Fair Trade Laws 2 17 % I35 LEHD
B

= K B X

Lk
[I) Fair Trade Laws O HE
(O} JERMELHEORE A
() AR
) BEHR
() BEDE)R

F L #» &

W, 740 HRE BT D BIGHERAERFHE RSO REIT, TOBBRURERN
HRCEAT AR ) CTRMEORS LLBREFTH LB BN, LOENHHC L 580K
B7 7 e — B L CREE o LB RS, B, ARECRTHE
X EOBELRD, Fg e Ok, TEELEoL T BUANMEA AT S
e, BEOEEHAERAED state-by-state 77 r—FRFRONTVH 22 THD, R
> T, COBEEESR, SRECETS, CofBErSL 5EEIERTLD, BRAD
EBE—BEHLLOLLTWH L IEETELS5,

R, AREK B 2 BT ERFHERFOFLE L b T 5 L& Fair Trade Laws
B L, A AIERESLTE (non-signers clause) ICRETL - LItk b, ZORES
BIRFTH L BME TS,

(I} Fair Trade Laws ORI EH

(ﬁ%@m%bfm,V+—7V%ﬁ%%%m%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬂ#%éht#
otoL#LJ&B@KED,%ﬁ%ﬁﬁr%@%Kﬁ%ﬁ%uTTDEW%Q%EiS
EDOEBEE (notice) HAMUTHFELAESEN vy — < VEBERR T EHEIRI- &
mﬁk%b,%%@%%ﬁ@%&%%&ﬁémﬁotc

Dr. Miles Medical THRC B\ TRERIL, S Dr. Miles 4 08T 51580, 815

15



— B W % F195
HFELCBE, TOfiBEHEEEL, WEIEHORSEHIETSZ EABRLEL DTS
b, EEEEER, NEEEMOBSFYEENCHER LR L D THLEDT, vy —=<
VHICOER T B SRR LI,

ZOMBOEIZ, PEEEMEE\ L, SR L o THERHEZRITS & L ONER:
PRRBMENDETE 5720, %%LM&%%EL%@%W%%@%#TLL@@ UL,
T2 FDRE EMETRI= o — Y — P —MNDRTE T, & DAL, 1913 4Rl
B 1915 4, 1916 fEICHIE X h, PHEERD A — 7 — OEESE (goodwill) #FET B DI
E%%thﬂhlofﬁﬁmm%%&ETé EERFL, A= —RMOWEHINFR
TR T D EETREETH D @*@&;ofco
I\ T, BEIEITEAERT DERL, 1914 Ec ER iR AR L T5 2
4 (Stevens Bill & Metz Bill) oFL&~ORMCIEE D, D, RAENEENSNEC
%& h, wﬂﬁhﬁbKﬂy&$mTh%ﬁﬂLtﬁL%®ﬂﬁ%ﬁa LT E

, Bz, Capper-Kelly ZEORE M N5 X%%M‘%o t

ORI BT, B Y 7 =TT, KRS (druggists) HEDETH L
=72, BHENLEORELV R THD & L #RHL, TR X 5 EIREORNL
HERTHEB A B L, _@ﬁ%# 1931 DB Y 7 5 b = THEOFETH - 12,
BT, F@rhMeMt@%ﬁ&%o_@&Au SHREBET X - TEIIhils
M3 72 Capper-Kelly ﬁgﬁ’ﬂéfg%ﬁi%’kﬂ‘l‘l WcBAL- LD THSPM B,  “the Junior
Capper-Kelly Bill” &MEEinic,

ZOWEASDOHNE, BAREE, 75V, b LARAHIL LS EEREORMLD
E%K%;T,ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁmléﬁéﬁBﬁﬁﬁﬁ,Eﬁ%,ﬁ%%%%?é
TEThLH, LT, FREMHBZEIH IO, “FaMioREEORERE AL
mm)fQ%%(wm)&ﬁ%m%wfwﬁéh%%ﬁ”f%b,:@%ﬁ;““fﬁ
COEBETRF L > THRESRIlRUS THRE LA W2 &7 B HESh w5,
B, OB, Whdd “Boe” WkEBI - EEPEEL WA,

Lo, TOESH, BT - CORBRGMiEOREZERTES L THC L1,
ZORRDFCE N ThLL L ERH b Eeote, Hib, FLA — 7 — OFFE
PRIL, B ORBEPR CUINEEBELATIRD DT, ThbOTTO/NEEE LM
CERERRE TS Z L X o COLBIER SRS & T, ToBRRIHmELLLOL
B hbTHD,

Z T, TOWHREL, 1938 ERHIESI N, EATHIL WL ETYE, ZRc k- T
BEI NI L - TR R TE-R B NE FORBMBOWELZTSERS,
Wi 5, FEEEME S (non-signers clause) &Nl 7z,

16



Fair Trade Laws 135V} % IERMELEORENE
ZOHWIEEZT T Fair Trade Law 1%, MSEFOLMOBRY MR35 BHERBELT
L DMDEF AL UTERE Iz, TO%, 1936 ELARERBEN IV 744 =T L
1Y/ 4D Fair Trade Law OFBUATHTH L 2EETHRE ST, O Fair
Trade EENI—BORBLYRL, DN oEREFOLEN AR TH S NARD National Ass-
ociation of Retail Druggists) 23#7ic Fair Trade Law %i##E L, Th&eFir s LT
ALizib 2w, a2
HEREOZINT, PROMEEE, A LD, 20 Fair Trade Laws AL TR,
BV T A=2TEREFALTHIEHL, o NARD B EMATLHME, WEORE
THLHBEHEO T HEINSD,
Z DEFGRBIT N, BB HENE O R Eﬁh%*ﬁ@ l{' iV, FAH Fair Trade Laws
O BRYERIER LB L mofiic, RO= ﬁh%ﬁéh%
1. [REEEFRME QBT OWT “BEME” (the price stipulated) & 3% Dyt
LT Hiy “BREC L > TRESRAREME” L LTWbI &,

2. FEIRF o+ (gifts), 7 —H v (coupons), HAEINSE (combination sales) 2D
PR Tl T A 2 BRI RIR oEK &35 = &,

3. HEy, HHEEMIEOREZLIERED LI, BEEEC L - URRET SR
TERECREL - &,

AL LC, ARERSERHIC L 5HH L Mic sty Fair Trade Laws O¥JBIL, =
DHEFORIBEFIC L » TR ETBFILBIRT 5 3 DT - 7o’ RICHEFEC X 5 5
PHRID ZERTET, REOEM L LCOEH Fair Trade Law DOHEILEE hie,
%oﬁ%1%7$®Aﬂkuau/L7%%E@%ﬁ%@ﬁ&%@&bf,/+ —< v
OHEREI R IR, - A< b j(ﬁvﬁzlgﬁﬁk £\ el !5 71) BRI 7 R R OO IR
HAZINICDR = 24T 4 v AETEH D,

COEDHFE X D, Fair Trade Law % Rib, FEFCMiBHERR ML RS LT
DMEBCTHE, vy — < VIROFEHERBRI S, T, ZoMERRELONNLEA
SRIEERICS, vy — < VEOEBBIN I EhB L EL bR, AL L 195145 H
FTIEL R TWI,

L2>L, Schwegman Brothers E%%‘ THR T, BEEN, Miller Tydings I3 &
BECH L CORBHAIND D TEH T, FEMBFCETTIRI AR LW BRI
Lick, Zo%k, BEHer—Bbics Z5MEEZTERL, w&$h/y~v
VIEOR RS S non-signer WE CHET S 2 EERBEB LR McGulre fk‘%‘rﬁﬂﬁ@: Xh%
2tz bk Einoi,

2L, 1938 SRR S R E TR, BIBEOHEBER L L B2 55,

17



— 1 B % ES

—77 T, BRERT LB MEERGESRS L EL, B0t L b3
BTEWEETEL S,

Bk, Fair Trade Laws OFIZEREZHIEL TR, CZhbOBEOFHIICKEL T
B BB INDNE LI, VENE R, RCBEFREBETLS Y, TOERNDL L, 1920
SRR M S UTEI R E S e ARG OW s T4 % 1t Fair Trade Laws O3,
CORFHEENLOBELYNEL A THES S ZLIHEIIERNRE L THST, &0
B OoiaiAhb i EABEOLD I EEELLRD, KBERES 7y VIS E
Wi, BB = v e AR ET 54 L ONED SN, Fair Trade Laws X
LRABTI GBS N, Fie, BRENCKTS price cutting 1, # — = PEREERC
T HREIEEL DL LR 5(%%@%75‘3ﬁ?‘%%13@&f‘k , BERIBEL TCWTHSHS
LEXDHTLIXBRDOZLTED,

Zhrh, FERGEMRAERHED, £oER 19 iRl b, zokEEkd, B
PRI S B & U COLBET 5 2 LIXEYTikiswns, A< &b, Fair Trade
Laws OFE L 1933 FWIER X % non-signer LIED AR R S b —HOSTEERIL,
RUT, CoFH N ET5EFHERNR C L TGEFTE 20820 TREER
B XA R B, CORROWTE, BRI THRETS DL Lo,

(1) Fowle v. Park, US. L. Ed. 67, 1889.

(2) Bobbs-Merrill Co. v. Straus, 1908.

(3) Dr. Miles Medical Co. v. John D. Park & Sons Co., 1911.

(4) R. Johnson, W. Ingersoll, G. Montague, The control of Resale Prices, Chicago, 1936, p.
111,

(5) Ewald T. Grether, Price control wnder Fuir Trade Legislation, New York, 1939, pp.
14~15.

(6) Rudolf Callman, The Law of Unfair Competition and Trade-marks, 2d. edt., Chicago,
1950, p. 443.

(7) California law of 1931, chap. 278, Section 5.

(8) Ewald T. Grether, “Experience in California with Fair Trade Legislation Restricting
Price cutting”, Calif. L. Rev., 1936, vol. 24, p. 641,

(9) California Law of 1931, chap. 278.

(10) California Law of 1931, chap. 278.

(11) Old Dearborn Distrb. Co. v. Seagram Distillers, 1936; The Pep Boys, & Jach v. Pyroil
Soles, 1936.

(12) Fair Trade Laws %Ei-7o\ Mk, Texas, Missouri, Vermont @ 3/ &, BB OEE:
BH L X5 Columbia #FK,

(13) Rudolf Callman, ibid., pp. 467~-480.

4 KEFEFE, ZOERECRS L, 2w VETEIROBELTENMELbhBHDT,
HEEHED {T{EMN X Tohosto, Neal AD., The Antitrust Low of the U.S.A., Cambridge,
1960, p. 348.

(15) Miller-Tydings Act 1937.

18



Fair Trade Laws W 3sit % IFRWEBLHOELEME:

(16) Schwegmann Bros. v. Calvert Distillers Co., St. 1951,
(17) The McGuire Act. 1952,
(18) FEwald T. Grether, ibid., p. 649.; Note, The Yale Law Journal, vol. 49, 1939, p. 146.

(I3 FBHERHEOHFRESS

BE Lzin<, 9 7 an = 7ikd HES L LT ARESBRIC LS BIE X hic Fair
Trade Laws ORI, B O BB & HE T 2 20 MO 270 B4 b3
RUAVC LR B LD L, 510, BT o B E AT 5 &%
TEEE LTz, FERWELEOMATEL S, Frie, FENELHIL BRI 2 iils | OB
%ET,%%tﬂ&%%%LTV%&%i%hé%,CD%E®%@%ﬁﬁ%E%ﬁ?§
H5EEZLOEHLC ZOHBIEMAT S E L, EHEORERZEELDNLHERA
BhD, foT, ZOHELXD S HHMAR L UFERLBEETmCOE IR 5 :E2 b
na. R, ThERDHMEOSHT 52, 22Tk, FOHEBAMBIA D 2 DIcy8E
LCEE L Thic,

(1) & B HIEE R

TR — DB, FERNEREY, EROBHGMEEREEOTHNE ERDOEE
IR EEZ, ThEeEETA Iﬁ%f‘&é;

T OB, 1936 FOFRERGRHRCNTSRD, 1V 7 A} Fair Trade Law
% Hu4f - 72 Old Dearborn *ﬁ%ib:isﬁ%ﬁnﬂ%,ﬁbi, COEDE GBI, MEDORT
BFEMEEY B ORET HHMYEET IR LFE OO T, MEREENEELYES &
Thote, ZHICHTLIEERORMIKOML THSH, (&)ZDEDOE—DHMIL, MHE,
TV, FHALEC L VAL TN TEROEEED Goodwill OEETHDZ L, Ob)
=0 BANC I » TR IR G 2 F B Th D, T OBmITERICER Lis\ - &, (o4
FOBE LI LT CHFET 3 2 &1 Goodwill T3 BETEHD, TAFESL L
TIEHINDZ &, .

Z UJEFIJ?J%‘Z%E%;%#\’HS{%J@%} CROND, FlxiE, ZoDMOREH FERNELED
BRI LR DY, ZEARc Old Dearborn HHckMLL 7a2is, #5
SEEBESAEHEL TS, Bk, M &EID Fair Trade Laws OIELHEHR T, L
Ed, BFELOMERE (equitable servitude) [T I hic A FBEOHBIC BT 570
MAEEME S L < RIS T 5BV EORTFHOBBCELVWL02RT L ThH Y,
non-signer 732 — % —OREMEL T TA —H — O EFRFET 2 2 L2 b4 5
RIS 2 FEE, WL IED, ZOEENTER LT price cuting %75 X 5 IekEsm
Ehxb5zsckicicb s L,

19



— & B ® E1E

Ll B _i-glns, &%EiCEsIT5 Fair Trade Laws % HE L JEEHELEOEE
AT T EAEDOETFLDLDTHS, Z DEGIEYM S L OBEER T Yk oW T
DORFHY, ROWHGHEITTD Lk v AR,

2 % & #

282 OFEL Fair Trad Laws HEMCH T2 IR HRDY, £L LT, ZOBOLE
BB 2BATRCER L, BEROEFIIRORNYMELIEHL, BN, Zhbd
OIAENMEER LOEPEREGER T30 THL Z L2 FET S,

() BB b OPE]

FTE—OHFNIROML BEHTES,

1. Fair Trade Laws O#IEiki3 28 RL, R R B o8 AR 2RF

H OB LE S e ORlh &, R IREOBEEOHMILL 5 SMIER® G, FEik
BY 7= 7 MOFKBEREEES LB L7 DR INCHEE S ey, A — ik
BB, EEILTh ATl 2

2. TOEDHENL, #—H»—0 Goodwill DIFEETIL/L T, H)/IFEED<—-DV
DRIE, (IERER OB DB THS - 2,

3. HiEw#EY, Fair Trade OREMIXFEANE UCEOCKET S EFERT LS, Th
tX Fair Trade Laws ¥ BET 5 A0SR, BAFENEMTHY, k—@(‘gf)@q:’
O, FEEME IREMBCHET5 2 2 B L T 5B REETH S,

4. FEFELEHOHIEL, @?&LDEﬁDEﬁ&m%%L,»®¥&®ﬂﬁ%%%
HoeEBFOENCRRTS &

LI EDFERIZ, Fair Trade Laws OFTE L EATAZLBRbOTHD, #oT, —
FHHERPOEE LRI ELNRD LT EREET B O TR, LaL, 41
&Y, F-oHHEPHERCE WL, BRoRHROBRT ML, HERCKIT5H
LEBZOFBORME TS RIFohilonweEL2 5D, ZOEOHELCHT L HEIEMT
aéNAMDH,MAV7Vyb@Q%L%BT%ﬁﬁﬁ%LﬂmM@ﬁﬁﬁPJ%ﬁ®§
ADHA, EAZBEL, BEcERL-Z L, Big, okl taiEl, F
/J\_LI-_% (“httle fellow”) ICRIEW TholcZ b d, ZOEOHEXBRC LIEELD
haZ 2: N, A—H—D Goodwill ZE#ET L L 2HATH LI L 5T, B
B irtE oA BT L, BEOHERAL B T3 L RS, EECX
%, fBRERCHTHHRLRE LT LA T L3 BEBEhDIRNETHA D,

D Eoigln s, e, HEROBERNRNLY FERE T 2 KM X bR I hs 0T
TN EHIBHT A ENFIETHD EELHDTh S,

Wiz, BLOMHS 2T 5,

20



Fair Trade Laws i1 % IERE LB OB

b & F K

FEHHIE SIH L 4T Fair Trade Laws 7%, MEES L OSEHEEENT5 &35
EROWMSBEHTES, .

1. Fair Trade Laws OEZHHEELDAETE—F L Cis\ 2 &,

2. B ANSTEE Y TR ELT 5 \_(c)

3. FAMOFAEED HECHFETAERA LTS 2 21, R L CESELOTE Y,
BDOFH (due process of law) DOHETBIZ Y o THEEONENRENDEEINBNE
B MEEORETHS = &

IHOOHHOEREL oD T 2 VU HEY, 178845 6 H 21 Hic R %1 1789 SEIc R
LU CEK, FEMEEARTN, KERBIEL LT, RYEROBER 1 &0 bH
10 fichbicd, Whpa THEFIRE, oBme, m%%%mﬁ%®vmﬁm F.NY S
%, B, wﬁﬁi#%@%mkrmfmﬁﬁ@%hnmnntﬁmf&a

4>, Fair Trade Laws 23\ & ST 5D, BIEES&FLBETE 4 ETEHLSL, ZD
THHEE, EREOVHLS AL, I%fgﬁ@?ﬁm(due process of law)” 1= X B9,
Enp, ﬁﬁﬁitbiﬁ?)ﬁ%?phhé LA L X W Tn oM, SRS TR D
ﬁm:&%%ﬁbf&é

B, BmEPMOIEI, BEHHEZTOHE, BIEES % &%145“0) due process
momf@ﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁk;ofm%mﬁ@%ﬁﬁf%t#,NmMaﬁ&Kiof;;u
7 OREMIKR R RET AESAEREID 2 Lin )k o T, MBHIRAHTF IR DI, 2%
DR EFORGICB I A HEDATLS EE)HVERIAAII S L ki -
to. SRR, BRI TLEIRE LT due process BBHI LT L &b,
INOISTERT, HOEETULWEELD, WRHBRFBRICH L Ch Al ER L
Fonde. LinL, %< OHIVEER, SRR BRI LT due prosess 4E
BEL, WEEMOIEY 7 “police power” DITEICHT HHEEOHREONERA/RL T 5,
FUTC, FOYEEEREL, METAY, AKOBE ©e —BECERTIE TS
HEEIND, o, PEEENREHD price cutting WL Y WELF, X, £—»
— OFEROBRENBETED 2 LR ERI M- b LTh, TO5ACHE T 5
S LI FNTOE DIAHCE LI DR T b LHE S A

LI, EEME S BT, Ol Dearborn HparZEFHTHE0L, Cha#fiTs
LOERATBRS, %ZEMW%WW1$#T BEHE\EEEC OV CHE R T
s, CORBIXAIEOREL R I 5T,

Fair Trade Laws OEZFEMEH D < 2RIEIL, L ORR & /s 5 BRFMBHEREHE O IR
R EATED, REENSMOLERNRARE D2, DL L, FERGBLHEDE

21



—~ B R M10E
OHEFINER L EET BRI, BEROPCRGET I LR THLD L E
bh, TORERNSG, IOEOBBHRIIBEL LI EELRVTHS,

(1) California of Law, chap. 278, Sec. 4.

(2) Cf. “The operation of Fair Trade Programs”, Harv, L. Rev., vol. 69, 1955, p. 317.

(3) AREREHRL, 2>0M0 Fair Trade Laws OAEMETH L. (1Y /1, 0ld Dea-
rborn Dis. Co. v. Segram Distillers Co.; # Y 7 34 =7, The Pep Boys, Manny, Moe &
Fack of California.)

(4) Old Dearborn Distributing Co. v. Seagram Distillers Corp., 1936.

(5) FfEcHR s T Lzt D; Bourjeis Sales Corp. v. Dorfman, N.Y., 1937; De Voin v. W.
T. Grant Co. Calf., 1938; Guerlain v. Woolworth, N.Y., 1939.

(6) Grayson-Robinson Stores, Inc. v. Lionel Corp. New Jersey, 1954; Goody v.Raxor Corp.,
S. Klein on the Square, Inc. v. Lionel Corp. N.Y., 1954, cf. Walter Adams, “Resale Price
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