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98. United Statesv. Borden Co.

370 U.S. 460 (1962)

(A cost justification based on the difference between an estimated
average cost of selling to one or two large customers and an average
cost of selling to all other customers cannot be accepted as a defense to
acharge of price discrimination.)
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Automatic Canteen Co. V.
Federal Trade Comm'n, 346 U.S. 61,
68(1935)

(a)

Borden
Borden

In the Matter of Champion
Spark Plug Co., 50 FT.C. 30, 43
(1953)

A&P  Jewel

A&P  Jewel

Borden



(I 271

Borden Douglas
Bowman ( )
(3
(@
( 5
(
Bowman
1 Borden
2% 4% A&P
Jewel 8.5%
5.5% Bowman
A&P Kroger 11%
Goldblatt Bros. 8.5%
2
)
( 4 .
(sampling)
(
)
(
)
@

3 Advisory Committee on Cost
Justification, Report to the united



272 il

States Federal Trade Commission

91956), p. 8.
4
Hanson v. Pittsburgh Plate Glass
Industries, Inc., 482 F.2d 220 (5th Cir.
1973) 0.62
5 Harlan 0.35
Reid v. Harper & Brothers,
235 F.2d 420 (2d Cir. 1956), cert. (a

denied 352 U.S. 952

Morton v. National Dairy
o Products Corp., 414 F.2d 403 (3d Cir.
1969), cert. denied 396 U.S. (1970)



