B E AR A &S] B0

2 T K
B X%
I.F i 3. AR HOEK
O. &#Ee &H V. ZzES] RET I FD
1 EzEe BE 1. REwEHT RFES fEE
2. Btk RAERA A 2 MomfReH A#ES BES
ik 3 d

3. AGEEKT RS B 3 EBIEEES BN

M. &GES BMO0BEED HE 4 BGEY U T BT
1. &GRS MONBER 5. MY EEES B

2. &Y HEH? 2 FHR O OV.H R

I.F &

BEmRE R BEEEEMS #iyda buxda. A% REE
FEMY BEERY A8AA Barss BETR7 dEod Ao
AHEE7] faME #FoEe REEHY 4%/ 28t waA =
AZEFeio e —FH9 FH(offer)ol thete] H¥Hol Hi#(accep-
tance)St L. 24 2 A ko] A HHT

o] ¢} o] FHiH (offeror)e] o) WE HiFHE (offeree)d] 4
< R AEH Efol 7l Wi R#EY BEERTFE HEE
KA A w i GAR}F 2ol A OE w9 T3 BKRE ZeTh

s e BAAME FHEHY EHI7F HRSZ FIAGNANE
FBH T BITE 7] Wi Ziwa e RAC oet HREEE

* SILARE HHEM B, RE8E L

_93_



94 H1W BBED
A3t FAAGS AAste Ao oud &l REE & AU
7b ok FARA e el wE ALV T o9 #-s A
2 7 e TAE BEStH oo st Ao Zxkddh

FASZRRALANM 2 AGL A HEHH o= Ryl D
o] AR 9 E¥L S M melt AgA WA
Ztof mixl=ste ¥ MIEES & 79 FORAFlT.

AfgAAE BHORILY BEHLZ #Hvd o RKFEY AHEE M9
sta A&dEel A #Yste HRE, KEE € ERYARERZEW
2 7 HivLe &EQ}E W& - E&eto] A SAEFu A F

& AZE A% AL 5 Je BAO vl HET F A=E 3
£ del g0l ek

0. &itel A5
1. K& B

9 (offer)o] Wt EF#(acceptance) S A HE A= FH
olm,) E REFES HFHMWEI HWEA 3t FFd 3t A%FE
A= RAE BFoz Pt BAKTOIT F%ol o938 B¢
o= AT R (mutual assent)7t M Pt RolBZ 1 F9d
o JALEAZL 2 Eiolt AEL TS BAISE WA A Wl
olivb ZlE} 178l 93t & o] AT FR(indicating)t FE
(assent)ete TS ANEHAX F MY F8F EEFKF(communi-
cation)9} & (agreement)E& E#E ERHo|th2 RE ojuf Aok A
oFxte] Fhyol uidted WA FALe HKEEo] slojok BXEA HARHE

1) P.S. Atiyah, The Law of Contract, 4th ed., Clarendon Press, 1989, p.70.

2) John O. Honnold, Uniform Law for International Sales under the 19580
United Nations Convention, Kluwer Law and Taxation Publishers, 1982,
pp.180-181.



BEmRmEEENNA BED B %
Aot}

FBo] dE(Anson)d AA HEgEgAAE Hofo die RKES HY
A7b ZAY AAA st HHd mE FHREE Zolu dF52
BE BAStE Aol HAES fEHMelm Hg =A% —FItdok
ot S ATh BT EEHY A23 Hivik El2EH O EWE
(Restatement)o| A= g okol] gt KFES H oA 873t T
w2t WA AT HFzA FEE FR(manifestation of assent)dt
= oo st gtk B did AR #3td HldYy
##3(Vienna Convention)e|g2tnx Y2+ EHEWRERRWNC &%
ol ##(United Nations Convention on Contracts for the Interna-
tional Sale of Goods: UNCCIS)PelME Heke] HAN Ee H YA
b g A FAAR Atelel ol HRHO & BiToW BE &
REA AR FA7L B FAte] obF# FA|gle] EEFY Edolvt Re
o X5 T 2L PAE FeoEA FdY YAEAE e BL
T RS 2 397t Pt JFH FA BYo| ZA{HOT L FH]
e AAR EE o] Hud HE Ux BAAE RE2LEAY
Yol Jd&E dAST U+

ol9} o] HEFES AEMOEZ EMBFEHH (unqualified)o] o] ok 3}‘:‘1
WY BET N =Al —Keloor dtu BEMA TS (positive con-
duct)2 F$4d ¥ EEFK/R(communication of acceptance)E 33}
ool Aofo] AYE F Uv Aolth

@

3) AG. Guest, Anson’s Law of Contract, 26th ed., Oxford Universty Press,
1984, p.32. “Acceptance of an offer is the expression, by words or
conduct, of assent to the terms of the offer in the manner prescribed or
indicated by the offeror.”

4) American Law Institute, Restaternent of the Law, Second, Contract, 2nd
ed,, St. Paul, 1981, §50 (1).

5 ©)3F “Bjdy Fgro)gam Ao

6) UNCCIS 1980, Article 18 (3).

7) PW.D. Redmond & R.G. Lawson, Introduction to Business Law, Pitman
Publishing, 1990, pp.16-17.



96 H1HM HBEW

2. itk FHIFEMA AT mFE
AL #He RAS —Hstdor gk A SH e ALl uA
2&AY %23 F—8A ¥od AdPTUE £o2 olE v HfR
9] E8|(mirror image rule)® & 22— FHlo]l HAAY. 42
#¥ (absolute) o) ™ &R (unqualified) 22 A k9] 273} HIEA
—Fstodol #Tr9 T olEd e ol REHEK, #E
U @Rl mE 9 == BT 9 T Y3td 285 =
Yoz ZAASE dE ool TAA d110

Hdu BgdAE Ao O s &EV e EEE=E
2 okl gk Bffn(additions), /PR (limitations) & 7]Ete] # % (other
modifications)o] T&Ho] e A, ol HY¥AHA] HH KE
##(counter offer)o] BT}'Ela 3t o] ALdE HEe FHAlo] &
g & d+e HESL UG

w3 EES #H—rFE#(Unifoom Commercial Code: UCC)IA &
“Fue fmstAY e Z2Fd distd F9E ez F& £
3 1 e A$E AYstn aENY 71 e EsE gt
AAE B £ T UMY KEL ¥E F = FE
Eel e Brtzd = d& F3-& B ok s93e=2M9
2ge 2 en st Lkt HHel RAUEAES BERAI
Qi) o|H & e BAS ES(battle of forms)ol wet Az

i

9?:&:1

Q) ¥ &, EHEGIAF, HAKER I, 1992, p.32.

9) Clive M. Schmitthoff, Schmitthoff's Export Trade, Sth ed., Stevens &
Sons, 1990, p.90; Ronald A. Anderson & Walter A. Kumpf, Business
Law, 9th ed., South-Western Publishing Co., 1972, p.101.

10) A.G. Guest, op. cit., p. 32.

11) UNCCIS 1980, Article 19 (1). “A reply to an offer which purports to be
an acceptance but contains additions, limitations or other modifications
is a rejection of the offer and constitutes a counter-offer.”

12) UCC §2-207. “A definite and reasonable expression of acceptance or a
written confirmation which is sent within a reasonable time operates as
an acceptance even though it states terms additional to or different
from those offered or agreed upon, unless acceptance is expressly made
conditional on assent to the additional or different terms.”
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AU go distd HFFARA sV BE WES Kfmdte &K
o] I Ak FHE FAAINEA oUW I KiFES AF A
AE Adde AAA #IH APl #AF 2 F ded A
ot el FAAL b BRAMEE oIANZE F ddE #AE U
13 H ko] tiste] Aol B EE BEFRE] Ao BRI
o2 AFIA g3 9oz 7Y F dvdE AL AYAAY A
SFARAY HFuUgo didtd AEMSE EEM H#E(materally
alteration)& dkE o] otyzd Atxd &2 A% dR=
AFAA BEEWOZ AFE 4ENZ F UEE 3t AAE Eojok
g Aol

3. KEEETN KEY BH

Frge oA dig Rk glow ASg FHEA st 1Y, F
sHE ¥E F Jde EYE /AT Uz & F QU o] A¥E
oko] AFEEME Tt AFEEENolTL FETHIY 9L H o] AHS
ST 2EE 23] HEE WA Aloldl stojorwt Aleke A
A 71 Aok mEA s9H AL A3 H 49 FEHkelgE
F71 €0 g S8 Uz BEdAe s fiHe A A
RS ARV 2 71 W $499 BAE #A B doe 2
EEE 21, 99 717+ AFRA ot ALY FHHLS B kAUt

MET 71z Yol $9 BXE ¥4 28 dols 2 §8& dE
I Tt Yk

Z2g(Chorlery) & <49 846 #g oA 712 93& o9&

[O o

O

nﬁ

13) P.S. Atiyah, The Law of Contract, 4th ed., Clarendon Press, 1989, p.72;
[1979] 1 W.LR. 401; James ]J. White and Robert S. Summers, Uniform
Commercial Code, 3rd ed., West Publishing Co. 1988, pp.29-31;
Autonumerics, Inc. v. Bayer Industries, Inc., 144 Ariz. 181, 696 p. 2d
1330, 39; UCC §802, 808-09 (App. 1984).

14) RN 18, 8k, ERHARR, 1985, psd.

15) B #5281 L #E5201%.



98 HEIW BHEREY

3} Zo] 1 Y1
AA, EES HED W Tx AW WK olRolHcl @
1D
A, Fi00 BEA 2o2 HUTGT KBE 2 A sAw
Hojo} gk,

AR, EES MO T koo ok doh,

A, BFEOETT HREA KELS @ET Aolojor dh

DA, BREEE EE BEPAT SUIE Fol HEY AHLS
Zgojor @,

XA, KEL BHS METT d¢ AFo) HEHW 9L #

“ggoloh.

ol Wol Ao Efpoz: S HEY Hokd st Pstedx]
E Aojth A% 28 THEY SEA i s Y + ¢
webd e BES FHuEol dste Hoke) mEHel A%
YN BEE /AT Bstodol Boh1e) T e Foke WA
—Fstojol BT119 FEMOT AHHA ¥ 4, & FYo =7
BolAY E: #FES /1 s FFe BT e A
F Aoz B e FHEV s s gruE BYH
e FAlS o dH"on Afoln SEY Aol gl ¥ AHE
9 HBHES RESAE 2020 a8y 8 U fkdAE Al
B EFBGA = A2EE o SEHEd £ A% FFe
B o= AAgle] HEY FAES Lol i o2 WA
dol= $9@ Aoz Brgn FA%T . o) AzHez A

o L

to o

16) Chorlery & Giles, Slater’s Mercantile Law, 17th ed., Pitman Publishing
Ltd., 1978. p.15.

17) ol& FHhY REBERFET ook & gu g

18) ol & FEHH &8I T}

19) o1& B &%= gt

20) BEE, B4R, R, 1992, pp.63-64.

21) Mk E53ME.



ERmSERRGIN AKE #O 9
Hele MEKBRY] FHEES =R e BEZ B 5 ok

. %G5S WL

1. &Ee B BEAERY

WHES FENS WENE AETLEN A AYstAT, ek
Aet HA g EEeE HolA 7] dE 99 "X s
o] BRERT SAUAZEH BFREA FIAdA ZEE w7iA 4
o= EEELOlA Aol FEsErteE BB AU

it MOBERL #fA BRPWLEe AF 4N o499 ¢
ALRAIE 25T WERE Aol AEIT st= (S EFE(dispatch
theory: mail box rule), ¥ A kae] $uhe] JALREAIZF FgAdA =
g jz2HE Aol HPstln ¥E FETXFH(receipt theory), L
Y1 A WEPSE 93 JAFEATL HFAA EgE ¥ oY
% REMSE HFA7 O fES 4s HEFE Aol 4T
I EE THmEFR27 A 99 LAV E B KRS B
B KEERIAAE $99 JAFEAY #8 —REFENSZEE FETH
€ K3t Ioh®

gy 599 GAIBANA HiEEROY Rt FEXH
EE BEEXHE Adsts I7Ec] Avh ¥dY BRydAe A
W sFS AR AAEAZL FEATE FE 71T Hell =EEHA
obUBtAY EE 7Izte] AFol e AFd oA T JALEA
7v AT ALRE BEFRY NS XTI A AFE
3] nste gEMQ 71T Wl =23A oiste dde 4
o] A71A op gty wAS tEA goly AXA e T

puav)

dt do o

22) THEHEe o2 ol oIIE T HEH I AT
23) Him 08, FIBE, p34



100 #18% BHEW
o) FEFFES UHS He UohH

g7l Heke T KFES BEF £ Hitd BERFT H
YA FES wdzt &8 2 gAEAZ AEZ(orally) £ VIE
9o wyor AP AuidoA ALHJUS o, B FuFe EXH
(place of business)Yt EB{E{EFT(mailing addressee)E2 HEHAE o,
e AWy dday $HFAV gl Bede A BER
9l BAZ EEIHJS WE Frhd o HAAE F4lol %5 Aladd-
ressee)d] BEFY EHFEMEFC Iz @ ZEANA =38 AL=
He ZAdd TAACR datd A Fid AR, & HERAD
(mail slot) Woll & ZEAc] BET ZEBANA SEBE(transfer
of possession)e] H& Ho=Z 3t} 26

8 U RES JAIEAIY LA 7| dste Aol 3l
B YAIEAE 2 5A7F Adidel zEs 25 2 5¥o] A7
geneta o] BEFHE HSL dou AAA e A HA
o HdtdE, & AAA 719 ALL 499 BAE V‘??} ol A
FoBety sty BiEXHRE Hstn Utk 53 TAFIE HEI}E
BEolU EHRA 9 499 gAEAE T # % Fifst= Aol
&HEpyolo]oF 3T} 29

EREY A= EEED Zo] daA tde BEXHE,
2 Hole BEEXES At dov A2x Rigsk: giHoEW

L%l

A7)
E

o

24) UNCCIS 1980, Article 18 (2). “An acceptance of an offer becomes effec-
tive if the indication of assent reaches the offeror---.”

25) UNCCIS 1980, Article 24. “For the purposes of this part of the conven-
tion, an offer, declaration of acceptance or any other indication of
“reaches” the addressee when it is made orally to him or delivered by
any other means to him personally, to his place of business or mailing
address or, if he does not have a place of business or mailing address,
to his habitual residence.”

26) John O. Honnold, op. cit., p.206.

27) B F1114E 13

28) R¥: #EL31E.

29) A.G. Guest and Others, Chitty on Contracts, 25th ed., Stevens & Sons,
1986, p.48.



EEmREERGANN EES K 101
ABIE T3 B o oo &l dste d¥ad] T g9
BEXHE A BT AT EE EHA s ARAA o
& LYV E st FEd 2E 959 .&S’Jr Zo.

<E> EEES BEFRC d@ BOUBEERHERD

Z 7 UNCCIS
%;\]zr_;: =y | dB2y | 92 | v | 5499 |2

—__ ULFCIS

gif%ﬁ;]oﬂ Flcgze cuzd|cerd susy wurd 295

]9 (U2 =979 =859 [5urd [5uxd [co59 227

I E R e e e LRI LS

—Q] Z} =3 = =3 E%”Iﬁ-‘q R T =0
|2Ex =2EF | EE2FY 2T (A1) T3 =g F9

9| 31)

N R I e e ) e e e e
1A | 2e (zaza jpaze waze gt serd 2eF

HBEFAAE mimi g7t o= BR e o= o] FEX
# = BEERE Adstn 9=A ddo| mETTE AL AR
Agetn olgle deojrh, a8nE FAA%GE A3y Ao FH
(offer)& & Aol th&9 oo} 2ol &EFES BNBERME AR
8 fgxEstE Zol w9 EESITH)

“We offer your firm subject to your reply received here by May
10, 1994.”

30) R HE, BiERE, pp.35-38, pd3; RittE, #HiEZ, p212; American Law
Institute, op. cit., §63-64.

31) #WA 3 (facsimile)y} BF L ER#H FR (electronic data interchange: EDI)
< YWIEEMY g £3cm g 4 g

32) ﬂ}ﬂ?"%ﬂl oo EFEY MPOBERPE FEFEHE BTT FOKE



102 #1%M EBEW

2. &gES kA O FB

Bk (acceptance)ol st oW Hik B FROE dtofof
AJANE FHWE LA 98 BEFAE A9de 2 AARE W
stedof 3o}, o] & W EfE(post), Ek(telegram), & 2 (telex),
A4 2] (facsimile), EiE(telephone) 522 A& o] UTtd 27
gob g}, ok syl tial oi|E X Fo] Heol A ke
SollE AEMA HED FHE ool FTh) F Hoo] BHE
H A$ode ARz, ddrz2 g F9de dY¥22 MEBFESER
H Afdde a0 HESE Fad g8 4o FAE s & Ao
=l

i)

O

oﬂ._a.lﬁ

AY EES HEE 9NHOE AfolAR KR REHEO|
AstdA e Aot 2 Ugel BeA gow a8 9Ty £
Sgel dietel A9 Te ERkE U HEC WHA UL
Aeols ARt wrigate EASE A @t ¥ oldl metor
Aol

e

3. &#ES HAOBR
— o2 RES HAAAA YJAIREAE F WA= E2
7] dEo 99 A7 2857 doe 28 fEE ¢ A0
sHE I YGAFEAZ SR A =ity 9T 92 2Ho
A olFoE YHRHLE olF HEAZ T flth $9Y agL T
Asted 2z FAA Ag 2 AA AREHY dEZeln. mEA
s49 o] A7 o]F 1 FHEE LFAIE AL #Y AAY
i Te gk st Aothd wtA 9o HNBES AT
A9 #m(revocation of acceptance)d] W EAle AGAREE

3 A=

33) American Law Institute, op. cit, §30 (2); A.G. Guest, Anson’s Law of
Contract, 26th ed., Oxford University Press, 1984. p.43.

34) A.G. Guest, op. cit., p.44.

3b) FHR, "“BEEERHY By, "EEmSEEREMCY T3 UNBEHEY
HEEB, , =&k, 1991, 106m.
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g gAtEAIY EHTAAVE BEXHRR St=uk ofUW FEIHE
st=upell mal 28 HHEe AW o IEEXHS TS H3l
T A%l #wES Wdol 2 Aot

BlAy B0l std oS s &ado]l LAy o] EE
ast FAC O EuE@EAsE FFACA Egste Bl f#Ed ¢
VEE TAFL Y0 Y KFAME —REALE 94L& =8
9 e Astz A7l HEA ] =2 st} A ool A
HE57] Ligioletd, o9& AAEA HE A RESTHID

FAAYAA s AdAEAE HIsu T Fde E
s GARANRT HEY EE/ 9A FEAAA =EE 7 Y=
5 dtofol & Aoy, e sl g3t aHo] ¥ BFeoe &
#9] B £t BRFEME S0 AFS MBRES stojof Fo

V. &#e FXI O %)

1. REFEHF KEES H#EE

R¥EFER (counter offer)S Aok AR HA et IRL
Fel fEiEol A NS WEAAA, HHA L A 2L Fok
o= He Aotk vldY HHyAAE “THE BES okl T &
EoZAM Aok HE&E Kim, Bk == 71ES #FEE 783 e
AL Ao AdolwA W ds & Aoz dt’atn Az
T3 ulFo] A2z} Wik P AHOEHENMNE R¥EHOT I
kAT HofAte] disA A RigE HE&IdE HE AE AV

5

36) UNCCIS 1980 Article 22. “An acceptance may be withdrawn if the
withdrawal reaches the offeror before or at the same time as the
acceptance would have become effective.”

37) Bige RE FI130f% IEAAMNE 2L 5= #HEso do. 284 £
vt Rike] 4t oo did AEmI HE g9

38) UNCCIS 1980, Article 19 (1).



104 B1®W BHEREW
A G Hofolx, HFATE v ALE FAFA de &, Es
uktf g ko] m A ekxle] wulojAlE EAISHA] & 3, HA SRS K
ol MRS vt WS FOoEN HETS AESL I

T3 28 U REE “SHA7T g daiA GEHEe 21AY
BES st 9 dele 2 Fke AFFG FA M2 Pt
& Aoz Eogtn stn glol Hldy dgd AT HeH 22
F A o]t} 40) vldy Pk E ‘TS BET Ho Ui EELE
A Ao MmEE Ev HES RES m ddx, FF T =4
< BHEMOE BEIA oYste Afde 1 $EHL THLE 1
A7t AAQle] nEZ I MiEd RFEE LAY £ I &E
Z BAE L5 Hoe A &3 kAUt o] E A7IEA
ol dle ASdde 9 $9 244 st dFE W& FFxA
o] Atz Et'g FASL vk ol HAE A UF

3t #E%S FH|(mirror image rule)®] BT EHEB LY HITS
ZE3d FOEAEY RES BEAWSE #HESX &2 Hokd dig
$HLE s4o] @ & v HLE Holol & AHo|th 42

2. Wt ak AFES BEN BE

kA FOEES I IR Himste s9ste, ol & B “Win
B G5 (additional acceptance)2 R¥EFEIC] Hol At 4 ¥
32 Feth Hdy BRAXE 53 “EREMG, REesTEiet, B
o BE 2 BEHMGSESFY B AR BEHE £ ER
ol i MGG B HES KES FFxAE BENSE BE
d Aoz Eoi’gm FAHIL YA ole Z FA AFET Uz

39) American Law Institute, op. cit, §39.

40) BB #5341k

41) UNCCIS 1980, Article 19 (2).

42) e} B4 A (partial acceptance)S RYFHQ HiEgol £3ld vl dy
’E‘Z_ﬁgﬂlﬁ HEST Jd= FEWY BEA ATHEE WS A &
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ofol] thgl fEEClEA R¥FHEMHC] He RAolth4)

EEAAE Hooll T QA F& AL WA FFE =
F3e A dFFo2 A% JYsA e A
st S AR E AR FEENS RS REENS 3T 3o
7] ool |

ol BIZ A9 ZEXEFP(battle of forms)Bo] FHAFAY F
A3t &S B 5 AUtk o™ HEZA BEA daA mied
BEEFEHRS B2 Ao ZA o"d EFS Atx Aox 3t
FEE 2YY e I FEE gt ZEAARAE €2 A4
of BiEsIA st FA A4 WEL AA 2R S Al
th o= & Ao] 4T AU o A9 HALHY e
tjzelo] mi=le] Hekg sHgozH AU $YERALE E7|87
&, A w5 o] wEA MFE AR o 2y
Butler Machine Tool Co., Ltd. v. Excell Corporation(England) Ltd.
AL 9lo], #ERBEAIRANME BEAY HEXHIREET REHWNO
Hr, o] WM FE wFAZF9 oW P A cHE AL=E
g o1 g AL dFFH o2 ov] AEE AYEAE
FE3HA WAsE o] ofuth iy Aol AEHAH HAEE VA=
78

lo
f
ot
bl
v

43) UNCCIS 1980, Article 19 (3). “Additional or different terms relating,
among other things, the price, payment, quality and quantity of the
goods, place and time of delivery, extent of one party’'s liability to the
order of the settlement of disputes are considered to alter the terms of
the offer materially.”

44) 13V FOEGES EEMNCE BESA ofg Hfde #HEI KEE
A g+ & FEiEol B 3 A THUNCCIS 1980, Article 19 (2)).

45) A.G. Guest, op. cit., pp.33-34.

46) [1979] 1 W.L.R. 401; Ibid.



106 #1H HHEH

sojof Fch 4D wrok EiEo] HERWEMFHS D2 3t Z 4
£ A9 Aol WuRAAT BHAA %ed Ate 49HA
oh g4

3. ERERFES BN

vy el <39, EBEY 99 Asde FIA7 fEsit
T AAE A FANA pEE 4RAY 28T AXY FAE BR
FHE Aoe s9H22A 5¥HE ZHA dv) EERH(late accep-
tance)o] EAIHO Y& Bl 7 XBV BENORE HeE F
SZE Mol ZE X471 B HFANA =2 5 NS
a8 g At HEHAL S uEFEY FF AAslel FFA A
A9 ool kP ALZ UFdTE BEE YA IAA REE
BARAY 28d AR FAE A FAAA EFHA &= & A
dE 49 ALHE $HoEAMY 5¥S ZA Fvde e FAHS
I QUrh mEkx FalzbE Al #ERE T

EEAANE o] A AT BEEXHE Fdly] @R EE =t
Brpol A e ke e B HUAIt AEsA "o

EEe AT AHogolA e WP A2 oJsted P&
d7 g9, AR A =g R FAe] AAFIAY HKFE B
B3 SA 43 599 BAE FHANA & FEA 7] W&
ol50) g A9 wANARZ RFKY spiE (S Aotk gy
A2xt Bk P2 ERENGME Ad B 7|EHY FAUE &
S& AR dstd A2 HozA FEE £ Uvh AF IR
7t Ak diEA EfES A ¥ A, T B e £TBE ¥

47) A.G. Guest. op. cit, pp.32-34; & 5L, BRZEHOEDRE, RERLETHIL,
1983, pp.133-134.

48) Chilling Worth v. Esche [1924] 1 Ch. 97, Eccles v. Bryant [1948] Ch. 93.

49) UNCCIS 1980, Article 21.

50) American Law Institute, op. cit, §63-1.

51) Ibid., §69-70.



BEEwmAEERGA RHEA B 107

&3 $49 4% & FAA el 499 o6t 9k F o
44 Aol s AHE AAAT, 8 A8E A9 &
g¢ WA gra

29 v REANE 54

o SA 97T Fo =EF F L
BE I 71 B2 F dE ZEA dole AFAE AR
Sl A 1 EES FAE stook H, 2 BRI} =Y
71 Al BiES] BAE BRT Ade EEEMY oAl gtk
T FgATE e FAE FA ofE wele $3 FAE
ZAHA oy Aoz Hel AL 4YE Aoz Eou FAs
ATHS
et $-2 v, BE, B 7AHL AR A #BHE RHEs
2 = dsA HAY B TR B KEE ANE SHE
A, RFE stertl disiA FFRCA EEES F452 dE Rl
57 ot

4. KO B =& HTR

FHAHE £3] oo ?ﬁﬁ"‘]"ﬂ H3td 359 B S 3HA &=
AF7F Slvh olE g mEE Fe] HEvF Ade] Hes dE 9
Fo] wAgt)

AW Hivd e g dd 5 Yelds
kel Azolu 7Ete] PP $doz 7HFF
EE ETR(nactivity) 2 HE8E &Kol 2 + o
t}54)

XEY A2z Rk P2yoEHENE HA st Hokd o)

E =
A BAg A wE B, 1 AT BE FAIE 0e A6

TS EAT 93
A7+ 1B (silence)

52) *# &L, AIEE, pl17L

53) Rk H5281E.

54) UNCCIS 1980, Aritcle 18 (1). “A statement made by or other conduct of
the offeree indicating assent to an offer is an acceptance. Silence or
inactivity does not in itself amount to acceptance.”



108 ZE 1% BEHEH
suogAY ETHE ANAD, JEY et ALAE ZHE 24
AN E FET = RA ARE £ JE FHA 787 g dE
54 kA7t AT AMAETE% ol AYR e Mulast wA
2 B sl ATHALL &+ YNL AL, B4 AR} F

= AR wE RYSE EAY 5 dtx BHAAY dF3gA
i 18A ¢ & YEE Pz, AL HFE 9 ==
452 AFAY 92 A A4S, AH Zgo A £= 789 o
Sl dalA HNAHEAT 939 At flod, 2 HAE Bl
=X Aol FAHY AR HE AL =3 Fiowmol dsiA
JokAo FAMT FEIE BA9E & IYIAE 29 2P
A%2 Agsas %ﬂoﬂ 3o T&HET a8y 3 P97 A
ohale] WA Bgd A wols Pk 2A% BLdw Futol
f.

wEel e Aaiel tiatel S8 U Bpe 9xdez s4do
2 Agex 21 on 8 U Ak mEklAE Aol {E
%9 HEBRA Qe AZEE Aoke Fore we AL Aol
1 EfES stdol s, We ol @AY ALl FHow uF
& AR AT

AA HBEHRANE Hokol A HF AR $3EAS 3
G sue) pBoze Aokol HEEA gt

tlo
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5. Bl A& B

B3 &3 (equivocal acceptance)o] thdlAl ¥l Ay iy Lolle
T HaEe] AN KEAANE AdelA BRE EES fFiFo] &
Hx gow #ENo v AL 4H=HA ¥1 FHY #EE 4
g 4FE Aol otudetn B3 Qohs) wahr whek EES FHF

55) American Law Institute, op. cit, §69 Felthouse v. Bindely [1862] 11
CB., N.S. 869, affirmed [1863] 7 LT 835.

56) +3 et Rk #5281E, F520E £ M #63ME BA Mk 50
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o] shtztx ZAAHS YA Fow, ® HES 3 EHRH YA &
3, aRE F43 s47] A& AT %‘“"ﬂ gl ZAeole Aol 48
512 ket =3 MREERGAA ARz Ak EAYTE

23 Age st £ ¥E 497 F U
mE E:(Sale of Goods Act: SGA)A A& ufwl Al ekl A
HA oy AL wede 4B dEe AFsH
of gt} Flo] HES RE&EAAE AN A+ Rl st 2
Ad HEY M (question of fact)T FASI YW

T3 E£EY A23 Bk P2HEHENAMNE B KHEY X

S
7ol Wete] el 9% el YoiH A BFEQA A
Hopde a7e] gPHeE Srolan oA B @ 2L 2

2o g P sdols F&HA gevha FA3T YUk

T F8F o] EEE FH £EE FEFHAIA o4, A
ok 1 AN FEESE APHAA gt 9L FF2
Wate] stR Al (unequivocally) 123 481 o] (without quali-
fication) M&EE 3tedof ot A7 Hpte FEXLS Eitd LS
A 9}‘3}9} Ze BEERE $dolgtn drlde UF EZidta
& 4 gt olgd 9L ALGS FHste FZAIFLE L ohF
#Hrd X7t e 20 U3 2EFHEOZ 7 E Ho|th oY
Aol o3 AE(agreement)= FEET ol Aoz F4£FH
A Ferh 6

nEd Fod zdd datd FAE X G 23T s o
AL BT £igel fiard & A Aot

57) A.G. Guest., op. cit., p.54.

58) SGA 1979, §8 (2).

59) &¥t 8L, AIHBE, pp.l42-143; American Law Institute, op. cit, 857
“Where notification is essential to acceptance by promise, the offeror is
not bound by an acceptance in equivocal terms unless he reasonably
understands it as an acceptance.”

60) A.G. Guest., op. cit., p.34.
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ZH AYEnh $9 Y, FEAMOE BENY BERFR 9
se] Adke] fastA A¥Y & doh 2HY wdY Beld EH
F—mEm bl A Fohngol geld BEM WEL Jes Sdo|
ohid ARAoz Aig Wey wAsSe 384 A4
N F JESE #%59 FEA(mirrior image rule), & 52— A
o AR F Yee FARL U

B HAe S99 JATA FARAAA Y de 2
= EEEHd ves suo gAE wsFonR BANE BEE
%2 GEHO AT 29 S9) ALEAS Hebel Ao 717he,
= REEEMR o Ul oBoldot A Re am Yt Pt
o el B Aokl HUHE AUV EANET Y} £
suo] PPN ABMERT 922 o] folt Bz S99 ¢
ANEARY H#E HE FAAAA AY EEE £ QLI stolo}
ria=s

i FRolM REWHN HEG GHEEC wE HmEEeEk
EEe £902 B 9] 0o wgRet FA A2e H ool
fch EIEY $9¢ AdAs faste JXE FF kAol EA
% ASdE ade 2/ HAT PREL HIxte) BEM] STt
EiEo mEe Aol HAYEHA g3 23 $99 HALE 1 Y
e NS %ol et 2RY FAolTh

e HREEHS AZE B Aol B $99 BEERE I
BEH EE BEIE T olx WHoz @ AANE Aol @
o, B 9 $9AAIE oy sl F& BE Ay Y
o F4 5 Fzd B A A 4EY £ JALAE B
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