 F343817] S8 22
g AAE S Bt A 7] widl, FE#EEY dWES A
(surplusage)©]gte  HIFHS  Wolgitide) Ty 7R 7iste #uiAt
o] AAYELe AR AFol AT LEF(ock-in)o2HE A|EZ
a8 2> AMEE IAYAE M= EAL + Jormzg o FHe A

o}3}T} 319)

il

27) we 719277t sk o
#

o 4, ARE AT LnA

315) United States v. Jerrold Elecs. Corp.,, 187 F.Supp. 545, 556-57
(ED.Pa. 1960), aff'd per curiam, 365 U.S. 567, 81 S.Ct. 755, 5
L.Ed.2d 806 (1961).

316) Ibid. at 559.

317) Ibid. at 560.

318) E. M. Fox & L. A. Sullivan, op.cit., pp.689-690.

319) L. A. Sullivan & W. S. Grimes, op.cit., p.418.
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NATE RS ARG 798717} ohd BolBrs EART. 2y
AP ny wEe THHE AES0 9B HE AHE YL 5
slom, o Agd EAWAL Fwo] F42 4 Yok oA, LuA
A vle AU &7 98 gry 5707 28 Ao, A5 AEY
Ae AFYE FEARY REOR A ARHE Ao PR HE
7] sk A9l Besdn 238 S A0

FAB Y Fulo] AMHY] eANE, (@) Aol MEH FIFRT 2
45ths A% (b) A71A) A 1 AESL 1 Aol AR
ZHE YT ATRE D2 5 QU AL AT DI AAF of7)
glojob skl = TulAuTis WelAd] ofa|a zHHolol 1 Aol

\

t Z ZAFstodor k. D.C. £3HYLS Windows 95 =FAA 9}
Internet Explorer < B&-$A7F @d3  AEolgte 19983 9
Microsoft HANA o]Zst A <&} o] Abxo|A Windows
FE=9} Internet Explorer ZE=& Y3 FF9 E3to] AFH AXY
A HZFau Al oM = HAFHE Sle aeE Freia, Hde
“Windows 95+ Areeda 7} @3k ‘mAe AHT £ Qle

= ZlEd AEdAY & oojtt gl st ey oy & A
AL gFo] #ujrrE et AoR o|E4 AuwEdE F Ue

o] AgelMe 543 FLskA &tk o7, MicrosoftE Internet

=

ExplorerE Wxo tjxAd] ol AFd

O
4>m

i~

nF ARH A%

3200 Mozart Co. v. Mercedes-Benz of N. Am., Inc, 833 F.2d 1342 (9th
Cir.1987), cert. denied, 483 U.S. 870, 109 S.Ct. 179, 102 L.Ed.2d 148
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& Ao, B o] 2 A4S BAHE 59 A
474 gAol taly A8HA o dTE AL FHoE

@) SR Hstol BHet xR Ate] 79EI| FHILS

989 $27 Aol BF A FH AZY/1903 NF A
& AFHL, ol A FAH Aol WP 995 BAY AP
PHES A¥T B APe FHF AR JEH THFE single

branding376), A|3+2  wjF(limited distribution), AFE|7FAAZ A

A8 (market partitioning)®] 47 W3] J|EE &3S AT
ATE3 e o]E HMF F dFe wl§ FEYsty aAEe] AR
o] Aolgt ®WFe AgEo] ddE & = A FAe €A vt
JA Foh7] wjZoll, A w3k g7 MEAR] FAH Ao drbA

g2]Ql single branding, ®iE}
distribution), Z#x}o]%, wjElH

A7FAA Tl uigk AMEFH BFAS AFsta Jukdv) HAHOZ Hol
x]%lg =] = Z

375) &

376) single branding2 FHALI N A HAAAGF L FFFaFHA HE
a17] $lske] AbgHE gojolh,

377 A, A104xz WA A114Z%.

378) BAIA, A137E WA A|228%.

379) Sir Christopher Bellamy Qc et. al., op.cit., p.497.
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2t AARARY] &£3E SAATIHEA, I AR 8] E (market  strength)
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o Lo

396) & ?] ), A223%.

398) Slr Christopher Bellamy Qc et. al., op.cit.,, p.497.
399) & A, A224z.
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BEORE SR AlEste AolBE, AuE 7de 7193

© Zlo] Hgolthdl) 7937 F4A
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O AEsE o7 Aol A5 A
T 54 71927] AbdoA g #efo] EY EHE AEEY 7
AF7AA ol w@x] ©d A A (system)d FAF-E-(components)
A k= TAE Aot o] AHL F&Sh= Hilti, Tetra Pak Il
A AZIH AT HFEH AZEY Y FoRY], AFH CPUS T+ WEE
o] Foldrlel #IAE FEdhe  IBMARICA ==tk Novo
NordiskAFA403)e = diF-io] EUS|A=rolA Aed A #l ¢
ARG AujF A E 7H eFEAZGATE e AXxYAY FA
Fa A=) AFEE Agol AAE e 2 e FAHA o]
1k “l<&d F(nsulin pens)’o] W3 HFES AKX P9ol tist,
Ad3le 24 F 23 P97 A A A9 FRol fFedrte dr
AL A, A gl FEAEHIA

L
vy
[- J
o
uld
lo,
-
oX,
e
M
Wl

o
T
=
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>
L
>
fru

2 L V|AE7| AtA
1) HiltiAbA
HiltiAFA o] 4400 SRR 23719 Hiltie 324 X
(ail gunsh 7 o] ARIFE AEUAZAS BAHE B
A

Fol o@ A Jlgelged, el B AR} Hibdel Rk 7]
e 2 YAFAAT, SN e
(o3}

Aol 79A = &3 53 ERES

Zvo] e 28 4 AT Hilte 2 JIEIAZZ4H 71927)3)

Ae AEs s

401) Sir Christopher Bellamy Qc et. al., op.cit., p.747.

402) Ibid Y9+ Bellamy & ChildilAME tying®ly} bundlingS 25 A|uld A
99 ggoletm MWsty, FolBrld AYHE AL VAT FEF TARRE

(components)®] A%} (combination)” .2 Z &3 k.

403) X X VIth Report on Competition Policy (1996), p.142.

404) Hilti v. Commission, case T-30/89 [1991] O ECR 1439 [1992] 4
CMLR 16.
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Sela A o, Hitisl #Fax e
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=

)

ZHEY A 22t T5S AR
Fol AHgE Fe digh B3 145 A-SATh

o ARAClA ¥i Hiltix FHALAHLA, B XS ARESHA
2 & R A A ol dhsta, duEe] AxdH
Fo] Hilti®] Z1Alel AMgH7Iole FASS A4 Z23s 2tn AeS
FAste 7€ RIAME AESRoy FHAIMEES HiltY F45
W3kt Hiltie %3 fFHE3sA U9 A=EF Y (product
liability)oll &3k Hell &3k AARS viH 9577 ASS FAGAoH, W
AL Hiltiz} oA AnE 342 e ARG A FHE 3, o] W] A3y
AE Fofute g=o] oermg T3t A= AHiE A9l Us
719el FEHo® A7I7F fPdstdal HFste AES AASe 2AE
AL oFE FeshA devkal skith

FHAYI = o3 FFe FEFHolTL AHS O A5 o] AA L

THALNH L J3iA R A =]l T}.406)
2) Tetra Pak Il AFA

Tetra Pak OAFANAM0D FH U3 = Tetra Pakd I E0] Ak
o 93t Tetra Pak® XAV|A AFEEH= 7= E A (carton
packing) | 5 Tetra PakC ZHEjwt Fujd oJF= Rodlti= Aok
z3o et FHRBFS HEh

Tetra Pak& 7197 oo oiall A

FERSSANNY fARS o7
7} axFow AEr] Yste], 2 AE

FH
W fA% 52 Aquas) A

405) OJ 1988 L 65/ 19 [1989] 4 CMLR 677.

406) Hilti v. Commission, case T-30/89 [1991] O ECR 1439 [1992] 4
CMLR 16.

407) Tetra Pak T, OJ 1992 L 72/1 [1992] 4 CMLR 551.
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of 711277} 3FRAY 2QEdte

= ol& wWiHsIA TS 2o FAo thajA FHAAIE 1A
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1984 IBMAFA410S  719F7)9 A FAGAREY AR 9yl
ek Aok o= IBM] 27FA] @] ek Aotk IBMS] o]
Ev W72y ZHAEFFAv(memory bundling)?} o]E8F QAE I o)A FA
(interface disclosure)®] #do] AFo|. A= IBMo| FH =R
7158 TEAHZACPU)Y 74HAd ZA71aL AEE IFS A™T
#BE AR, $A= IBMo|] A ASFEIE AAE ASE7] A7t
A HFEY Al&"S FAISHA eobx IBMY st=dojete] SeAE
Azste Ao 2ol9s ZHiste P AHE Fo|dh Fsite] =

408) OJ 1992 L 72/1 [1992] 4 CMLR 551 § 119.

409) Tetra Pak 1, OJ 1992 L 72/1 [1992] 4 CMLR 551 §§ 107 et seq. &
3t Napier Brown- British SugarAbAolA 85 QIe FFE71Z0] olye}
aAo] JEu F27AL E5u7E T3E A=t AP F&Folgtn B3
t}. British Sugare A 93l A& wEddFE7IRAE FrHoE 3HEA
Hed, 284 FAusE 2RAS S5 SFEGAVE eSS Aoyl Wil
k. OJ 1988 L 284/ 41 [1990] 4 CMLR 196.

410) IBM, The 14th Annual Report on Competition Policy, (1984),
points. 94-95.

145



A4z vl AT
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37F A2z o3 AAE FEIT= AolAn. FHALI= #E7I
ol Brkel o, IBMel Wi WA dAxs AR dgds FBosg
3, IBM2 €477+ 3}sl LH—%——% Z=2 g}y]g =9 o}oﬂ\:}

zRads FHlsteH et IBM System73709] source codeZ
AlekA] @2 A3} Systems Network —Architecture(SNA)ZHE 1
I BAsIY AFEE #APorw A1y} FEUT 19N
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Hujslels 959 A System 37oq S 1209 o] o]&o] s
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411) Ibid., points. 77-79.
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Wl zof Agzsld AuMA Agel B8e TARE Feolgt
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dAd 7927 AAHES Télémarketing AF3414), Digital AR419

off

412) D.G. Goyder, EC Competition Law, 2nd ed., 1993, pp.363-364.

413) Ibid., pp.364-365.

414) Case 311/84 CBEM v. CLT and IPB (1985) ECR 3261(A®j&<l W
0], tele-salesAFollA RE AARE AASHIL, ALY FAFEANA ALY
AFE TV.LIMNYE ASHES 27sharh).

415) European Commission press release IP/97/868, 10 Oct 1997(Z 3¢
stEdof e} AZE oo FFAAVE 1 A AA o] FEFES NEE FE F YA
&3t AA R, Y 2E50] olgS A HIAE Fujste Afdde dEe s

O:

AZsarh FYAAIE IRES she] AAAZ Frhste Hde 1 4 THE
2 A¥Aom PulAe] B8stAel @A 0%RTh AolMt ohyHTkn sth),
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A 34 FTAMY 7|27 A
1. A8 13

(1) H3SH

F

GEHA 79U dFFHoZ 1998 AAWH(The Competition
Act 1993)4F A1 FA(chapter 1 prohibition)46)7} H&" $ 2
o W A2xe AFgAREe] ¥, TF B Ee AAGAEAY 2482
a2 EAoly a3t FElidAe] AAY wal, Al e ol
W Aol FFe mAI, el AyEHAY dqE gxoln
3 ZH7F Y Aol A —ARRRS] AR RS A7 2594
Z2eE AEE, ‘A7FE(de minimis)7F obd A A9 Ao
Adey g A skl Aok

7NAZE717F Aol FA4 i 7hsAde BAY A2x2)(e)7F “A

B Al os 1 oy AhAH S=e o8 FE A
=

s st o ¥, 29 mE

o2 o

[
(U O

rr

O

416) 1998 BAME A1 A A2 FA e EF FIulA e wt

CRER B ° 2
(i) Age] FA= 24 & oo AL sl W, 5 4 == thdgel 48
[} = 3]

A Pl ALE & 1 T 1 A5l HeHA
(ii) A2FY FAE 2487 FA7r A1ZAMA A9 (dominant market position)
B @A(E) s HAEe vt e, vid A1y gA=
3 ZARE o= Al MY AuiA AE ZEa A e A9tk A& Erh
(i) A1) A #4844 ans Jdste BAH o] EAstH WAE 7t
Aol ATt A27Fe FA9 Afde 13 WAV AES flth
(v) 29 AL A1 SAZHE wiAY 89S Fu A2 FAZFEHE o}
Utk o]yt wiAldle B A3xR@B) gAstY FAAE F71E F Ae 6iA

o o s
& x3hein.
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aAdA wAE =, oA 1 FABEC a9 A& W A
omget. WA= W AAAAM FAHEAY, ]9 FAAHthe Secretary
of State)o] W#Ed 23] A3z}
A4z WA A1z st A1ge] A9 A& elol 23dH= ¥
a2 AEgo]l WAE F Aok Ao ARG FAZFE HAAHE AL
o] olm ECZS ARIZE()] <¢ste] ECE
DAY, 23] YA FAAL] gk 2 3 il
A (OFT)el ot SH3s] /pEE wHAlg W Afolth
2 ) WA= A9Fe] VF EiEE
o] WA7|ES ECY ARIZ(3)d <3t
A Hol, 1 @Ao] A wAAA &9E FHdte

[ o
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2
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wf Ooox Hoodl ik
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©
g N
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rr
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5
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1998 AW A28 FA(The Chapter 1 prohibition)9] &<

AW AIBEQ@E B 2L A9 AMA 99 B8e 74
T 4 dokm AW Aok ARES EYAA o8 1 4ol

= A
$93 g0l oa) I3l Ak FA) PRI HFH RE N

A FAZRFHE WAZE 7bsd 9, A2 SAZFEE WAL

stk 3 A1 FA9 A2 B4 o5 AE8E 5 Atk

@) 7|HE7| e st

HI S gojel AapG zel7t EAE7I= AW, 1998d BAME o
=59 AAMAL EC X9 A81xS} Az xS U8 =

d2 o gtk 1998d AN =9e= 19769 AE AudH
(The Restrictive Trade Practices Act 1976)2} 1976\ @  Ajvj7}
M (The Resale Price Act 1976)2 A&t Awjd A 9o &
(AZA ] Fgoar E-)d #AHste] 5HAe] o] g AR}
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TAAES FEgs= 19733 FFAYH(The Fair Trading Act 1973)9]
FAS ot 1980 A (The Competition
z23-2 HAA A

T A4 FAAE TR
o] ol Fujzrt FulE ke 7|93 AE ol EHE“H
7

A A Z91E 7H HAQl Few FHET. 1
AujA 2] FEAFAMEY FEorr Ef)o M A2 =
A(The Chapter I prohibition)®] & Wt I3 7927

AL Bg aEA Ao Rrkan

FAE T 2k FEAY 4F F oln shiE FHThY,
TR AA FF WAE Folsjol Frhm
A

= a3 HeHew 7
WAk A E WS TS ehenid shuel A sl o wol
Agsteba aFE By AFSPLE 7909719 FaH U AR

=) T} 418)
OEER -
92877 398 5 Je PEe ofd A7 Aok 2y o 99
o WAL FAs Fx, ARA BYY Ago] BAIRA 2 Rl

417)  Martin  Coleman & Michael Grenfell, The Competition Act 1998:
Law and Practice, New York: Oxford University Press, 1999, p.186.
418) Ibid., p.261.
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Y
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38
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(i) BAANAOFDE 79BN AFZRae] Bt A3 G
o goAel WMol AAe AHAE AT shte AP WAL F Yo

&t T 42D

419) European Commission decision of 1991.724 in Tetra Pak I [1992]
O] L72/1(ZAAeA  Y¥3dHo]l AA=HRQ)upheld on appeal in Case
T-83/91;, Tetra Pak v. Commission (II) [1994] ECRIO-755, and Case
C-333/94P Tetra Pak v. Commission [1996] ECR I -5951.

420) Commission Notice on the application of competition rules to access
agreements in the telecommunications sector [1998] OJ (C265/2, para.
103; Case C-333/94 Tetra Pak v. Commission [1996] ECR 1 -5951.

421) Office of TFair Trading, “Competition Act 1998: The Chapter 1O
Prohibition”, (OFT 402), para. 4.46.
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A48 S 7]9 2 7] (Koppelungspraktiken)
THA

1. A 74

1998 8€¥ 269 MAHE AAATZFAH(Gesetz gegen Wetthewerb-
sbeschrankungen : GWB) A16FA43 = “AE T &9 #3I 7
A7E FOTF “GALR Al A e AHSd TR AE Ee 89S
T oFE FHets A¢7de “GivtEd Aol 1 dYE FRAAS
I AR T WEY #HYE gte AS A F AW’ fAs AL
o A6z 542 Q19AQ AYFH e FAE T A AL
Aotk 71992719 A¥e 53] 7197 AFY AFeERHY B4
ko] apd} F&E AR &Eo] Al gk R FAHET o

o ABAFL

AFL, AFAEA AGATE 2 s 927 @S St
2 st ste Aole, 53] Atk 2 e59e 28 B
= 3] Aol A9z Aoh= AEAMA A9 HEoR FHd

7N9&7) #YL 53] FFAVL Aaste FFe Folel diste] Al
g2 9 Hdsste AFY FuE 2002 e Ao EXg 79
7] #Poll gk o]A7tA Y Fdo A of
042 = &8 o= AHE77]19
ujel A St Zolth. I wyel FEVMEE HeiArE e Al
Aol Fufzte] thdk  Fuf A (Bezugsbindungen) S 3] 53
&g Abe42d B ARl A S A Bgate] o & AEFS TAIT

422)  Volker Emmerich, Kartellrecht, 8. Aufl, Minchen: CHBECK'SCHE,
1999, S. 140.

423) BKartA, TB 1959, S. 41 ff; 1970, S. 83.

424) BKartA, WuW/E BKartA 1189 = JuS 68, 483 Nr. 2; KG, WuW/E
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