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b —ICHENLGEFHNOT7TO—F

K bZZ DD [HrETIV] BT a3, B8, ZarHEft, < U
TAFL DO Z M PEDFED 18 B 2 ENGFEAET 20, Thoiidb
ToHlk EoxttE &R, MANBHETH S, COZ&ITO0T,
Hovenkamp (/K @ & 9 I rule of reason BELD LK ZFHIH L T 5,
RbMZAMOREGIBEMTH O, HESF, HWEZh A DR E 72
BZEITEHT 2D TH 5, HEID 2 OHERIPREILAS, 515 O AR &
AEML D ERMMKE S B1I220 T, F 4L, rule of reason D FHIFIT K
SNz X528 %, K0 ORFNFEEITHRNTH 5 LifEE SN,
FAELD BRI DI E &, A lE, OGO HFMICHI OTH 5, s
WAIZE, perserule TH Y, TORMDO FTIE, XET &S
HEOW R, [TRADHZ—EORHRIE T > 7o &) HHE « GEMITHE
SUTHEES M BOTHS REIAITIEITHELY,

(19) Id. at 122. See, e.g., State Oil v. Khan, U.S. 1, 10 (1977). & 13, ki
5% D FIGE A% #HEFF A3, rule of reason THHI T X U EHIRE N 72354
Thb, fiHTIE, HI3IHED [FRFEMMEHERF & Rule of Reason] DT,
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TAVAK NI Z MEICBTA2AHlEH] (2)
(1) TQuick Look FEIE | %t [R5 4 FHIFEDORE ]

Z ML Trenton Potteries JHJ;J]%%;J! SIAE - 7oy, WRmBEIE, KMF
ZNDGHMTE 2DODETIVIZHT D TH %, ZD2DDETFTIVIZDN
T, Hovenkamp DO FiHHIE, —MMWIc2&HORIENE LTHbITE
D, TS 220 ETIIVOMIZIIREBEMMSFAT 5 LT 5,
Trenton Potteries I IZFE 3 2 EFUIZ 1L, per se rule D YRR D E N D
AP EILN O HBHABH O, #%HEE L THEIF D, Board of Trade
of City of Chicago v. United States JHJ?J%)K BirsdmmBHETH - 2
Louis Brandeis @ rule of reason DR TH b, Zhid, RELHERO
BOWEBDDH B D TH - 7eit LT 5,

Rule of reason HHLD F, £DO@FHN IR b TilEmwm B EIICK M 2 b
FRidid, A CTHESHENFET 20 THRONLDREBDOL LI, £
DM B OBEBRIZEINEZDTH B, 12EZH BHIBEA, per se
rule D77 I —NTHEICZ STV E LTS, XlidH & RBEFNE
BT BERE T, T EICAETRABWEEZZ OB, T
ﬁﬂﬁ,ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁé,%bf?%'ﬁ%%%@,%%ﬁﬂT@iﬁ
B3 DODH A 1 esilos IZHLE B EHBITRR L TRIZDOTHD, ©h

T, PGS HERE IO 2 @R MG o & LT—BRicE &
BTV 5E, HitgiE 2, fiiF [EHEOKHEA] 1455,

(196) United States v. Trenton Potteries Co., 273 U.S. 392, 397-98 (1927).
A1 20T, Hovenkamp YN BN E L THM L TW 3 D13,
ROMBY TH B, MikEERET S I1E, ZTNBEEEITETH 2 0 hh
kb od, TiEEXEL, B ITAGMEEMEERET 2 158
LDOTHB Z D &S BB 1A S D TR, ek, A
GHEEHZNEAYBHIRTH 2 LHRINETHAH, TOKE, FFED
MK A3 S BLAG 22 AliAR & U TIRE S N B OIS AL S 72 L,
Vo = VAT 2 EIBBUFITH LT H, MEHEDN, BEMREO
W BEMD—D & UTAREIC > TRAELEMTM LT, Hex 0L
ERPTIEHMLEEADTILELLNDTH 5, id at 397-98.

19D 216 U.S. 231 (1918).

(198) Hovenkamp D i il U 7z silo 7% % MFEIZ, /77 3V — « 08 L 1358845
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5 1%, rule of reason, per se rule (illegality), < L CTH Y72 quick look
(F5WEH rule of reason) Th %, TH O ORI GHE, F73 25 F
X > TR - 2 ETEHE N TR OTH S, <O hINAEHTH
% quick look O FflI%, MR ICEEBHIROFHEO WL 2 6 ET
5EEDNTOAY, BMYZERICMEND 2 E30WA, 0BG
ROEMBEREN SHNT D TH S, £i, BODOEHITH T 5H]
BRiE, 572 T Lo T HHE T & 2 iRk TR 2 EH b
b0, DX BEGEITI, BB 21T O fullblown rule of rea-
son FFDONHENE L TH, H I per se rue B ENZD TR
{, BUBHEHNBIERENDLDTH 5,

UL, #BHEEEIEE, 3 2HDOH 1 0 Th 3 quick look 2k LT
PR LIsdp o 7cDTH B, RBHFAA T TV —INIZTDE L EHES
LiZpo7cb DD, ThITBIY 2Hk% R, i THHNZ DT
H - ;fgoi 1 I A i WA ATE 1T quick look %= KRR L 72 D%, 3 2 D
7Z3ThHY, Tk, HUOEHIZE N TIE, quick look ZHHAG LksF

e
7DTH 5,

MHIET 5, BEF D rule of reason > & 43 B U 72RO EAES T & 0 9 &
WRTHEMLTED, RODSEELLER TR, LK, $1o&l
Tidibd 5,

(199)  Compare N.C. State Bd. of Dental Exam’rs v. FTC, 717 E3d 359, 373
(4th Cir. 2013), affd, 135 S. Ct. 1101 (2015), with In re Se. Milk Antitrust
Litig., 739 F3d 262, 275 (6th 2014). Z D 2 DO FHHI O Ll iz B LT, Hits
G2, fE FEEOBFAT TR LFTuhiEn, EHEORKELTH %,

(2000 Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 123.

(201) FTC v. Actavis, Inc., 133 S. Ct. 2223, 2237 (2013) (quick look % 1
LEb—T, ZOHIRIL, rule of reason ® FTHEETH S EH/RL T
"3%) ; Texaco, Inc. v. Dagher, 547 U.S. 1, 5 (2006) GEIHiEIZ, quick
look F7 MU v 2BHAT 5 LEERLTERDOTHD, METHIEH
FRHELEOMELERA LRI TEY, 2O L2EMTELOOMEH LT
W75 1) ; Cal. Dental Ass’n v. FTC, 526 U.S. 756, 781 (1999) (Fk ¥ T i,
['quick look ] D437 % 2Kk 2 MBI T | R HE % DT 0H & full rule of

4 (159



TAVAKN T Z MEICBTA2AH)EHA] (2)

FOHIPT A% quick look % 32 U A1 B HINIC I LW & AP U 28,
Hovenkamp %, HAETHZ OVHEBNLTONLFTHS [ 2T 1 Nifil]
FHEIRD LT,

AN b T A Mk BME TR S 7B R, ]I X
N GMHT D JEES, IS o TRBUIT U TEFE O B8 3 FEE AR - T
W ERT, TR (251 FHEN] Th5ET5EAHTH B
HITF BB O ZEE LR, FTC v Actavis, Inc. ¥ %0%4)0: 17 % Stephen
Breyer HIROEZ Ji 2R L7cbDTH Y, ZNiZ, California Dental
HIRIZ 19 5 David Souter B30 KL & RIS, Breyer HIF 13 5 it
RTdHo- (;gz Hovenkamp 12 K1 iE, 4+ TdHh % California Dental H| ik
IZB Bakamid, R EEN, S h0ERIT XD 3 HMKEER L
TP EEWSMTLT, HITFHICHIE L bDTHS EL
T, HIRCEFHNCRE L T B, b b,

AT ERT 2ROUCEI U T, BGRB8, BRI 1 IR s
ENRTHN S (quick look) Fr & & 0 FHM7S & (rule of reason) &
FEhsZzh o OIZBNT, —KINIZZ OFIRO I —# %2 Ed 5 0
WIEBHAT T —IEREIFELRZ D TH S, LA, FERKIhBZ
Lid, ZOFBITAHT AHFETH D, RE~OHELY, FHIE, £L
THIBOMRELTH 5, HIRD HIIZ, Hi5oRBRMD THETH D,

reason 2 ZRT 5 & T OBEIWMIIZRSE, PN TEA LT
%)o

Q) ZORTA NHIFEHIZ OO T, FEH b quick look & @ B Tt
TED, BHEKERICEEDTWS, HifgiE2, i IS8T 748
~T5H,

03 IxPNICHEMEICED &N 2 D Xk iE, Hovenkamp A A TH %, 8
AREEDA & HOVENKAMP, supra note 4, 11500, 1507.

(209 133 S. Ct. at 2237.

(5)  Cal. Dental, 526 U.S. at 780-81 (1999).

(206) Id. at 781-94. Cal. Dental ¥|Pk D HIBARIZ DWW T, HitgE: 2, fit
H [ OER] 36 EH K U43H, FHZ, 43HTIE, —BERIZEFLEH TS,
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HBHIROF 7o MBI 255D, BEEIC (bb0iEddialLs,
K ORIEEIC  FEHETHEA) RThhb X1, THbBARINITL D%
RFRBIZRD DI ENENEHEST LI ETH S, £ LTTH, WKITH
#11 Z & 1T rule of reason DA A 4 < [a] UkSimicEE 3 5 D Thhid,
Trx OMiRd 52 &, K EIICE T 20 bHNTNDOTH S, b
BEY, BIEDEZ A, THIFEFHHINTI DA - 7 quick look
u,:@iiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁw%,%@ﬁ@@@ﬁ&bf,$#f%
PIOFHMAZR L 72D TH %,
Breyer 5313, ¥R quick look 7 7o —F OBM 2 G L 72

R LR TR o 72 UL LI, [FiSETH 2 2 OHIRAS,
é%%uéfﬁﬁ%%fﬁéjmé#%%ﬁ#%%&g,@mmgﬁ$
HRBLETH B ETHI LB LA 7D TH S, &L AHFE,
4 OOHMTHIINEK 5 2 s OEMFEEZHIL L& S icEbh
DTHbB, b5, OfETHHHEEOHIREZMEDOH, OFIR
O SRR O Al REE & 3T D Dy, @B IRAER &) F D 1E Y P % 4
R &m%%m@ @Y HFH, HESES Y T HaailiEse
Mﬁ%ﬁﬁéwm

(07 Cal. Dental, 526 U.S. at 780-81

(08) Id. at 782.

(209) Hovenkamp (%, # D ELf#E L T3 rule of reason & EE @ FEHll % 5k D
A TEANCHBILTE D, I TR, 20HOAXERITFTEL, FH—
12, e FEOHED, [REMIZEEFABESICLTRNDOHZ D] T
HEDEh RS, BETIIE, ZOMOETIE, HEMEOBLED SIE
WPk, [ ERIR L, EESERV IS5 ] WHRITh 20026
ZAE, ACER MRS R T BN, AREMIZED LD TH S, ik
wolE, Fhoid, EEESERY SRS EITk - TME A5 1T 5 fEm
WZHDEMETHD, b LZOHIRA, REMZEEDLOLEDTRHENE S,
ZDE X, T OEFRE LI INTHBES 5 RS, (A7 rule of rea-
son WENENBHNERSBLDOTH S, LhL, ZABKEMICEED
LhdboThhiE, e, BE_OMESERINITE2DTHS, T74b
L, ZOMIFICHUT, REICET 2 ELE0 [ REE RS 20?2 D F
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Hovenkamp 1%, Breyer | =F 48 58 4% 73 rule of reason T (7% { quick
look BFLAZFHLES> EL TR EEHML, HiB D quick look D
JEGHTTH B A mIlER LT 5,

Gl EOF I bROFRIZ, 773V —MIZ [quick look] @
R s B A 0 &k DL BRITEN RN EEBRET 5D TH 5, HH
1, ZRERREL O ATRETENE I FEL D AT TR & £ O TR R St
<, Ei@ﬁéﬂWﬁbtimﬂ&ﬁ 54 () 72 IRAT O WA 156 U TR
R AR Tl oy fté‘l’l‘%@fffoéo CCTHERAFELIEHEHL, Ac-
tavis FIIRTH 5, WFITH T, @FPxREHIF, quick look] X b
b, U A rule of reason B I N B N&ETHB & LoD, FHIKIZ,
o3I SN )T & OB R R I B, B 7SS ST B

b, ZOMHEITIE, BRFEAlE LY, (RETIEENTFET I ESZZLS
nao» WAE, ToBFHORE T2 MOBRGOTEHEDHIK, #Hii
BEGESC D BB 2L, BICRTSTOEEOYELE) 220K
IR HEE D < BGwiE, %fD EIZOWT, TR IIERE O AP
BnELTHERINIZOE S, hREOREESEET 5, & LalhEE:
MIENE S, 20&%, TOHIRIEE, AICERELES, Lorl, L
Z OHEED S FETH NE, T HHFME L TOH O RN
FEHTHY, TONER, EYNHNFEBICAENTHE20ENPERET S L
Thbd, bLEHITHBUEHE, HEE, BRAENT VAKETH 5 rule
of reason D FTIMliE B I &It 3, LML, BHE, LZ0DIEY
HEREH TR SR, ZT0&EX, ZOETIE, X OFEMRER L
rule of reason @ F TARETH V&L TH %, BFICHR 2B WA D
EbLELLIBFREBELMFIELB NS TH 5, NCAA HIRIZB LT,
W EGREPEZ o NG NREERE L LREHICHET 26D TH
D, ZHEUEBELDD, TRICRITNEIEILHRELLZDTH 5,
Z LT, #@HOD rule of reason FHFHLTH 5508210 /NT v AR AERHT 5
Z & 75 <, rule of reason ® F TH&LABIFHFOHMIRE T LD TH 5,
Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 124.

(210) E.g., New York v. Julius Nasso Concrete Corp., 202 FE3d 82, 8-89 (2d
Cir. 2000). PIZ X, AHTIE, WEHIGTROARD, L OHLE AT % Bk
TEMBANBNEL LTINS,

15n 1



W EBEEE B5UEH 35

E bR bfb\%@f%gli

HI 5T, #fREHE, HENTE3] EOXFITL->T, rule of
reason & quick look b S LTV LD TH b, ZDOHERZT
Hovenkamp 1%, Z O &5 BHFISFEBIATHIBIC, BHFAEICE
BEREZEEREL TS EBRRT, —IGHEREEH & Y4FHER T D
FIROMEBAETIAT 2, & UGB s 2 G0 —In A F
BHRGIPESZTHNE, 2O LS, WHEMORIRMEIT 58 TRE R
O BHEFEZE D 2 T3 EIIT X 0BT DA % TR 5 2 L9
iz ‘rﬁﬁe’CL\%@'cﬁ)% )i, BRSO TR & &, EN O R
PERAINEDIEIMRTH S, FEALOFREHEIIBOT, FlZE

AU 7 3= T HEREMH 2 (&5 CDA: California Dental Associa-
tion) 1Zxt9 2 MG [ ZHS () ok, 8<% 5 CDA
DA vN—DACHIED 7o DI HIR Z@AIT 2 0 & o2 flids (2 13%*4
&) EmlE GEELNL) ZREELICMOTHRIEEDTH - to

Ui L7 h3 5, rule of reason HEHE, ZEEE D@ Y] 75 505
THBICZD XS RFFNHIETE 2D TH 5, HBEHARILOBEED T,
msiid, CDA OBLKy (M HOMH @ H) 2%, EEEMO Y —EX
ZRIE T, iESI& EFAMENCH - e Bhicd B EEZ NS,

Iz, Hovenkamp, X254 NHIREIZBE U TNROES AWIZ
LAT, HHONRITH-> T B,

254 NHFEEO 7 7o —F1 1135]'3‘5#’3(034?5]%4@!1, FIASH 9
BZOMENTH S, b LAHEEITIVF 2 — VTN, SREBLIK NS
A2 MNEERRTE DR 6I1E, TDOXHBEAITE, A5 4 NHIFHIZ

Q21)  FTC v. Actavis, Inc., 133 S. Ct. 2223, 2235-38 (2013).

(212) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 125.

(213)  Cal. Dental Ass'n. v. FTC, 526 U.S. 756, 762 (1999).

(214)  Hercules Poirot: 744 « 7 U 27 4 —O/NFUT T 2/METHE
BEHERULIENIVF - AOHTEATH 5, [ 4 ) T v MAFTERASH:] 75 £33
D/NH, SADFFRITELF LT 5, §Eflld, KADOKAWA ® HP % &,
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FIEL MR DTH B, V1 uE2JEEAIC LTS [quick look] ®
T7a—F, FHIMTAS EEBABOERTH 5, 775y
ZORMOR D FH3, KB TRIEEEF M - Hld2542T, £0
FELAE X 0BT HBT 5 ENTE B HFO R THMILS O
5DTHb, EBRIZ, Actavis FIPROD Breyer |13, < O ZHH] & B L
72515 TE I P A 2 3208 3 2 s b ERCHI 3 O BB 1T FR 0 T8
MTho7co ZOFHICBOTHEFRIRD XS 1T~ TWH 5,

fhD ik B SRS, b7 A PRRICBOLT, FHERE, XK MT
Z MEER O &l 5 L5 ICHETE 54T, KT X MR
W, YT AERRT 50D a[RERIR D Bl « A TX 50T
HBo WoT, TXTOAFRBEFEOERD 5 W ILR/NMNROGmIZE S
BEHRIL, iéiﬁéméﬂmhﬁ %m%%mﬁfbf% AgEEL
TMM%M%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁTé@?%éo

B FEHTH % quick look IZDWW T, EEAHEEZ K &I
EMH0, ThOFHIZIHETHE2NEFITTHD, TOHEEHERML
72D %, Breyer H|# T» - 72, Hovenkamp 7% Breyer HIHF & W U & &
12, quick look D FICEERIVIZNIE TR W &1F, ROFHN S &1
Z 5o

WFhIZE X, 3204 vD7 Fu—FICMT 5 —2>OEKEKIU
3, eNo6DT 7 u—FREMNFEHLALIERT 2 L&D TS, HE
1273 full-blown rule of reason % %K 3 2 MMICH 5, TD I &
Actavis IR TIX 7> - 7212 by 59, California Dental Fik K O Cali-
fornia ex rel. Brown v. Safeway, Inc. *U‘?JH%G)@@KEC S>72DTH 5,
Wb B quick look IZB3 5 &5 —2DMEIX, T OEFRD R

(215)  Actavis, 113 S. Ct. at 2238.

(216) 615 F3d 1171 (9th Cir. 2010). Safeway FIPIZBA U T, #HFTIZ, quick
look DS 2 HHMES AN AR L TE D, FHE, TOHERKIILT
FLEHTD, fifgat 2, #dE TAH AN 658,
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MFERRRY OB 3 T
Thb, EvHIDb, quick look DEFAERKT B i Ik S 72U
DTHb, 2L A, quick look ##Hd 5 & HIML U 7o &K I,
rule of reason O FTINREZ EAFITLIOTHDY, T &1, B
P78 Z8RE AT O B T EIE 3 2 LA B 1B U T~ Dk
Wizd 52 & ThH5B, quick look EMDMTEXHT 2 F72 5513, 2
< ®1}i§5€&§i%@?§@fiﬁ&‘ﬂi%%® il z1%, FTC v. Indiana Federation
of Dentists #U;;l%g)&(} Actavis FIRIZE T, #IE &L, rule of reason
HHAEXRW LI DD, imﬁ&ﬁﬁ%mm %@%n%n DT
WK 1) 73 3L % 25 3 Lt@fﬁéowME@NMAMm Bug, i
i E#i, rule of reason M#H T NI F NI S8 0 TS 51T,
B (TVH#D oBEICiE, RRATTANSLETH > oTHBEE
BLTOB, & 510, ARICERENILE DY — LTk 5 Wl -
NCAA O fllBRIE, [EH] ICKBEFTH -7, Licdi-> T, EHER
CHZ 2 BOWEETIHEIRLOEHRLELDOTH S, £LT, 2
EZ NCAA MHINL T o N 7e A FAMLICB L Cilis 12 LT &
5 &G, [HHEMZ, 20X5 0HplICE jéﬁ%i%ﬁ®4&%mb
T%Y?é%@fﬂ@hj&ﬂrbt@f%é
FTHbLLE, REGHDO T v bR—IVIE, REMZTOEDTHD, 4
FZGICBI 5 NCAAFMD 7 v bR—IIZRETNITES LI S
bDOTHY, 77 /IlE->TRIBBEHMITH T EHIR LI, 2D

(21T  Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 126.

(218) 476 U.S. 447 (1986).

(219)  Actavis, 133 S. Ct. at 2237; Ind. Fed’n of Dentists, 476 U.S. at 459-64.

(220) NCAA v. Bd. of Univ. of Okla., 468 U.S. 85, 00-03 (1984).

(2D  Id. at 110. see also Ind. Fed’n od Dentists, 476 U.S. at 460 (Gf:fHl 75 i 3%
SHTE LGS TS, #ODOMTHS EOEYEELZR LA THER SR
WRWZEENDH BHI & L TEi<xTW3) ; United States v. Brown Univ.,
5F. 3d 658, 669 (3d Cir. 1993) (Cit% LOEHEMHEE I N TS 72DIT,
FEHIS TS T XA TIE AR U0,
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TAVAKN T Z MEICBTA2AHJEA] (2)
FIZDWT, Hovenkamp (%, WM OBz EFEL T 5,
MR #R (T, rule of reason & U TOMT O kST 3155, KR
I, AL THA RSN 23702 O EEIKRL TE
DThH%,

HFHE RSO BALER, K M5 X M U T rule of reason &
Fl—M#TXx 3% & LT quick look (rule of reason) O 7 7o —F 2 2FF L
T&7e—HT, AR M T R Ma EEBIGIRRE R, [HEEHI
B BRFETHEIGTEIK NI A MDA A K4 ] 220000:128% L,
UToXs Az LT0S, 94D5,

Rule of reason D43 id, FREHFMELTE L, WE L HEBRED
AEIRAE LTS O S TH LR B O TRIEZDTH 5, ik

B9 2 1 D M 78S LB « RHITEHL 5 B IREE LT
BRREFHRHIZOAEFTHDTH B, 120, WHrBIERKNSL, £
DA E 1> b O TR,

Z LT, BHHL S 2EMIL, [quick look] &£ » & [sliding scale] %
BP9 5 EFL LU T2000E4 4 RS A id, RO KD ITFEMNIZEBE L TL
b5, THbDDB,

e BHEFICB T, MEOARY iR ok, shs &k
I LOEEBFEE LTINS EXZHRT 2D BHNETLDTH B, £
O &I BEFITBNT, AEEK NS 2 NI EEBIEIRAEA R, M
WEEHFVLTHEODTH %, H5VIRMOSEE LT, KEHGEEDN
ZOMEDABHIZL D bDTH B4, T74bL, REHNREENEIC
FEiisnTHBEITEKT 2 b0 THEHE, 20 L%, KEHFNGE

(202) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 126

(228) Tep, TRADE CoMMN & U.S. DEPT.OF JUSTICE, ANTITRUST GUIDELINES FOR
COLLABORATITONS AMONG COMPETITORS 4 (2000). Available from the FTC
Home Page.
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A BRI 51 3
EAMRTE ZREMRENT 0T S, Ber (HER) 3, 20k
5 15 ke © REMIS M HT & L7800 & & T A HNIT 5 DT H Be

ZD&HIT, RNFAMEEBITT 5 2 >0HB (¥ +—< vik=H]
AR N T A MR, #FEGIRESESHARGIRES) 3, RGN
I LT, quick look ®FLE X5 4 FHIBEHOM 7 7 0 —F 2 15
WWANTIERGHEEZRLIZDTH 5,

Hovenkamp 3, i3l )) O s e s, — A F 72 5 o iz
HBHEDOHEN S, RO XD IHERT 5, HlZ1E, »51ED80%~100
% &N T 2 EIFHEL, MKICE5Z 2886 5 O IGBTEN 2P
LT, £ ICHEAE S TTRERBIRICIND MO RETH 5, Xt
%%K,m%ﬁﬁﬁﬁwyukfﬁéﬂ H BT Y m%m%%fa
WIE S, —ISAE R OB IEIT 2N LRE T A — BLiE, @ HEIC
iTNéfﬁéo%b@éﬁ%Uﬁﬁi,mﬁféé%wﬁm®ﬁ%%
KT 2 AFFHEDEIITH S, b LTRSS ABEN, ZoRIrHE
DHEBE m%&bfﬁfﬁémbu WMEHIR L, BBICbE S5m0 LY

Z D& O F#H %A BT % Hovenkamp (%, D> TOHEHNIT S Tt L
WRIRZ RS, MO TR U7 X 512, Appalachian Coals W&
Nz & 5 PR (EEIEEI"JUEE%?U) 13, ELHOXFFTH D, b
ELUTEETNE ’Cﬁ&b\@f‘&’) %o XHINIZ, Broadcast Music (BMD

HIIR & Maricopa I B TR o N7z MRz, P & i3n 2 7,
- T, MEETRD SN CHIRIIIEH b SR TH O, B Lofs

) Id.

(225) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 127.

(226) Appalachian Coals v. United States, U.S. 344, 357-58 (1933). & » & &
ZOHRIE, BEESVFES D ICROBFH TR SN TV 5, Copperweld
Corp. v. Indep. Tube Corp., 467 U.S. 752 (1984).

(227)  Arizona v. Maricopa Cty. Med. Soc’y, 457 U.S. 332, 355-56 (1982); Broad
Music. Inc. v. Columbia Broad. Sys., Inc., 441 U.S. 1, 11-12 (197).
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FICRSBVEEBRRT 56D TH 5,

T4 %12, [quick look] %% rule of reason & per se rule O [if] i FE#fk =
NICEBO ET PO T A v (FHOTE) 25 20 /R,
HROMEERELOR D TH B, AMSNILGEEREEZ ST HROKR
Gt BERKIE, WoOPIIRAEREMET 2D TH 5, HIZIL, Eng-
neers FIRDHHL, Higr AFLIC I 1T 2 HEFIRK T X 2 HIRZHIRIC
Lo Th o, 20LE, HABNLKHRE BEIEALTS -7 b
OO, TYI=TILTFEENPETREEZBRIZS 6T I EEREECS
HE5HDTHD, Thid, HEHIRBHENS S FOHIRTH S &4EHK
RBTLDICHELLBDTH T,

?ﬁb%,%@Aﬂﬁ,%éﬁi@%m%ﬂm%ﬁﬁbt: IARAE
LTHIILcDTH %, #Hx ,mbdm%m#%@iom#
HAXFELIZWTH A Lk Lt@f%éo;®¢omfuﬂz B
W, BEFAFLOEEIRE, KGEET & 78 0 AE R 6] O I 1 75 45
IZ78572DTH 5,

I I @ A, [quick look | 752 S5 ZEH 5 W I 4501 O % B IS
Uiz, #HHEPE, XS54 KLEDAS per se rule & fullblown rule
of reason @ IZID 720 D D HFHFNT X L T quick look % # i L T
WD TH 5,

National Society of Professional Engineers v. United States #U;;S%U)&U Cali-
fornia Dental FIIRO W ELEZ, HOMITEERL T — 7 O hh o SEHIG
ZHT A MEOMKR I X P EMMIEEMEENFELTNDTH
%, )i T, Maricopa FlikiZ, TDXIBHMBRIX M EHMD S5
T - 90 Engincers HROWHITH T, WAALOKIE, =

(228) Nat’l Soc’y of Profl Eng’rs v. United States, 455 U.S. 679, 692-93 (1978).
(29) Id. at 696
(230) Id. at 679.
(%1  Cal. Dental Ass'n v. FTC, 256 U.S. 756, 754 (1990); Maricopa, 457 U.S.
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MFEBGEY:  HOIEEH 3 5

VT MR E DRI TR W EEBEW L, £, Caifornia
Dental HIIRIZB T, IREHRIBRICX D, HFRIERMZE, BEOBLE%R
TEHETREMBEERMOEIENTERNILEERLLDOTH 5,

CNoDWFHITENT, BE BF) o1, g B Itk
A oG5 (ERHER) 20T 5 ENTERDOTHS, L
L, TO4KE, BEMHFLD S, X0 BOIGIEERET 5 O IEAHHE
THY, FEOHGIEITH UTHENEEGREE LI DTH b, XK
M2, Maricopa FIPIZHB I 2 s, 725 U - 2 BTG U TRIE

DLEFERGEE U I RATOME K2 BF IRt T 5 2 LItk > THRED
B (EKhfEY) a2 b2l LIcOTH S, TOEX, BESE, B
fili % L U CHE 9 S0 dH - ;‘Zgi WL, 3% > T per se rule %
E%bt@f%%l

AMEHIFEL T H 5 quick look 1%, FHHMATOFKEIZ X > THREMNHED
SN, U &S S0 E FITWh D ORI EI7S 5 TERIL IS
ESENRRONE, 2O &, HET50RNETH 28 i0—>T
Hb, TIWXATA NGIFHESONEWZATH 5, Hovenkamp 753
a4 U 72 Maricopa PIIR O FERZ, FHEARE THICHFH LB OE
quick look 7» 5 B 24 A T per se rule TUH X h72bDTH Y, quick
look 7» 5 per se rule IZBATT 2 RS PTALIZ & 2 DS HIR E LIE 0
BlTH 5,

BRI S 2 1E, R4 NHIREIE, FE S0z hZh 0%
EONED 1 DO EDITELSBRT 2 b3 <, HEDTEM &% D

at 349; Nat'l Soc’y Prof’l Eng’rs, 435 U.S. at 700.

(8D  Maricopa, 457 U.S. at 364-66 (Powell H|HH IR A ERTH ) Tk
FHHTH 25 9 REIKAEILEE L, 7V FIMOFERT 2 <) 3/ SR
FihZ O MFWEIEILETH 5 FOFRERTI TS, ThEZT TERYE
RO, ISR S #K S per se rule Z @ L7 D TH %, see also Frank H.
Easterbrook, Maricopa Price Fixing, 48 CH1. L .Rev. 886, 894 (1981).

(233) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 128.
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TAYARET A MECBT 25O (2)
Mm% 1 DI EDTIHMET 2BMICH 5, 37005, HEDRBEEN
WO L CHHMish 20Tk, 2ofRo0iz, #hof
Frie R IE S PE D REML & 55 O SO i B e —#E ISR 2 D TH 5,
Z T T, rule of reason ® 9 5, full-blown rule of reason & quick look-
rule of reason O K OHEFEZvRe SR D M L 72K [1] TH 5,
5B, ME [2] 1F, quick look FELIZAAREREE RN N A2 1 A —
VL bDTHY, HRAMOD I ERTHY, LTV AITTE
Th b,

K [1]

T M 28RE B AT O ik KRR ZR5E AT O iR
(BeRE o &g (kicgH)
full-blown rule of reason quick look- rule of reason
Ji Pt Ji4t B
O | BB ® | el R | Eapnomm | s n s e
Briz1z W1z Hr IS OB | B 7 A e
R | S R R % DR S

<HEETTAVHAR DT R MEICB T B EHOEANL T5EH» 554 >

K% [2]

per se rule quick look- rule of reason | full blown-rule of reason

per se rule =-+--+ quick look- rule of reason -+ full blown-rule of reason

<HEFETTAVARK DS R MEICEFZEHOFEAT 14157 5511 >

(2) Quick Look BEDRMAL LLEWBIR—EHAFEDTH
Hovenkamp 12 X 111E, EAI7 quick look 7 7o —F 2EHK L TR
T b T X PIRRDZ I, HMKEER, xv bU—7, HBE0IEME
(278 SRS IR O MRS SITHET B HIREBATNOTH D,
ZL DFBEDOWMIMAZ T 5N 5 E LT, quick look FELD LD & X
(165) 15



MF SRR OSB3 T
%ﬁ&fu%i:@:t@ﬁ%ﬁm,%%K?Ngfﬁéom@méﬁ
ROLFEEEDS, 2 0ECHEDTVEBREEEAL SN O SO
BRI, DRI TE 2, WMORDICBT 2T NTHEED LKL,
BT 240y MEE S SIELI G Lichia T, BN, w5
IZ per se rule WA T 3 @’Ci)%ai

Q) MoFHL DM TH LMD & hoMERTHEUOBMHER LT
WeDTH B, EHHY b, % 17 Rule of Reason D JES O H1 D —iB K
U5 2 % Quick Look @i & LTHLD HIF T 5, Hifgil 2, fiids MG
DRI 30H K 81 H~140H, See. e.g., James A. Keyte, “Quick Look” and
the Modern Analytical Framework for Assessing Legitimate Competitor, 30
ANTITRUST 23, 24-26 (2016) Michael A. Lindsay & Erik D. Ruda, Antitrust
Analysis of Joint Ventures: A Simple Progression, 30 ANTITRUST 12, 16 (2016);
Aian ]J. Messe, In Praise of All or Nothing Dichotomous Categories: Why Anti-
trust Law Should Reject the Quick Look, 104 Geo. L.J. 835, 866 n.165 (2016)
(quick look IZ & B H|ihA—ERITE BT 3B) ; see also In re SE; Milk
Antitrust Litig., 739 F3d 262, 274 (6th Cir. 2014) (ffi #% e &3 iz 3 v 7
BAR DN F v — o BV R ZITE#H LT, quick look DZ3HFIZ 2 W Tk
L TWr3) ; N.C. States Bd. of Dental Exam’rs v. FTC, 717 F.3d 359, 373-75
(4th Cir. 2013) (HMEHAEOXIRIZE T, S oI FOHIRICEHL T
FTC 12 & % quick look D237 %388 T 5) affd on other grounds, 135 S.
Ct. 1101, 1107 (2015); California ex rel. Harris v. Safeway, Inc., 651 F.3d 1118,
1137 (9th Cir. 2011) Gy, BAER OWRNAILARFIITHE L T,
K ORISR B « A D EM A KD T quick look D7 7o —F ZHHE L
TW3) B, AEFIHEHER rule of reason HFHAZ/RL T 5, FEHIL,
—IREER L CRERIC LT B, Hifgak 2, i TAEOEAI) 65K ; Princo
Corp. v. Int'l Trade Comm’n, 616 F3d 1318, 1339-40 (Fed. Cir. 2010) (%I
MMEHED 7o R« T4y ZENEE LICERFRITK AR,
quick look & » & full rule of reason 12 & % &7k L Tuv3) ; Rossiv. Stan-
dard Rooting, In., 156 F.3d 452, 463 (3d Cir. 1998) (;K4 3 v T per se rule
ZBMALT, BHRORVF +—NE{FEELBVRRTH 5 & &, ghisn
F5kd 5 quick look FEAHESG LT 3),

(285)  See PolyGram Holding, Inc. v. FTC, 416 F.3d 29, 37 (D.C. Cir. 2005)
(BhrosFxDHIREDL 2EFFEEROWEX, FOMH D, HKE
EEATEIND),
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TAYAR NS R MEICE T AR OE (2)

ZNUNDEETH 55, EEOMIE GEFEPE) LoBlaro>< 5
NBHIRIE, BEEAZDTH S, fIZE, FRINTOBOIEITS
BB RGERN IR AT RE BRI 21T R ERI L & ST, Akt
A9 5 HIKT, EROERIHIHIZNE &I 5 WEHEMZO L 5 BHMK
MoK LTiE, KD 5% 2R (EORER) OB,
FEEAEHERTEOSRNEEZL OGNS,

ZO&HEEHMITINA T, Hovenkamp (%, REDOHEH &0 AN S
BRDH BHH, DIRIIZOL DD OREHEL T O % — B ZOHER %5
ERITELEIEMT 2, ALEIBIER, ARHECXZEREILFTO
BBEIETHD, 2O EMLEDMNS K DIZ, [quick look] X, Z
DEIBEFEENOL VB LBV DOH BHIBIIHGLT, & 0EXMY
RHET2HEE L TRV TERNSNEDTH S, —HlELT,
California Dental #U%%%)@ £ 0T, MKHIRIZH 4 2 203, RS
DD BERHBUETH 2%, BHBRICH 2/NEEERITET 51
OB E D &, WEEERO X 5 72588 ML U T 2 F Lo ol
BUZH LT, B3 REOHRIRD SN2 D BANB D TH 5,
IO ER, ZOREDOHIRSEIZE - AT AOEEIZE ST,
W, BEMICHETH > e EST 2L EIC52 5 2 SRS
HABESH SR D TH S, L0HDONEY» AN, LA
BHHAbZFANhSNT, BIRSEERERDEE, Mikz5 L3
LMW ENHS L TH B OIE, T L X, AHITH
EEESN, TOLITHIRE, hbllk Eok5uEFHELTOO
T I TH B,

K12 Hovenkamp 13, HEAIFHEDO B WHF & U T Polygram Hold-
ing, Inc. v. FTC *'J%i%g)%%glféo AEo#ALR, 3ADHELLT ) —IVEK

(23) Cal. Dental Ass'n v. FTC, 526 U.S. 56, 781 (1999).
(237 Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 130.
(238)  Polygram, 416 F3d at 32. #H & Az >0Tid, BT TRD Lif T
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MFERRRYE SB35
%@%%%ﬁfu:~?4yﬁbtzﬁﬁ@%%f%o%i:@%%m
2 thoHEEHED, VAR URFoLVa—F 1 v 7 &FlZICL T
M, 5%, Va—T4 073 THL, TaE—hrbileicLizn
EERDIDTH B, W, WOoOHATAHNELELENWED S A
SNOVIBORE R, T EE L THREETHELEEZI NS,

ULipL, KPR 0T, 2%, 3 ADT / —IVilkFoHiciaLya—
T4 I UTHABEEITIZEICLTEBD, ZoHEED
fidxDLa—7 42 7D—ERiE, INMEHICEfESh7cB/mER LT
H ot BEER, MHNCEEL CEAABENOBFHRIIH - T, AHO
IR A 1 E, Hr7o 1TBE L 2o R B S S5 B3 BICRLETH D,
fEANCEYE L C & BT SN EREETIEHVIILT, Y
FMEPBDETH S EFRLIDOTH S, TN E D, HHRLZ O RBMR
o KT, RO OBERENFELE LI LVANIVITIRUT, 725
DL, FOFHMIZMND EFZ N5, FHNITHRGE L TE BRI, ik
HIOHBITHFMHE LD TH B, b LI OBRUEDBEFEA LD TS
N, €0 &, FricimBlmgs, » o0 ER OB ETTd 5
FHOZGDOPITIIFD LTB ENH T &I ma)mtm ¥k, B
AR U (72250 | &, KBRS oo M5 o8 5 &8s

uUD
LR TEE L 728 E ORI BT AIEMSEHRICRE L L -72DTH 5,

W5, HifgEE 2, fE [AELOJEAN) 50H, 54H, T6H, 136H.

@9 3ADTFT /J — )ik T &%, Luciano Pavarotti, Placio Dominago, and
Jose Carreras Td 5, Polygram Holding, 416 F3d at 32.

(240)  Polygram, 416 F.3d at 31, 37-38.

(241)  Id. at 38; see also Realcomp II, Ltd., v. FTC, 635 F3d 815, 836 (6th Cir.
2011); (A& 505 1238 & IR 73 RS2 QR 2 HERE U 7o ABh s TR 1t
LT, #FLEFIEED quick look 12 & 232 BA L TWv3) ; N. Tex.
Specialty Physicians v. FTC, 528 F.3d 346, 359-61 (5th Cir. 2008) (f# [% £
th E LR TR AW 21T - TR &A%, TARBEMIZED L] 8 %217 -
T3 ELT, EIHFIEASD quick look % 32 L T 3) ; United
States v. Brown Univ., 5 F3d 658, 72 (3d. Cir. 1993) (A DIF¥ 45
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TAVAK NS Z MEICBIFAAHOEAl (2)
BT AT, 56 KEXEI T, whihTh 2T I RE ek~
RO EZBRA LIS >72DTH 5,

EHIR LT A E— V=7 OWEITK LT, M3&WEND quick look
7 7a—FEED T 3) ; Detroit Auto Dealers Ass'n v. FTC, 955 F.2d 457,
471 (6th Cir. 1992) (I —F 4 —5—D ¥ 3 — )b — LI AR T 5 2 &
3, #ETHBE L CGHWTIZRRELFFLcH, Z ORI EIET
TELITE B quicklook ®7 7o —F & 0 &, full rule of reason ® F T
THX&ETH B EHRLTWSB) ; United States v. Realty Multi-List., 629
F.2d 1351, 1370 (5th Cir. 1980) CRENFETEHZ 2B S kD £ /X —iT
X B HIBRI, EEHICAGETH S EHRLTWB) ; of California es
rel. Brown Safeway, Inc., 615 F.3d 1171, 1203 (9th Cir. 2010) (57 {8 4+ 3 [
HMTANTAFHOESO IS AT U BRI H 2550, full
rule of reason FFH 2 F>K U 72) © Contl Airlines, Inc. v. United Airlines, Inc.,
277 F.3d 499, 511 (4th Cir. 2002) GEFDOEF 2V T 14—« F = v 7 Jifidk
123613 2 Ay 4 XOBURIAS, Het o FikT 5 alEetkD b 2 B dEny
ESHITET 2 0EMTONT, HHATIEEE Lo oS LT
%), Brookins v. Int'l Motor Contest Ass'n, 219 F3d 849, 854 (8th Cir.
2000) (Z 1 NV OMIBERE EERT 2 NFOMESBHOEHITH LT,
BHAT B U camoBE 2B LT 5), ZhooFfE, quick
look & full rule of reason 23K 726D Th 5, ¥ U THIPEGIRE S,
quick look % R % &[] 2358 U,

T, AR=Y e Xy FT—=7I1CHOLNEZL ODEHL, NCAA kD
IR BOFEMAZEIOFIZLTEY, Xy b U= BIF 25505
1%, rule of reason D FHA LR L T 5, £, LRFTASTVIC
EBEFICE>TRHETHE EDOMETH %, See, e.g., Am. Needle, Inc.
v. Nat’l Football League, 560 U.S. 183, 203 (2010); O’'Bannon v. NCAA, 802
F.3d 1049, 1064 (9th Cir. 2015), cert. denied, 137 S. Ct. 277 (2016); World-
wide Baseball & Spots Tours, Inc. v. NCAA, 388 F.3d 955, 961 (6th Cir. 2004)
BRI, JR#EIPH 72T 8 &2 P D 3T 48, AR 34T D F T3
DBFUSBETHOELTERLTOAN, #ibThaBMSIcE T
BRBRARMUTHS EOHET, ARG TOBHEZHEEL TL
%) ; Law v. NCAA, 134 F.3d 1010 (10th Cir. 1998) ([ quick look rule of rea-
son DT A HEE L T 3) ; Chicago Prof’l Sports Led. P’ship v. NBA, 961
F2d 667, 674 (7th Cir. 1992) (NBA ® 4 — LWk 2 HIFR 4 5 NBA F —
LDF —F —HOWHEITK LT, Rule of Reason ® [ quick look | /N— 3
VEBHLTONS),
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ZOT77Tu—FTiE, 30D quicklook DV A oE e ShBEE LA
WDTH B, 53D quick look 13, ATETHIREH > & B HIK iz D
AHOONBEHARTOTHY, TD XS WG THENZEIFE
0, BEND B B BFNISEORMNE R T AHIRENET LT 5 L&,
FeHAT i, LT oNTHIRAREIICAT, E0 kD BT
BIfR T 202 ilkd 272017, HAIREOIEEL S BENH 5, 1272,
TO &S HFHRE, EARMNL rule of reason FHTH 5, LA L, IR
DUF AR TR T B 15 51, HUSHIEIATb B TN 5.

6 NSURER
Rule of reason D —fRMBHEZ HF, HELT, RE->THEIND K
T, BEERERRR E ORI TS [NT v 2| #¥RT B

o)
EEbh b, Hovenkamp (2, DN U AFHARD X HITHRZ T

(242) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 131. #4 13, Hovenkamp A5 {# f 3~ % +
A uR3EAAZMOBITIHIILTOAEL, RoREELrd LAy
M, HATIDOSHEAEMH L2ENIZ, quick look IZ bk S Z b
52 EERLIED S IDTRBONER - T B, FEARNIEHZ 71, per
se rule, quick look- rule of reason, rule of reason T+ ThH b EEZX 5
Nb, 7272, BHOEHOHTITE - T, WP SNRELD, HAT
PAOEN)FETEI L EHETHERWEEDbN S,

(43)  See, e.g., United States v. Apple, Inc., 791 F3d 290, 321 (2d Cir. 2015),
cert denied, 136 S. Ct. 1376 (2016) GERHIATIZ, NF ¥ ZEH O AT,
rule of reason HHI D FEFKTH % Lib~XTW3) ; ZF Meritor, L.L.C. v. Ea-
ton Corp., F3d 254, 273 (3d Cir. 2012) GXFIFETE, FEfhfy sy (e &
Al — 3 2 M REED AN DS, [ 3 X PO E O e Ak iy IE
Wik & 2 NIC K B IBGIEEHIN TE o Dld N T v R ] DR T
H o712 ERE LT 3S) ; United States v. Microsoft Corp., 253 E3d 34, 59
(D.C. Cir. 2001) GEHIFTI, @F@E O I OBRFI IR faEhs, B e R
W& L2 EDFRREEFHFIZERTENT VAREOT T o—F 2T

EEMHLTW3); Am. Ad. Mgmt., Inc. v. GTE Corp., 92 E3d 781, 789
(9th Cir. 1996) (FHIFriZ, rule of reason FHHIASZ D HIFR &A1 & 2 D 124
PEdH 2 D IFHIROBAHEEN RO NS v Rk > TRET B L LT, A
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o BHFE, ThooFfELIZZbhhbod, NT Vv AREITE
1 BALFEICI0FEL ESELTE D, %(%) N v ZARHEOELT AR
IZ U TEBORAEHENIT LD TH B, BHINNT o 2R A Hifi
THEESLTH, BEALOHA, ROVIEREGEEZRWT, BHP
DONEOFEPHEBLI THEML TWBDTH 5, HEEREILEEDO FTTO
N U ZAEAL, —RINSEEEL D ORGRTCOEETH 5, MK
T 5IE, HEBEEAEEIEEL, lid 2 NVIFEESGORE - IROLDOT
MAEFRT EMOTH D, 7o, TOI EIF, FiTNs v 2FHITE
Lo THHET B LT O RIK O T THRELL 72 HIRICE - T, NF ¥
z%ﬁﬁﬁ%f%é&hﬁ%?mmmf%%i

Z D & 51T Hovenkamp (%, /X5 v ZFHITH L TEITHEOBLE D S
FELUOEHEZE L THB D, Taft HHEDO NS v ZHFHIZB L TRD L5 (1
BTN B,

Ao 1 RLHET, 55 6 80 X R v E D William Howard Taft 2 (3,
United States v. Addyston Pipe & Steel Co. *} 5324%6}: BT UTFTo k5
SHLIDOTH B, 3D 5, H2EHMIE, HIHIROASHMEE R
TI BB, £ DJEH) « per se rule Z@EYNITHEMT 3 ICEEALRDH 5

BHTH D EDINFGEEERT B LB X T 3) ; See also Eastman Kodak
Co. v. Image Teck. Serv., Inc., 504 U.S. 451, 486-87 (1992) (Scalia | 4 @
SO E RAZ, rule of reason & per se rule 123 B HHE SN, oS v
ABHAGRST B EDORMTH 7)) TDNT v ZFHICH LTI, %
FZHS HHEHLTE D, [ 5% Rule of Reason SRFAD B & H#kaS | &
LTHLY EFTunsd, ditgik 2, #itd FAEolEA) 27TTHLT,

U)  ZDOPRFEIZODNT, NF UV RARHBMTH -7 & T B5HXITONTIE,
T8, 323, EE8bT0mXERUTEY, IO THZHGIH
LTHD, rule of reason FHELDOLEAFHZFZ D ITH S MIT LT 5, Car-
rier, Bridging the Disconnect, supra note 114, at 1364. < @ iy X T, Carrier
13, FEBRIINS v ZERHMBTTHb NI DIE, rule of reason FHTH 4% T
HBIEEPREEL TN S,

(245) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 132.

(246) 85 F271 (6th Cir. 1898).
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LT, O ERSTHMELILDOTH S, ThoD&HHIE, &
O, BHOHBRSAOFIETHE00, FALDOFRETHELD
mjém%¢5§M£?ﬁ%¢5:&K¢ot(ﬁu%%otiiﬁ
] LTEhDTH S,

Z O Taft HIHFH D513, Chicago Board of Trade FIiRiZ %13 5 rule of
reason 2[4~ % Brandeis HIZ D 72 X7z SO HEHIR i AT & IR A& 754
DTH 5B, FFMITEBIT 2 Taft HIHZ, TV XAFHBTRTTH S
ELT, ROELHIZTIBRTUN B,

L0 moBHER, SR & 0 7RI AL 2 IR oA, = LT
BUZ & - THEFAIEET 2 EMEETE20M, H50IEED XS 1EHIIR
DEEEHT 200, ThEGWET LI LA EHEDDENTH
b, DX BHMEAERET B 2017, FHHEAZ, WHE» SHIEHE
SN/ E PR RHFADOFFEEER LIBITNERSBNDTH S, T
b, HIRAE S ditk ORI, FIROAE &2 0 « iR
BIFHYIE DI alREVED L NVIS D e IR DR, BEREDEMET 5 &5
LonTnad I &, FEDKKICHEMT 2, HIRCERLLS &
L7cH, Thoodbow s HAIEERETHSE, SO &L, B
BRI, Mo FETEFE LI BOVEIITH 72D, HE0EFZTOHET
BOENAEBRETEENI SDOTERE L, LA, FEEMRL, LR

218)

(
ZTPT 3 HPNCET 2 AN NDTH 5,

(U7 Id. at 283-84.

(248) Chi. Bd.of Trade v. United States, 246 U.S. 231, 238 (1918); see also In
re Sulfuric Acid Antitrust Litig., 703 F3d 1004, 1011 (7th Cir. 2012) (rule of
reason ¥, /NT U ZARHITE WL THESH 5 0 id T LA ORI %
WnsEsnd Lnizly, EEEIACHRGSETIBELT £hos
ARAG 7SR NI 7S 2 « R OFHBICE 2D 5D TH B), WEALH
FRizBE9- 2 F5 i3, k&S0, Contl TV, v. GTE Sylvania Inc., 433 U.S. 36,
49 (1977) (rule of reason ® T, HFEEFET 551, FHOHS5W B
WA RET EDOTH 3), 758, Taft FIH D rule of reason EFUZ DU
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Hovenkamp {3, T4 63 N ThBHEHT] &9 5 Taft | H D rule of
reason \IZOWWT, €DK WEUEEN, LokdnfARI bRMLLIL
EMIEL, TOMEIE, TOFHEN, FoHEEINGHETINbE
AN, TESELAERT 5 HEZ ba0 SHHNTS 5, B
%12, Chicago Broad ¥ EXALBHEHI O IIZ I - 7D TH %, #HHE
REIFIZB VT, KT R MOIRER, LT ShicR—ILE L ->h
DERBET A&, AEMBIETHY, HEEFELEEEOTT, =
D&, FEBICAEESERRL, MigE LA 2HRICASOTH
5, LT, 20 XH1 T &, AIFHEDMELTEREA R Uk 5
CETHLUTRSCABENTRRONDOTH %,

RSV ZRAL, WEHEMAL O IZDITHEAIZIE, E5ATHAA
BThb, 7HbL, —HOMENEODEETE, ML NS v XF
X, @WONETHENTI2DOTH S, UL, FEEHE M
SMORBERFHAFTLEE, ald, 2IhoEhEhs KT 3
FHEEZEZBIBINERSBNDTH S, £HITHRITbhhrbST,
BFREREZRNT, L0 X5 BN &FEN R T, DE0 VKA
I K BRI IEHEAE S, TR O BB F IS8 H 5 WITHIRICE LTt
RSNFESPEICRM S5 L) AFHEE T 2 A%Z LTI Hh-Tc &
Bbh b, rule of reason DE T ITEB T, MmO THWIEZ, AT
HBHELEEFTVDOTE, NTUAERHALOMT LI LEEKLTED,
rule of reason 2 —# DMk UIcBEE LTIRA B ETH B, NT v
ZRFHBERE LIS IE i o & &, MEHFEEOFEAN, fMikd 3
WA D B & hOWET % B ML ERT 5O TH 5,

NG U ARMAEBEBIIHRES Y 5 X D10 AL, UM Ko

T, AifERE 2, fE FAHoJEH) 14EEC1TH (M) THH LT
%,

(249)  Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 133.

) Id.
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VOTFTOMITH S, COZEETREHICSIE 2D, HiF0EENE

6 UTRRE S N7 HIEEDS, MR ORBETH D, —REHREIkoRET
B DTH b, GIFFFRICHES 2@, Bif LoBE ESRME
DHBDOMENEZRE I NI, MEN AT 200, EhELTHRED
MTH 5B, BEIZiE~R72 & 512, & U rule of reason 23EE T otﬁ{ﬂgf
I b0 ThNIE, —MIEmuL 0 %ﬁﬂﬂ‘%ﬁ)éb\(iﬁif‘zm .......
% H TIHAEZRN S 5 2 &, $%®ﬁ@ﬂ®f%50im&%,:
NODHEIZBNTIA, BLELINIE - RO ET, HETH
%, T D X912 Hovenkamp (F, rule of reason iZB 1} % /3T » ZHFH
DERE L TR0 SR U TEHIT O AT D1 2 /ET 5,

i, HEloHIZE, —FO [/NF v ZFH | & U Trule of reason
032§£E1£0)$1:11%®’|¢1‘E67)\ﬁ&@‘57b\ ZNME U TERBHELT,
KD LS i B’(L'CL\Z; BIZE, &GS, —ICAFIEHE %2 NEET &
T EDERET S E &, BRI, BGOSR &R IET DE
s, +3EE (—EROMID KT A5 ELT, 2D LD WRILE
%ELK:&K%E%E(®T&?§%@%§T,t&i%i%ﬁﬁw
ML TH, IEYEEAVIIT 2700 OKATENHEIFEINEDTH %,
7272, TR, MEEREBIBOL, BAIRENE & OB
BT 2 RANBH RS SLELINBLDOTH 5, HEMIT, %
ALK — ORI D RS 1, NT v AFH A A 5 —D
DHATH 5, [ LOHIRTZNUENTFE] ORI, & on

(%D BB & 512, Hovenkamp D F:5E (%, rule of reason 23515 D
Thhif, TOLE, HEEFRLOHEORETELLEVLIFETH 5,

(252)  In re NCAA Student-Athletic Name & Likeness Licensing Litig., 37 F.
Supp. 3d 1126, 1136 (N.D. Cal. 2014). KT, B3 24RO fEdE
B, WIS X 2B RN SR LD b EMRT 2 6E, [RET 2EO
NG Y AFRHICBWT A oD DR O K | 2B T
5o

3 ZoMITDVTE, MR, §iEREIIIEBE,
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TAYAR NS R MEICE T B AEOE (2)
Zh & BHEZ 0P O HITDNT, EROBS Lo fEHo =i % R®
HEFIC, TOHRETTDDORADRMEIIENFEICILEDTH S,
E%Eﬁu,@ﬁtﬁmwméﬁmmﬁéﬁ<®fua<,&bﬁgﬁ
THORENFEBEAET 200, 2L FHELEODERTIETH 5,
Nayx$ﬂ®%5N%§mmﬂo:@:&ucmf,mwﬂmm
, RO EHITHHT 5, NT U ARMEZZ S X0 B0, ik
, IR BB PSRRI U TR s i A LI T &
rEEDNREOTETHY, RUTXDFIRHYTENRENTRERL
HTELEETRBOLDTH S, TOMBTENE, BRNBEIULEETO
Pl AMMTE B X HITH B, €D EXx, HHE, —IAREEFICE
WTCALAE S N7 SUBEFRIRZEDS, BRSNS & » TH TR
NIDEPERELBINEBOBOLDOTH S, ZOBITENTH, £
DO LRIV ENS HTORLOHEIEETH 5, HHMIZ, Y%
D, RN L CHB T 2 S it icmiEIh T s 2
&, T UTRWBRESD 2 D IORASHROBENH SN TH B
CEERMERT AL EMND B, HEEOZ &1, PRSI NICIES ORI
bUTEES, WHTEER, LA ZonfEENIRENS 2 L3R
IR &, HENSHEHN SN NN, FOHMNL, ORIKETIHEE
FOYIB2THAIL, TDORHILH, T UV AREMNESTHERINS
0)’6‘35%52 Hovenkamp 1%, /NT v ZRHEZRICEET 2D TIEAL,
B2 A DTS U ARHMOMK S 2 ERKT 5D TH %,
American Express FIPRIZ BT, 5 2 KEIXELFEIKIE, FHEO—IG
AR R O %&Lf%ﬁmnn7/xﬁﬁ%%?bfﬁ%mﬁm%
E%Lt@f%% A, THMEES -7 HHENKEELTED,

(2%4) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 134.

(%5) Id.

(26)  United States v. American Express Co., 838 F.3d 179 (2d Cir. 2016), cert.
granted subs. nom Ohio v. Am. Express Co., 138 S. Ct. 355 (2017).
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MFERRRYE OSB3 T
8125 2 50y SIS A1 2 WA ISHigTh b, RETERLIN
BBMEN OB > TOIDTH %, HlAIE, Makid, Mg &InhFo
W SIS EFTH B D AN,

HiZ, 2o0%H (s &ILEF) &, BHWICZOHEEBUT
WEILTWBZ &iTh B, THbL, nEainsend, EERA%Z
s w2 alfetkiszd 205, TOBRICTBOT, L& 2B 2 MESMA
FEEISTEDOANTNDOTHD, ZTOHEE, WHMAICXZA%Z
WY s B REMED B B,

COXIBEELEMIZ, 7LV y b A= FOWBIE, 220
EEfo T d, A 51, #7— NORITIE, #— FRFEET LT
HAEOKRE B L THMICHEIN 2 FHH OO K& S 2T 540
WNRHBMOTH B, TAUH Y « TFZXT VL RIL, MYUED ST
BoEH 2R 0%, M5 T4 — FERFEE IO U TS0 B U sl 73 4
WEMNEFTZ0TH B, il Ed, —HomBEE, Xoazxron
WO TEEEN U TBFICEL 214 L T, 4% OBEHICE
MBUEHE AT 5 2 ExIFL &b 508, BUMF MBI T 7 Amex @
FHHENCREE TR VEIT ] B, mEEos5 2% 020TH 5,
MG, W IEICIE U CFEEH A Amex I2X4L - TH D, fMEED
RIZHEGT 20 MUEEOE TR -TEY, THEHHBTH S, Lo
U, O Amex OBFIOFEE, Amex 77— FORFFEIZ, HESILH
WREAT T TSN B ), KDL — F~EET 210 20T+
THEFFICIENDTH 5,

B OHNLTEA TS 2802, 5 2 KE K@@, FEs [H—
F%ﬁ%&mﬁﬁwﬁﬁjmayf,%MKFE%®ﬁ%J%ﬁﬁ?5
BENHDZ EHRLIcDTH S, T70bL, MBIEITHT 5EHIE, K
FO—IEAFBEFO—EE LT, H— FRFEFFIZE > TOFREHE K

(%7 American Express, 838 F3d at 206.
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TAYVHK TR MEICET BRI (2)
th5VZ%@K&oT%ﬁLHHM@@B&V@T%?g:@:t
X, bbAHA, ERLINKEHRELFROMSBBEESH, ZDLS
T RTOFFNIBNT, N v ZARHOLE®EDSH O, THnzhR
KITbNBEDTH B, SHITAICENT, B LOEHEORKIEEER
MBERICS D, 7T Z ORISR, 71— FEEEI AT 5D TH 5,
XS BIERMIZAT2ODTE (Amex &1 BLE I 812 Amex &
B — KREE 1, FHEMICR 120l roTh s, L0950,
Hovenkamp 7%, #HM LT3 X512 (31258), DA 2>
BB TR L, MWK Amex QT AZTE L TSI H X
RNINSTH B, am, Ml E2Elis; & UTiRA 2R bR T
HEMBHNT N, WTFNIZE X, NF U ZAFHIE, THSIEDRTN
1375 57 2 & % Hovenkamp 135 U %,

(28) Hovenkamp (%, FHHFBHM 2558 -> 782 ML T3, §4b b,
BT 7o —FI%, “HIZR-7T, EWH Dk, WiE niE & s —
RERFFE) 2%, SRR AZHBEMRIC7E <, Ui cniiiELn — Ratt
IR ->TT2ITAENI LD b, fii5e RERELT, 71— FathaHise
T5) fTAELTEITTRICEnnb 6T, HRIE, MEEE A — NREF
FARFEOEETY & UTMERMN T 72n S TH b, See 2B AREEDA &
HoVENKAMP, supra note 7, 1565.

@9 —oOWHGHTHOZFOHRIZH L T—ABHRohns &0 NT v AR
BIZBWT, TONESAHRPLILEDLELTHE, RKOLDHMH %, Gre
gory J. Werden, Cross-Market Balancing of Competitive Effects: Wats Is the
Law, and What Should It Be? 43 J. Core. L. 119, 140 (2017). Werden (%,
COMXITBNT Y ¥ =< VIEOEIT7 B R « = v MBS 2 B
BT 5 DN, MRS D rule of reason 12301 TY
FBEEEITNT v ZFHTHW Uz 2 &3 &5, Robecca Haw
Allensworth, The Commensurability Myth in Antitrust, 69 VAND L. Rev. 1
(2016).
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P EREE S OB 3 5
= Rule of Reason BN EEH

1 Per Se Rule BEXEDHLD

b T A b EoDYsREE « per se rule @ FEBEILE, 19504F% &£ 1960
FERIIZEI D, 204, SREND > & BN DDOFFH
MO 5 EFHER, MRE (f’Cﬁ)% e, TOHEEL KD
u,&b@m%%ﬁﬂbtb,Aﬂfmw%ﬁﬁbt&mo%wf
b o 1o TEMHITTH BRI O PRI ORAT &0
IR SEAmASHERE 13, %77< DHEEDOIRD D X 5 ITYREETH 5 LHIR
éﬂf%t@f%éomﬁﬁcbtof e YIRS IR (3, 2 5R0E
ETHHEZEZONTZDTH E) F 72, United States v. Philadelphia Na-

(260)  See, e.g., United States v. Topco Assocs., Inc., 405 U.S. 596, 608 (1972);
United States v. Sealy, Inc., 388 U.S. 350, 357-38.

(2%1)  See Radiant Burners, Inc. v. People’s Gas Light & Coke Co., 364 U.S.
56, 659-60 (1961). KV TIE, FEDOGEME £ — % —2KET 3R
OWEAENEE Liciiiz LT3

(262) Dr. Mikes Med. Co. v. John D. Park & Sons Co., 220 U.S. 373, 396
(1911), Leegin Creative Leather Prods., Inc. v. PSKS, Inc., 551 U.S. 877
(2007) bW 3 Dr. Miles D JERIIE, Leegin FIPIT & > THIE S hio s,
ZOWFEIIZF I IRLEEZELTL S

(263) Albrecht v. Herald Co., 399 U.S. 145, 153 (1968). T @ ¥| (%, States
0il Co. v. Khan, 522 U.S. 3 (1977) 2 & » TS iz, BH, ZORMIC
ST, HifERE 2, HE TAHEOIEAND 5 3 & [ RSt HERF & Rule
of Reason] 143EHVI F&M, 1T, FHRFEMASHER 10T 2 @ik MmO
HEloHERIZ OV TIE, M E (HHF, 1448) THMALTH 3,

(%4) Fortner Enters., Inc. v. U.S. Steel Corp., 394 U.S. 495, 513 (1969) (Fort-
ner I); N. Pac. Ry. Co. v. United States, 356 U.S. 1, 4 (1958); Times-Picayune
Publ’g Co. v. United States, 345 U.S. 594, 614 (1953). T4 5 D HFHAEITD W
T, Wi 2, fliE TEPELOEAT] 258 « 260H Tt T3,

(%5) United States v. Arnold, Schwinn & Co., 388 U.S. 365, 372-73 (1967)
1%, Contl TV, Inc. v. GTE Sylvania, Inc., 433 U.S. 36 (1977) HHiZ &
THFES NI, 202 20F I, rule of reason HFFIZE W THA L H
KThHb,
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TAVAK NI Z MEICBTA2AHlEH] (2)

tional Bank FIROBI: (test) O FT, AOR4THH—EOBH (L%
W) EEA TS BIA T 58iG, G TS A b per se rule iIZHEL
J A5 S I DT B

O NT A DOBEHEFIZ, perserule ITXBHFIDOETEEHEL
TR ENHIETHZ2 /LT, THOoDREALETNTE, 4 THE
RO EETH S, MEMT, i KO RIKD BRI HER 1263 5 per
se rule A U812 3 B Y FEAMA% il BR 1563 % per se rule 1%, 3~ THIREIC
WHEINTEIDTH B, 7272, K42y MTHEZEPNIE, D&,
2 ODBFENHET HZRIICRESNTETNEDTH DS, TH4DD,
MFE REM SR A T v NI, rule of reason IZH¢ 5 @T%%ﬁgi KAy
NSO FEIFIZBE U C, Hovenkamp i¥, SFFHELHAETOHIRDIC
M 252N EOROFNTDNT, SR EE & FREHb,
7o EZAHR LD ZHPMUHEICHEEI N TR TS, )% 1T per se
rule FELZ X U LIT U TR &5 U, Philadelphia Bank ¥ 1522
% RAZ U B OF0@EIEEIC B9 2 i) S kS L oHEE R, o & 2B
EAMEIBOEETHA S & b, HHIHRE TS LIRHT 5.

2 [HhdIED (BER) FIBR] 33 MHEERIHIRE]
Per se rule D 1IELWEHIZ, —EDEBITN (4% L, THbb—

(2%6) 374 U.S. 321 (1963).

(%7)  Id. at 362; see Steven C. Salop, The Evolution and Vitality of Merger Pre-
sumptions : A Decision-Theory Approach, 80 ANTITRUST L.J. 269, 271-74
(2015). A1 >W1 T, Salop 1%, F5Z LD per se rule & U T, Philadelphia
Bank RO BLEEEZFH L T 5,

(268) NYNEX Corp. v. Discon, Inc., 525 U.S. 128, 135 (1998). A2 BT,
BEFEOWG AT 2 A E M E I, rule of reason @ T TH
RENBIhEBRESBOEHRL T3, 7% 3F, Hannah’s Boutique, Inc.
v. Surdej, 112 F. Supp. 3d 758, 770 (N.D. IIL. 2015). C @ FH#: T I3 M E YR
KRR 1264 % quick look D #H G LT 5,

(269) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 137.
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A BRI 51 3

MO = LT, RATTH 2 & U RENI kT 5 0TS 2,
MR ELT, AN, 2% E, —FHoLRIIET 31EITHZ 0%
HOBHMIZIEL S BLES I 6N TG 2 2 8Rkd 5, UL, 18T
DO—EDHFIEHT 2 BERMENRINTELbOD, £ OHFFERK
BT, BFMNICAERTH -2, b50EMHE - BYETH > ch o
MBI TH > 72, 2 LT, ThOOMEOHREL DI, P
U5, Ha A O IikD, £ LTARIEICE Y 5K PRHIETS 5.
Hovenkamp (%, Z @ & 9 I per se rule T D xt R4 %2 — M D HH],
TROLESFINHIZIZAZHE R SDITO>NT, B LOBlEH»S
UHIFESIE ENTORNETET 2, ZhF TOEHMFTOFIW I 2%
ZWRA T, I Frankfurter ¥HH 0 RAFICEEM 252 LT 5,

(1) EB-o-HEEE

HIFRIZB T 255 E DB HITA S DD, HERERERD & Bk % L5
I/BLNT, MOohDFEALIZTEAERLTOEY, &aIHEDRERMN
RTDOTHNIE, 2RO &L « per se illegality (3@ TH S, D
EOMEIZHZDIF, BREGHNTH S, TOHBbLIZD, HEHT~
EHFETHY, LA d2FAOHMDERMEERE LR L LS &
bRFMFRIEDSRODTH 5, MBS, TWDBREETH Y,
HBAMEOIRDHES 2L bbb 205 Th b, HIZIE, 194940 Stan-
dard Stations DHEIZ B LT, HELR RO M E TH - 72 Felix
Frankfuter IS OJRHIPHIZ D72 > THH LIcH 8% ThiE, fasd
EHRHR GG D3 TEEZRGE LoMHE] BWFEfELIcDTH D,
Mad e e, BRroMErshIlnT, MohrOHMIZIZEAL

Q) Z 2T, family group = [—HOHEF] LR Uich, (LT 27
V=71 HB0E [RENHIRERT 2 7)V—7] EbiRE 5,

Q) S EOAEHMEICBT 5 HimE, RO XHEIZHEE LW, 7 AREEDA &
HOVENKAMP, supra note 4, 11509.
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TAVAKNT R MEZBT2A8OEA (2)

BT HIENEN] T EEE LTU%@Tﬁgi

Frankfuter ¥|H 2800 LIF 72 HFEOEMRE, HE LLIZLEDRD T
Hoto HF—ld, WEAMEOWREZICENT, MEHTILHIC i&?
GHEEETD - 72194759 O International Salt Co. v. United States F|iR D
FIWHICEHEAZ BN ETH B, 0 DI, #FREEN, HFom
FHENH T KR AWML L T e EHIR Uc oI, HEEAE (7
Sh 4 o Lixator & Saltomat) 1Z%f 3 % International Salt £L @ 15 3 5 R
ERELBEN-T2DTHB, $7bDL, WETICOAEREELL, 1ilh
HERTIYZELEN 7D TH S, faE&bI N8B i 55[25'”(
ZOL DT OBNARRERH D SNICHEMTHEIHETH - 710 Z DR
WTRBOFHIZ T 2722513, #hEOWegNs, Eiligo 2~4%Th
“Mnmﬁ%mﬁfgétj@ﬁ%ﬁﬂf“ﬁ@otu&@%ﬁ?
%5oﬁ%ﬁu,m£%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁ%5kmu,%5mm~o®ﬁﬁ&
LT, HHEFICE-> TR, LELEHRTS 2 M0 ORRBICHE RS
ZAREPE S H 0, KRS, WEERSMKRZENOmB AT

(212)  Standard Oil Co. v. United States, 337 U.S. 293, 305 (1949).

(219 332 U.S. 392. (1947). Frankfuter 543, Standard Oil Co. HIPt (1949)
DMK U THRILE U 2 AT O RO EIZIR DY TH 5, T15b
5, #i1:TdH % International Salt #113, AP L, ZhZEHic LA
B AT 2HNOKFHEWETFE L TE 0, RFE, Y%z
V=2 U7cHIT, #EhoBmMAEN LTSN BEZEy T Ly M
bIEAT 2 LS ICER Lc CEEABMICHtOE 2fabd %), BT

5%%@(%‘@, B s HAR R ofaEE Y v —< VEEK TERL,
0 LTS, BT S h B SWEEH AT 5 e icikias
J@E?MA%’C%% ERGR UTeo #HTIE, ¥ v —< ViEBTRTOREEE
AEINZEEILLT0A E LT, FEEBIRICE > 2OMBEKMTH 5,

1)  Id, at 395-96.

) 2 9% &3 U 72331, Victor P. Goldberg, The International Salt Puz-
zle, 14 JRes. L. & Econ. 31,36 (1991) T&H b, 4 % &l L 72313, John
L. Peterman, The International Salt Case, 22 J..L. & Econ. 351, 351 (1979)
Th b,
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WFEBEEE 5B 35
B etk d - 2o International Salt Co. v. United States WRI1ZH T,
[ OIIE | A Thdh, Frankfuter HIHHIE, RLTZDI & %R
LB -1cDTH B, BZo6N5 T EE, g, BRSBTS, S8
AHLINIEITHYT 288 AR LI L0 HEFEEIH 5 600, K
DR FEZWET 2N Tbh T EEZ oh, AadbahictHiz
ENTH I ENIFHRETH 5,

Hovenkamp {3, Frankfuter H|F D RFIZ >0 T, AL L DIz~
TWb, HEOED L, fhoHFITH L THEE Eﬁ@"éﬁ*ﬁk@”ﬁ@ﬂﬂ
DOREEEDIHE L XHITEDEL L b’C&fL’D@’C%%) bbb,
per se rule OGP 5N, rule of reason O HiFH B 12 H
B, 14312 2072 rule of reason HELIZ U A, per se rule @ {7 1E K
DENDZEXZERLTOWDEDTH %, fABEITEITHT 2 BL N5
i, WITREGDENTELELTH S, HFENHBELETH NI EX
TIZ, XEHBEEICL->TH LT shizn >hofageix,
BHTH 272 B2 A LI ABD TH S ASNcDTH %,
ZLT, fufsdliosoild, BEMREIDOLEL SN E—EDHIPAT
LT, REDEAGELUND S D b AHEH 5} %%ﬁbfmt
TH b, fAGEOHRDY, BHFOMELSNT [ED XS BHIITS
5] ERBEINIZbDRBEL EASFELBNDTHS, EDLHIT
HTH, 1M40FROFWALOMPRD I, PRI FHHBShTIE
mot:&%ﬁ%bfm%>

Hovenkamp @ RfRIE, fad 19 2 i 0 Wi n—E TR <,
A& DbEOHEFNH LTS, HEGEAROZHENHETH S L9 5, fd
HEDOITHIX, §XTperserule THEHTZDTIREL, YFKiligo
FEAEH L THE T RETHELEDBEZTH 5,

(276) Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 138.
Qi) Id. at 139.
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TAYAR NS R MEICE T B A0 (2)

(2) BEGERTAICEDATNIZHIR

A, HEENK, BOMLERERy b —2, ZLT, T
SPS o ILEfRE L, W, * v MERERFENFRRICERT 560 T
b bo wam, HEHMETH->TH, WKEDSBETXTOWMED, B
G b, BMETHAE I EE2NLTLHEWKLLL, rule of reason HEL D T
T, ZL DKM X OHIGIERE, LRETTA « IKEHO SKIRICE WL THE
EOMEIBEERLTETNSEHD0, %@;o&ﬁﬁ®ﬁf&—%
78RV R, $4Tbﬂfh&h®f%50~@ EiF, KFF R b
DORIKIT & > TEREIRETH 5, MEBHOME L L TOREKER>S
MOoTH B, HlEHMMAE P TRHIRY, #EELO,, Th e bid
AHETHZ2OhOHWOLE, Frizk->TE, ThEHWT2B0F
BRELTHETHEILELERLTNEDTH B, WD 5 HREAIHIR
OR7 M)V, ZOBEWETRTEOTH S, RHMICIIERERZE
HIR L Tna L IclBbhsh, SRFEEOYRITHREIEIC &
ZOHIRNLETH B E LT, GRFEDHE GLRTTHA) ZRkkd 2
TEMTEXBEDTH %,

bL, TOHIBAKSEREENTIETTH ST 01E, T OEME,
b HHRE (hEic & 28D O@LSITENCE LT [HE] IR
rule of reason BN ENEDTH 5, T LT, & LI BEEDREM
B LRMETHELOE, T0LE, THEKMT R MEDO T THliikT
b, WENHEEIEMEE D IR NDTH %, HIZIEE, /7Y
7 4 V=T INERHERMH O X 5 2T, H 5w 2 OB IC L
T, BIICKR 794 EEV R R « A=V OHEMEERT B ERD TN B,
H B EFHEMIZ, 0 X5 2D, FHMEBREIARORE OMEIZ & - T
BEMDRIEDN S 5 2 EICBODOHERT 20 bHNIE0A, £D XD
&L, BRENTOWBE A=Y ERT IADBBRREG NPT EDOEZT

(218)  See RoBERT B7, THE ANTITRUST PARADOX: A Porycy AT WAR WITH ITSELF
26-33 (1978).
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MR ERGIRYE OB 3
KEHETE 28AE R e hiE, BRETLOTH %,

Rule of reason DM T IZ%E 4 2 —D> O EE AL EWRIE, MEEHIRDO N
7 MY v Z&JER U7 Robert Bork Td - 72:90 Bork (%, Addyston Pipe
RIZBITBH6 ﬁ@ﬁ@?ﬁm%ﬁﬂ%f% - 72 Taft ¥ 3 D kA3, Hfhf
%ﬁ@ﬁ@&%ﬁfﬁot&éé I, W, Taft HF O HEGR % M
ICHATED, £ I TOEMII, MBISHES A THRNA V=[O
MAGREM A IV TIVE L THIREETH D, T X—FF—2 v 7D
&9 IR YD bnmﬁﬁ&ﬁi@x N —[E DAWAGIRIED, HILE T
h@ﬁﬂ%%bt@fﬁéo:@&%,ﬂmﬂ$ I, RX=bF—v T
OHPIZBE T, LBl ORENLETH > 72hd LB, Z0
MHIRENE, =P F =Yy TEOIFEERBZEVRRIZEST, £
i, TR THAS EEfE LD TH 5, Bork i3, %7}6 E%f)\ﬁ
X PEFREL DS T B - 7 BT & D AHE % BT b L‘(C\éo ZIT,
Taft 2 D HIFERYHIRGR 2 B8 (MK 3) ThiF, UToXH12E 5,

B [3]

Taft ¥ rule of reason LR I IR
W} Bt I BEF—{rule of reason

A B 75 il IR

| gBITES
< [T A VA NS R MERICET 2 AR 1TED 5511 >

COMBEMFEIRD K27 b Y »id, rule of reason D#EHIZH 72 - TH

@9 Id.

(280)  See United States v. Addyston Pipe & Steel Co., 85 F271 (6th Cir. 1897).
Taft i3, BRICHREORIKHKE & KRBT > T 5, £/, KT
IR SO B HEIT &7 - TW 3, Hovenkamp, supra note 1, at 139

(1)  Addyston Pipe, 85 F. at 290-91.

(282)  See Rothery Storage & Van Co. v. Atlas Van Lines, Inc., 792 F2d 210,
224, 229-30 (D.C. Cir. 1986).
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TAYVHK NS R MEICET B AHOKEH (2)
75058 (B&#1HD S rule of reason D) TlE i, & U A, 04T
FEOOIAOBRE (2 0BG IHIRZMEENHIRTH 2 L L&) 1TE
MENBERETH S, FRITBOT, MEERIHIRIE, BEA, lRsHRE,
HFEEHIR, H 203 N— b F—vy FITk - THRAIZHER S N 55
E@%@%%ﬁ?%:&%%ﬁ?éoﬁﬁbz,E%m,ﬁ%i®ﬁ%
DFENEHILTE I ETH b,

ZO%, WEZ, HoD—rF =Yy TITLBEVR X LORHRD
M, BFFEOCIHOBELLVIIHAET/IE Ry b TR EDX
Sz HNAEA L, HALTOoNKHIRY, 20Xk HMEMNICE ST
W%%T&ok&ﬁﬁ?éiiﬂﬁéé®fﬁ%iWi@,26®ﬁﬁ
B ARE BAkhAs, E T T 2R EBRB S o & &, R
HET BBV Y L, WifhEMEIT 5T 4 — 5 — 1< Ufiks TIGE
LIS 515 o 1= DT B XIS, HRERIBILD K2 b ) o
%, NCAAHR TR EKHEHINE L -7cDTH S, TOHEHELT,
Wedid, AKICHBEE B S — 2T BHIRD, 2 DA FEEOKEE
KOV THHEMICSHETH > 72 EHFTE 2 FRERLS LB Lo b
Thb, LLA, #EDOETRIL, TOHIKRNLEN»S IFOHIRTH - 72

. (286)
tﬂ‘uﬁ L7icoTHh o

(283)  See, e.g., Texaco, Inc. v. Dagher, 547 U.S. 1, 5. (2006).

(B Id at7.

(285) I EEL, Dagher HIFRIZH T 2 HBEIFIRD K7 b U > Z ket
L T35, See Dagher, 547 U.S. at 507.

(286) See NCAA v. Bd. of Regents, 468 U.S. 85, 109-17. K¢z >W1T i, 4
BHEHML T B, ATHIRLTE L [NCAAHPIZTB T, THEH
Frid NCAA DB a MREZETH D ELIDATH - 1oh, SRk
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