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“The clue to the Invisible Hand paradox is this: Adam Smith would have to
rely on strictly defined ‘perfect competition’ to get his result. As soon as we have
imperfect competition in the real world, we have left the Garden of Eden and
there arises the problem of how to minimize the evil and wastes involved in such
imperfections of competition.”

——Samuelson, Economics, Tth ed., 1967, p. 480 o A —
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Brste AAY exdd] REEH A& Rid¥el so3 REe stz
a-gel, Mol MEERE Histe L B H . 2Rz o g2 i
Wik AZleE oy GHEMEY BFE S5t A eAd. o714 EFeld o9 d
REXBE F@ESTEDE A devs A, § EEY Y R kel B
A9 TES figel 9 3td puEsEH, FRBEME FERZAE (price-taken) 24 o] {E

* e HEST 1967 9 AN 19684 12 A7 W14 4BAM BAR ARAR eRHH
wprol A 78t PRl gERelth. o] BHEE Sdtd MBM #BE SFdF Stolsl=-HEBY
(Harvard-Yenching Institute)o] = s}s], m2jzm HEN WByE=E obleh, Bl 2 REE R
AstE BHE #tdE ARKE YR A BEY #HEE 2L
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T WEAIoR wrelEolx, olze A7l H#iiaE NHE BEES FEtE AL 997
o i miel o9k Z& BSFEECL fEAste dow, B e el s BB
o] fZidf4 (optimum allocation of resources)o] o] Folxlct: A-& EA IO A B
T To% el & o] e BRIV BARREC wste] TR Ae] “mE BP
BEe shel el 2, =T okl RS BPKHo] o (Every competitive equilibrium is
a Pareto-optimum; and every Pareto-optimum is a competitive equilibrium)”=} =z 8l #HE
2 R AR FEAREDE (the basic theorem of welfare economics) Vel A o] o},
JRAEREERS] BACER e HARGRA Y e HARIC] HEl]l A kiRl g, 23
7HA & FEERY BREN BOE -l B Byl B 13 mEEes TeEd
FE floh. 2 BEH AKEORY BIIEA o)A Bk A% dustx
b gk ke HER o R K Aokl WS MK KO, Hfligs o
o vhe] FRE R SEREigiel Zl woke Hhe Rkl v = Felwh. o]ofze] Y
ferpell o 315 Rzo 2 HEMo R SERHS ] HETHRSG METAAE BHE
WE Hebrstel HIS BUEMLO-& SERSHT W, B g RET TS (R4
= 9ol e Fad EHMEcRY REER S, o BARIEBHRS ¢ RES
Hgpow 43 sl 3 5 Yo
2 BEREEBCRS BERE @Rl §le BUREHS REltte AL A5 MEe
ohivh. WEENEBORS BBl HES BE 80 by iRl AAA, 8 RE
Fiflll(rule of reason)¥} EME L (illegal per se)a}o] #izo] AE¥ HES ol REkH:
= WHYe 2 FRskE Zlolvh. ARl A ok HIGEFRS, EEA eH9 KEHE
EBORPY olo e HEHE WRo g o], HEMY MERIEKEY mues {24ts)]
3k EEAEl Zeldh. o)A 7 HREHEFH-S REY MRS EES HWetn, BO
5 1 BOREMES fES73] 1%he] FEbe By 9 BHRA At Hislel gond,
oM = HRGEFE el 2T MEE QA e BEolet®, =z d i #3
BRI BIEE S48 et A okx 9l el glvh. 2 m R o] FizgelAd 4EE

(1) R. Dorfman, P.A. Samuelson, and M. Solow, Linear Programming and Economic Analysis, 1958,
pp. 9~10.

(2) =¥ A=K (antitrust policy)el 2tz AL BAN2 XEHY BAZERES 10 =
B e 2 BMERIEERSY 2o BE molA st

(3) BHRFPHREL G. I Stigler = BRHPW B I Mesx b4 HRT VY FHT K8BR
d, 2 EXRl /e MEE Hested 282 £das 44¢ 5+ g zolzsta 2
a gloh. G. J. Stigler, “Report of the Attorney General’s Committee on Antitrust Policy— -
Discussion,” American Economic Review, Papers and Proceedings, May 1956, p. 505.
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E, BRSNS A9 d BET Az gut O, 2 AHL ofd AAAdD, 23
7 2Ae nd Ko s EHEZ Qe ADE W, 234 Fezd HEESF
ol WlE gy e AMA welm dvh. AXEPNS X2 REY iR 2
Aol WE DHERS LR o] BIRY Aol FEeI AT, e 2R R HiR
= igiemel Bl &g ek K BRE mstel 2 st BRS W et
gy A, AfEEE Fiished EES FEE /M E Zelzn 4dnh. oA HEl
o A E MY FE Soh. shbshal HBKERIE T delAE WisE BT 5
Pe B A Y REE M oed QelA s EEG BoRRES shiz F

7 ol .

II. ARHmERY HR

1. FHBmPW B

HEGF el PR E fistedal A J. M. Clark 9 #3ugy i3 “Toward a Concept
of Workable Competition”® o] 4] u]8t¢jc}. 2] 5 S. H. Sosnick 7} 3t AHA® 2
Je sue BuEd EEE $@ EHE Mot EME g E.S. Masoneld LW.
Markham o 2] &hs © J. M. Clark 7} #-8-0 % workable competition o} e} FEEE RS
o 3, A FL effective competition &= 22 ez A5 2oz 9k

o Bifel EEHES workable o] 2 Wy HAISHE Aol 9Bk 2 #iEe] BEW
oz WHARNTE MEE A E AQL BRESIE o), 1Ee Ao
Galbraith 7} =&l fk3) 4 (conventional wisdom) M o 229 sE2ESw I HEYH
Aolely WaS A2 sladeh. J.M. Clark &= #4 2.9 2 Competition as a Dynamic
Process, 1961 o] 41 workable competition -& ¥ 2] 3. effective competition -&- H#EgslA 5 3|
o5t el Hehm Qleh. o WEE AP B LLES BHE Wl {#
e Aoleta A zhel vl

B
it

(4) American Economic Review, June 1940.

(5) Sosnick ¥ HE P Mg 2KT BE=A 184% 2 9k S.H. Sosnick, “A Critique
of Concepts of Workable Competition”, Quarterly Journal of Economics, Aug. 1958, pp. 380,
386~391.

(6) E.S. Mason, Economic Concentration and the Monopoly Problem, 1957, p. 353, footnote. J. W.
Markham, “Workable Competition and Operable Antitrust,” J. W. Markham ed., The American
Economy, 1963, p. 79.

(7) 1. K. Galbraith, The Affluent Society, 1958, Chap. 2.
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“KE@ American Economic Review 10404E 6 Bl 4= &9l g ‘Toward a
Concept of Workable Competition’ o] 4 A 235 & —d] el Businsh dol, 2 %
3¢ Chamberlin-Robinson o HHol 4 vhot AEM Ra—Hl 7143z 47
T RS Rl A B o), ER Eokel QoA 2E HRUED BHeS AL
| BiEE 7l e zist ebadotd 2 BhERE shalckn 4 debe B—o 2 e BRE
EEE Aol o] B A E 3 workable 3 532 xolE effective sl EEF &
EESH HdY. T B wokableolohE e HRMAAME BET Bolu, &
BT HFIF R0l A dE Bl HESe R delEet RERESY
HET REYC e 20 1] el aele e fEl w0l HEsE BF
& A BHE ] ddE BTk, #HE LT Bhe Raged
HELchE @ET Ae 24 HEeA fddo. samRo iy oL BEY &
Boo debst HER AT bR 2 ohdeh m 2% el SEEAE @ Hel
HEERE Be DR Bho S0
zel v HEETY Mol MRS Redaspiks] BRS @ERRNNez 4
e ). M. Clas Loz BRAT. AEES A4 16504 B Sieoan H& H
G ERAERS 22108he EEN Bl A% (magna cana of economic freedom) o 5]
o, zEla = RERDS IS 1880 ERCl EEelM S MR EE0Y e b
e FRo g, 2 e ~E(good trusts) S MRS 2, 2 =8 A= (bad trusts)
= FHEE HE Fo] opdul, mE EraE el tusts)E Ede Ao, ol2@
HPEL Learned Hand #d5e] &3l 5 #l09 »F =, Fxb obzh ERS BRI

E EAsste EE SiSERS —wee e EEkes vof HikY EES RKEsiE
BEe AR SERESY BEo s Ee Aolddt. aEa oY HiFY KEXL
RS EORAIoRE AT o) &(Jeffersonian) B¥ EHe) ST BB IRE R
el Az

=271} American Tobacco Case(1911)9} Standard Oil Case(1911) #2i8 = &}o], Sherman

fm

(8) J.M. Clark, Competition as ¢ Dynamic Precess, 1951, p. ix.
{9} Walter Adares, “Public Policy in a Free Enterprise Economy,” Walter Adams ed., The Structure
of American Indusiry, 3rd ed., 1961, p. 523,
(103 U.S. v. Aluminam Company of America, 148 F. 24 416, 1945, reprinted in LM, Stelzer ed.,
Selected Antitrust Cases, 1966, p. 22.
(1) 228, #EY E%HS BEHDN, B, oJdesny £Hdes FTRE +8
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M 21RP el MRERS) [Bile] MWASIAL o2 ¥ Sherman i #IJS M2 =2
BoE vk, ol kelel fRERS) FRNS] R3S Sherman o] RE FHHIRE FiEF Aol
obv e}, vhuk FEggh(unreasonable) EARMHIRALE Eiko 2 F ol Tilddtrkx st Hol7]
ool vk, moh [EfestA @b, fkBlel FAle] o shal TESA HE S ERE
A 2E 7pd R ARE BES ERERE KEd 2EHKERe S ARSHA 599,
fREe] BHIY R#E o1 Hikd tldtel® #pyez @AY & v &R WEY
M FASE T HRERN Bl k. ke FAIS] WAL, oW HcHIRe] E&st
2, ®F o FRMIM) FafdrtE Al UiFEstA Wd e gleng, ReEdis
Bk pafre) slohel R HdR e AR ¢ U, 2y KEe Ak
RIFHET OHY KSR olAd st (RigFdete 2lE FHlel A

BECGEPG2 o2l gh ML) (RELe] [ $higsl A abEol Al MR HiSel st &
T 9ok ©]2-2 McDonald v} Kahn o] of3}e] fafiig wb SIeb®. SERHFHSL vl @&
of syl «f Fol BEMS] REv 22Uk Moz e ‘REHET Aoz, =¢ &
o] ol BER AHMZ sTA e, Be Pk ey Rastde iR
RERE KEr2egiRe] ffrd e REe Ellle] FARA =, oedt HEE Kt
Bto] REERRS] Mol A HEGH TR MIASA sldas welald.

PLbE BRGSRHS IEE e Keo 2= BoRe Hifr& g sho ZET A
ol A=k, KEEEBHIMYe B L HIGHPH BE Wiy el Alfred Marshall 3 J. B
Clark of 4} Zro} 2 <= glv}. 8. Peterson & “HiGEFl ehe T2 AKRSE He J. B
Clark 1} Alfred Marshall 3} 2r& iPEER#S) 50 ‘ERe] BB BAN BE =tz Ha)4

(12) Sherman & 4 2 3 oFel oF zbc),

Every person who shall monopolize, or attempt to monapolize, or combine or conspire with
any other person or persons, to monopolize any part of the trade or commerce among the
several States, or with foreign nations, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on
conviction thereof, shall be punished by fine not exceeding five thousand dollars, or by impri-
sonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments in the discretion of the court.

(13) Fed2xguRe] Blal A e Fiio]l ¥ ®¥-e #i%e NRY ¥Fl2e, G.W. Stocking,
Workable Competition and Antitrust Policy, 1961, pp. 119~84 ©] 3lth.

4 R S wRY- 8 BMAT Hudasl #E-T R 23 F43 B2 192
#9] U.8. Steel Case o]t}.

(15) John McDonald, “The Sherman Act and ‘Workable’ Competition,” Fortune, Jan. 1950, reprinted
in P.A. Samuelson, R.L. Bishop, J.R. Coleman ed., Readings in Economics, 2 nd ed., 1955, p.243.
Alfred E. Kahn, “Standards for Antitrust Policy,” Harvard Law Review, Vol. LXVII, 1953,
reprinted in R.B, Heflebower and G.W. Stocking ed., Readings in Industrial Organization and
Public Policy, 1958, p. 363.
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Tl f& Aol 9=n fhgstx glvk. = Markham = ). M. Clark B ErS] HHGEF
o MR, REs @M, B ERS Be BHE 3 ANy @RERs EARR &
MBS WHIE #mcte el 931, M@ Neo-Pigouvian welfare model nvhx
Marshall & FEEI9] FEA Lot BLEk:S b4 2 dep? et n Dtz glet. 282 ] M,
Clark &2 BB Rz oA 2SS BANERY B HAme s B4
RER BORY @ BEEZA BARESHT EMstz glenz, J. Robinson o} E.H.
Chamberlin o] 7R5E2EF 3 BWEWRPRE BEGEF@e] BR 75 B 13+
3 % o9l

2} ol A Y HREPN DT B L . B. Clark 1} Alfred Marshall ef 4 =
WZEE oty o glvts st ets, ARSIl 19304FE R &gtz 2e S H
Sosnick o] FifZel " e sMlvke AR vkshdl AA R SERpEGel HHY
s B2 FEste deA Argstte A9 A = AXEFe s IR
oz BRete A MBS —Riez Bk ® Zlel 1930 FLIRe] 7] el .
Tt RGPl Chamberlin o) =2.8] 38 The Theory of Monopolistic Competition ol 4]
O HORRY BB KIS $ERT 1933489 A AR GEst, = ] M. Clark 7F 29 5
s “Toward a Concept of Workable Competition”o]l 4] 274 -% ¥a{Lal 43 19404
of AR BiEste AL WFE dodUAE =B AR BAMEN A3 M
HEify P o Lo BEe AR BNgd ot gl SlelA Rk vk 2l
A Fojvh, 2y AR RS ME BEE Ad-S AAE A, Lakdh TohR EARRL B
o] —fxiyo 2 WFE dvhe BlE, BAGEHRS 1930 R0 A2o] HIAT KRS
—irete we o] RETE BESA d& T At

2. TRHFLE BEE

Rifiel Al FAGEFMCl BRE € HiRE BEDR PRE dAVdAE Z2Esedy [

ROl fENGE 2hwlA, zzle] BoREMEo 2 A TEE Y] W AXRSHoE KB

(16) Shorey Peterson, “Antitrust and the Classic Model,” American Economic Review, March 1957,
p. 63, reprinted in R.B. Heflebower and G.W. Stocking ed., Readings in Industinal Organization
and Public Policy, 1958, p. 319.

(17) J.W. Markham, “Workable Competition and Operable Antitrust”, J. W. Markham ed., The
American Lconomy, 1963, p. 19.

(18) J.M. Clark, “Toward a Concept of Workable Competition”, American Economic Review, June
1940, pp. 243~49.

(19) S.H. Sosnick, op. cit., p. 380.
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HA & FRE &9 43 otz o A4 iz He A& B2 #E
o SE BS0elR], REM B #ERAAde 2§t W FERED e
Aok, Fhshe AAY sE2EPe Bhed 24 HHRENS HEWKRE REs &
X FEE R Bk ok, Eis—REe BRI L BGH Wik BEH
A s FE Ao BRPoR nwl SEAFESY AL ALde HEN BRI
2 A0 EA--EERR b e dare A B AR #FEd R e
A—EERART Eimmer wrt BEshAl ERgd debd, ATE 23l ofud HE
o HER Btz BHinihez ERESA . o= we| el AT B
By BUERYE o S BB MARA fEN HEe A =

seapided o jiErt JFRENL Ad L, &&=\ A W. Stonier & D.C. Hague 7}
O W RHES 2%, @ MANEED 3 @ BHBNE HiFes Ex I+ Ao
bRV, my EERERRGY B © 2 fiBe 2T BPN IKEEY L&Y
& e el 2, BE MEES REET Mg A3ty 5228 mme ANz 9l
oo 2B MiES gl oetel 5ERd] MEHY A, @ KEEIT L84 o
PREEY] AERE MIRT 5 9e AR B THEY A, @ HEegs e
BRoZ MR ¥l 2 E¥ HEAY 7 A& 4, 28z @ 2E KEKY WER
t FRAUPHEE M ASE B2 dE A2 KA BINE 4 . Hke =
e waw, SRR REEIAE HiEE EEF BT BEES K, 5ed
MRSt Bl A e HEE B WEES JHH e Y HERdA, 98 FEEESe
Byrye R, A3ty BfE U del glel, 2 AHMeR AV mAREES BExR
A, E(b] EEPS ERSE zle] RN, ojud MRike WRERFEY FN
£ BAE, BENSE FEste AR otlEER, ZREREYE Bl HWe 55
A she BES mReA, 2R BRiNe s B 4 gl-&e] AWIsY. zeEE Bk
MEE HdlAde, A4 By @A =addde sd et e Boktko] i
He zlolr.

(20) BEE W HaT BHEN #feges drdd BRIANE BHQ £z o844, DS
Watson, Economic Policy, 1960, pp. 201~5 7% git}.

{21) A.W. Stonier and D.C. Hague, A Textbook of Ecomomic Theory, 2nd ed., 1957, pp. 123~26(T
itk i, DEREBERI, 1960, pp. 131~34).

(22) Report of the Attorney General's National Commitiee to Study the Antitrust Laws, U,S. Government
Printing Office, 1955, p. 337.

(23) S.H. Sosnick, op. cit., p. 383.
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=22 MV HE AL FRARFL BN A G Beld. & 23 o
| el 1AL st B E £9d JHEE SERETY BA—EEIGE B
fes] st ZelAwE, zEu EERY Mg ®iEe Rt Aa olud L IEddm
iR v 050, B KOl A & FIEA, FEESESS 28 Bl EEs)
A YAz 2, BEMBES THE) 24 BH 2 o 234 Z2aEs] mye
ol=l g BRI BMLe HRE EHIA dedh. Bz B HIES A E iy
Fof e PRI BEEREY @Ry Wik, orld SERaEPel EESA o
o qbsle Edhte] Bfsh gl
SRl gitzel JEREA At 55 fiEseA e AL, 29T AR =Y
Wiy A-tol B Aelw, 2 ffke] vt BEe) el & olFARE wakm 9l
A gvbe fielth 2y B de dilge BMe, ol Euw fHrhd, MK, HEwe) %
At H EREEES A & ¢ de AAY, 25 BE ME AW, B B
HE & o e tHY Zeol ohr}. ojzlozx FARSDS HEM HAo HED A

B4l Schumpeter b <o SEREEGR S REFEY Bw) ol e}, $4%E Aoz
2] HARR FeRe] mElzA REE obFE BRE JHAA gEv. 23EE B
B Hhe) AbFEe 2 R TEEFAA fEMte A A fEEA Aok
Febe B Ve A& FRoj® ety SREA SEAEPE B Ay, A

Fogmme fpasts & 5 de ) M. Clark 7} “ - RREHe E51R) gon, &
S ox gla, 23 obvk FAET AR (e ® etz @gk Aol v, Mifiiuaq
Stigler 7} “utel FHigrst MiGel FE2HS TE2B/ES Budgal, F438 o HEE F
£ 45 §lx, FiEste 42 98 AP BiEste ' AL, ok Aoy
Lt vkeh e SERFF T O] (R HRFSE ERel =t AR

PlbelA SE2de] e HEWo R fHGE olof s, ol RE&ENA & Bk
ol HBe] EEEsl v vt HB A . ik BlREHeS MR B AR E A=
E BOREHEL 249 P &L SVl B #Mas o Mige 2ok g

(24) Report of the Attorney General's National Committee to Study the Antitrust Laws, 1955, p. 338.

(25) J. Schumpeter, Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy, 3rd ed., 1950, p. 106.

(26) J.M. Clark, op. cit., p. 241.

(27) G.J. Stigler, “The Extent and Bases of Monopoly,” American Economic Review, June 1942, No.
2, Part 2, p. 1.
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ofd FiklA FERFFUGE 5 REYl T TWRAL BoREH] H#ESA 2 Aol
ERHPEREL o w3 HWigel FMste BB Aol

IL FRHEPE] AR

1. HHWPR W
D BHEPw B
AR PRS2 RO 2 BRAAT o8 Y KAV EAXHRML WA
i) Yol ALEe R Y AdE ok AR RA Es, =3 2
& @ BoEe FEAEY FRINA FEe wd 2, © BR FEt B oo
@ 31, O WREEES B o ¥ AS-L LR Mol A HEHO G B F 9o
3, 2 2 B PAS el webd FAReTh. o BHlW Mason ol oldW ‘A
EPel EHE AT EEEES ¥} 24 BEE BY @ 8y e, Sosnicke 9
S CEEEP EHE 1848 BEWG dale] AN T YEu, 159 THE B
P E ShEALE A ke Be WEBE Beld HRSHOVZ fgiEHz 9w
7o},
2YeE BTew o U HAMPRETY TRE 250l BFE oW Hie] wat
A 2 ESE Ao WAEE B ohie, B3 ARHDRY TNAS Bms )
AE RS A2, KK AN BESS AXHPHE LS HERae
FobA) e = vhyol EEEelE el ML, 178 9 BREY AsA Mo s g
of Hete VHS BGRT Yok ALGRDE e M, A5 Y RRE oz wo
B & % e Sosnick el 9ehel EH v Q& MMy BiFe Lelvh. 2:
@ ol 5w AEMS L (product variety) el A & 4 g1z A, oW (HAM B
Bl Qb Like) Mol AAAE ke Ao A 4 @ Bads 58, 29w

(28) Sosnick, op. cit., p. 380.

(29) E.S. Mason, “The Current Status of the Monopoly Problem in the United States,” Harvard
Law Review, June 1949, reprinted in E.S. Mason, Economic Concentration and the Monopoly
Problem, 1957, p. 881.

(30) Sosnick -& 18 2] H#el o &FE T U ovl. e 29 e B #ARd,
thgo] =i AlerEeldtn 4 45k, M.A. Adelman, J.S. Bain, W.C. Baum, J.M. Clark, C.D.
Edwards, C.E. Griffin, B.W. Lewis, J.W. Markham, E.S. Mason, R.S. Meriam, V.A. Mund,
A.R. Oxenfeldt, B. Smith, G.J. Stigler, G.W. Stocking, D.H. Wallace, M. Watkins, C
Wilcox. Sosnick, op. cit., pp. 389~90, footnote.

(81) Sosnick, op. cit., p. 380.



TE o288 BRA o2t 5% FHRY HEUL dAY By RHel oM e B
REESHA A, AR SR Wshe], M structure) & Tife]l ZURR(patterns), jRAE
(status) B FEER(composition)-8- FERELE FHel WF Aelx, fTH(conduct) - B3]
145 (actions), FIR(dealings) =t Hf(tactics)sh 2+ HHol AT ZHolz, FRE Rl
() J50ES ZHAE PR RS (economic results)e] FE-S e E &R (dimensions)<
Mgk Aoleha st ek, ol gt e o5 J. S, Baino[t R. Caves & HiLo 2
she FEEALIR Gndustrial organization)s] JEBASH Bd MBS ZHA % Qlem, REH
ol BEEELEIRS Mol AHSHA FH e ks vk B ey o)A HIGE
Pg HESHE [ Hike ohvcth oA Hdte] noh ke e AXGFE
s} MR R 2t ol 9 Hay & o =4 S & AiEe] R
oleb. o3 IS HHGHTFY S Kewl 2mEUR it ke BT st 2¥A
ok el BEAAA EEgeH B oldl LB BB Axv zeln, 23 A% HRS
FEELME S R MERR-S TR, RIS WM MBS MR e el ®v. 2
L5 BN B A B Wy M) WEBTEY e, Fobx] A
o el A e FEe 2 RS 2 old SEJN RS ZeldtrE REENE] &
aE A "k olgzro] Frhx HHEe] AL e MEER THER] bl
Mk #iige] whEx T FEE $ite] C. Edwards v} Mason 5-9) fiigHiuge)
FEHl A TR & et
vk ARG oA wk ol vl gk Mk A-FE] Il 9fdte] REEMoE Fa3 A
A
il

tlo

L ol glrh. ofrt EHGHFEHEY "M 194942 Mason o] Fiarel Al v EElohx
2 o weba] KRS BRERNT T 2459 Xl ol Hued M E A
7be B3l AR GYte =9 o3 JEE o 2eu BTSSRl
BAREEEc 2 Zoyste AL, 2 WAS BEtsted HAY 2 ohel, D.S. Watson, J.
McDonald, Harvey J. Levin 59 #5RYel A 2= uled o] it —@iez 1A
Ha genz, $EE o HEE B HIHEFY RES BESIe Aol [ET A
o] e},

(82) Sosnick, op. cit., pp. 386~7.

(33) E.S. Mason, “The Current Status of the Monopoly Problem in the United States,” op. cit., pp.
351~70.

(34) D.S. Watson, Economic Policy, 1960. J. McDonald, “The Sherman Act and ‘Workable’
Competition™, op. cit., 1955. Harvey J. Levin ed., Business Organization and Public Policy: A
Book of Readings, 1958.



o P kA HEEPE Wtte 4-Sd v B JRE#o s a4 8
& Ae) J.S. Mason Lizka —iyl kY& uslch. o] HidAs o FrA ke
shipslibel whate] z TXEE REEY ERE BRIAA BLEFRY HEE BEletn
A sbed, 2AS 9T BEEA RBEEER Y RREERY ol Fox B ¥x
Pl S 3ol WiEdEel bl bk U MLERUES e Mason o o
2, WA HEEESw g A BRE 7ol e el LEE A

—fprye 2 S oW HRe 1AF B ik SV, =E ERE 2z #
Hel o ote] HrekA Ack. ol E¥lwl vy Al A SERFESE SHe MEE B
#, IR EEY Y HBEBMEY Hrke] Zaolxl milsel Mty st
gkl glolA $Ele SEREFel LLEd 22 Bk A Bkt E A, Bl R
=[RAKA=IRALA=FHlALE &Y & T A= EXS EBRER 39 o
gk, olobol WA mE ol B P Fil(effectiveness of competition)®
ol e & F7HA el A9 kel AREsHe. 2 shube BEHE-E (@RlR3Ee] JHA & ML
T Mo 2 HIIRS e kAL (market organization) o] f b FERER m¥E Zelx,
= e BEE B oA el HF(performance) T TR = A ol vh. BRI
P G BHY TR B A AR E HHEE ol v BEAELLY ERAA 1
2 Aoletn & FE g el

ntd BIEAYe B EIEAY 2 BURERY fkbRe] SRS Rk ABEAE, 2 a2
S2E ubakA T R RAE B TR AW RS HIRE ¢ sld zEv B,
HIBRY Hbpo] SERESRS Warstxl &E REA T “BEAAL AT BRE 714
2E Ao FEHENWLE e diligd dstd w4 Bes Ehshe MEe
b EEEA GE 5 k. B Keo2eBRATAA ABERS HHEs A0t
3 M AR BEE ol Mgl Alld. HIFESE sliEdE st EUR
FHike Folelrt, 2AE w¥e TRHHEE MRSt Mg o5 HzEed Fal
7w AR RERE e r & Adst, o FrA BE Ateld FEES et
BPR BRG] e =] et Y AEREE M oES EHRY & dv A
JHe-5-0 HMEE FEXERHRY WES 2 v AR Mgl s SEle Sbkd 2L
e R BiEshd A, =1A Masonol % HHERS TR Hige Pyge] o4 A

(35) Mason, op. cit., p. 353.




AFE Yolnsl2 g

Mason o] 9Jd}ed HIFS] Mtk AL BHET ToT S8 EEolz B
2 AT £ 4 d2, BEEE BT 28 Byn BEd %% 57t Yook 3
B, 23& A%d X2 LES AL ‘O MEI S8 RKEES BEE dd44, @
zZ e FTE HiIBY svhe LAE ARstE del gz, @ #el HET FESHA
gow], @ =3 Hihkd o3 HEEAY k] A& A”Pelet: et oA
qote] EEREHEe] R o 2T ‘O HA 2 £EBRY wESE AT TEY
B, @ Ak BRG] Bk e @RS THEE O Kassifid ZES o3
2rk aAE G AAE o2 AR He EEEfzY 4ES K, © LEREC A
3 AERENS) BER EE Y O KEESC QoA REUREES RECCN F& B2
At

LIk fEibsiuesl RRIREHES] oigk Mason o FEHRE /M RFML AR Ho v
a8y Mason = BRAES L& whe) ol S o RE HiBREEC 93 HREF BB
Ritgt Higd] WP AERRE EHAYI =, BEE MR R BER doAul, wid
ol el 3k fiRfkel §lom whhAd MRS HiEd HiEE o flesbt MEE =y, =
gH oz e EFRAY Hd wael Bt HfRYlel Res 2Bk Bhks
HES & Jerte WEE . o922 Ml Wk Wik# Aold+ o= 3 Btk
b QESE, 2T 3 ko] KiFTte mH HRHGE ERY g ek = 2AES
EES) fEael A BEsloF & Alr) st MY BHEe xBE(NDLz vlFx, 474 e
vk gk TG GEEEE AXESe] ffe g v MEEEEel ygs, wEAd
TBRRE BXESY Moz 4y RRENHY NP &6 2 REW G Pl
o2 3o MEY BEE Sz o

BRoEEn BES #8] 2 Fokx H#S BiEete Efete A, WA BRESH
of ZeEEfy &S & J. M. Clark o} C. Wilcox 7} gl3z, o] off o] o] 4] RgifiZkio] Stigler of
st 8@ #, C. Edwards Hfhe] BHEol oste] BEitsE sz, olzld
hol MRS HpIEE R o B RS M. A. Adelman, J. W. Markham g J. S.
Bain 5o 93dle] BEES| Yl 2EmE KEY M#dlA SLEEETY TR MR,
EREMS HFE S2e AL Lk e HHESnY BR HAHE e

(86), (37) Mason, op. cit., pp. 353~354.
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el et

2) SEEEEES] YR

~——J].M. Clark 2} C. Wileox

FHE del A HYEHF (workable competition)e] et g Agoz wEA oA
AR AEE MRS S Hiwe . M. Clark 2] “Toward a Concept of Workable
Competition” 4] -& w.¢krh. o} i3r& 193948 12 Heo] o=l @ American Economic
Association # Econometric Society 9}9] A @HE &S A Bl S92, i) 2 Ffg
E B - HisEs) A 0 American Economic Review, 19404 6 B3te] #3563 =0 o},

of kel A 2w v BEorAe SERAFSHK JlA s BEY AU Rt B
S FIE AL obtlvh. 2 Y BEMoR 22 2 Bid s meEA fERste
HR dste] Engde RER HAe §7] dEd vl 23 #REE AHHsdda
=7 el ofed sl of fsd of MEE ohie AW dwA ANay B
FREE B LEES BEY S, 2% ERE oMY sta pHRSEA, g3 2
28 BEBEEEE fukste Qe “HEL, sty 47H e WRe oS EEEaY
HOWEY o Sle BEEY Bhed e R #REEV 9 4 9 EB AR
A B E BHTAA BREREGE EEHSR BAMBAS BRI, o HHS
EREY) S8k AT B IREHEAA ] OB REEY BEE =% 24 8t
T B3E deldE BIE TR e AR LY #3(ivalty)ej et n,
5 Hfbs) BRI o ERBP oY Bie] WEMSE TS milid eolA, iEie)
AT BEAERS PR g Bobvleh, —BH EHELE-S Sol: HAMW 78] g
& Toe2ifigd A M9 F AeE obe AL BKKBEE Y8y EEY BHE )
A&el, Clark & Bain o] #4428 ulep o] ol=l @ FAEES] Airdl HEZE HKE #
ez & 5 sl

thgo 2 C. Wilcox & Hif2 B ZE B @ (Temporary National Economic Committee,
Em@lam, “Workable Competition and Operable Antitrust,” J.W. Markham ed., op. cit.,
(39) }) M79C1ark “Toward a Concept of Workable Competition”, American Economic Review, June

1940, p. 241.

40 J.M. Clark, op. cit., p. 241.
(41) JM. Clark, op. cit., p. 243.

(42) J.S. Bain, “Workable Competition in Oligopoly”, American Economic Review, May 1950, No. 2,
p. 5.



TNEC)® o] —How dataA HuEgs #Mas Ehstslch. TNEC = 31189 X3
s, 35S 2rxorks 3 BREEES Aot 3,300 o Ald iEdte B
B 3T vk i, 2R BOREITY HgEa @O 2EEMES 4F mEhe s
A Aot 2} ARG Fol TNEC of EESG kbl B2 HHAA &
ShA T, 2o KEEEEE, HES~EBCREEE 3 EEEAA B B HEY 2
o BRI T FRARE S13 WA MR HEEE st e =d o R REE £
EECRE 918 Rk B uRstsl o,

Wilcox = ¢] TNEC o] =i 22} Competition and Monopoly in American Industry o 4
BRES BPSS e ol NSt At ol Fel A zo) fHES Exe A
HA Hilge] <8k,

1. o8] [REHE Alolol MEES BETozd ME, Heoiula 3 Higd 24 BES
S EER SRETRES MEE A RS FEERHY B

2. vk FAlel el fARE 1049 9z LlkE Sfishe B4 W
A e,

3. B el 29 MRS LEEw, sht me DB Ao AR KK
5y& sk e i sAC (market dominance).

4. 28} o] R sh2R FREFEMC o ste] HiEe BURE BRIt A

Llbel A 1940 4F0] A9 A ol ste] (Wilcox 7} 25 w4Auh) FHiESE R
Jefag 24 Clark of Wileox o) JEHE wdeh. o WA &l @z v FHMe
FEEUS QAT fRERY Mhruke) mRGh= o] SlolA, fltste GRS Witk o 1%
of E¥E T2 eshvh obA fEReA] Y, =% 2 FRE HER REv ek
o) seugo 2 A #f ¢ BURSIcHE Mol HafEE] ol oF et

Clark o) 87 RIS 713 2 2al 28 “Clauk o) AZESY Bad 139 it
el ehxbsbA 2 (ERIRY EEG IREES BEEY RES WAt o

(43) Wi 2EEHER YL Franklin D. Roosevelt jcﬁpﬁ FEFEREQl 19384 6 H 16 Holl 2589 K=
HaeygEsd BA e BB BEE WA e AES Folfa, A WAL EEE
E BEY Be® Hls4dd.

(44) M. Fainsod, L. Gordon, J.C. Paramountain, Jr., Government and the American Economy, 3 rd ed.,
1959, pp. 571~72.

(45) Competition and Monopoly in American Industry, TNEC Monograph 21, 1940, p. 8.

(46) Wilcox & B4 W2 2 IEANHET BHY @ glodA M—3ctta 2&an geor, o
AL mmga = @& + g
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2.8 el oehd z [RiEe]l AEAT AMH AZg 2 §F Masone] FiRolhHn.
a2l Wileox o] g7 THIHES A& ®ikste wtel o] Stigler 7} TNEC Y 30t
#AstE BREE Rt 3l

2y ®EY 289 RME w9, Clak & 2 R 2 Gt 4 w8,
Wilcox &= Mitsbfs] 7488 #otn 0ok, = ZEas Clak = 1955459 i “Compe-
tition: Static Models and Dynamic Aspects”o 4] IR} HeE S| A (ERLEHRR
ot B, BE 3 RHEEEe AL o180 A e By, @2 B FiEel ik
o2 ¥k, BB Héd 23 Hen Hirel R By Wim-s et e,
1961 4E9] 9] s Competition as a Dynamic Process &} A} & Schumpeter fy 5.7} §§%
BESA et ge FES B 5 Aok ol Kshel Wilcox & 1960 4ol QER =
o] g Public Policy toward Business o A #5he] E#HE Budiuge] rifod A FERsHA
stz gL, H.J. Levine] ol3te] REEHHEG#e] RFEZ FHE = A00. 2814 1940
4 ER WAY RUde MEEEREYN OFE WY B, ERMEC R 4
Foll, HiEE 2Ee] BREF] MY o S Bddtz sy adE, ol HEGE
Sine AREZ B Alelwt. zEv HRGEFC St BuREHEe 2 A R W, B
o} Bl BEMio) fEre] EREA & ¢ Yl Helw, ol Rl HimEst At M
HE o] RESIBEHTA RREHEAY Aoln. XHidA e WA iSRS Stgler &
Corwin Edwards & 0,0 2 8lo] EBES7 2 g},

3 REIEER

Stigler o] Mgk TNEC 9 gfmxzeb= 5] Wilox 7} ##E miraes 21
B8 W}Eﬂ/ﬁb} HAEIES dHste vl A misEsts 3o, Stiglerol o st FlLE =k
Zro] FERAFPL AT dx flu, HRES FESA %E Acn, oluA EIHAY M
& ‘E?j“‘ﬂ’J Brseel H#E FAE o Sle el ok, el BHWe s FFHAA BEK
o] WpEE gETel s H(EHAEC B FUEY BN EEEH (competitive enterprise economy)

= TNEC 9] x#4r9) BfREEd dld s 2z wol Eodzicta & 4 gioh. zeu}

@71y E.S. Mason, op. cit., p. 354, footnote.

(48) G. J. Stigler, “Temporary National Economic Committee: Reviews of Monographs,” American
Lconomic Review, Sept. 1941, pp. 573~74, % G.]. Stigler, “Extent and Bases of Monopoly”,.
American Economic Review, June 1942, No. 2, Part 2.

(49) J.M. Clark, “Competition: Static Models and Dynamic Aspects,” American Economic Review, May
1955, reprinted in R.B. Heflebower and G.W. Stocking ed., Readings in Industrial Organization
and Public Policy, American Economic Association Series, 1958, p. 244, pp. 247~251.

(50) H.J. Levin ed., Business Organization and Public Policy: A Book of Readings, 1958, p. 4.

>



ZEL BEMNEEEHES BESH EXY stAe gdd Aol ojzle] TNEC 53]
R oehnd KR e 2ETS Bt wE FEEC .

olg zko] TNEC o EBHY HiIty TR LE 2 AoJdonz, BINLEHES #
#yuohe no AR AXGESY #Rs EEEA Hdx, olud Eikd TEE AR
o 2 Stigler & M 2% HEHPA THT BRI

o2 HEERY FHE IR RN BT LES BB s gt e
WIER) FEFEA Stigler o] el ste] $#RE Aolct. F 29 el syl ol Eo
O ERT FHEHEEAA B Wi £ 8RS REsle ©3e MEs 28 FE
k3, @ o3 AN = HEO B dkon, @ Fid¥Ee RHETHE MK
BETF 3RS Zalvoh Bl X ok Aol z ERS HRESEYel Y. Stigler 9f
e KEd 2EHRS o 2 Tapide) Hito vy HRESY Higo o] i
o) ZEMES RS, volrt z BEXS] B SEEEHES A Bkt o
B BEE EET delvh. 2Rz 2 kS 29, 38 HEERHSAYE ¥

S BE SER A g, &K TEE 2 MSEAY ME%, ity Mason 9
Rk W JbA] fpErpol A B LA e RS BRAEE Al 7EA] fRie] 8RS of
vk o] Bl gle}A Stigler & {RENS HugHMERBY A= F AA A He Aol

ohgol e REH REEHUERE Corwin Edwards o) 58-S 29 H#E Main-
taimng Competition, 1949 - Aoz &} EgLsl#l. 2% Stigler & rlalslx 2 5ER
GOl MEtEAE HEE At e o, ERESS JFRENY FiBle] Stiglr xdx
HA Btetch. o] b “HEe A A%E WY BEEee Ade B
FHY B (competitive process)s) Rogihg MRS Ao, ==z 23 FFEL, ©
2E BRET BOT MRS M2 dx 5223 GEfelE, @ AVEe WHY LB
EEE obFR RNl BB o dx, @ =% 25 FEEN &BH, 3 2 Eigd
uebAl el xm, @ ZEe el S8z RN BENE AAA g AL
HeRstglrh. = AAb ol e d Hgdl Wete] AL dvteA e, a9gzke ERE
MPR BRe HHES BEAY £ flon, oul 2 fEES BEAE gEelze A
A4k w2 REe 2 FRAESA A—8 RES /A edz . w25

(51) G.J. Stigler, “Extent and Bases of Monoploy,” American Economic Review, June 1942, No. 2,
Part 2, pp. 2~3.
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Fo] BRE CEEEY REES, BAOREE ¥ 25 FEEGA 2 EEH =4
BWME 7t e Aeoletz s geh, o7 Aol FFel 3t iF@eEE o) Bv B
# 9 HpEel gl rh” P, Edwards & (#¥5e] BEMEE Ll o] nokd

zHd BPRNERY Bt olal HikdA ARSI T &R Bide Mg
WA EEE] wEch., e Trekstn, Hife BEE e, 29Ed BERES BEE
b gAe] BMbe RS WEhe s EEE RMHAE dom 281 Ripdy BRR
| REEDS, WEES He 22 REPEIMLT BIhe 9% FRoR R
Fg-e- kel A Fobvl 2f, FEERS WA e Gy BfEd et E B%
B}, LEAeYE JEMAR(mpersona)el BR WA, PWAIENS BHHL FE
Bl Al o, olEldt el ol ¥HomE, HEMIRS KR BB &35 mE
Al feAste gleh

plbsh 2o FEIEE] o, ERERETI0] 5E2d] FAE 2, HEd e LERAS RFE
wl AAE T, BN RAEEE LHte, BIES WARLE] AR Bod e BiE
& HEmer #3lddxAe gert. 2Bz o432 HFRR Riedt: o Fd, BE
L BRSSP o) WAl Rk, zElY S99 S Fuie Sy Eius
WHEA 7] B HIE X Aelwh. F4 ¢ HERS S, ARBMoE #EAS HREA
e PR, SEhst #oRS BEpl olste] YeERel. EHRC HllRE = HEirt =& A fdl
T, ARE EEEE] BRA R, 2 BRE LES A, Llke] Edwards 7t 5
BBORS EBste @b Rifielvt. v =8 SSEHERY BiEE oz ¥ ®
BRe) EEEAE Wokdeh, Mok HEMCE £ WES BhHET Mk R #
Qeh. olAe]l o HmEERE EEEA] AR, ol F 4T BREELS Wil HR

ol A BARS e AL FTHES (atomized competition) & k=4l ARSE Aol ofy
o) e ot RElE BPBOKel ot EHRMES -4y HERENE e
Foplel, FE B RES MBS U, BEBEs msrehe, EEXENC Bus
A EEH A dEE e Aelth old ¥ Hile Bl RENGHI BF
BeraE e delvh. 23& FRAFERE TWRIE A oz, REY RFWME
A 17t A 2 v RELRFEF sl ERAREST Ao+t

BlE9 Fel o8hd 27t Akete HBEHESe RREHPFLOE BIHI T BKde

(52) Corwin D. Edwards, Maintaining Competition, 1949, pp. 6~7,



Ade T 5 Yoh. HE 2E WEES FEH o1 BEER SW Bl B 5
9%, e 2 WEARNA 28 A¢ 2304 HEE 4 Ik EH ged, oqH%
el BirRohe BESHz Aok 2R ol ARe EP Riussl 07 MY HEHS
F5el7h? Edwards7h mal & oh&8 AFoAA ko] 60,

1. BEMe R F—8 B =k Ak ded, o BE S8 HRES o= B
LW W g TSl oF Bk BHawe MBS, #E9 ExE 28 (AW
BT A 9 BEE 25U KEE 9o 2Ed 2 gE mEe KEE Al
AW FE) FREZVHE £4 BIRT F7 Az, 283 oo RBHE oA
BEOTEE 22 5 0% BED Sl ook Bk

2. oW FHEE, 479 FRES BE(oerce) T ¢ 0eHT MPHAAE IH 5,
w HolE o] duchel MM 52 T TR vl 59U fENe 98 FEE &
el oA & e

L BAESE FIES Bk BRC RHERel o oF Aok, & 1B Ee] o9 ik
A et WY MEEM BE 98 BERA 9% BEE, 1Fe] ks
bl m, S (diversification)e] ol A ¥ %, AT BHIRTHE Buamy Hivel ¥

SN AH T, BHRD HHE VAL 52, =5 2 1 HRA L
Ax o

4. %) BORMWIEE, BPEYY BEd 99X 93 BEoR, HENE dad
Buszs| o] of e,

5. M2 FHEE, e FHHET <P 2 el gl dehE FEAT A
ooz A7 WAE BATE, Lob FRGA Fe fEHes 2 Wil AN
Bers 714 oF @eh.

6. = MBS A5 LK IF BT B FAKEY BES, EE FURTES B2
of W AT L wiagel obd Mimel dshE AR BT WHEAAAE <
SES

7. o)u ¥ EEG FRHT 2 MG Ao, M, Boh BE REREY s 9
Bhel, 2 Mg AT B B SO AL 4l

Bdwards & iidge] LIkt o] #=H, IBEmelZ e A%, HPL HEMHEE

(53) Corwin D. Edwards, op. cit., pp. 9~10.
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FREt A3t RIS A% AT RETRZ Sty 2¥. 3 o fHAEA #
s WIS, BHT Be) WIER BEE e REEE G dd e SR
& 9] dEl, AUT BHo2YH R#RG. 272 g ugd Qe FHHEE
BT AEe TR S0t 92, w3 FSEe 2 sl F RET ERE HIF #E
47 Qb 2dnn ERES HPWRE SEAHTAA A RS dF, 2
o BRI S R S BEE B

S e Edwards 9 7162) HHe 5ol W. Adams o] si3hed 6 fHe] o =
K5 o] 7h BES AXHP Ko HAMA D U5 3 Adams o) HEHP U6
& @ BIEES W BEAAE ¢ S AET, WENOE A—% g el £
B WEES AR o RIE 98 A, @ mHozd A 3 BEG KREe i
& 9 ey W R B fEE, © dilel RlelMe ERERS WM = B
Ty Shae R, @ R0 &% mE T EEA A% IR =T MW HMIEGS
(coerciom)8] TRAFfE, (& oWl e BT FHH =¥ 2 HH JoelE, BA, Wh =
E RGN RO A3, 1 il delA HEW wit FAA4 28 R, © BA
3 o) oW Migel t filhel S A¥ kel BAIE /I 9E RER LA LE
W OMBECR =t BOAM (el A $8 A SR}, el & m Edwards o) e
& a2 BmE Aeldw wekA gE 4 Sk

Corwin Edwards & Mason o] #fii%t 21319, A WEH A& TRIEEA o)
sted —iie} IRES Mehe MBS JHA D ARERoE AR JE Aol A
. 2 HAHP WA A FES) BB . IREHe MELHS B, e
TR AN EHSl Meted, oIHsbA e kel BRstz ek 2et 2%
A A EER S SBE) WEES BEE Ao XM £REA LA dE
Ao 2hm Mason & wshm gleho9, o] 93re Mason 9 S 27k & kel 4
A kol HMESE 2ol sieh. ol =l3he] Stigler & A 74X fifhol Edwards o o sho] s
A Bhol IAAA, Fiane) Mason o] o\ fughy Mimsuee VZbx (ko] RS o
3 47heeh. 29 7hste] Mason o FGHEMS) EHE Stigler of Edwards 7t RBAZ A
HEFRS FbAA oIS AT Ao @HEelok A
(547 Walter Adams, “Public Policy in a Free Enterprise Economy,” Walter Adams ed., The Structure

of American Industry, 3rd ed., 1961, pp. 554~55.
(55) Mason, op. cit., p. 354, footnote.



Plbel A S8 E FESEMY MAE 2 RFEN HEE RLos Bt TiSRE
B2H ReEd22@RY Hioz Tr 7-pde, FESY RET RREE ot —
RABEHT Aol molAs), 2oy FEE 28R grh. o EHlE b BRI RiGHE
o kel shbel 3B ShE etE, BESES Fiffel webA AEES of Sr], —Ae R
HEEY WrE WEY T ok 20 RS A BiEsel de #ads 42 AL
ERSA Y, ERAIS By MBERA ot JEekA gf 7 ez 4. ol H
g gfEe O3 A ZFA gl Wkl o nbzisbA o o). mhAlubo g REEEMEC]  Bdtx

9= Erg A Stigler, Edwards, Adams LJ#te] Dirlam, Kahn 5-o] 91-%-& &3]

%1;}_(56)

1) BREHE

e el RG] W Mason o) EHE BT, 22 LT AIBHRE
T AEHFY Mo R Shele wigels, Adelman, Markham % Bain ol ojshe] 13

A5 BRI A AE oE BEE LR uvh HES £%E 9y g

T ERE MEEEE d0ste Bles BiEy Jeong, 2o B} ffi—
Mg Bumsta o, s EXS &tk (efficiency) o] b A (preogressiveness) 7t
Zhe kA g FRE BEBS T JE A dhlyelety & § 9ok,

Adelman - jifie] TS BESHEE, 53] #Lish dihiRigd] KA o3& MR
o 5 I “ewde] E¥EHPRE 4 [betE 2iEpe R vk R A F
o7l s, 2L Ko = Highel webd —HAYL ol T HHIR B/
(regulated monopoly)e] obul FEEZE-S AMsha, #igiel JBe fld=, = HFE £A3)
€ AL At i 2 BEl olve, i fTEi(market behavior)st AR (market
controDo| e}”6M el w L iRIte)l. wmF 2t “Affy HWiHS ZEIH, BEY MiBstz
R gleb T W A ERSES-S o BE MIRIAC HEelAq 2
B FUES A A KdFe] HEY EEET-E WA Liide EEESFS AY
fgler, vtz BRY W& dhdd [ 2 « 291 [(Sears-Roebuck)” Bolgdwd o]

ad

}4:4

o &Y EREREE AdsEold st vhvbAE A glejdh. 47 o1 Lk

(56) J.B. Dirlam and A.E. Kahn, Fair Competition, 1954, A.E. Kahn, “Standards for Antitrust
Policy,” Harvard Law Review, Vol. LXVII, 1958, reprinted in R.B. Heflebower and G.W
Stocking ed., Readings in Industrial Organization and Public Policy, 1958.

(57) M.A. Adelman, “Effective Competition and the Anrtitrust Laws,” Harvard Law Review, Sept.
1948, p. 1290.



BREAS MdsEolE ‘o%d HEA QoA Wb A B BR olHz FEZ
e, W 2o ek Mibel ohul MEE EkIoE, 2o RS M A
whd MBS ERE R, fES SO geta v olshzdel o HiEHE
B E EAMNTE, 2T @SSR ohis REES, SEHSS T2 FFERE
¥ (non-price competition)2] HHd & HHZ = Aol
Bt sk BRI BfRE MEY AE oz, BMEAE %& Zo] HEe
v thEe olokrl & “BUECE e HES WEEST BAMTEE She FEENeE 2
ole AS-E #UEl, = EPd A woh e BEEE $13te” Adelman o] g{iEY
Wmael A BAEe 2 AURE HAT BHT7ES BIZ5(Parable of Monopoly Behavior)
o]t
“old #itiel olAAA dIE UAR EEC BREIG A2 BESA. 2 s B
BEe HEY EREEYE BEeE doA 9o AR Rip2stal REsx Qe
R WA ok 2ot W R W A ZE REiEe] of el BB, = Wi
2% Abojel A HElR . 2 FHAA L B@gENel A7 AR, #%E HAsE
BRS¢ Wbz A @ge ol Bk o BACIY BD7A
58l v Tgrgk BHEe FEdch vk BAE Hilste o#¥ HkeR 2F
olEtE IREES MK E AL FEE WAAA zels] oFele. v RBEKIA
EESITE & REEE w7 Gfd HASA dob—td 2¢ohd o wE FiE
< doj=aE Ao At Gevh. ofFE WEES @EHigel Hx¥ ML 9. &
F 259 JEES e Aoluias i@y, uch B e @t 3 voh @ K
7b ok ek el Hoh (Y E me R 2 Ade HiEe SRIVE S
WE =T 29 & g, RS LA, {ge BAS FTES fskd &8
of. WEE WEe dlemg, agAd sty 2 [EE Yol (ERkel kA,
Blhe WAdw, BRGNS MATCH Hoinag e 2 ARS BRAAG. #
BEITY BEE @ASA g, Bl FobdaE ozl o FEREA d 4 sld. 29
2R 2fEe 5E&3] Mis e HEE st dAe ¢ 28 258 99 AF
& Flifsk-E vhebx e, " Jdeld e audx o A du ge Aoy,
ol T2 252 HEEANA GlE A A stz #EEtz e Hele,

(58) Adelman, op. ¢it. pp. 1296~97,
(59) Adelman, op. cit., pp. 1297~8.



A olw BHY Ee] RET MErdE o 2 FEE A &Rl seleklE
T, Y EEESE 98w, 28% 2 B¥or Y BREIMAG—z Y o
of A ZEL 27 RAE Stz WAE #F1E sk, 29 RAUTY RE

(o] BRI 259 THA, 29 BAL oMAE FikAvle S &K,

=g o2 gusA kg Webe B Al

Adelman & LJ k9] “E 5EB e Bzi(rise and decline of oligopoly heaven)”s] =151 4
A, o EARN Fsel KB HEel okdlel, HiRT EmE, =2 EHE IR

olebE A, 2Bl FHEEFoIE w2 o A& FHkste Aelztx A, Lkl
gl $ElE 2ot @Y finkel MEEENES] SR ET okd S & ok ok

2™ Adelman o FHEGEHPS HHUES o AVt T & oW EHe|l HIEFY
NAAE —ED BHREES WEA 7S A3 [, ofd RRE S8k vz 2
oh. ool® kel A zE BASEHLGHT . & o vk 2vb B3 v B 9
e, A7 R HREESS e By EERe e ®mEs RO g o2 WA
MRERS 2o SHe Aiel, BBEERS 22 SR RelY, =& REES
2o zAY e A¥HdE Rargd. BAE Eee e a3 R BREE
o $#7F 9 Zol LEE Wk obvel oW g MEEY REEALE MRy WE &
23t ANA waHA S Eige) Fod LEF v zElx AAR HR
AN E HENSD HPMER BANWER #EEd RBad LE7 glen, 220%
TR EEE REE A BLAAF Tvh. Dk GRS BIRY vhek ZE K
el RESEERES ohvdh. vt BER B2 e A HETE, MEYEE 2 RRENE
s} S 48 B PEeSelth. aEle 29 He uvh ks EhHEI 1
of BEE EPE P oE Fel 0.

Jsedt wpep ol Adelman & M-S 2EMo 2 HHRSHE Zlol ofdE, dekE 2
A& fiREHS2 st RAEE Bmaste A% HiEske oF gt ek okt 29 x
R RWelAA R o]v] JEHME] AR e b HEAR FES E53%%x JdH.
“The Sherman Act and ‘Workable’ Competition”2] Zhzrel 4] REifEHesG% 2 4 Corwin
Edwards & 53 ¢l¥ McDonald &= FZfizsrol A BEHEHES] A S & Adelman & iz E
o} fUstz et ®Y. Adelman & JRREHES TR WHIY RFEFE wolof g

2, pf

it

ﬂ-;o

(60) Adelman, op. cit., p. 1303.



RREHRS REEEA oo E J. W. Markham o] Fit-& #%3 . Markham 9 %
MR H20] HEe 1] RS SN 2 By BERE KR Ase A,
AP 2 BMN BERS M gE BN EAS Wkt dae A, =
3 fsise dla svl s [HEAMAA W 5o doe A5 A e $
= 29 % “An Alternative Approach to the Concept of Workable Competition”(®?-g 1
Do 3k 1A o] Mg W FrR I

ol o ebe ek HEEEP T KO EHE KM ML ZRHPY E
HE Y, Sehaw BRESRY S Bt Ak deh. 2 o d BE
SRBP] Abe e} AEWALIL A B ER%E Afde A Rl
slout, WahmE s gl ekl 18 ¥ Eiel BEel vehdch., 28+
o3 el WErRE AMKEURY Aty MLSH Aelvh. z#lste] Markham & 3H
9 =)o)l (rayon) EHE-S st AREPY EHE A=Y F Qv MY FHER
o2 Bxm, oA IR sho] MEAHKMES] RS s, 2o AR BT i
& e g

FEY wolQEES, 2o 93, i Fe HEHE A v O 192088 %k
B ferhe Fostgch. @ & B iwpitke ® el ohd fEAREE (barriers to entry)
o FEe®, 14M@ite ¥ FEHREE ok @ GEY SR ERdA #fE e 2 2
& REe Epie ok ¥ BT RBRGERY &Hd THERE A2 g @ F
olole] B kolv} KMRMME (Higel habdd, elelalel S M MHILENS 2oz
et et HE REME AR T, KARKES € 22 HHes &4
det. @ dlolal FEAMS EEMRE REGERS BEd wabd HRL lov, HBE
3] BIRE {E#ESELH] (price leadership) 7b el ek, g Alul 22 & FHel & de facto T
BERS de jure EEEo 2 At @ ®lelale EHEE IRFTRC L3hd IR ZE
Ryelet. @ LAL2l ##RielA Eoidd, =k #olalske] HAFEE BRI, 289
ERFEDE A BEszte 4358 d. ® el ERERRE e 288 HEkE
Fol] zoiA P& 28 A o), BN, BEEESY HelAL BT B 9
3] A = ﬁi 28z @ BRAMBY 5ITE =lelale Al AT Al Q1+t

(61) John McDonald, op. cit., 243~44.

(62) J.W. Markham, “An Alternative Approach to the Concept of Workable Competition,” American
FEconomic Review, May 1950, pp. 349~61, reprinted in R.B Heflebower and G.W. Stocking
ed., Readings in Industrial Organization and Public Policy, 1958, pp. 83~05.
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Markham & L b3} 22 HEES EEdda, BMEES ] M. Clark 9 #¥e 5, =3
HigEtEe] fF&L G J. Stigler o) 3 HHte) 1}, Corwin Edwards o) 7 Hio] = £#%3) 2,
23 kA ARFHSY-E BES & dvhn BEdT. zEv 2k Lk 3AY &E
Fol A el & FEEAE ) wasd d-s FRIAE Stz 23, 29 715
ol HBHES obFel HHs] nrets, 2E EHERES Mt ddAAY, B o=
Bl HAGRMNe e —Ho & BiEd 5 dota® AR gren. #Eshd, Al
AR BHES EHREAY S@#E (dynamic process of creative destruction)’®¥e] {EHEE 7]-&o] 3z ¢
= AREd A ARESNHge P a R, HINEY TARF Bad AT dE 4
Al HRGEDEC] ok Aotk &/ ol EXS FHHEHFL, 2 E¥EY BEN

oluel, 24 BRI BB (dynamic process) Bl &< of & AdLEKel 7}
MAT-S EET Rkl viz4 #EE o vk dhe 2 o] Markham o] Figelw},
UE ol EHE v KN el A3, SN ERLEE 9 ERtl
filsol oA, oz zZleo] WIER) SEMERHAS WBMELS st o2 #Ardal EelA
uh, 2 o7 g BB o2 »el RS REEdA HIfFE o e A ¥z g2
g AL 5 g oleh 5 B FEAS] fE TE, Bk Ly ek 40k B S
B W WA 2 B Bt slddh. aElx el HE 24 geEsx
FERE At 2elER ¥R, RERDY FE, E€8 FE " BEREd K
By Bkl ol skl AlErd 4, AJBoRe BEls AZEE el BHN ERC 939 7
Bryor EREz gy Az el

=3 o ol Ee] HEGEPNASL obd e Allrste ® shie MEE, Ltd A
2L BN THBER o8t Efs e Auct o HHEEH, Kb mHIENe W
M e AHEKe MBE ¢ desleld. zev dlejqlERY T 2, @
Tigeli} ¥ BMSE obF HEio EMkeg ol MASAT or, @ ERmAA
T o E B e 2T MO BHY vy Y, =28 @ Bl e Tl EEER
of IF LR FEINA gomz, AT BEEMAAE, ¥ HEE EEMOE
HRRSHE AL EEdte & $& gz, o F AHEKY RAL Fgrds BHAE
24 & ArEgiEel vtz B

Blko] FEES ol @R HEHN AT Markham o) REEHEHtAle]l T EAE
o —iRho B BN A A0 HERie2A Markham o] T 2 o
(63) J.A. Schumpeter, Capitalism, Socialism and Democracy, 3d ed. 1950, chap. 7.



S FohA Bz md ¢ ¢ AelTh M2 LEQ S BN AIRPE &
B M, EXY BEE BRHE Uik BEE KESE Aol 1. o g
MG MEEMEl S AT I e Shid oXe ME AR o, o
A HE MHE R 3%, T BN EEUF LR ol RIS S8 84 8
ot del, 2 EEE ERNCE AP ST ¢ AT AAHT? B
BAGEES B 471 ERMEY WHS LT AP MEd HASE ghd,
WS ke ST EXO WHY F 94 BE ohlEh, e ERINE 2 BE
BUOL ARl webd HRY 900 "ok B4R ASESE ol o EEE uv
BB e T Hkel YE A, PN ERd S%d 2 EXe] HLHP
Byl ohlehm Bigele Aol T A MEE ok —ET WEMES BT
A BRSHE 2 e WH WAl dasRs Motsts el ST WKIE 2% BE
ol 3L MHD] FLHAEE g Whkikel gloh

e ROl srMistel Markham o ARES WA HESE W Hke2A,
FEET MK WS BRHY HE, ol RS 249 RS (overall performance) &
IR RSB ¥R FESIIE WSy Ao oldhe PIEEHTAN, 1%
By EGlEA %S Markham o FuBiPe FEE chesh 2o el M #Es
27 FRT W ERel %58 B o, =9 ib@ny Hke) ksl a7t e
R RS 7Hd 2o AKEORI S o stel BURI M{Lsh ebd Aagkel )
& A, 2 B HEESHClt gt e

BlbS EHE —MEGEAC TART Mg BET Wiz, =3 ANERS
Mok T WA oW ¥ 4, FMET MERS EHNE Witk REE
BB Aol Fe] ek, Markham o] HLHFE BRI 1A SLES 2ol
EHT AL, MRS ANEGRY TReZA FEESTHE W ki o &
2 ¢ Rikel %, MEIAE EXHY WS 2R, BE 2 ER U5 2 B
REES MRS HleA 9w, mt ALVH BRMITEEY BAl, S s
WA G, DB BIEE N EHE 2 gdonz, oHd wHd wevd,
AP WARE B B =T Apol Aske] A Kohz, o=@ HEHE
AR WA E Al

(64) Markham, op. cit., Readings in Industrial Organization and Public Policy, p. 94.



PR sHe) g 2ok MRRe) = BB MEtE o9 Bain g sche ok 3, M
o] gk Markham 9| BARES #E41S- 24 MHEER BE AN E Aolgtz TIA ¥
% F 9t

Pl Lol A BREEMEGRC] THRRE BEERIHAE 22 BEERE =28 Hlste
Aol ohx, BREAY Md BRM E& ohgE EESE AL WERstS. 2y oA
AR RRY RS B 1 A2 ohsldh. o] BIEE BiR(results), HEHY

178he] %Y(patterns of competitive behavior) W WidEhiiEe] %+ (character of market struc-
ture) fije] BiliCassociation) o 2 fuiEstw, REEERA BRG] BB st EE#RS
AHA GRS BREE RETs) ok, ewde] E¥AMRozY A& T
A2 ].S. Bain 9] % “Workable Competition in Oligopoly: Theoretical Considerations and
Some Empirical Evidence”o] v}, o] fiscd HHGE S ek Clark o #ysufy Fscact 10
Rk BRI S A, 2 EEAA Y 10 £ Biany E5 KR B v S
Al Clark o] prgi-g BBZst2, =9 228 BIE - f5RsE = Al

Bain & iG] ERE oFE RREMEGES B/ Z B FaALdA e
€ BRE Moz stx glovh, e FERDoRE A #le] vz 2w JEH
WEEar (nonworkable competition) %9 9] X oz EEKIlx vk, o] o3 EHiFel
HREHAE & 2L, © Y] HEe] ERAmRT kB Rk =A #8irsts, @ BE¥
B, BFS BERS —Rves GFEe KéExdrs g4 oA HIRAA v, 9
A EskA dow, @ B Bl IRIEMES Fhel 2AXAA gz, ® FiEe L
He [REEvots fHES] Eobd v = A=, BEE HAGE, o2 FiYs & g0
+ BRY BEE 232, © oM EHE 4% #ert =4 EREA 2ed, =38 ©
B Seoh e (RS RlEshy wrt s JEE Bbel RiEshe A9 @eleh. Lk
o] Bain o} BREHFS Eelh. )

Bain & o] bz FEFrl REMEY #eE, 2z o BifllAd EMIE AL o B
I ART Zdd et MERS 882 dE A¢ WESE o dvehd B5RE O

&5
U

-
r fio]

(65) J.M. Clark ¢} #3c “Toward a Concept of Workable Competition”-& 1940 4 6 B %89 American
Economtc Review §51:oll, J.S. Bain 2] o] #fisc-e 1950 48 5 %89 [ik, No. 2 #FFE= gl

(66) Bain -2 unworkable competition o] 8} uk-g& 2z glth. J.S. Bain, “Workable Competition in
Oligopoy: Theoretical Considerations and Some Empirical Evidence”, American Economic Review,
May 1950, p. 38.

{67) Bain, op. cit., pp. 36~37.




25y MEERe BESLE Wkle BEE stz gA don, @ BES 178
& ol b Hiflel 9 dte] FEIE A&, HiES ERH, WY HiEe BEE BN
AR FAE R B ABIA dxn, =% BHaNE BRE o- BE AR
 AQJAE WK od hoc 3 o] AEHA & F §7 AFelH. 2w A
Bain & wi-¢- #5E(el Aeletxe A, Eliel ol o) FEARHP —RA BEEA,
@ ##el NI EEAEE BREMes e BRste(se Moz 23§ TEs
B) PEREE, @ RS £% Rt REEEE =4 #iete A, @ H3a Bt
v B EERoR F o oS BEY BN BNMEERN, @ MERY —EHE
& @R RN RKEEA, =t © BANMY BIREe R BT = HMEE
o] FlfEe R =& MREE g FHE B HE Ex gtk AL MW A
MR SIM A WA Ao 8A, Bain9 IFEWEDY Eigel o

Bain -2 Ll L3} o] FRAE HHo R sho] HHEPS FHAMED ERE AT ¥
ok objel & olH @ BB EXE:(workability) & RESE BITHAED B RE -
EAsts] s1stel, il vielsh ol ®l @ FRS  REEEMS MBS MiEvelz gld. T
5228 AolAul oleld AW LS T A Clakeolgiet. 22 olzle #RILE
£ AL Bain o) el BE. oh&el oleldt FHEHE Baing webd ERSSE
shxf,

Clark = THBBRY REERS X2 MEHBEY HHAA X A0, =& S0
gl A ke At HAMEE olvl kst . a#y o] A%, v BHAY
#gol A £ SIS BERMNTTEY o3le ERESE T Aolddrh. ole KEhe] Bain
RS miBHEGSY BER B EiRse uEE A99. 2 Bille, K55 HE
TR FE 2 Pk e TS fREC d5d REd T A me, TiEsE
o} RS WIS BMRZL BeY A wob BRI WEERC#HE A, 2z
uhz ojwl B TEie 23 Vo e BRE B MEN TBREHEYE WER Bl
& womz, ERETES B B MR dx, WEMNE oivsted 4l
o}, whebA] Bain & = A el AR MG M-S wlse, =z BEd U
o4 EERAL = REERCEA Y BHRMTHS HET fES BRIl 1HE K
e Aeolth. #WEA Bain &, BEMTE o] BR BEE 1A A=), MEMEiE

(68) Bain, op. cit., p. 37.
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BES, HHMOE R BROTHY M AT BES S MEneE, RE ¥
@ PINE olme, HEMEY BHT RESY MRS EAmo=z EEHRS: A
o] e},

2o Bgd MEE HAH ERdA THEMES $eY AUt Wi Hge
s kol v i o) B MkGhe BE PR Figiel dalAal wea & Qe
2o} o] FEel Ay Baing e % Bl Dokl WA MBS S W 2A = Qo
Bain & FL43) MBWTHY e, O HHMel 2z BEA AARE #E, © W
B, RO (SRS B TR oS FEAT K, O fkd BAmENRY A,
@ EFEF S 2 (chaotic competition) Th%E Mkl BUERI ERESY WM = S
Aeh. 2E I AR, HARE, WEAS BISL B, EEMEAETY AREERC, B
GEY BRG] R, FUM, KSR 2 EMTLRA 65 hEmREe o ¢
BES AR EA S kA Ao el fEtel, WSS RRse AldE ®EE
T Wl e Ae BEeA Rnste R 2@ 245 e EAl dn sl ant
—figihel Fly GRS Ve E Aoleh e melo} v au) oA WG BELS
B3} A,

1. sEAe) #8= e} gl (blockaded) o} Fjest, = Ho [RECEMAS Bkl
9E HE—lAL =F flE 9ol e —RRHN BAES WY e
oh. FEEE RS AEEe W AL, FrAel (IS AREClM, FHES EHEHIR
| Bl B EEMEAML o, BEY HEEEOL Y Atk 2 B
E7 SEED AR 248 2.

2. FEE T (moderate) MEARSEE} FRMT MRS 9% B A+——ERY BS
2 AZE ek, Y RN EREET o @EReEE o 20 B
Wi e 24 oz etn 4ZEAE FEth) ez FhmdA A Fakkel
FECIE Aelth. gEe HEES) BT, (M A ¥4 ovh. e EEERL
7 gled, IREMAe] BEIA M=z, o H5Y el WA FEM WA £E
S Egel A RS . MEHS XA BESA gud, 2 g He
Ae B2z o

3. A BRHLESNAN EA] HHT AL @] =Eckz AR frhel ¥

O

(69) Bain, op. cit., p. 46.



AV, HES BEY BhdAds, MRS BREFY BRE HRY v do, —
R 2E, 2 ¥ FAMRER e IR, W, @ @ EHEAAN JFEIGHEFHY
ARElE =3 Holx e BEE FES

Ll kel Bain9 e #ES] MRES MES Mi@MiGe fEs BEY RALS ERY
AolH, =gk KB BTl Aste] s ol ok &AL el e o] RIS FS
FETAA ol BEoR AR TREE/ WK H08rs axnsted 5A% F&
e Buel glvh. gigel kst B iSRG e] Wlel et BLEo R 205
el Aol m Ekyel vk, ze vt o)A 9te -l 2AE Abeld AEHYO T i
By 2 RHIRIER BBl v 2A& BED F ek ol BRS wd Rty
SSEREY Wratel o etel JF - fisedhe 4 L&Y Baino] sl aA HESA 3 EE
Mikamel X% BEEA, fElT & kFdA EEY Aol

Ll kol A Adelman, Markham %! Bain 59 FES .oz do RRHBEGY NES
Bl vh, zele 27 HGEHS 2ENo 2 PHRSE Zlol ohvlEl, Rk, X
M-l RN Riel M4 ob&w Eigstel v el w, WHEN AT IR B Mk

o BrIE-S BhRE Ribdl A #seslele AdSe W, 28 a4 ReEdL=EoRy
BEAT B W5 ERRst MRS FIEE BEsty, TdidE HEAES REY B
o] KRRy HkHEql-E S ol v, e BRREMENE =Y e HiFEd 9 s
2 @ERhel #hsE o olet. AR RSl B Bael = HBIN M RE
Aol djete], RAEEHER FHivelx XEWAYOl =R, BWEM Bl WEE. < Fud
Mason & “fr3go] v} EEFES] FRol TG MEtH BRE & <3 ¥ ARe &
B od &3 RRE of TEl A3t FESI A NS B TEL £ ¢
& Aotz wela et 28] WFe] RRHKH gstE AL E, &
= Bl A BOREBS EBE Es Whkkke) Avt. =3 ks e BER EEe
Wgestet e stEetx, olw RRE ol BEE ERT At EMEE mesro) R
dteb. =@ oz RREHY THE S FHEV BEN B A £HE sz
Aekz F 4= gl b,

#E, Kahn = stz gl vheh o], RREUES A3y REs2=4Es &

(70) E.S. Mason “The Current Status of the Monopoly Problem in the United States”, reprinted in
E.S. Mason, E:conomic Concentration and the Monopoly Problem, 1967, p. 368.

(71) Harvey J. Levin, ed., Business Organization and Public Policy: A book of Readings, 1958, p. 6.



AT HHEE FIRY Tkl o Sushd 1S EPHEE RESE R TR
& BN T, 25l EIET ke BN E BET ke 95 =l
BB i, BEo R “ELe BT M HTRP D EENE MEEEE
Kahn o] $fi5&, %A EEDR MEE s A g e,

2. FEHEC| fik

ARGERRS BIRE vk o] —H FEEHMAT REEHGHOE JrIAA D, 2
o n¥ HAMCE FAMP(EE FEAEMLIE Rimel HPLHES e
e gl A StEel v, HEel S BORfESe A WEMo Y —gyel KN
BoRel BiE RS oLk

sEe) RS ERehE M RELHC] BET HEE 2 2 A%e 2
B3 e FEE o rle] S1e7h? 2R MR RMEe) MR MA RN B
EEHT @FE, 1A 9ol MAEAA Y FRHPMH Al fKiEE & HRe]
ool vstel, R HE 2o W RE L) Wiy Mawchs osle) Ay B
Eol BB T, B =E Schumpeter o By Mol A Btz 97 9E
oehz Azra s,

Hetsdeol A5 2ao] AAGESO) Sl DLk, MO WY %R Fielt, HH
SeATIHES 2o FFREN MHEE BEA T D, LEE S XH0L Y S
o B @AIEel ok e MEEHMGEES CWET BEEAA e we
e WS HHEGH ool oW E—3 WEEG MEH XROE SRk @
S piEele, 28 sl 7 HHAAE AP 1A% a4 BUY WA B
K% A deh. SRl ol A MMl RN LB G HE® B ¢
w2 e RS AT S ERSE 9E Hd4 % 5 s

o9 el MO SAEPO M) AN MENY JREN AR W
Femso 20 5229 BUZE S 9F Aotk 2 o n @ Wi KEd s
gemo 2 —ige THE Q¢ F 9E AL, 276 —KMo R EHLEHC 249 B
Fetts Avz 9le Bk ohdel, M REXE B REA LS ithe HE
maozd Yol ofdl 42/ BAMA LHE B 97 Aol M ¥

pak

(72) A.E. Kahn, “Standards of Antitrust Policy,” Harvard Law Review, vol., LXVII, 1953, reprinted
in R. B. Heflebower and G.W. Stocking ed., op. cit., pp. 361~64.
(73) Harvey J. Levin ed., op. cit., p. 4.



Be o8 Mkl A FBERERS MM BEe FEeld BEEYS BEE sblctz wotok

BREEHE HAResr REFHRBM B ReslAE old 27 & &t BT
EHE Aoz WEele AL o ohul RREEMGREE REET SBE Hd 2
B A ATe] Eobxl 2, MHIRARAZIA e doi=el e B A4 E
of Higie] PHS|m, EF EERAC & E¥A MEEH TREMkC MmiksAY s,
KR ARGERN BSOS 2 BEE, P B TEN MEBREYS P EEE £
¥ REE uv Billdle Aolvh. a2yl HEd 2EE &3 Ut SBE SV,
HEE AR E AR o= BEZA BEstt BN MRS Behe R RR LR
dEEtT BodAE Aol zeme o v wBE MLEMREI e AAH
ki e A AR vk sl ctes & 4 glon], 35Fe Neale & “owl 8
B HEPY e, 2o EfeAlE HX08 L (workable monopoly) 2 & FHS &
AL WkE 23 Y o] P S A2 e, RREME ooz
o] Res2eBife] KoM BN e sHldE ETstn, 2zl HAEP
Mo 2 A (TSt Qe AL, BAPoRE EEA gAY MET KEs =B
e #rael 24 gz ' Adletz ¥ FE AF Aol

Bxnste viek 2ol Mi& #i#sl & Schumpeter & 7h4 AR HFL BEF Kb
oale] WA E A2 WH, EEAHE F A REE S ALENY g (creative destruc-
tion)o] @Eel et EiEstgich zol Wl EEE HiEXENE fRE BEE H
REAh, BTN, BT, A 25 RS MRkl A% B, B MEmEAA 29
T 3] REMHLE HRG B, HEMK FiEs B RAE dd4 289
e} 2R HEldE BRI, “ol e WL AWE HMIE TTE A 2ol
oE olw ARTE o HEMelTh PN A n Qe FHS 220 BEFEY A
T el 2, wuk 23l0] THiE BiEE T3 g A-tdE Howeh 23 Kgst
RIE Emdeh. AL 2 SEfel vk & Abbutel gldlsE R AV HEH R
Bl Qe Ao LA 2fetne A duiets @ Afd oA, qAe
§ 5ERT BERY RSt s B TEE REY Aur09,

(74) Harvey J. Levin, op. cit., p. 5.

(75) A.D. Neale, The Antitrust Laws of the U.S.A., 1960. p. 485.
(76) Schumpeter, op cit., pp. 84~85.



o] 947 Schumpeter o] - Ad3S #ilHYl Fyfj(dynamism)ye] A28 Hdho] vt
RS HAR WHEHES REE @ATo 2 MEE 1 HRNeR stx, 294
FoeA fel bt HRgEE ol zElx e e FiRE - BEY MEXEN
= FRiske el Atk dejAe Aot gobx EEE A

ARG KRS TR BB Kb Hhe) ke HREE Bl A Mk
3 22 Schumpeters] JEHEEN-E ] M=z Jetz nejzaleh. o] e #is 4,
McDonald ¢] % 2l Fainsod 5-9] #7850 o te] #hs 2 Qv wheh 2ok =2
Hre RS PR REXR R HF e A5 dEstAs gAs, |
WS a s Hlre @ehe Bt RAMY VB REN Bk ste R, ®
iy o 2 ke [hete] (EEY BE e, KE o mipsEine MEE i
ek ikt AR, o] G SEAEFY HiE T)E RSk WEshE JERED
AR BRRERY MRS —B = e iz Sl AR, ARl #He) KEg sem
wE B TE BAsHe H{iE A ' oloh whebA pOREMES FEUE ME X HS #
By RES 2B FHE o197 FIZ ZA7t st BES AR E Aelgdn & 5 3.

McDonald & ofel Al 2 ZAAH gl BPESe] IHiEEe Hayek o, XA2s #
#she Schumpeter & 5% MhHdEsl RRHMS] Wil 2 T2 P, 22 o
Shg el Sl & Tot, el slelA e M REXHRE Gz, K=o
ZEBURY FHE BHER Sha, =3 BuRiMEo A HHGHGENY VBN BEsE
gl Hir s A3 glemz, o Wik WS Hye 2¥A SN g 29
vhoolE @ BIRE KEY FHHRE RBR ZelH, uhd BEHde] REXHY KB LR
o L AAA g mEdlA A E Avele, 2d] BhY A HE BEUR
T 913 ARBEA RAE SV d9E AL HET F A& Ao

IV. HHHPH EH
1. EBISl H
BEHRY Mae 19 HEtl A wrleE G st WRelZ, kAN B
b FERG e Az ek ¥ 24 BN RARS nde HEe v
U AsEl e stk 2olx BRESHREES FEE oY BEe ATINE ¢

D L McDonald “The Sherman Act and ‘Workable’ Competition,” Fortune, Jan. 1950, reprinter
in P.A. Samuelson, R.L. Bishop, J.R. Coleman ed., Readings in Economics, 2nd ed., 1955,

(78) Merle Fainsod, Lincoln Gordon and Joseph C. Paramountain, Jr., op. cit., pp. 606~07.

(79) J. McDonald, op. cit., pp. 247~48,



-2 (competition-at-any-price)’ o] 2} BE AR RIES 7MY} ol &8 Clack & &
W B AHBRTel Z BT REAFE] S 3 PHFESe A Pl v &
A EEe BR edhn Rigstgl 2@, Bain & Fliql A-tele HHY EANLGE
EAC ol BE AZSA &F 9, Hie] nd Wk A& RSy, a2y
BRSPS HE&S KeoAEKER 2 2 EAsteEd & o8& MEY Q. kst
ol RRENY AIETS BIRho R BES) MEA BTE 4 v #MAE Aok s, 59
RO BRE BR ok st 7 o &, BiWeR WM HHE AT MERERE
of w]Fol A HUFTsle] of BFF] wje)r.

=3 7herel] BoRil golA v el slel AV BREEFRS T3 WL BRI
Aol FERE et FHAGET WEES BEsE v LB ERERY A% 29 WY
B Proes diste BESEMIRR (Industrial Organization)-& o] 2] gh ZxRe] HIMESI] &
Aoletx xolok gvh. vhf Hi(N, D6 A KAM LBE BES Sete], =14 Mason
o) HIfigRy 2 (middle view) & bR, ohfel z R TMIEA KEwsEd
e s $18 BlET G2 B SR e (The Attorney Generdl’s National Committee to Study
the Antitrust Laws)’ ——LIF 713 BB ERAGen Lo —0 HHERRES B
Attt ol B8 HEU LB L WIS e Histdl ZBEdteE e Bl o
el A FHIM(N, DolAE HE ERAA FHEE BES S v EFARS
T BHREEINIY WBE 53 mikdel ol & HREES e, Rl 2 M,
fig 9 ORRS R BTEE @std MRLEEE Hmelvh. EREMGS 2 BHlEX
BRI g AT MRS NES /He AL ZinelAd, BEAWLRZE HEHRSE
W HES Bl Qe Allzta Al

HEBERHSY BRES olgge] §EF oz ov] FEIR v, Hud v oA HgEg
REl2B2B0RE Bares @A A, = 52 ERERS HBN Ui
& sl ARESRES ok R oben, BAREBERE LR s Kt
el 2ok AEPES MiRelE 2 st AE Eetz gk v REY B4 Ae
A%, BIKY B EYHMALATY MEENA MR EEEE fTE %

(80) J. M. Clark, “The Orientation of Antitrust Policy,” American Economic Reviews, May 1950,
No. 2.

(81) J. S. Bain, “Workable Competition in Oligopoly: Theoretical Considerations and Some Empirical
Evidence”, American Economic Review, May 1950, No. 2, p. 42.
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o, AFLBURS FIERY MHlel oAl HHEE + 5ol #HHE & A& Aol E
EMGRS AR 1HfIegA, XEY Res2E2BHERY HRo2 1 “=3
ERGE" EREGRTS e, DHE EBERY EAC A% =y AEMEe Moz
A BorE Aelvk®d. zEly BLEEEBORE EEMMGR o KRR BTZEel 31slel
obgt ¥l 24 Y oldl F 2N MRS REREEY F& yEo Ry s, 5K
el AHBRe2A 9 HAIE WMRT < A 2 el
2. WEE RKE

1) E.S. Mason &} 3735

Hlbel A 2= ARGSY e 24 RESiHnY RREERS N J4, REL
gol M R 2EBORS BRGHSHM oA fikKEdd A o= & B AUt
= W B P slerbrt HEE A 2 Bieksl o, 2d R HiE
Hayek %} Schumpeter 2 {1488 McDonald = Mason &] 3735-% HEY 3748 (middle view) 83
£ UL I (dualism)®Y o g sty glvk. Mason o] sr5e, WiERMET ol 7l
of EHE 5 AASE BIFT A g3, 2z (HEFE Mt sta e el A,
RGeS B A POREMEE of-&e EBREE 2 e it "EEREZRAG
vHEu s JEGEYel A vk, ol thite HiMholtl: MEBORE EIEY T Y2 1B
o Bhell A, ARcRSHERE] HEW #HAd BEEY —4F e o dofok g

Mason o] ity ¢ EEAR A& oh&3t Ze 29 BEFMA AT Heldh. F,
27k MEE A4eA e © ¥ iy 2 B EEEe s wol vintd e BEE F
A, (GXRRe) ke MRS TR Sy E RS, ikt
HHYE BEY £¥HE A &§ ARkl dve A, @ AdLEot B FiY
NS A, SHEE kel A HEEREH AarehAk, v BEE delAA
gttt A, @ M-S A REMES BRA FUH MFEr £3e]
EESHE BAMYSIS (cut-throat competition)o] 18 4 vk 2, @ Mhdidgd] ofspd,
HE WES Bl AR, 2E v o] Euld BAMEKT IREEME S BES
o] BEEENCE He AtE Ao A, @ BEEESE FEA T S BF
m“ﬂxe Theory of Monopolistic Competition after Thirty Years, The Impact on

Industrial Organization,” American Economic Review, May 1964, ditto, “Price and Production

Policies”, in H.S. Ellis ed., Survey of Contemporary Economics, pp. 129~73.
(83) J. McDonald, op. cit., p. 245.
(84) J. McDonald op. cit., p. 248.
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RolVE ol S Xl Schumpeter 7} st AA Y A 2L MR EES
kel BAE FHHA sty FE AGE A et 2@ A s REdAERK
el ofsted MEFIGHES] FHERT BReES 1THe ity 24 MRS e TEREE
BRI AR, = EE BES REW S BER S, g MEERe 1A
o] HRyel obd A¥REE Aot APt EEIGE AL e MER I 2
2l 22 Mason & F7ba| HMeo] o] FE B Zg MEY £ Y, o Wi#e o
7 KB RS MRl R, AR Hibihel 7l nhe #isEe R AAE A oF Yvke i
gte} @0, wrebal McDonald + 2% iy sz =% Ziiiel g 2% Heolrh

v FobA HEES Wi e R RRSE ASdE, 69 s BASE A4
PR BETAeha, 2 ol FHo] EENE Fertm Mfel v 1A Reidiugel Bt x
W, 2z RAREEN O E BEEE bR, B, BN #Ad 2y A5% As
Tl IREEWS THBSERE, 1B #EE o 9 EIEsot MR, Kk
Bl mEEDe) WitRskeh. e JeiRe) HieE #HEIE AL @Y WEste, £AT &
Blee) fFfed LT BOTEY WEERY #el WEE R MIREel . Mason & i
shelulobgke], MER fle] HE EEA @b ARIE, T $0t RAWL FESE
7he 2 £¥S TRERE BESA dane REY 5 gk 28y THEEREA s,
gl HERE R 4 v HHES miEldte Ax of - RS SREge slaE
EAE, ELM, FH(EBRR, EEED—EHRRR, FEY ki P IREES ]
o, 1 oojl FoletE el AL BREsIR] & #&Eel o

G B o) Fo) BEE Folob shevhe o)k BE AN (EESH
A EEE Yevn sheze] Masond) i)t o] 9hzke] Mason & Frhx] HHES H5E
ez FlAste, = ol %& EFsErtE MAY ou 2R BE KEFESYE I
Beldl, ol=d e McDonald sl THsHe AN RBH, FEO B ohthen,
E 2l et IEHT Fe] FolAE AL ouL2r v} o] ohiz), E¥
kel BEBHY BIEE Zlvtelok &vh. ooy FER —BET-S ERete] IR B
Re BHESHE Aol A8 RS BEsle AL 47, 2o BN HAE 4
stelm st Mason 8 S ARERHT T REBCKd BHARGZ 84 &

(85) Mason, op. cit., p. 355~57.
(86) Mason, op. cit., p. 366.
(87) J. McDonald, op. cit., p. 231.
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2) BERERAGY MEH

SEle Blbel A, HHESY Bt 24 Mot KRR Jhed g HRAS
AL, WEM 5T SRR Tt st JUEY Bl AlsE sAske
By 8 BORMC 2 RS Ah Z glome, 2A5E MR A drte ER
Sk Mason & 7858 ZLgl oot 2y oWl S 2 S wuhA GERG S AE

P2 aRS R, FERGRRN SRS 3 HBHEe Prete »1d @ migmA
HRE Hslok slaz, ze(7] Sl HEREEATEE AiD7t Sikel sejof & A9
vho P el FEel W HAl M KEE 2EKKS T BRE LHEE, 19464
SES Alcoa Case™ L2 fipaiiite] e FloldA RAERE of& ZEsty
T HFel EEAYY A & 5 Yok 2% e s nwl, LR o £k A
T ORARE s Y o], REMES AR vkel ol Bk EEE FHA BHE
T BEEH R Aol gk, e B3] Ao 2y MERRRS e SeA Rk
#ol HMEHE hukche], AR RGP S BEY A4 M iEHESE
L1955 4Ee) HRHE EEY AERTRERS HEEIH.

FHEETEREOE B3 FRLEY HPorYH HEY HleRS R fekd,
La)o) phfrs BAMLS R BT $ Qe Hiks ARste” D. Eisenhawer JXifiRel
Figo 7, “Oele RedAeike HEA D AAKCA ESEATE BINSR S, &
H:ggr Herhert Brownell, Jr. o) o\ %o, 195342 8 F 27 Hel nl&o 3™, o) ZRAFE

Al R A= i SET4 S. N. Barnes 9} =] 4|2 k8 #% S. C. Oppenheim-g-
FZEEoR sz, 2 9ol 61 A8 HACE MREATY. ZREE HedeE 2 1B
B HPIREA, BHEMFES s W. Adams, M. A. Adelman, W. Berge, J. M.
Clark, C. E. Griffin, A. E. Kahn, S. H. Slichter, G.J. Stigler 5o] &= g}, o] #E#H
= GARBAGY WES K R ERE 20 2HaEd BaE AX 7 1955
4 3 Hel EEEEAA #HT Hel=h

Ais®Ed WS, FAHIRA 85 shE T4 (monopolization)’ —e] A o] FHRAYEEAFS
st HIIRS 2 ket ERe FobA #Erelvh—ol A7 Shermanik 1%, 2 ¢

o

(88) Alcoa Caseoll 5t} p. 46 BH.
(89) Report of the Attorney General's National Commitiee to Study Antitrust Laws, U.S. Government

Printing Office, 1955, p. iv.



HABSCH 17D, “SPHE THd GRS RESE BIRS WHLERE AT BIR
G250, 2 Clayton 3 BIER T RS A0FGmergers)s] FIBBGHE 33D, 2 HRBR
BISRE & Clayton i #5210, 3G 43D, Hifdl BY RE¥ 2=RBOHE5 ), K=o
ZEMES) EARAGE6ID, WEPS WHS) MEWIFAGETID 1 REHAE RS
WIS TS PIECH 8IDS B 82 Helgoho. felk o WEH REY K
=o 2E Rl AT BNy, RN HIEE RN HAMeE Siw e ¥ 5
At
SRk LS P G AEGIPY M R 575 ER Wb AN
HEUH CHREP WRIE ERY B OVelde HEAA sHRelAz slEd,
2 WERE O HAGPN BEEY  REY S 9, © EA BE, @ BRK
WS, @ W R, © B% =t 1Y MR, © S9K il 4% HEs
BRel HEL O MRS MRRAL, © HPEd ) JHK = S 75,
@ BRIED W © R S aeh b Like HERES HAEPtY W
W AEREEAGY ARE Tod na
D EEER RS B AR A R
REPHRRY okl A ARIEPO) THESA SAAE o9 ARE WENE ANA GE
% el Bl WRM Aok Beh T ke olY AT BN
AAA Be EHGH 48 BHRC R E19 Al FNE EkeAY, E: #AL
B S e AAN ek Al
2o} HAEP LES CEWS Y A B maa BRGEE —R
o2 WD $E Wk 2EmE FIEES B0 REE BE0 sl ps oA
dlEa JRE ST o At HEESE JAAE Mot WEEH obg
2 fEEEY B EiE o oF Brhe Ad) Mshelok @vh VA NiEen FREk
el el FRAEE BIVSRE TR SRR (bR Aold BRI Ry 3
A A Bl MO AXS MBS, T B BHEPI WG dold, =&
W REE I L3t BB So1A Mg matslel ok ¢ el st 24
o DR a3 MBS AL AREPY BEE TET TE A
o W SR, AN TEMRLGE RIS 477 AR, S5

(90) Report, op. cit., pp. ix~xiii, @ pp. 3~4.
(91) Report., pp. 324~36.
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HE L ARES obd Wihktkel vk, 2z g ol2fg EHEL HES thFdE &
AL Q.
(2) #AY B

A28 BERET BHEOl #EANE BEE M Ae RPN R HRES FE
Syl 413 AR fReEol et A B2 B3l o el B, =v 2 £F, A
2 olw Bfsol AT, FfFMee] ol2YE BEshe AL, TilBe] T S mR
RS ) 9% BN Wb Fol k. Gy Alfel MASHE BAHL BRIAAME
Qg el L EHE, BAS FIASE T BIEY KA, BFeEe) EEE BRN K
R TR o)k FRIE ol®l i 8] o Fel, HriFEel vt RS RAEIEC] 2 Hd £
ABA 7L Bste wiTERES ST 2ol vk #iEetn Hihdtd ¥ Bk Holx
Ag BEE R el BFEAIES BAKELTE BESA 2ol e dslithe A
o P B2 Aol AelA FaFe A PR s BEE & e BALY
HRE A HEsE el HEel o

A2t SHO BRFT e A BEe A4z gHeE, KEslas i«
Hryel RS Hiketx okl Slel A EET EABGY T SEE . AlE A
g o] nF TFiGctz & g fldh. od A¥E HRER Y RS B
g Hel, HPREE ot ZnRrlE . 2 HIGES LET e R
2 pEfRstz, digel A MAN LERBE S AL ] da4E o= BER #
AY BE7E glelok g, AR BREE HRcte A& 2 Hitles b BEEG
;e kR s, 294 e 7B E 2 EXd Eirste BSDT BERE R E
7 o] gl et
3 BgEe By

ojwl EE¥l Mt ' ¥Eol AEY Bitke FES 2, AU @ FlEs

BREE AL AICET EAWNELG L. SEY KEEST dE EXdAr A5
FEER HEel leloknt WARM T8E 51 + doh. zel v REHES Bt A IRE
Hel g€ A-volE, BRAY 1TES sk, FARMLE 5, BR37 o RS

A%o gdek. 2E EXAA, REHAZ BOY BN BURS BuEstE A B9
$5 KiEE ZEsteAt ste 2 Hilolx, IRE#ET 28l A $odv ey K

< B A b wek Ak IREES Bt AL AL BRES HEKERERE 1A
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LA, EeE WS HESTE BiEd £ dov, 2Hd Ak de Aol
£},

@ IRy YepRAsT

MR HERITR7E B s BRE T HEEkSE MR el BPEIE HRE A,
o9 REEE el FAAAE G5l EBEY A, olH T MWk BB B
BEREEA delvbe AL, olF] MHET MRl FESAY, BRES K, R
Esl7) Siste] vhe HES 233 ke 7 -told. auzE I HRETS BS
=E Bhse e BE #Heletx Azt 2ei IER =5 B (cut-throat) ]
70l THHEAY EHAGE HEEM] BHoz vor 5 v, 28 2R HEgd 7
e, @ s K, Hibe] MENeR ol 1T BREE 14 =t REsy
t BHNE 7H B Aot e @ S B, W BAo s FkE
S she] FEES A7 AV, = 2 oubel FS Hivd 9% Adsg dof
Hobok Frh. g ol ®A SRS WEW 178 EELSE ARTE 293 1789
FHEE sty $1gt Aeld.

(5) EEX =& Wi REL

oWl EEXY MEMEL 2 EXS HEREET vEblT EER BEs ol B
2 Btz Y& E¥olur AREPNY 7 v Ev KEELE 08 EE, 5
3) A EABGS FEE AETEteE BES A9 g o) E8ld BRES
< S M R B8-S 1A a, AR HEE LA N T BifEE
B RERS BfEARES BES Bl BES vz, AMeES 2 EXeE B
Bl8ha, MRl EAGIRS o= grels HHFEEAE MY aAElS BAA
of. gedehl BEshe A 2E BRI B [ W BiEESL o) A
Foll, b HFG BoRel FAUAME mAESHA 7L RS, #ibde A o,
ol Bl §F B o5 PUES ol¥fE, HAeNE HPHdA ke FX gx BRET
T vk —ERY S¥E, S BRSE E¥d ddAuttE ZERl B A
wrh 7BhetAl HEES HWE HEFE o ok o™ AfdE RN B JEF R
Re|A ofowl, ©¥E HPES EAL HEY B obet, BAEMETS X HMAE
Ao HrEihe HFAE H9A @4

6) AN Sl AT HRERY EH

L o] owA MRS =, AFA EFolertd wetd, e Flfd AT B



#) KBRS 2 B0l 9B SlEsbdl Wea EEEAY 284 g
Ao, HEBES BES 2 ANAE BROEHN BEEE K A
RIS ME(T BRE ARl AU §Esbe WEE ohdAuAb mArs el ok
3.

i B EEE THELY MEAE, FolE drhEe HATHE e &
Se9 FoRio] sl ol oF AR Ak, Z o HWEA WY WA Rl
N el KEELCE Rietz, 2 Rl ofd S BRN Shd 4% A
R Hile] ol ok qheh. o] Ho, (EMME & HBO EHEH H0A 9T B
e A S RS, EEE (T80l BHE £ T et s A
o) o], dut Sek RS 94 4 ATE W o 23,

28 mE, olel e HPM File] T A gE A%, wE WG K] TR
§ el B ) BMEOL SR R, AEESE A Lv e RES
Hpge) T RMAED ZoldE BES HPW (BT MR

(R o 2 FEOR SO AT QBT BiEd F 9ok Bk HE
Fliges 191l (e SISy, WONELIE 9ok $U 2Ene WEs fiadl i
prol 9% % 9l7] W Eelvh. zelme (ROl EREEES FESERE, 2 i
H3iRAE (market seltings) & ZHste] o Fet.

D BREHIE}

Wl B ko] AEhR, Eeagel Mael wd ¢ REMLSE, MHEES 2
o mBSA ol ERH WReiH W HRNY WReE BT £ 9 2
dee figel Weds 2 mme e BEE ud A,

BRFEALS) BEE THBIE(market setting)o] R TH MIREH) MRAEHLE
el Gigdl A WEE O P WE MEEIH EESE Ad 98d, ®E
Mo M A4eeh. 2ol M ST BEEAILE, e Bl ARESN
Q il AE ERET Y} RESPES AT BERL REdE BRoZ W
29 nE WEEIHL BEERA AL BEe 1 m%ﬂ $RESh, Mok RLMga &
B FESE T EAEP HHE v FelA SUHiH ol o & Aol

® Heteye) Esel T =t Wi 175

HRET DB BRI RUHE EEN BE K =t HEHE GBS HH
Rl WERTEG ol WEEA 29 HBRe @l MEESHE AL fubste



AL, HEEEEME MEs 4x gedd, reductio ad absurdum o) t},

2 =Y AREPIE A9 @RS BPEESY ERUTE Qel=Ds HE
£ Qeh zEnz EEEml IUES hAw, 2 LTS 5TE dEthe MEWESR
£, WES TV, RS Bl e A5l HEHPH ERTH REMTe
Hvk .

2R EE AAEPS BPEY Eiel S Ao}, BE 2 LT 5THE 2
3 FESE el btk waba ol MY (I —fEe REETY Bme 2
A R B s KB BOE AR 2tk ey BEs fdel Mkshe B
of AAA WEHY EH—Ee U, A BB Fao HHUE @He BE
AR A @ Ao ARESS B gE Ro) uBelt. ERIARCIY EH
BITE BUMaHE 22, 230l Af9e Rel7h Al Aol } FRES Kot 2
o] %+,

(9 BFEED

EREEO) % S 2 R R %, MRS E woh oldeh o we ¥
BNy B BEE Gehe) A EEANY BE, £E —RE TR FR
97 oz EEENE FEblEd 2aR 2 gld. o] FoA AMS iR &
BT A o oF Seh, —REY KFEHRG] BARMO R FATED BHEEED
o FIESE A HHBLY MROIAE 3, HUSPY HREE Woh 9Y o
Eel Tol MM AEMEG olete] woh the FIES BRIE BRS 2%
B STk, T e ERMVeR 1Bl BAMENE AAA W5 ERRAe s
FIRAEY AMENE Bkele) HER e f¥e B, Bt s WHY BmhF %
Re % 4 vk old Kool Myl WHE WRENS, #ko) mmed,
gpmERe WEY MM G, = [T THEEES BAAYNE EEES
o BBy Bhol WE ol EMe s A% WESE FAE o 2% 238 @
A B SPEE] P, WP RS AT, 24e PORAS g
914 gaA, mE uT e FURMAA, AES WARE A8 Tl Ao 27
= Ol A EEAE TR E FARANE Rkl HE wetd, Eg
& Bk MES A oA AR TE §lenE HPNISS) EMY KK
& WESE BN $EC WY Fakke]l 471

(10) S



ERENE dAV BER BFe Hste Biaz Y7ee AL @mfeld. 522
gpol Al {HigzERle]l glvkx A, ERENS BHY =% KESwe stz HIst:
2 AFHBORY BEERA ZE2HEPE BBMo 2 ARE Ao Aa. 2o AR
grel glolA = {Effe] —HRoR HAY, 2 HEH #Hrste s g Bl gE
Stef, fe3Ee]l Bihzt AETES HEHil st KMoz AT FEE MY 5
Q& WIER Bl fFEsl oF gt A¥ERE el Ho HiES metd TEE BhH
= otx, BP dste] WiBH R KzE FHE(bs of oF Q).

AERBRAGTE AV ERENE E32 At & HiBe HEEA FHigdA &
AFEE 4ol BEES FEREDN, B9EE B dtd =t B8EE 5O
o) BoRel w2 A stz $dbe] —EHYe = {78k IRTERY ERER, = BPd Y
A el © e EHEE P7lz, HeMel okd flfd e w2 HET MY E
aoh 2EE AR EERS B ik SRR A WE dhm e gisEsL
RN obd-& BIFsteh. zev ehxInte] RGNS FEENS BERETERAS
b el MR Ax Q& #E&elth. A& MBS MRS dx, SEGheE
(multiproduct firm)e] SFALYHIEY BWHE (st BRE /MAd. =g ([FHRE
Bl 3] HIEREIIT MBS JeAtE, 2ARle® EHRGS HENE Ko
e e

o (EREZERIO] S A Rel s, 2R ERERC LM TR A, AR

ol i Rsedtkel & A& vehdch zelv Blg shelzie) EGHEEN A%

E ok 2dEg, @ERENS o4 i ANESS slgEted o8 ER 44

Egs ook sl BEY HHE| .

BES 1018 ERE EUARFRAAIT AR QB MmE-s MiEste 2o BE
3 ERe ek T ATl 2L HIGESE AEtted RAY ¢ v AR A
Byel kT HWE Bitste Aeoldh. ez RMESET 234 #3] A% 3HHA
o] A —frryel AdE BT dz, —# BREL 2AEC] noh —RAveR oby
g, HEd ¢ 9 BER BESG s AL Witz ok Bk E&d d3d [
HEGY HEAWES KEEY Bk Bl AR ¥ BSEd Busse MiEn BZR
o] HREESY e FHA, oA dEdA zutel EREE ofdy EEsH e AdE
o4
(92) Report., p. 325.
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Dy el d ARG g AN g2 RE/ #HHe Itz g ol EEH
Stigler & MG Mokl BT ARl Huss BRSO A% EHE o
= 9A gz grEste, “AEEEdd £ ARRFE milzte 10EY BRTAIA,
et B, AL Eib, Y FMFE ¥ N fRENY RES XIH BRe o4
A%MAEE o198 wREPH RET Aoz, 2vte HEE BAY Hhd BKE
el e Moz WY AolA V(e EEw BREESD, = o Hitd ostd B
o] ofgl Wil TEpel AT Wikl M ekm etn vk 2By 2E AUl HEE
o REH HEe fich. zela BIEY HAHEE RBIRSHT MR ERpieY] HAud
EReE RESA BES ME Aol AEHDOE BAGS SHERA HESD
e oo,

o} e HEificl Sl-Fel = ETotn, AERERATY WEHe LES KB A
o BARAKIBEY PSS RFE Aol n, K22 oRy HERER LY X
Byol g vhebd sleleh. z HAGRSS AL B ANl Hle BEG H
He 719 MiEste, 27lEe] BFN = RPNz FASE 2+ o2 ZRES
o Bl A BEMNSHA EERelw glew, mEla ojzlez i —fiNeR MEERET B
iRel oF T-& AR Mol AolA, MigiHie] ERS T WRLME oh-gvl EZiksle:
BRCGHF YL VAL - BIRS HAR Beole zelth

3. EFHEER B8

1D EXMERGRY B

E¥ME-e, O Bk (market structure) o B, RET#E o MEE S THETE) (market
conduct) P el THEERE (market performance) & Bfgeslzm, @ ol Selw ol BES
TBERT HEfEY HSihes B =v RS 2, HEHTEe] migMiEd oy
Y =5 BUE =R FIETSEA] SISk, RE, 1TE) 2 BSRSES) Abele) BB (associa-
tions)-& BRI =, @ 2z HRE FANE Hh B BEE 7 obd AHEUE
& T - $2 THE sl & allste Aol ERAMGRC MET FE BEE AR
= AL, zA =g Byl N Bain o] Industrial Organization 2 Fmiol v+9®, [

(93), (95) G. J. Stigler, “Report of the Attorney General's Committee on Antitrust Policy—Discussion,”
American Economic Review, No. 2, May 1956, p. 505.

(94) Report, op. cit., 1955, p. 339.

(96) Joe S. Bain, Industrial Organization, 2nd ed., 1968, pp. xi~xix.
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PLEF e ke EEMAMKRS Baind s “ERERE oMAZ Iz, =Ha
ERJEE olnl & dlo] efoiite}.”® nrt AMMe 2 FEHIAH, 24L& 1933 4Fd T
475 Chamberlin &] The Theory of Monopolistic Competition &+ 1930 £E4% 4238 8 5o
7 EFEE Y M BEY Y £REE Y MR WEESITEA FESH HAr
E A 8A = ¢ vb. Chamberlin LiFhel 9o} A = 19 gkt Alfred Marshalls}, 1920 4
ol & MEERT TREPN RN BB gz, ® FHoRE THS #RY
He wsike] @3 E. A. G. Robinson®¢]1}, P. S. Florance” -0 HEF gl 9l
99 Aol #egel . 22w Chamberlin o 72 w2 ze]ele] Joan Robinsonlio & B
B GHERIS HHTE Botel MRS MELR T olgel 2 B WER
FRAM 2Eile) QgL ® BTy, BERAMAS MR B WaEttE S EREE
Abel ${LE 714 e Ao Chemberlin o] 8} 2 wolel g}, o3& HRAY EREG &
@l FFRE Raste Ad o8, BFss @Ys Wit Fobdah, 228 o
B TRl st Aol

B S WY By B (primary theoretical origin)-2 Chamberlin & The Theory
of Monopolistic Competition of 4] Zrolxlrl, A2 Bain & $Rfgstz gt ulelgdre] AHAlz
EEHEIT 24 HREY THEBEE e o8 BEESE Bars x, olud ke 48
ma RS RES | =2Febx) oh e PR RMERS (theoretical construct)-g- A-&-o 8 B
5] JEMsh, MR S 2 MBS WS O ddtd o HRNEEY HAE R
EIshslR 2 o) ghuon,

FEES] W Eukst B, Meke] HaRbel B BTed AE fRE ELE,
BAHES o B T, TERREA ([, LER % EME o-3e KHRS un
ZHULS FBE 2 RSERIES FHibid QoA igfEe e 2o BT eE 2
(97) 1.S. Bain, ibid., p. viil.

(98) Joe. S. Bain, “The Theory of Monopolistic Competition After Thirty Years, The Impact on
Industrial Organization”, American Economic Review, No. 3, May 1964, p. 28.

(99) E.A.G. Robinson, “The problem of Management and the Size of Firms,” Economic Journal,
June 1934.

(100) P.S. Florence, “The Problem of Management and the Size of Firms: A Reply,” Economic
Journal, Dec. 1934.

(101) Joan Robinson, The Economics of Imperfect Competition, 1933.

(102) J. S. Bain, “The Theory of Monopolistic Competition After Thirty Years, The Impact on
Industrial Organization,” American Economic Review, No. 3, May 1964, p. 29.
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