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(1) _oiziol D

AR SR 87 e 7HAQIEHE Tallsk] BAAIIARE MANZ §= S =] A
HE ek He &9 A 71837 (predatory pricing)S YA vl=9] 4723}
A 548 (monopolization) WA= 7FAX1E (price discrimination) BFAEA 2 $1HA]
o F7}t AElo) gt e Al7tar stulkg S o2 okaA siA Aol gigk 1A EitelA
o] A A=A qiAle] HEA ol WA EfA =ol = ghie] Aolsle] 3 9let

Zo] f2le] A A vFo] EapA ok sA e B ae sk E3d
oVl 717k B EA, A oldl] B PR Bl EEHWA EAS )R} vl
S7FAe] EA71E el tisl APHAR] sliAde] Wizl Aot s Ui Y BA = B8}
3, 78 WA FRdniert AEAQ] EHEA M BAE o) & oeka s A9
o A o= HEARA] FLI AAA, 7 A 2] b B2 Fddv e 371ES Bl
AR Foll el 73] =A2] AR = o} e Ao Bl

ol gt Al el At 2003 7€, w=e] dAukAl103AH YoM o 71 Ao
AL A2 AT ¥ ST A RN Eo Bale] B A F8 ARES R84 3

D SATAL T AR E A232A413 25 L 5 9 A% A 362418 (E3%) A3E 0.
2) i 2001.6.12. A3 9954688 A,
3) United States v. AMR Corp., American Airlines, Inc., and AMR Eagle Holding Corp., 2003 U.S. App. (10th Cir.
July 3, 2003).
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HAEY] A LS F 502N U2 gt 543 sl Al=githe Aot

opjeizkagARz M F-e] 2417100 thal] 2k (summary judgement)” & A R= &
H, A7IIEAFES AR 3 /PR B4 Bole] 2aY o], A3 MUY ks
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BAd weh Alefeilen, 783 R 4 L7 rke BaS Wit
o= = o olEiziREAE Al gl thel Ae 2
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T2 Al gton, o|Zo] Z 7S Seidla B @ Adlade SRt A
e Aol Fheh= Aoletal Boly] mizolvh. APH AL Fal 1eAdol #7143} H)-E
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op|2]7akgAle] 3¢l T3t ZAA)e] dglo 7 B 4= gly] wjiolgh= Aloloh. AHEY
& MR A2% ARRRIGN D17t Al e] A9l T2 AR el ti-gabr] A 21 ol
th= 3P (meeting-competition defense) 2R ETRH (RobinsonPatman Act) 3]
7VAZPE AR 4 Tt o) fARIC L Byltt o}y ozl gEAlEe
7¥8 0] AR 7R B} s A A A5EA] B3-S AH). ol wet A
& ol FAE] A9l ekaalelt el edlE SdER Mol Selstnt ske AR
gole] dglolzh= &S st

AR Z, ARAEH AL 2] G Zol| BlFo] & wf ge}29] Fort-Worth 33 =& 1%
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A2 ARle] Bsi7} 72 Ae) Atelehe 9 & 5 geAlel BA% 2494 72
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1. ICIEXIDE 213011 01= SHIE ASHH 21T

M A2z 9lute] Ex18} Z& EA| % ARG 1EE S EA e shie U
OB ARIAE HAAOIN EHEE B ARIEAY, Aojx et A8l dde] 23
T UEE 3 RAAA 9t EXFert shs dolgtn & 4 it £ A= oful2|zha)
FAZF Ao vla] @A 7 712 o] BRI iR AR ohH BAAIARES Al
FolM &3 A= Pl b2 1A HGRAAFE GARIEZIN Ad)7F A=A
A1 TR, ofllE|ZigAbT Fafl Aol A7t AEAES Bolfla o] & B3l v
Al digt Hag ATz % g Alde] RG-S AR AldslEE <
=2 A gaXe BAACE B o XY PHS ST ofF ol fvt gtk 5
Aok, ¥ ol 2] EARE ]S Ao Hlg) W 859 S S BAdskE 3
Ak o] = AR Riglel UiX 7] 93 A AP oA HE3t Aeliriar whak
Ei5i=s

ol thall A 10D AA, AFtagtste] AR Al kg 714 A7 89l o
Al A A5 glow E3fele Zolgta A Falgha A& ARk FAF R
= 4 I QRS2 Frank Easterbroock w457F @80] B4R Holu Helo] ofeay
A5 A dolEdnigt SE3 o7l oltf & AFE U80S A8 AlFlastat
o] Aaljell 2w, x71e] 7MLl e A8 4AY W, ol FXske A AL 7

6) Frank H. Easterbrook, Predatory Strategies & Counterstrategies. 48 University of Chicago Law Review, p. 264
(1981).
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7 B9le] Polg e ARIR} o o] Fol| 71AS G oo J ki, Yo} 7
Aell f7tolte] /1A AR oz e AU £48 2k 01 SAZSFUS NG o

713t &< AR oF Sk Aotk a3, 714 S A HHE AR Al
BAYsL7] whiel] ebe)el= A Fe)7) vl - ol E Al B Aol AT AAAE A3
£ 848 3& 731 7] W2l =77 U 8ot gloke =ejolt

& 210X ANOFAHY L A7k stule] o] Zhe 3)o)F Az i 2 el 9L

A3}, ol2e] Ao lo] 19864 Matsushita Electric v, Zenith Radio AFAoA] kA8t
up, "R 1A AR A go] AA|Z AH o7} vl =Eu, A3 ARIE H TS Foliy)

FEC & A& AR AZSIGE” A10FAELL ol B, Anliel Mool
H]Fo] £ uff \Helo] o s1A A AA-S HES ) ol B felafok & A ARt
7} p2 A 7R AR o) 1A He A2 AR AAE 2281 33 Y76 ulE
o EHEAIYe] Hostuat A vl 1 o AR F8d) ) A HE dYE B
T} 9drhs ARdolglas St A= YAT 71ES FATE 989 /AR o
ARt b 2 QI 4= ke Aol

ok, A0S EE A2 gAY B3] ekeda 71427 0] AEFo| glom B3telsit)
= 9] YAelA Wslstar the A 9A] FESIT Fade 98 post—chlcago 737
apEo] Tl vl & A 7 AA ) gk Al By A5FHo) 9lg #at ot B
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11 T2 Aol A E o] 2 Blgh & 9ly) WRel) 1213 71 WAL 719e) Yl FelF

)

7) Matsushita Electric Industrial Co. v. Zenith Radio Corp., 475 U.S. 574, 589 (1986).

8) Cargill Inc. v. Monfort of Colorado, 479 U.S. 104, 122 (1986).

9) o] A2 ¥ o] Areeda®h Turmerol] oJiA x| 2% ujo]7]%= sfr}. P. Areeda & D. Tumner, Predatory Pricing and
Related Practices under Section 2 of the Sherman Act, 88 Harvard Law Review, (1975), 697, p.699 22
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T 7 Hlgo] T AT BAl A ehom @AM Go| Fef ddle Heh A3kt
| Ioke A& A5 Ed A7 AN 8-S Bl &os tAlshs 2E whad = 9]
o 2o} A=, AEA MRA BN E ARIAE A9 7H2 o) @AM]S Wixle a7t
AHE VIEENRE A7MS AdelE], BEAor HitH|E ofsiol] wet
B AE He ok & 4 Sl SR vl 2 A S &
HA7PAEE 715E FE 9ol e AR AT 02 AR E it

(3) &7 Z=2l Erey

2 7o) HeS olA] 7|2e] 2o Holut 2] eirh \A A103A% YL ok /1A
AR A, B3] BAE ok S0 Z71sle A9 QoA elEel Hlgze 3
o] golehs AL A% RISl 22U E o|Re ok s1A A% Bl A Bol
QYrhe AY . zulz AAQ 71F0] HE AL ohjelm Bk} okekA siAMA o] B4
9 AAS 711 SlaiE SN 87122 T e ole} T2t ol e el W pauE
% AEsjo} 31 A% Q7] WEol, RE Al tie) 2AQ) vl 82712 SUslo}
2 g ot gicka 2 Aot Wl v 84 7|F o= B hinuhe Atk A o
97 71AAHo] 7R BE4AL 83 wdat & glon, 3H]8o] ThE YiA7| S HiA)
N2 92 HERE 8-S YA V)RR AeE & glrke AL BuE St o Mo 1)
e B A gavigdo] QamAz} uigle] A Moot oA, aAu] 82 2] 9

11) o& &1, Barry Wright Corp. v. ITT Grinnel Corp., 724 F. 2d 227, 234-35 (st Cir. 1983): Northeastern Tel.
Co. v. AT&T Co., 651 F.2d 76, 91 (2d Cir. 1981), cert. denied, 455 U.S. 943 (1982); MCI Communications v.
AT&T Co., 708 F.24 1081, 1114 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 464 U.S. 891 (1983): International Travel Arrangers,
Inc. v. NWA, Inc., 91 F.2d 1389 (8th Cir), cert. denied. 114 S.Ct. 345 (1993).

12) Arthur S. Langenderfer, Inc. v. S. E. Johnson Co., 729 F.2d 1050, 1058 (6th Cir.), cert. denied, 469 U.S. 1036
(1984); Morgan v. Ponder, 892 F.2d 1355, 1360 (8th, 1989); McGahee v. Northern Propane Gas Co., 858
F.2d 1487, 1503 (11th Cir. 1988), cert. denied, 490 U.S. 1084 (1989).
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