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FTEMTL, 9. AARE LT, —TRAZEBIZELS, —TRAD
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RPHLDITTIIRNWEEZLNDLTHD, LT, ARG A EIEIZL, JEHIZ

Ly b A, BEmpicid, ERRKRERA I BAHIRIR L HD 92 2ATH D,
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HHZABLE), @ FilEE 2 L OEWFORGIC L 2 B/ 7y FomEics
B AR OMEEE, @)1 F T TO— LR EZE(maverick) D EFFIZ X 2 [R5 TO WO
Fr- R, QI TRELORSIOT 72 A2 MY REEK 252 LI2X 0, I EfFicsn
T, T A 7LD e/ MERE THES L (minimum viable scale) DR % #iG SE2W\W X 9295
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HETHDH, BMEMBERSEDOZ O LIEBAHIBRIRIZ OV TEEL < 1X, See Michael H.
Riordan and Steven C. Salop, "Evaluating Vertical Mergers: A Post-Chicago Approach,"
63 Antitrust LJ 513 (1995). £7-. S AEEREOMHEE L LT, HHAHICI Y “EESAD
VEMENEE D Z & &, BENRENSS OBEFHIRNROMEO— 22T 5 K([EH 84 77
A4 K742, U.S. Dept. of Justice 1984 Merger Guidelines, 4 Trade Reg. Rep.
(CCH) 113,103. §4.2. 723, KEIZH W T, BEMKXRA O OGS R MM
}: SNV =T 4 T —AD—2L LT, TahY « GM FH&EEAIR0Q957 HF) &5
fi, United States v. Dupont(General Motors),353 U.S. 586 (1957).
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2 Areeda & Hovenkamp, supra notel3 9 1203c.

3 F.& M. Schafer Corp. v. C. Schmidt & Sons, 597 F. 2d 814, 818(2d Cir. 1979). See also,
Hamilton Watch Co. v. Benrus Watch Co., 114 F.Supp. 307, 314(D. Conn.), aff’d, 206
F.2d 738(2d Cir. 1953).
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OWTlE, TBICB T 2P ORELZTHO IR LD 9 5,
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OIS, —HIEN, T kv, YELEMCIREFEO @ 2 b7
5L HThDd, »hr5HRIERGROIGEIED, A TOWHREN D OB
BRI EZRNE EED A 0t T 4 TEHETLOIZET S, o, —HEGIC
£V, BELEMTOHAEML, —HEEORWEEIZHET, KVES L
20, WAL OOBRMIE O Y A7 ITENTE T REL D, TR, BiNHs
DRITRITEBNE EEBA BT A T EERIED Z EITORN5H5,

F7o, RABUGIT, YFRER TOHBMPOMLE & RREZ, TH2ETOWHH
DRI HET D, —IC, TIHESMEM OB RAL « MEFFT 2 720121,
THENREENTH D Z & &t s LT, OB LT Wil o
[FVEMECBEAE DR FEEATE) DN E 5 D, QWi b Ol (kT BRI 1T %) % %8 .
LT W E DD, O D OBBUCHIFERZMZ 5 Z ENTE D00 =8I
MWD, 728 z21E, T—VCRAMEE@maverick) | O ZBSET5Z L2k Vs,

4 See Schafter, Ibid.

5 RIMESHOLEEITE, HESMENEEE L THYEREKRZR/RAT 52 LI1I2X0 it
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DEFETEDaIy AV MEAARHTAREERD D,

6 ZZ TV, [—TURMMEZE LT, o T A4 7L EEX D SRSt bl 58850
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DERIZET D, bob b, ZOXIBRTLEEKRTOHROIE - 58k & v H
VAL, BEOEZZHIL, AL, OGS EFREETH D,
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REINDZENIEREZL 2> TWD, ENOLOHEFZMBITHZ LITLD, K
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(1) Rockwell/Serck F{:(1980 4)3

ZOFEMHTIE, R 2 S HEOMAMERK 29.7% 2 BUS LT 2 & ORI 28,
J A MR T RIGERKT S ELTRFEINTZHOTH S, R ALDIENZ, S
FOARERD 7.5%LL EE2RA LT AT R o 72, RARIZ, RS
WXV, SHOFRRKEL 2D LD Tho7T, D%, RAIZ, S HI2FEY Ok
RIZOWTARERMZ DT 20, FEAOFFREBHFHORFICLY . Y E
ftEWrELTWD, R L S, #IBT 7 707 Ot CH AR 72
FEFEETHY . R AHIZBEERHICBWT 80% LD v =7 % 5 5 LA
¥EThoTz, FNEAORFHEBIC XL, AMESFIC XY SHEZET L H O
TIERWIZL TS, SHOREICERREENZKFET I ENAREE 2D | lith
MOBARHIBEEND Z ERMBEE 2 o729, AEIL, . FEMS COHE X
Nic, TR X 5 & R i S tEOREEFFIT D% 2T O E 4 NI
BTHT L, Fl, L WIRIF, R X, B COFRRRGRIHE) ZHE T & LT,
S tEDOBUFER OR(THEIR 21T T 272 2 OREICEEN ZTHE L T bk
WI ERBE ST,

A BT A TRRENTED, BAEERIENT 202D L Th D, BT DT, FEHW
HAHOBELEN 72D T7 7 v A X —BEDZ L THD, See 1992 Horizontal Merger
Guidelines, 4 Trade Reg. Rep. (CCH) Y13,102. §2.12

7 Jon B. Dubrow, Challenging the Economic Incentives Analysis of Competitive Effects
in Acquisitions of Passive Minority Equity Interests, 69 Antitrust L. J. 115(2001) 118 &
TlX, AL TETT=FHUZ DN TR LoD, DOJ & FTC O FHALEE D B[R 2 %R ST
Wl Tnb,

8 United States v. Rockwell Int’l Corp., No. 80-1401(W.D. Pa. filed Oct. 20, 1980). A4 D
FHEBBRIZOWTIL, ABA, Merger Case Digest 1982(1984)247 H&&5\Z L7z,

9 Competitive Impact Statement, United States v. Rockwell Int’l Corp., 45 Fed. Reg.
69,314, 69,316(1980).
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ZOEMETIE, GHBEWHOT T REGLEEORSG, BEIOW ttx %
BLLCWD EfLdD 283% D EBAEL LD & LI-Z &R, FEAIC L DR S
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EEADREITHE S 24T LW 2 & 25D, ARG 23R DT,

(3)US West/Continental Cable Group!]]

ZOFEMFT, WHIC LD CHOBEIGHH N7 LA M AETRIGERKTDHE L
TEEAICX VIER SN DO ThH D, W LT 4k 14 NI 2B —E
A % i e HBEE SGE R O B E(E TH Y . C X, KEICB T 5 =FHIZ
RERT =T NV AT LFEHETHDH, RMEEDGHENAR I NIZYEE, C T
I, THOKK 20% %A L. T HOEfE 2 L 2T L Tz, 5612, &
JEITHEBEME DR T HOFEEEFERICT 7B A LT, T fhid, £KE T
R — 22427 7270 X —Thbb, 20k, WHE T
i, FHBRT—E2AORMICBWTHABERICH o 72, FiEE ORFENZ
=T, CHhix, THOFRZ 11%I2H &8, Z4 O T B SR %
BEE LTz, REmS T, AMEHFERITERDTEbOD, Db DfEMEE L
T, BUNEO W Rz LT, Z4FEUNIZ, THOERGZEET I & B&
O, GEERENETTHE T, Wi, THOBFEESICHET 2722 LT, T
FHOBREIC—UEE L Cideben &, &5, W i, T thofgsto s
WEEFERICYT 7 BALTUEIRLRNI ERERBESI N, 2 2T,
Ak @ Gillette/Wilkinson Sword(1990)&F44: L 138720 | FFREZNEIKN, 7 L
A NAE T RERERHERTDE LT, 2O GNGLE LN Z ENER
b1z,

(4)AT&T/TCI 19
AfEZ. AT&T I X% TCI D EINTCI %2 AT&T O5etatib+ 25 = &)n
MEEE o2 F M TH D, AT&T 13, KEICH T D EREREEORKT

10 United States v. Gillette Co., Civ. Action No. 90-0053-TFH(D.D.C. filed Apr. 4, 1990).

11 United States v. US West, Inc. and Continental Cablevision, Inc., No. 96-2529(D.D.C.

filed Feb. 28, 1997).(72 8, AfaTiL, FEAOR—L_—VEHOL ORI A LIZCLFT

F—L_X—=U7 FLANRGTEH SN TV D L DIEFREETH D),
(http!//www.usdoj.gov/atr/cases/uswest0.htm)

12 See Dubrow, supra note31 at 120.

13 United States v. AT&T Corp. and Tele-Communications, Inc., No. 1:98CV03170

(D.D.C. filed Dec. 30, 1998). (http://www.usdoj.gov/atr/cases/indx99.htm)




TH b, TCI iZ, Sprint PCS(LLF, Sprint) DK 23.5% 2~ A L TEY
Sprint T, KETEAHIZIBW T, #FEHFEREREFE L= A T\, FEE IR,
AEEIIZ LY . AT&T 2 Sprint O AERAETH Z &3, AT&T & Sprint
EDOMDOBFERIHTHELTEF L, 3726, AT&T & Sprint 1%, %<
D HUIBNZ W THREE OBIF IS U CRAICE R BEFBURIZH D7D, EIULAT
ThiiX, B —EXZOoNWTEORMliZ A EIZS & RiF720, ZOomE%
e LT iE, LSS L TS Sprint IZEEAEDNTLE Y Z EIZ
72 NEEEINER), BIN% ThHIUE, AT&T NHEMTH— 2O i
T, Sprint [IZENKT D720 THY . AT&T 12 > T, MOFEFELHE TR
WEWDH Z LI D, ZOX D RBEEIZNEONIBILOR R, HIEZIZB
Tid., AT&T X, HHOH —E 22O\ TEFDOxHiZ 8| & FiF=b ., Z0ME
FWELIZVT DA BT 4 T EBAOIEDL I LITR D, ZTD XD R,
AT T, RS THLAELI DL, MEMOFEFROLZHEN /2L T
HAEL 9 D14,

[FEMSITB VT, EERE (divestiture) & 1T « B+ 2 B EZE
(trustee) DMEAMM AL, DM DZFEEDA =TT 4 7D F, ZELNIZ, AT&T
DFEE 10% U TIZH G TZ &, TFEUNICETORRA LS5 2 & 3BUE
ENTz, T2 TH, HFHERCHEIAME DI T OHIIR & Vo 72/ TENHEE Tl e
<. PR EMERE L W O BEENEES R OGN TV D, L, FikkE 2iE
LU, FHEA D ER L 2Bt Hl IR R T 2 EIXE A e o 72D
2y, WD Z UL, ITEINHETE TH - TH, BEHIRSEEZFTBIET O+
TRV, LW RISV TIEXLT L H B S TARu5,

(5) Time Warner/Turner(1997 4£)16

ZOFEMAIL, Time Warner 173, Turner Broadcasting #:(LLF, Turner)
ZRIRL KD & L &2, HINOKNEAMITE, = E I o i 2> & fE &
SNT=FLTHD, Time Warner thiE, 2KE (207 — 7 VEFHRL G (k)
StETHY . FiZ, =7 AT LEFMGEStORERAE B LT, F—7
NEMOHIE S ATz, Turner fhix, 7 —7 VEFMGIESETHY | T

14 Competitive Impact Statement, United States v. AT&T Corp. and

Tele-Communications, Inc., 64 Fed. Reg. 2506, 2511(1999).
(http!//www.usdoj.gov/atr/cases/f2100/2155.htm)

15 See Dubrow, supra note31 at 121.

16 Time Warner, Inc., FTC Docket No. C-3709(D.D.C. filed Feb. 3, 1997).
(http://www.ftc.gov/os/caselist/c3709.htm)

1T R OWTIE, R FEAREEEDIEH, John E. Kwoka, Jr. and Lawrence J. The

Antitrust Revolution: Economics, Competition and Policy (3rd ed. 1999), Case 19 at 452
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I, CNNGEE T2t EL L O —T7 VT L EFHHEERL 2 /A L Tz,
*7-. AM{Ei%, TCI(Tele-Communications, Inc.) 220333 > Tz, TCI
X, =7 VERERESETHY . F7-. Discovery Channel 72 %< D /r—
TNFRARESHARAET 22 212K, =7 ABHEOHHEHIT-> Tz,

AECREE EnemiGix, N EfSGTh s — 7 VEHEd St miT o s —
TNERIRGETSCL T, 7 — 7 VEMRGE TS &, EDIN TGOy —T7 V%
FLE N ZAE T RGeS CL T, 7 —7 AVEBRBETR) TH Y, & HICHH#
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1150 J#), TCI X, &KIZB T 57 —T7 VT LERNERERD 27%D > =
7 b TR Y (BREE 1800 Fit#), & biZ AL ALDOMEFETH 7, TCI
L. 7€RT, Turner fHDOKI 24% % RA L T2y, AEEIUZFEVY, Time
Warner fHOFITHERIRED 75% 5 RATHZ L LD, 0. AEEIIC
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F ¥ > % /L(CNN, Headline News S22 5 20 4F D EHIBLKE K 2 fifs L T
W, AMERIUC XY . =7 VEMIRGETTS Tld, HHI 25 1549 725 2212 ~
E B L. BHINZ D Time Warner (£, =7 4 0% EE2 HEOLERKERKT L
25, F12. r—7 WVEMEETT ST, Time Warner & TCI &7y = 71,

44% 2 505 2 L2005, ZOXIICEETSNEETENERD LG,

FTC 1. AMEIUZDOWT, RO K 9 i FOREE R L7218, £ T HER
il & LT i@ E sz, (a) AMEEI%, Time Warner |, 77—
T IVERIRGE T2 3T, Turner OBEAFD T A 7L & O HLG| 2 AN S I ZHEHE T
52 & T, TANNAB =7 VEME R S N bPER IS B ER
258 E S, (b) Time Warner |, flid CATV EliaSfhicxt LT, HALRSID
F ¥ RV OEFEE AR HITHER L2 | BUAS IS YE 7o o TR 72 m il ks 2 5 E
L7322 L 7T, =7 AFEMBETHICBNTT A 2L DBHESE» bR S
NABZENNE D, WICKFEMIEE LT, (o) 7F— 7 VEHRFETHICE
W, BN O Time Warner (3, BIIZ L » TH7-, BliaSthicxr3 288
DIER EFBEED NKT ¥ > /b (BIZ “crown jewel” channel & FEIZILD) D
FHVVAZIZ LD, BIETL D SECTF ¥ R MORG S H Z &N T
X%, (d) TCI /X, Time Warner (MY OFKZKA L, £7-. Time
Warner/Turner & QRO EMBFEROFIEIZ L U TCI I, RIEEEINZIL,

r—7NT L EBRMHIEICERET DA 2T o TR L, HDHWE, o
CATVEHDOF ¥ o XNV EERTEDA BT 4 72O T AEIIZ LY,

B BRI EDBNE L S, TCI & Time Warner 1, 77— 7 VEMKFETHE T

18 See Time Warner, Inc., FTC Docket No. C-3709, Complaint(D.D.C. filed Feb. 3, 1997).
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AEIFREMATICEY, LT ORMEMREHRE N EC LN Z & T“ AT
BN BTz, OTCI OF#EE 7.5%% TCI H A A7 OFEIZEL 0 453EI LT
BISthicBin s 5, TCI 1L, /EJ"J/\H:@@.% -2y %{Tﬁé“{iiﬁb\i T
D (B BT DI TCI SEAR I K DBIRMEITEEDOHIBR), TCI 1%, Time
Warner DIATHEREGB D 9. Z%U\J:%HT( BLARNWZ L2 L, ERARR

Mg ME L SN D, @TCI & Time Warner/Turner & O D EHEHGZ2K)
%ﬁﬁ% L. A% OZEKHE % 5 FIZHIRT 5, @EINEZD Time Warner 728, &
PUT Ko THRIEES ST T 2 & W OPLRITHE U T, hofidfsasthioxt L
T, Turner O NG TF ¥ > 1 (7= & 21X CNN) & HEDOMDOF ¥ > Fv & 243
XEHEDLETCRIET D Z & &2 9 5, @Time Warner |3, > CATV Elia &4t

(X LT, BHERIIOF v o RV OB 2 R GITHER L7720 . BfRIZS - T
#%[JE’JQ B EZRE LTV 752 L &221E9 %, ®Time Warner 25, Ht%
FIDIA & OBEFRES | 2 AN Y2 T 25 2 & T, T4 7390 CATV &ttx r—7 v
bl MR i O PR35 Z & 225195, Time Warner |3, LoD
H=2—2F ¥ %W (Fox News Network, MSNBC)Z#lfs CT& 5 X 529
Do ZODXIAHETIE, N EHSGOr —7 AEFMERGET IRV T TCI &
Time Warner & @ﬁfﬁ%% T 4 THRE L, ol IINTFHSEOr—7 0%
AT IZBW T, TCI 1, Time Warner #9357, JIl L4 T Time
Warner &#iaRRICH LMo CATV FMHIESIHOBEEZRO T A 2T
4 T HEHOE W), TCIIZ LD Time Warner @ 9% D — s EUEHIZEK T 5 o
DORIEIZ W T, BEF O Fi#E 2 BRIy S 1, A% TCI O R = HIFR L.
WOENE BRI T 5 2 & T MERENRK T,

(6) AT&T/MediaOne(2000 4F)19

AL, AT&T 78 Mediaone O REX ARG L LS & L2 EMEE S
THERETHDH, AT&T 1%, Y4k, FEH7 o0 — RV R —ER - a7
v D/\/]’ H—2 K KFD Excite@Home DOFfD 26% % RALTEBY, &5

2t %38 U T, Excite@Home DMK OB EEEZRA L TV,

MedlaOne I%. ServiceCo. DFER 34% % 1R4A L TE Y , ServiceCo LLC.i%, Road
Runner X WO R T, FEH 7o — RNV R —E R T 0 X —FELELE
T, 2KE MO Z EO T, 2O L9512, AT&T 42 T D Excite@
Home & Road Runner &%, FEH 70— R R —bE 2B\ T 1
fir& 2 fLOFEHER LW ZLiThhd, FHEAIL. AMFEIUZLY . AT&T

19 United States v. AT & T Corp. and MediaOne, Inc., No. 1:00CV01176(D.D.C. filed
May 25, 2000). (http://www.usdoj.gov/atr/cases/indx4468.htm)



L. Road Runner OFEEICHET5H Z L TE, Z4UZ L > T Road Runner
DRRENCERIEBNHATHESTHZ LA TE 5L LI, Road Runner D4
b T 4 TR EEREDATTHAIENTEDLEFELE, Thbb,
AEBEINOFER, AT&T 7. Road Runner % X fid(control) L TH Y. Road
Runner O EMEERICT 7 EATELEWNH Z &L, AT&T % Excite@
Home % %fl L TE YV . Excite@Home DOFEEMEBIEMICT 7 B ATESH L)
ZEBMAE D ST, Excite@Home & Road Runner & O THEZ2 W L
FADMELE S D & FHER IR E I O g RN R 2 F- 9% L 7220,

A S FRIEAMAS TR Lz, FEMS TIE, AT&T 720 L MediaOne (3,
ServiceCo. DR # M+ 5H5Z L, FHIZL - T, AT&T L MediaOne
725 Road Runner 8]V Bff3 = &, Iz T, AT&T %, ServiceCo.?D 7 1@ —/X
v R —E ADIBEHZEI L T, ServiceCo. DR E IS L=V | FWHES 2476 L
720 LTiER b nZ & £z, ServiceCo.D 7 1 —/3 R — B 2 OF{IZ B
TOME, ~—TT 47, RO UMRRRIE L WoTegid b v T ¢ 77l
WIZAT&T X7 7B ATERWE S ICH LWL fEEE LD Z & ERRIEMS
TIHED LN, ZOXHBR—HOREICLY, 754X, Excite@Home &
Road Runner & O W LHH OB EIZKRL LS L LT, Z22TH, 1F
HOEBTHE & W OITEIRRE ST T2 <L o OREGE & W O SR HTE )
BonTnWd, LanL, Foa BeEl Lo giud, sNEE D ER L 7zBig
RN FRNCRE T DREEITIE AR o T2 D E WV D) JIZOWTIMLT LHH ST
2V V21

20 Competitive Impact Statement, United States v. AT&T/MediaOne, Inc., 65 Fed. Reg.
38,584, 38,587(2000).
21 See Dubrow, supra note31 at 121-22.



