Xl X EY2E g9 BEEEARY
O MHEHE

%IE;“%“

=

JiEEL}:E‘F}EE’J BAER — AR
o] BHMER FokEm
94 HEHE

<z HA~
#Jo o oW T
LT

&

I F 3%

1997 39 24% "2 Adgagde 2 seoA 771480 74 E
gt e nZARY AT ARAAYN F9FE A e B F, T
Ef2~ER S A &g wolof du), watd FmQl REF|HAL, v A Fo|
b 23 929 AZEA 347} v= AUt ARA HAdE] &4
NAE £87) 98t NARRE FReA nFAF dGFS Ak @
28L& dagrh o] AdL ulF Iy HEHAEYS I A ojFofA
FAolx HLdte deF L ZAE oA

o 9] /| & (Extraterritorial Application)o] & ojW 3§ 397} oFeoA] o] Fo]
Aogdxs 2 9o a7t A PAAY, e AT }IE Jq e 7
ol A=Y H4E 4+ dvhe Foloh

ZAREYEA oA BEA distd dutA o R &) F o (Territoriality

Principle)7} A3 H 1 it @ahd ZUg e A Gojgte AL doHe=z

* o] FILL 1997 £ %Hﬁ%ﬁ@%la] SFRE FRRA A3td AR
*k ﬁﬁk@# KR BHER BT
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Anel HoloA AT Y. T AR HAR7}) Qo 22AHL
e 2859 748 % AFd gL e AL A= =7to]9,
AU AR T, HYAFAMY AZ7GY ANEF T L3I A5t =
oA o]FolA &9 ddx AXYE HLdt FASL Ut 2 o
A e ded8e FAAY ol =] FAnER gL £A
£ of7IAZIthD

) olg e I BAYTY dgHgo2 QI FAnAL 58 BA
HEok N Fad A7 Hla v wetd AR A B IAFR T
WS nldsly] 9ste) OECD, WTO SolA =28 Q =¢j7F &%atA Ry
3 9ok 28y gAs] FAFGe] 9 v g HEAA Pl of
g ZAA Ao plAEHR] Etn e AAoldh wetA dF9 MR
ZEL EAF o2 ATy d9H LS AdFstn Yot v, Y, EUs 73
AT g9 A& AFH oz AFHY FrE|) 53] v A= W
EY2EH (Antitrust Law)2] F A &) 714 HZFHo|n, 1 ¢o F&He
WAy, 2AAGE, AZEYYE, =38 59 993 ES AFq JAS
gt Q171 WEA o #H F7EY FAvEE of7[A7l Tt

o] 29 Q. 1945 A9 United State v. Aluminum Co. of America(Alcoa) A
AoX Hzz 9o P A=x71e HARA Pt AT IFS £
AE7t ANT, AAZ vFo FE WA A4, v FEH2EY] o
& 9o ot JAEE F S HAAT o] ALY #A o|F w7
MEHAE Pl o 25T Al o7 L wEM Pls NEHZE
o] oA go] dukstE Yt

a8 oo HEHAEHEAL FALY AT AIY2EE AFotE
Rol ofvel, YAl HAo AduiE, AF7E, LuAE A A FA AF

1) ole] thid M 3T W8S Dieter Lange and Gary Born, The Extraterritorial
Application of National Laws, ICC Publication No. 442, 1989, pp. 3~4° “343]
A A8t it

2) njZe weEYrE Fxo] IPste v|F WEJ2EYS FAdE FLYoR
Sherman Act, Clayton Act, Federal Trade Commission Act7} 3lemnj, 1 #jol|A]
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements Act of 1976, National Cooperative
Research and Production Act, Webb—-Pomerence Act, Export Trading Company
Act of 19827} glon, @d A|FHole Wilson Tariff Act, Antidumping Act of
1916(Countervailing Duties, Antidumping Duties, Section 337), Trade Act of
1974(Section 201, Section 301)°] Sizm, ez #¥ FAIYF(Bilateral Coo-
peraton Agreements)°] 1t}
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o Aul2E AW 48 AS g AREY B3FAES FALE EF
o2 3t AP AdHE F-stn Y7l W] A8 FFAEA HE
gn ¥ 5 U g 4ARLS AR uPLY BHEAIME qFS
71#o] A&H1 o

W u]Fo VHEHAE FJPFIIL n)Fe] NEH2EA P Jebd 33
o AR AEE JAABE Yo AdE] €4 ALAY AJES e H
AN EE d BMEHAE P JPAA'S 1977 A(The Antitrust Guide
for International Operations: ©}stol A& 1977 AR H'eletm ), 19884
(The Antitrust Enforcement Guidelines for International Operations : ©] 3}l
Me 19887 8AAelgn ) el 1995 (The Antitrust Enforcement
Guidelines for International Operations: o] stel A& ‘1995 HPA F'elgtn §)
o FEIo.

v 5o HEHAEWY 8@ g floj FoF AH) He AL 2 Y
9ol BAlolth. &, 194599 AlcoaAtzde] BAAME d=FoA2 47t o
FA A ‘dEAeln 4AF ¥ S VA= I, viT VEHAERY 493
£ AAst vyl BEAL PAGhe A Fo] E(Effect Doctrine)©]
AN H AL, 19763 Timberlane AN & WS FEAS 994 d¥dL
AA e ol 8 HiAstz, 42 AZFY 1R/Y PAAE 7HAx dode
B A ‘A ol & (international comity)S m & FEd AT Fel 4
# (Jurisdictional Rule of Reason)e] A€t 28l = & dhiel AA
2 "5 Fddold UGN 9TE pAA vIe] 2HAE e
Folo) it A4F LS AF T AU, ol RA T FEolY HYFA
Soll S v P datod® JJAH LT 27} olth

ojg} T ulF WEHZEYS AR L Hxe AU FFd wE
LY Hxy v HEHAE 7T P wepr] BsiEo gt 53
1980 a9 Wl 1990 ddl Eoi¢t niFxyPde Hx=g nlx HEH2E
239 APFAL AT REHAEYY FAFH L HAE v} ¢ Sdiste 2
FE 2oFa la, me J2 vEEde T HEH2EY S F9H §5}d
T A o] FolW FA WHAYAR A didtd FANEE ¥ & Y&

3) A4 v]ZF ¥ 5 (Department of Justice)e) ¥HE# 2E = (antitrust Division)9} &
WA ) 9] 9 3] (Federal Trade Commission).
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BAgo. aeln ns HEJ2E AP 1953 APAY 2N
143 1*5‘%1—4 AR AL FAZZEAZ ojwstetd IHAHE IAA
B HEH2EYY Yool FHHW FAEAE AT A9
33 glx, =¥ AR JPFFE A3etn gith
ABHA vF gEH2EYS] FoH L Aie F8 FFEE dEFH EUA
Zoldch. 2ev A feve ZIdEd FAAN EEeA L, EF F2
vzt 5o o8 F£EAZoEAY Fa4el FH FUE w He
U Ee vt datds ZAF AR Bd Yt AP S AEE 87stn
fon, =g dx fHvgdd APFA 7QTFE2E FHANY AEIF
o] ddo] nF wEHAERY AZHA @eA, 2z od Wy Y
& TRANNLE 9 @6375‘7101] W #HE FYste § FAtn A+
olgt #Ad] 1990dd = fuUdy 7 BAV|BEL V|5 WREHE
B 49A &o] 77 301 29 FA A2 AAAYe] Frlz 8 AL
°B% drhe £4 & stn ok 53 v HEHAE 359 19959 HY
"ol W}E‘& gvtet SUHAIFAMS 2R Adagolvt AEIFY A
#3 Fol @A mErIde FAvRze £2d 4FE WA=
BE2EY Y 494§ o] d stedel e Aes Y

°
&
e

et nag 2 dIAAAY ddez sx gle Feude 199049

0 So19 A4 guie JABF A3 4TS Bol1 Jle vF HE
A2EHY X4 IFF AWA VEHAE A3 n|F PYdo HE
g B43tn, oo dd AAAA Reiete nda gdoz g& FAHY F
FEY A% dug dast o

et & dFE vs EH2ERY 94 g4 A3 vEygdel @,
vl MEHAE FR FAAL ST W HEH2E HAPA L’ AAH
APL3o] Ug EAE Fata] 19909 HoH & A FS Wz, o

o Wg Selte PR PR FUR Y AGSEAAY AweE
AN A Bt
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0. £8 R EYJ2E k9 BsMEA —2FR8)
1. 194539 Alcoa B2

& ke A7 AREQY AT YEE BRstn JolA 2 JEY
o e Aoy AlEd dig AEAL YA F e A(EAFY:
Territoriality Principle)ol S AI'§2 @utdFo|th. o3t AP AZF o) ot
g g i F7tEL JAH 2 AZe] JEUAA LA Pl s
ARt FAE Beien Ut

ol¢} Ze FHIF £AFd A% nFe] HEHAEHS H4H LS
223 w3 2 190939 American Banana Co. v. United Fruit Co. A}z340]
Tt o] AN uFHAL vF HEHAEY] o3 JEU A o]F
B At 4w, 34 JEUGA o] P dsid &
A452 Gevn 23

234 3o FAAE Tl FASE gt AT JEYAA EAYEA
e YA GE A7 FEY A S mA = P st 2
TR AEE et Aol AARE FHLE JeiytEd, 28T B4 S
Aoz Ud Wl viFe] Hdolo

n)s BEH2EW AogX LS HSoZ AR Hdle 194599 Alcoa
(United States v. Alminum Co. of America) A750]t}, o] A A 9] #A 4 9
o] n3 MEH2EWY dox Lo dutdFolgta & ¢ e P&
(Effect Doctrine)e] @ =HAt 5 HAME gFUA0] FoA P P4
drlEte 2 7t wlFe] 9L vX 1, B 1 2L 4% vl o X (intent)
ol Al o] Foj Aol Bl TuEE AL F vin MAdstm, EF o] 2
< 233N FUEE Fedte AL FARYLEE 19 HeFolgn |
t} & vl A<¢(trade and commerce)o] ‘=2 o|nE AAA 43F(intended

4) 213 U.S. 347(1909).
5) 148 F. 2d 416 (2d Cir. 1945).
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and actual effect)o] AR EHE &, vT gl HAYF v]F PEH2EY] At
Yotz n3Yde] A vAYE F¥Yol&o] FHHINOH, 1 ¥
go| 2o AT 7 WEH2ER] HH LS AT HeO7} o]ojF

A4 1945399 Alcoa BE L oA wAAA P9of <3 wFo 2
o] F2MFY P e FMATS WLoE 3 Fojtt wakr] vz bk
EZ2EH0] H9F Yt nI7149 &, AAFAEF T2 AFdte 7
Sz A48 5 v A FuAh. 22y 195049 United Sta-
tes v. Minnesota Mining & Mfg. Co. AZANANA 749 ul5 $£&7|4E] &
W3ALE ARsted dAWAT FETES & A7 HEH2EY] gt
ojgtn HAFY. TdH o] AR L wFIIg 3 n|FFEY APl
g Agolz, TN AF71ded A WHAAA Pt vFY FEoY
HYEALEFS At oJFE ALY FL U}

o vjZ SEH2EMQA MY (Sherma Act) Al 1 Z2& A 2z w5
Aol Adel BAP Yol vFY ‘Y33 (foreign commerce)ol] 311X <
AAAT PAE AN Fdzn FPn Yok v Hde Y
wad vz ‘9 Z44 (foreign commerce)olEte ML ulFe FEov
HYEA 5 FFate Aoz FAstn it 2dn 1970 o] DRRE
of glojA ulx EH2EWY HES 2R EFLAA] vx9 K& =
AR FAFRAE Aslsta ke $eid wa, vlF PEH2E G
a3 BFAGE AAS 274 #&23 FAVIEE HIs] A F
Aoz 19773 AR A (Antitrust Guide for International Operation)& A3 3t
A, o] A= vz FEoly fFEARFA 43S e =
Aol A P9 o detdz REH2EY S JJFH LTS Jjestn U

2. 19823 9] ‘=R vtEYAE /NXAY(FTAIA)

194539 Alcoa A7 #E ol ¥ n|F NEHAEWS H4H L FuUy

6) United States v. Minnesota Mining & Mfg. Co., 92F. Supp. 947(U.S.D.C., 1950),
United States v. Concentrated Phosohate Export Association, 397 U.S.
199(1968) %-°] 3ot

7) 92 F. Supp. 947(U.S.D.C, 1950).
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9 ALHANE UFUR FEASA AF stz sivke viste]l AZi=Eo] g
wekA 1976 A 9 QWA A9 Timberlane Lumber Co. v. Bank of A-
merica A8 A o] BAL FAL Alcoa AN e o] B T B
A71eta #FE@o] # Fele 93 (Jurisdictional Rules of Reason)S A
AN A

o FHAL o] Alete] tistd mlY e BIAE AAFFEME Alcoa At
A9 B9l Zo] FHE 93 #FAE AR} Ay e g =
7Fe] o1& neldA v ELRE Ao, Alcoa BH Y 2AL FHo|ES
ZNAROR HEse AL AR BEY FFAE Qs Ao ddx
et n, sa YAt LFHAZRY wZ 2 AASQle] AEE v|d
Jrtte AE o|F=2 £ U v Hde AEATA] A
9g & g9 4 2 248 Pstn Yo F, FLL g9

7t gFAee A, dEEY FH7t 520N FARAAdE H, gz

5] 5 etao] AP AMA Fgo| nAYdEs Mol FI3ta, T3 L%
BHx AR WA FAd AZHA Fete A, 2gn 25829 njF

gF ol gAY F=st EAVE HA devte AE B4 FEH] gid
3 B2,

ol Al AANA AMAIE HAHo| B3 Fejol YHolgd AA, JgFolE
AA AAE vlare] A ZGel 98-S viF st agn 2@ 9o 9
=HAE7t A, EA49 P97 MY (Sherman Act)s AR 13
T e 439 SO AW AA, vF Pde] TEA FFE ADE W
& P97t AU R o Zytd Fug P FAAL AENE Ao
o Ao (internatioal comity)Z ¥ (fairness)e] & stol H22 g9 &
g2 Budslojol stH, vtk a2 d Yo wF )99 Iyt By e
A VAE NAE BT, FE AHAL v FE P o ¥} 25 E F
Aste AL EFAsiths Zolth aga o2 84 P2 REH FelA
< B9Y do miHolol & o2 i) 43R A e YEHY A
o A, i) FARY FA, ddEAA B FYG2AR, i) ZAHPHH
o JANFA, iv) B3 FA47 vlFel nixe JFH = nAEe G

8) 549 F. 2d. 597(9th Cir. 1976).



562 TREREEHE, $124(199. 2), F44F HEIE

v, vulZe Ay AdE AdSGAY 43S nA gre HEP AE,
vi)A7] v)o dZA7beA, vii) vlEuelA BEiA furslel el njF el A 3
A el e vlug A sl

o]g} & Wz wtEHAEWY gJutd] U BIAY FF9 Hdd A
BEAY Falo gHdo)d AAYLY P8 AR BHg] FAAE9
(per se illegal)® ‘Fale W& 0(rule of reason)e] W@t AT Zo| B
BT AA o golA Fgol8e] I 8AE ZE FFE vl
e g7 HY o tste dPHor AFA L FA}E BAAYY B3I
g oj9jel wmy g oste] AFH L st Rtk

add o] Ad BAL oAWF Fpo vFAEHLEYS] A9 8
b3t g Bgg /&S ANFdnE Tah] ogn, o3 FHY
Alcoa At e BAd dig vlgo] 1 FAE o|Fx Utk a2y o] BZd
gz nZd 4L wAEe FHodes 2 PA7 AT 4R
e 83 AY AS vz YHde a2 8AE $73 nestd 97 7HA
o]ole] ¥lwd o utetr BLAY FFF BAF b Rt

a8l 19799 Mannington Mills, Inc. v. Congoleum Corp. AtZ1120 4
% QA Z Timberlane BA2 ZA#E Bst] nHdY 93 dd@AF
o] AR golME ZA o %(international comity)& sk 3¥, T v
Z wEAEY AZVTHC] EAste A S, 18T AZREES FAY
o] mEiEolor B 842 Timberlane AR AA FelAde AES S 84
of JmBA R T BLARY AFNEHLEE FHHLE ng ok
Aot k. o] AAY FAd ot FEA A FEo e o] FHHAU
gn &+ o

groll 4 ArH R ubs} o] wZH AL X F7A American Banana A (53]
z9)), Alcoa AtA (G 8ol 2), Timberlane At (TR B Felof 943) F

9) A v 7}2 4| (resale price maintenance)$} Zo] WEHAER 9] ¢uta]FALA of
glom 11 &3y} oW rtE BEES D, 1AM R ¢We] He AL T

10) &2l Y3 (rule of reason)ol& u]Ze] W AEWAY P02 ojug uA
A P97 wEHAEYY gutd ARHe=AE FGE o, D& BYs AR
oz A AF B9 A1YS mAsE Yutd R E #AGdciE 93 & T

1) /NEEHE, “BAEREICET ORI N T A PREZEER", TEBRBEER,, vol 14
no. 8, 1986, p. 550.

12) 595 F. 2d. 1287 (3d Cir. 1979).
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o #H A vF FEH2EYY] FAF L YA qFF &S F &3
At gutd oz nIe] YAYL FFo| 8o AT HeA L9 S WA
B3 gov, oA Aw Timberlane A, Mannigton A2, Montreal
Trading, Ltd. v. Amax, Inc. A4 53 2 Ao #AAY FFE A
& wo] ‘ZA|c]FH F 349 317 (consideration of international comity and
fairmess)7’t 3 4%& A

whA ol EFE YEALE o B WA HAdd uF =
1982 dd] ‘oj=7 9 wtEY2AE /JAY 4 (Foreign Trade Antitrust Improve-
ment Act:FTAIA)S A3 st

o] YoMy “Muebd(Sherman Act)2 W9 77t obd 3 (A =
t 7944 °]9]-4 e A Te G FEE P d3d H&
g4 geth (1) 23 3974 (2 933 At ddol oid Ay 4
4, B 94'3??—}—‘4 FAARY £4Y, B ) WFHAAM 28 F Ay
Aol FAste A9 AFHe FEAY Ev £E3Y A3A, 424, 2
g1 ez A7 9e(direct, substantial and reasonably fore-
seeble effect) S P A e A%, 2 (2) 133 FgFo] 3 2 o9
o] Mutye Ao wel AFAE LAAINA Fe A5, TF Aubde] 371
o] (1)b) P9 Hgozg aid P FLHHH, gL n5uyeA 9
F2£7494d g v ot ALt 9% A3t o

A1 3 D@AAE 1Ze FUAGY FAAR dF S 2de=2
atal, (D) e vFUdM £E2AHd FAlste 2o £E&AH dE 3
g8 g7do2 &3 vt House Report'®d] 2w o] W AdgPo HF
Bere] Qlold ZAdAE mYte AL HLdne UAU, 197639
Timberlane A}29] BN FAAFT} 71ete] A& Z2d 494589
& FA3g Yol dstd AT ‘FHH 2z AAA Jgo] 97
dz HAT AL 87z YoM agla FHAME 1977d JAAF A

13) 661 F.2d 864 (10th Cir. 1981).

4) o] & Mg (Sherman Act) 15 US.C. 6(a)st A2 €923 (Ferderal Trade
Act) 15 USC. 465(a)2 3% Yot}

15) 15 US.C. § 6a.
16) H.R. Rep. No.97-686, 97th Cong.
17) Wilbur L. Fugate, Foreign Commerce and the Antitrust Laws, Little, Brown
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F9E 12749 £EolUd FASFE Adse T HAAH P4
o qetdE uZ BHEHAEYY] A LERNE B FE#HA TR
o gelA o] Pe uF BEH2EH doA HYE YL T ¥
2 ¥ ue 9FAY(US. foreign commerce)o] W3 J3AE WX =
RE dZAY HLEE R} U
webAd 19903 ol A7A viZe #Ey AU d9H 8 JES

A2 daol8d dgstn Adotzn & & YA, Ao #AL AL 1Y
grelo] 4Fd 2AE AT Uk ojg Fo] A AF Fele AFL
o)z BMEHAEYY] 9974 B oJgovy B AANE FAHUATL,
g%ty 2E YdozRy &4 WiysEddae 28 £ 3, A3 Ab
2 1099 FaELA e o FESHT®

M. 329 HSMER FJ/KAR

1. 92158 B9 &

(7}) 1986 Aol Zenith B

1980 dthe] W= e oo fAoN LA A Tl dFL A
g5z ggton Be $8F =EdA FIsA vAHAGY 4F
198039 In re Uranium AyA20)(Westinghouse Elec. Corp. v. Rio Algom
Ltd )M E vj2de] agdol gdertd g dAqA ‘g dgol&'S
agz Aegon o P EAste AFd 23S IAE AAE 2
Rdto] Q1M Timberlane AY7AA3 Mannington A4 9] #2A%E 8 i) 9=
A wE g4 AR ste 24, i) fute Fd4, i) 2 ¥ ¥

and Company, 1991, p. 105.

18) HAZ= B ‘BRI A FEOBNER" (Robert J. Fernstrom), "EIBAEFER,
vol. 16, no. 2, 1988, p. 91.

19) HERE=E, 99 =87, p. 9L

20) In re Antitrust Litigation, 617 F. 2d. 1248(7th Cir, 1980).
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A gt ok £33 198499 Laker Airways v. Sabena Belgian
World Airlines AtV M= #&d] A3 ele Y& AYsiA 1 4
ol &l st AFAY FFE BAF.

oY @A T Tl 4 2AT HE nFSH, 493 4
AL PAekA Fevde 2AH L BEAA AT el dF 2Az A o] F
o] AL olym, w9 Ay Fdde gxAd ez AR Jgge 2
o 2 ko) ZAIL U= ¢ F At dE 9 Montreal Trading
v. Amax, Inc. A2 Xg3led 2 79 HedA BHHORE #YH &
g Fale 945E PolEoln oy, AAFozE vFY A AL
°3 ] dtte ol f=2 9494 AL ¥k Aok F, )Y BHAAME

Aol #3 Fo 9 4 vt divte oD

°]9Jr 2o AsstolA 198639 Zenith Ad24e A wisie] AWy AL
HtEH2ER Y dod 49 7Ed distd Add 7188 AU 2y o]
A FANAE FxHndgdde] dud gde WA gy d
H oy g Bgdo] B Felo dAo B I =98 ddtn, EEH
QA Fgol el 2HE LAY wWekA o] AHde] BE o] Tk A3 nl3;
o el BEA B Tl S AL A7ke &S 2
stagAol A Aol Aol WAy W nl3 VEHREWS] A3 49
710 i3 HEg odle Zad AE A

b

(“h 1993 Y el Hartford ©&

1993 @ v =AW oYL AMA 449 Hartford Fire Insurance Co. v.
California A}23259) X Timberlane S84 A9 | #dAo| A3 Felo 43
o ez &3 Alcoa BANMY QEd JFo|&'& v|F VEH2EYY §
9A L 7lFo] B3 FYPH ol HAsg

o] Aldg 94T n RN AEIIFE TP Y& AL FT0A
FAL AAstd nFoM BT LEE ARG HAZRH A S

21) 731 F. 2d. 909(D.C. Cir. 1984).

22) 661 F. 2d 864(10th Cir. 1981, cert. den. 455 U.S. 1001(1982).

3) HEALEZE ‘99 =&, pp. 90~91. :

24) Matsushita Electric Industrlal Co. Ltd v. Zenith Radio Corp., 106 S. Ct.
1348(1986)

25) 113 S. Ct. at 1909
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AR 1, o]RE AT Aol Hubd(Sherman Act) Al 1 2E e o
42 ALY AHReE )29 19/4F9 b ARlY] durt o= B =9
BYIAES AU st w3} TLE S AVIF Aeln.

79 Ao AL A, FAde v FIAL Bl ol 9T 3
AE Arlsta 97] W&ol nj=e] MEHAEY S ALY & ey o, €
A, e 4FAA AZHAUL, 9FF R FHAA= FPHo|7] B =
Adcke] RHozRE HFYPYL AFA PAE JA ok Hert e A
o] ) t}.20

149 auxjuygde] wAdME Timberlane B2 #&do] AT 3=
9 932g ALste FIFIHAE I FF7 J1AEHA o 24 AL
Hdd e 1AL dretn, @A aAqRie oy ostd AH T
BolA Ahdo] ASHUT

AnQurg e 50 49 RANN AL Timberlane HA A Mo #8
Hol| B3 gele Qo) B2A E3 Alcog BAAM Y dxd o)L =
AEAHY] deAL 7|Fd B PP nFZYPolgtn AAsHEA 2 dd o
A AAE gFol nZ UMy 44F aHE grdtn, £ AAFHez &
B2 7}A4 e ASdE MU (Sherman Act)e] ALHtiE oju] HYPd 93
2 #olsta, o] AHddE M AR ARAJAES] FFL vF
o] ARAANA A S vz, 23T P AHAL TR AT
57] w o] A9 (Sherman Act)d A& o] E07ittn BHAF

aglm o] Ae wAAAM 198239 ‘dFFY WEH2E AW
(FTAIA)Y] AA A 23E o] ol® FAAI st #dA<] itk
AAF Ao ZAFS nEetd A FAE AT AU Dt
L g JEE stn YA g AL AFHstn Y98

EAqMY AR vFye Aen 3zt AA FE0 JEA
ok 939 g7 ARIAGAE ZHA H T (Sherman Act) Al 1 £E 3
L3 AL dFUF} A2 FHST, IFFEE oY FR TS

26) n\ﬁﬁt&,g“ﬁi&é:mm*)i F IR L EBSSERA OB, BB, vol 23,
no. 1, 1995, p. 3.

27) A2, “BEbse) WyEA", U@, p. 100.

28) BFAF B 2B KRBBRBRICL KR TR MEOBINEA LR, "EEHEEE,
vol. 21, no. 10, 1993, p. 1153.
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T ARE ZRYT o2 FAd ety I e dd ARJANZH B
dste 8A FAAAZ &45n 2, 282 AFHP LS 5N &
Holn, 973 F e A= FAIe Aoivt. AWH AL oA 73
& PR I AFE FRse A oG 239 FEFASA e
A7t FFe WEA w2E o] 7ted BFstAA W AL EASHA o
3, B39 PAo] YA olte Ao vl NEHREYY HES
Walehe AL ohun, I olfre FFEL ARG dote vl 9
do] B PAE A AL AL de AL ohr]l HEolzn Pk

of AtdeA AR nPL L IAGF] HWAE FaA FFde WM
ALAn. &, AFEE Addhe AFeA9 FYrt =Y Ee YN
of st ZAEHAR 7] WEA 22F FAE & £ g AFAT FA
dofel Ao RH daod A¥AY Pyt dAdTe AFE Astn I
g2t dEyo] sUste P9, Bx dFA TP EAHD e I
A E 2 AAHeRE FAFN TAT 2 qFol HA & BH
ofugt ARt A&dtn e AAot HREAGE 2] BAYS &
drala glold wE el e AT H2A AP A dFE 2
Bate] o3 FTAY FAE AT

o] At BAM FAF AL AA, Alcoa WA °]F 2] 97 AgAY
A=Q FFgol 2o diate] AWHnARL27 SAPE Holoh. EA, LA
o 4FFH FAFL FHe BAR sz, #¥A] /5o Bde FA
Fe) EAE T FESE Aol ozt 0N BHA FA7L v
oM AFA, AFdHo2 AN 9FE PP E AAY FE
AR Ak Aold.

a5 NE HEYH2EYY G938 Ad dE r5 AFHFL
o HErt EEHdsied, o] B2 ostoq YAt wetA o] A
AL 19909 ol U= folxe WAAGH FHE v|F PRl 9%
ool Azt FHANA ALY & e AeEE TR W &
Ef2EYS 9492 &S AT who)H%a BT Ut

29) KT, “del =&, p. 4.
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(ch) 1994 2| Pikington &ts =&

19773 AP A Fog BAAGL njFe ££7139 B3Art. 290
o] APA Aol FXH F, 9FUq AT JFAA e BAAH P47} o=
FZo Y Aoz n3o MEHAE FTo it 2FE H2 A9 ¢l
Ak, YFoA AP A2IIF AF ABPHI} vz vAE FLE I
o] n) 9 $£&7139 AFLE ALE AdL B Ao AUA &t 1990
Q olAZR] uF WMEIH2E FIo] AixF Adde 198239 United
States v. C. Itoh & Co. A7 30 198839 A L) 7| A F3FALd300] gl A
A A% 198239 Daishowa International v. North Coast Export Co. and
North Coast Export Cooperative, Inc. At71320] 1€ oltt, o] ¢t o] 1990
Q olA7] e nFY FEARE R} 3] HEH2EYY o4
< AA e At

a4 199439 US. v. Pilkington Plc A& 199239 A A3 o] F A
202 27949 HYFEE AJTE o|F2 ALE Atdeln.

°] Ao freElBAE A %%9] Pilkington Ab7} 1960373 AlA Zr=rel

fn JY B3y x=9898 37l AANEFH 53 9 =535
E]' |&2A%g AAgch 2w o golE&zA e AA1H A (licensee) ) Al
EFAAY AZAZ2ZABAA G B8 &, AARokA G, Aol
27, BE Fred Bn 2 ATYFE Rgsan UM £ o] A%
Eo& AANARAGA FEAT| FHHUD. dEA vlFe] AAFAE 2ol
ExA g gt AFFEI AFSU i AFE AU a¥d
Plikington Ate] F8.% nl=Z 535 7|7to] 19829d7HA] Bas A JTHAE &

30) Trade Cas.(CCH) Par.65010(W.D.Wash. 1982) o] Atz 49| FUFAIL mix
A A 98 do] AAGASAZ ] FlZo] diF FRaFES P o] w5
"1"1"3 v‘]""?ﬂl‘:} ol g2 WR HEIXE Yo oo A|iLEI Alolr).
o} "R’i v MENAE F27H YEFYIANY T o F|RPR
g%?}ﬁ“’ AESUAAE AERY FA9 e vEd YT FIAZAE

1) BT, ‘29 =87, 0. L

32) 1982-2 Trade Cases, para. 64, 774(U.S.D.C.,, N.D. Calif., 1982).

33) 2 =% p 1894 A% IdS.

34) golE2AlgodE ARz AANARANA ANBA, g, ygAez g HdAA
o] HE AFY F7F dov, = MBS Agri2Eag 2T
(grant back)E 718 &7t S’slq'.
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F-3t3 Pilkington Ale AA BRI} golEad 7lgo] FAAMER Hde
Ag 45stA Rate &, AGAR, A ZokA R, Aetol&aAgd 59 A
e Ade ASHSZ 7
oo tiste] v]F WEHAE FIE qREY 57 /ANE HYw, ®
3 = $oltE FAALE FU7] H§E Pilkington A7 2353 Qe AT
& AFAAAY FYPAEA AZetE ¢ Az, ATE A 1xY gutelgtn
Aot gy oz HEHAE B2 Pilkington AF9] kol &2A % AA 7L A
AR 7t2do|x, o] 7t=2de] o3t nF7[Yge ZlaeNdS AHE B
ofJz mF7ge dedsE ¥ dIdFAE AdPgoe oRE JAgtD
o] A& A Pilkington At7} gtol&aAebde BE AR HAITn F
e stelgdd st A=A
o] AHAL T 22 2 sl Aol oA gest ddm & § ok A
A, o] AL 199239 AFYLRE o]F vl MEHAE T3] AUA A
Zo ol JgeF AT B4, 1980 Ao UF NHEHAE FF9 WA
S AFANFAY ol 2A %l £ 211‘811?%}94 Aol diate] A A A
Ao s EFdte dAdA FPIES Faded, oy Brvle
W E3] 59 AHARAY ojEaA k] TFE Az o] NET
ERY fvtez @ A X e Aotk 53] 19889 FJIAAHY v
s Jdoﬂ Ueld NMEYAE 239 AL7ES AHALAAY gojEx
tzgtel] st vl ¢ QAT GEF RoAFa 3ith o] o2y
3 Ao Lo A3 nF MEHAE P gomo AFY
A& B opgl, AN HEE FAA T o HE
HAE B39 WMEH2EY APEAE 458 £ Jdvte FAM= st
T30 A o] AlAAA BEHAE BZd od A idlE Pilkington A7t
B33 Aol gjstd vjFQ 9] ted ol A LS ¥t oz, 9=
Aol FAAM F oMo AARFE A Egtie Hol EFHY Sith

35) AIE B B “KEOBBRESLHHFHREOIR P 7 A FEIEH", TBIREEERE.,
vol. 22, no. 9, 1994, p. 948.

6) MF VEHAE FRE AAALA golerA k] AT Gzl U
wEg ~EWel 2823 T Department of Justice and Federal Trade Com-
mission Antitrust Guidelines for the Licensing of Intellectual Property,& 1994
9 gdell FEYA.
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a8 v|29 92Rd MEHAE Y (FTAIA)Y & n|Zo 2 RE
o &0 4373, 434 B¢ 875 %2 A= Ao dsiod wEH
2EY o] A4dcia Ho 3itt. 289 " F7igde] AFoA e FAALE A
dugttte A3 AAGEE ALt Ho| AA o] YEN NEHAEY
o] Agy9d) Eojst=rte] tiste] F7he] o Fo] A7) o] AHHE g%
A2A AHU7] G o] Ho B3t WEF HFAEL VoA &3t
o} ek o] Atzdel] yidted Aj@eA =A o] o|FolA, FYEA HH o &0
o|Fol Afoe AEe] EFE A BEHIH

(2} Nippon Paper &

United States v. Nippon Paper Industries Co., Ltd. et al. A}ZA38)ol| A & ¥
FAHALE AA, 4F0A4 Bz PYojrjgtE v T YB3 9FS
) ZASoe M9 (Sherman Act) Al 1 2] 93te] FAAEE ¢ oz
Az gos Aie FAH 49848 I3t A, Hartford
At A AFE FA o F(Comity)ol] etz ‘o] AL &Fol Ao FA7}
oz FEFE 7AA G2 A niays 4T F gve Aol o
o NdE Kot #7939 st ot whto] Fshd, azlo] mlFd) G A
€ A9 &, FA ALY 932 FEF A7) givke #de e yE A
o]t} ) E3] AWgAHY L FA Y 94 S FHE TRl Ede st
o] 23H(a matter of aspiration)o]iz, o] Fel7|Behe 998 EA|(a matter
of grace)dta RSt B #AdA T s FEsof & He 19953 A=A
Aol o Adgojtt ‘AFA R 7Id e diste] v FAFo| Y “]%-‘}] Tz
A4 & X e PAE AFH o2 d&vhe v BEYH2E B39 A’
gla Btk aeln B 248 o2 WAl AEE 2. gl Y4
2 “fEle ol T HES dFd T uPFRI} PG Ajle] AFIXE B
dafjof I ela ste] HA AIEZARZ 19%5d JYPA|Ho] AFFE ZER
< Wit nF 84 259 4AE 2TF AHAA £ Aov0

o

37) Wi, ‘99 =", pp. 4~5.

38) 109 F. 3d. 1.

39) T 1B, ‘%R BSEEY BSMERY AECEAL MEERT, TEERE, &
% 8% 17%, 1997. 10, p. 20.

40) T MBE, ‘99 =&, p. 20~22.
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HAGM Eel @ vish Zo| BjZYAe u]2 MEH2EWY AL 712
S ol golgn Mdstm FAYY mAE il zoe BAZ u$
AdA oz sxstd dodse] HAS AR, TG 02 2] 26|
2t opje} ool AYSEARe Gug A REE fote WEY

~EWS 9948 AFegen, BF A2 BEdrEy 97 g
Pslol kel FARUE & & 312 wANA

3o BIEYAE Fxd HF 94 NIEY 2B dWARAYs s o
Zob ZAAYFE qm wedrE Fdgo] Bate 197799 ‘Antitrust
Guide for International Operation’, 1988 ki-‘l] ‘Antitrust Enforcement Guide-
lines for International Operations’, Z&li 19952] ‘Antitrust Enforecment
Guidelines for International Operations’& FZEFTh 1995 A YPA L
198812 JPANS AT A2 A v|F PHEHLE FFH0] UNEHZE
He deod 3JPA &4 ALAFH Ar|EE Aestn o

a8y nF HEHAEH A3 A4 HMEHXE @3(vx YERE O
EH2eZI ANANYL)Q 250 AT 257 AHHAF] QT whEkA
) Zo MEHAE 3ol FEI JAAAL d7A Y HEYHLE T
g% HPFA S FPF A2 AL datdz S 9gE i
= & & itk

(7h) 1988 el HAX|F

1988 AFA e Y o199 84 Bdd P AL 4+,
Mol #EAY @A dstdde 198239 ‘YIFRY HEHXE JPA
H'(FTAIA)E &3l 7j&stn ksl &, =79 A T Y (FUA
g e A4S AT #¥E AP Aol dgtd vz IR,
FARY 28n 0T F£239d JAFA, 4234 21 FHFHLE 4%
53 4%E v ge &, v HEHAEHLS dFHEHA gevtu V)
&35t 9t

agln A G FAE AT 2T ojud HAAA P st

41) ‘1988 Guidelines’ § 4.



572 TRETEHHIR, £124 (1999, 2), F4iE EFETHE

o] wEYAEY S BEAY EAARE AFE wo vz YFF A
Fhd Jge N ALLE aHn Yk F el Ao dsle nZF
HteEglAEWY FEAY YAl it FH 79 o FUF IFS
ol e7te pEsty, BEEE PAste o] FEHolete 28 =€ste
Aot BFAE F48, aela gy BN ol FoF Al &
de ITALAY oy Y& T FHo] A P9 #-e] Y7t
£ AEsted, A9 380 dAste AL vx VEH2ERS] AFA
AR g9t dZFFEY HE T FH sl ] T F3H
A¥e3 71est ok
olgl o] 1988 AHAPAHNNE nlx9 WVEH2EYS AHLWUAE
19829 ‘)59 NEHAE AW (FTAIA) A sle ‘AP, 4
A7 ada geldes A dFe 71ES Y 3ln, 2dn #
@] YA RS A E vo] FAdLY AE ZIEsn U7 HF &
EY2E 24T A7) Ao Bd Z9] FFF o] & B33 st
H ¥ Fo| A AV d3 842E neste AAHINEE Hol gl

9 vl AR 1977 APA YL viZe] £&3 A FZ JIHE BEG
71 9% =gt 2dd 19803t Eo19A nIge] GA Lo W A
Z vlsgto] AMolgz, =T #ojd AR FAFIASL viF NEH2EY
& nFe AuAY FAL FAAI A3 SHT g4ITe FHA F
Z7) 2 49H LS a3ste S APPct oA S5 A2 1988
e AgAAe 23 1599 “vlFeA FEAH Ee FEFAA FAEHE
Ao o e Aol ARA, 434 a3 AT IFS vAe A9
et Mool BdAS s, vlF YEAL ANE ZLFdAY 7t
AL ARAANAM m=o 2uAE dste AYAT P9 oSt FdS
IR 1 BRsteg wFe] £23 | FAVIE BEsy] 9ste HER
2EHS X L& o] &5tA] & AYE HWIln U

1988 AAA A #AMAY shte A Hold AR FAo| AR
< AWAT7] 9% B FHog ng NEH2EYE o4l e 9
=7t 9z, £& 2 FAE FAATN 7] HSAT SHEH2EYS &

il

[+

e

42) ‘1988 Guidelines’ §5.
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ke Aol HEeolth

wrehA 19883 RAPAZ L A FHo AT FA4FLHY 59, R A9
3 gule W el 19829 Ao e FHEHAA A #Ed
o EA9 BAste 197799 FAAA AL AR T & Qo

(Lh 1992 Hel AlH =Y

1980 A} WRE 1§ -9 o - $y7e] EATIR] ARHYL oHF 7}
oWl 19029 490] FA TEER FBE 1988 APAN] EFY FAA
J@5o] g3t WEYLE YPFYL WAITGE LEE 9Tt 2 s
copgRge nIe £2¢ ARse AgolA P B9l et 7o)
ozo] Auzte] t@ HAsodid Ao el Aol WEH Hooe
BREHAE AY2AL AIT () 23 B9 DZo2RE Azt A
ro) 2Zd ARA, AAA, FUHoR dANEE AR A= AL, ()
el P97k 02 dEG2EYS Auate WANA ARG A9 A
Ad, 2ol Q@ A4AR, L sl wed A BE A, (i) 22E
F9o) d2d 4= wE J=2Hdd geid 12 ARAT} BLDL I}
Ad etn Adstn gk @1 9FFAY FFE oldd] WAL 9FL
e HENAE JPARE WY o ALY 9H¢ nABE 1
29 HAe AsRoz FA%n Yot

g AFAe nF gErEyel dAET g3 1988 AAAA
o Wee AFsn 12 oA 197 ARAANN EFsT AU AR 29
AA%n ¥ # At 2, U2 £27138 Asote AN WAA
Bolg vZe wEY2EY st A Aot 19889 AAAAY 7
7 1508 AR GmZ, Foz nFe] AHAE 5 ddE v £23
AN =AE et RN FAWA Psjo] Yol E nFe] REHAE
We Q994 90E Ao d9H89 WS gt Ytke Foloh

(ch 1995112 Z#X

WEPEESIEEL R

1992 el AR AT 199339 Hartford 49 nF¥ |39 HIEZHAEY

43) ‘1988 Guidelines’ §86.
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A8 7)1#e YRR ¥EYAEF(Antitrust Division)® A 2 ¢ 3} (Fe-
deral Trade Commission)& 19883 FPAZAE MAF =& 199554 33
ANQE ZEHT o] JABAAAA n5 FEH2EYS H9H 89 7]E)
thate] ko] E(Effect Doctrine)ol]l dZtate] RAA, wl=e] $¢ 5 (foreign
import commerce)d| WadledE Hartford 26| wel ‘v Fo] Add 423
dFS Z =} A3, a3 AARE 28T TS F 4TYH'E HE
H2EY 944 W2 Ha ok JYPAAY o A p=d, vF w
EYAE G 927|480 v|Z2Y ¢4& dxdtn, 22z AAHL
2 £Yde AF 714¢ 9std aFAIe A dER L FAIG
B4, FAANE AT A7 A dgtde GI5F9q HEH2E )
AW(FTAIA)Y webd ‘w3 E2(Fe A, vz FAAH,
2o 2 REY] £EAH) AFA, 434 21 FRHLE AT 9
T FE 4FAMY PH'E 9934 HAE H9ln Ut

@ FAdLEY 18 F

199599 APAAAHE 4 HMEHAEHS AP wo NEH2E T
& A < %(international comity)E &L 71&E3tm, oo st “vl=
HFEEYHAE BT A X E FTe7] s, #¥de FAAR B
ol g Alojxo] gloAMe FAEAY ARE AT W 4 HEHXE T
22 9ZFAe Fa3% oo Gg& vXertd e et Vs
1 gt gl FACGEENA RE #E 24 F 3y, old X4
7540l e Reg gy 2L RAES A2 gt &, O A
oo} vlmate] vlFol e WAl wtolojAbde] dig oA F8A,
@ 23 B B n YAY, TE T8 B st IS de A9
23, @ "FY 28A, AR BE £E3AAC dstd 9F& vXe F3 9
ZANAR @ XY Futel wmste], Fa A W] i AFH
AQA F84 T dANEAR, © Fa B9 d3tqd 27 e AdAH=
e 7o A4, ® 938 e B8 AAF A FERE, @ A
PLEd] st A& £ e A, LT A didtd & It AV
o 4&g v|d 29 Ax, @ vlF9 FP2A G vlad 7 Y

44) ‘1995 Guidelines’ §3.2
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9 fFEAI

a38d JFUIY FE G dEE Fol YA HF REH2E FF
& PR FFo] YHE BF £ ¢ e Afoe IAAEFS nHof
g @g qe 2350 YUt Hartford R3¢ B23 39, U3 P4 2
A Aol B AN FA o] AR st HFE v Adsn Yt

o|¢} o] m=e] MIEHAE FHE FEAL PAleted] JolAe ELF
A AFLAE 7ledtn ok F, o] A3 2Eln AR YWAAE 7L
A1 Yot FPozrne A ZAdF] 28] A P =9

AE7l k3 A4 el HA B (personal jurisdiction)e] EA,48 9
Zo| Ao BHo T SAFHAEA D 22n FAEY TN FARY
EAN0 Folt}, oz g Ao dlstd 199%5d FPA M E vjF HEHE
ENE gutd gelo o 2Ald) loide] FEI 959 HEH2EY 4
urat g9l e A= AGHLE AT YIFVEYZE BT FEH
oo elAsd A Yth AE B0 nlF VEHAE B #YAL
PAG A7) A YolA FAEE T3 FLA iz #A &I
FAPgFol e F e dF9 A%, a2z T JPaFH vud A4
g2 AYe adNE Ity siEstn Yo 25 W, djBA L,
A AN golEd oA Bradgfe BMEHAE AV SR et
A 199 A AWM & SR ol FAlRte] ZHF BA flo] AFVIHE
of i vF HEHAEH] HFH JPL P31 U2

olg} 2 19959 AP e w2W uFe FEH2EY FAH

45) &A=, ‘g9 =&", p. 105

46) ‘1995 Guidelines’ §3.2.

47) °)o thsle ‘1995 Guidelines’ 3.3 & QZFAHH7}t BvEHAER ANE 712 £
7t e B o8 71A wHeg ndsa e A9 ded, olg 2e 9
ZRA R t EAld] WAy f5te vjFe o329 YL | ZZEARA ] W
(doctrine of foreign sovereign immunity), 9FF@7A9 %l (doctrine of
foreign compulson), =7}3Ne FAlact of state doctrine), FANS F4
(Petitioning of Sovereigns)ol&te S48 W& 71€sxn U

48) ‘1995 Guidelines' §4.1.

49) ‘1995 Guidelines’ § 4.2.

50) ‘1995 Guidelines’ §3.4.

51) ‘1995 Guidelines’ §3.2. o181 F71A9] FAdU¥ael= US-EC Antitrust Co-
operation Agreement of 1991'el] 4F¢i=o] Slth.

52) Antitrust Guidelines for International Operations, http://www.coudert.com./ HO-
FF1.HTM, p. 2 of 3.
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H& TAFTFEAZ ol3idte FIUANRE TAANE HEH2EYY Y

g7l 2&HE &, FAYAHOZ n|Fo] WEH2EY S AL AL ¥
3 glon, BF ol ZAA JPLFL A3ty Astd AdFHe] F
Y& £33z, #d Foo] Pt mebA mFo] REH2EY S At
e dFoA Y B AT nFPEH2E FF9 JAPTFo] d¥S W
F YEE Hol gle T AAdoz FYPEF 2 AAE Apde A
wals gl

i

m}o m}o

2. MESAE B39 29 JAPLTF

QoA AHE 195539 FPAAL 198 FEE APAFE QA D
AM2e JPAAolgn & & I o] FPAAA §F F9 shie vF9
MEHAE FTo IF HEH2EYS] AP SlolN FAAYC g v
FEH2ERY FEo] JRT F2Y AFY 2 49 A Aie %
23 o2 ATEL FA%a Yvke oo ol #L IRF A A
o njZ NEH2E L FAAYEF AT B3P JPTFS WStz
At

(1) ptER{A2EHe| I WA

njZol WEYAE FRAE 1953 FPAAL g 22 ANA 7R
Ao slZstzn ckn wiln A%

A, A% dAdAL3E vt o] EofA F ATde] HA
& o HEH2EYS AP RS F&an Yo vizd QoM =
AR F8A40] Zdstn dv & NMEHAE FFo] FAH FPE A
= AL 2HQoldn Wiln, o|RE A MA AAY FEEIt B v
Agd e} ZAANGE S @ FEH2AEYY 339 FeAS X
A qZAde] A%e A RE vFY vtEd2EYEY 734 #dE
7] Wgoltd &, ulZe F E£+ 9 TAY(foreign commerce)ol] g3

A
%
2
kil
%

53) 19953 2A 9] wE R wEeEH2ER 3434 Diane P. Wood7t 1995 €|
A 7§E ¥ ANA, Antitrust Section Spring Meeting®ll+] & & 4
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g v BAAA de 2 F90 289 A7 AR 27} oy
oW EE BAY FAAY FHo| oYUA o] BA gho] FFY BEH2E
HE 998 4 Jdw A¥etn o

£A), o2 MEHAE BRo| nFvel FAAH Bset w12 oo WA

AF Yo disld nFe WEHXAEWS FAEUA (nondiscrimination
principle)e] S Asld $Yg vMtEHAE AAHE HA4sld AP AL 4%
st gk

AR, m5e MEH2E FFo] IR dF] & EFte] HEHLEY
< 393 AYE Helzn ,\l“% AL I ANEY VEH2EHY Y
B Y, EF T BHEH2E 7R Y shedd ddo] UM A

Bolr}. olyd PR 199de FANEHAE YA LAY (International
Antitrust Enforcement Assistance Act)d] 98t 21 7}5AS F7HA171 ot

A8F o2 19959 APA AL dZoA LA ¥AYHE FYo g ol
o] wtEH~ENS] Hyd lold FIALA, TA o F(comity), &=HF
ol 9] ¥e (doctrines of foreign governmental involvement)E 312 3te] o]
g ool 2FHE &, 23 PFYst vl T TE F9 ojddlA LA
gerte BEstn ZE A st uIe MEJLERS FFH L3
e 93& FHstn o

(2) 1994 Ho| ‘FHEHAE Z & X] 2 (International Antitrust
Enforcement Assistance Act)’

o] Yere nl3te HR7|FHe] 79 WEHA GFA WAL B FA HE
HAE ARgtell gloid 28 A4& #rtstan vk Y A2z wad, v
Z MEHAE FFE oW 9] Y EHFAY At FE AH 3] 95,
T o I EHIFAYE QY3 st FEHIA F=FA AL
A WEH2E FIA2EH vt AFZZBIATTAA FHE FAE °
B& F Y=F Hol vk 2 B9 A3 g2, 15 HEH2E
2L Yo ZAE P& AFE 7AW, a3 A 42 M e olde BRE
3t 3 NMEJAE I A7 Yv AL, AZAAY 2AAE B
st AR ol AWRIAtAS T wetA FAzARAGA $AE =

oft

)
ek

R
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Hel AZe BE B AANES dof gtk aeln o F VEH2E Y
JREYIA Yol WS ALY VEALE 452YR PR
£ 2412 9 349 MLAT $)E 334Y + dvtx wade 3
o, 471e) FHl Wb 9% 5B 3TN 1Y 3AE vy
A= Fskn Yo

o) Mol A9 Aol Had, I3 SYIAWE AU Aol g 0|2
BEdaE g3 24 188 $98 A4S 452 AZE BwEY2rE
4542940 AL NDAF 5% 2L AT 2AsAN dFTwEY2
E 937 o & Y=g & Wolth

P 4o 2 o

agd A AF9 FUHA REH2EYS IARLE HYFEA I
H 74 H32HQ Zo17) vlSeloh ek o] kel ZEAQ AL olg
Z2e HES AAIEER TR T HEY A S Fxsty, o8 F
sto] ol WrE AEY Y A P& ZA7leEn & Aotk FH M=
HEY2E 232 HMEH2ENY IZAF AYPd dojA AFH qF
(positive comity)S F43] e, o] HEL o2 AFH o %s F&5HA
A Addstea @ ZAo|th® watA m= E‘léﬂi*‘f o uaH I 5
Ztel ZA A MEHAEHY JPUAA FFE S F5 1, owF §F9 55
oM WA £ e VL FaANGE 271K EXE FR87] 8 &
2 3719 MEHAE B AARAGTAHY LT AAE TAAA ghon R
T3 A= 227 MEHAE F3YZYPFE AFsNA nF PHEH2E
Hel AR APl UM FAULF7E 7HsstA HUd
A vlxe A7z VHEH2E I B 233¢ s e A3
3tk & 197639 =¥ SAAW3E Agreement Relating to Mutual Co-
operation Regarding Restrictive Business Practices, 198239} v]=3} 533t
Agreement Between the Government of the United States of America and
the Government of Australia Relating to Cooperation on Antitrust Matters,
1984 d 9 w)=3} Fh}cizt Memorandum of Understanding as to Notifica-
tion, Consultation, and Cooperation with Respect to the Application of Na-

54) BT, ‘e =87, pp. 10~11.
55) FATFidE, “ste)l =87, p. 11
56) ‘1995 Guidelines’ §2.9.
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tional Antitrust Laws, 28] 2 1991 3¢] v}=3 EU 7t Antitrust Cooporation
Agreement) %°] 9.

() 22 &S

Goll A AW B ue} Zo] n]Ie NEHAE F 19909l £l ¢} vla
o] Aol ZAFGHAGE AA e AT VHEH2EYY IAF I
gits) ANetzn i, £F oo Fgeted ApAASE Bl T Yt
olg} #& 9 u|F VNEH2EHY dYF L) #F L45E YEHdE o
=3 2.

Stoll A Awd gl 199339l Hartford AV, 19943 9] pilkington A& v &3
o ujFo] WEHAE FIFo] AL AHHoZE 199439 United States v.
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Extension of the Extraterritorial Application of
U.S. Antitrust Law and Our Corresponding Strategies.

Bae, Jung Han

United States has extended the extraterritorial application of U.S.
Antitrust Law in 1990s. First, The U.S. Federal Supreme Court declared in
Hartford Fire Insurance Co. v. California that the extraterritorial application
of U.S. Antitrust Law is according to Effect Doctrine. Therefore, U.S.
Antirust Division and FTC will continue to base their assertions of
juridiction on the test of direct, substantial and foreseeable effects on U.S.
interests. Second, U.S. Antitrust Law apply to foreign conduct that such
conduct has direct, substantial and reasonably foreseeable effect on U.S.
domestic or import commerce and export commerce. Third, United States
has extended the extraterritorial application of U.S. Antitrust Law on
international licensing contract or internationa! merger. Forth, United States
impose crirrﬁnal responsbility of U.S. Antitrust Law on the foreign anticom-
petitive conduct.

Therefore, our government and industries must consider the cor-
responding stratigies against the extension of the extraterritorial application
of U.S. Antitrust Law.

Key Words : Antitrust Law.




