BIFRYmH A RN "BEE EHE" S EWECIHRS BHuERe xR

BB mE AR A “Byd &A™
FBSLBR S} B K

H =X
I. B R 4. “BER KE ¥ T8
O. “#¥eE A" %R M. Vypisrs RryBERe &
1 “BEE AHE"Y #& 1wy iB#e] A%

2. HENQ e BERR 2 T H—wmgad 93
3. FFEEN RS BEHKR N. & &

I. M 2

R gk kXS ZTWZ(Common Law)yt AP 2% 2Hh
o FAlY weh EHEER BRERTRY 2KE JEe F9 KFEoE B
HEKol BRazdTH@= 99 A534z, & 9y A528x, 59 UE A
150-2& %).

®igol #HWd EeEe® Bars7l AdAE Aol #FY AES Bmst
AY BES Zo] obld, F E#ES HHE AL v AT 2 Ygojojer
sheEl, ol FREAA “FE2—%S KA (mirror image rule)e]g} &t}

TR K EEFHEEECIY FHRREY BHAA #Hhe Ned A

* BB AEE HH58H BT
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T8 5 5% FEXE

A2 ZeHA Fedie 479 BEolY BE § ALE F—HE o7 =
BB S FASEHE 7|28 AAN & EFo] Aok £3 HE I7HAA
= olgd #iTE A2

FUuAART o BZan d 43 BEMRERRNA dodxe A

TAJN Tiwke w2 FAE 43t "BEMREERGY &g
$ < #%, (United Nations Conventions on Contracts for the International
Sale of Goods(1980) ; ¥® Hldu #iNl +&3tn Ao

getx] BadAls oleld “BHEE A "(acceptance with modification) ]
Ziggarel g HEE BdY B A19x2E FAHLE VI Kk
o - nFFory oz B ool HEE Ao dT @B AE
g 28tz o,

53] #ERAY A= old @& HRE dro] HES I, ®iYol R
H Ao #2ESEE F1 ve ZHEX, d7d BEEXE(Purchase
Order Form)®} # 3 %# E(Order Acknowledgement Form) Apolol A~—
i 289 GRS GEEMEC Bt JEs A g o2 FHAA
€ oldd B9 el did wE REE AASA St

O. “BEd &HF" WR

1. “B¥ A A" #®a

“WEE EFE"(‘Acceptance’ with modifications)o] & Figol 3t BrEHE

1) Schlechtriem, “The Battle of the Forms Under German Law”, 23 Business
Lawyer 655 (1968).

2) Aulz = 19179, :240l& 191893, AJA=E 19203, olol&WH=+ 193613, =
e 19159, vz 19529 283 “Convention relating to a Uniform Law
on the Formation of Contracts for the International Sales of Goods”(1964)
(ULF) A7 )% Folt.
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BEEYSE ARG “HEE RKHE"S ZHRIMARS RvER X

o [Elfgo]l AFEE =AM FHAF " FES 9 amstAY
EE FOAES OB 2¥8S Adete A& I
FHoR ¥Y BMAENE BHIEXE v EXAFEEY HEde 7
Ad 2L Fu gi@modes EMS ZHBIEA A o M &
B, BE, BE SIERY R REFNE T XK EARGT Folstn B
mel AAE EHEER BRME AGFE SR G el piard
Aoz 7pFaod RiWE BITHCL

duty oz FWEACl AT EXY BEMKES W@ #tolY 4ol
TAFo] A o A9 AAE A AY Wil Bitel d B 5
3] MiE#EZE (consequential damages)dll W3+ FEFIR 59 Z3o] xFd
O3 28 HXAY EXS MRk sty 2ot 953 FFEHES 97

l"lf'

i

FAE ALY EEARC #FT dASA FEdE E7stn KEdd
A dAdd. 538 Mol 51EYE ¥ MMl BV LA AY,
BHABEE=SE ZddE& DAY, & ASAEY B G2l B
BRI HEBEEE +ddtd HZ Al Fade LT 9 &9 A
Azido.

BEE KFE" Ol BIE WA =W? TroF &igo] grEATd A= 3
AbAe] Aleke] et =1t?

ol g EAE A |IE Atgde] otk WY H fFIH MR I K
of W} 2w, KiE Fo 7R wet o0& F Aok

28 Tol Harg A¢ol HE2 &R ddd "Rk $FF 1Y
#X9 FEEER), (the Last Shot Doctrine)o] 1o}, o] FAIE AZAF R
BES AYx Ao

>

o]

3) John O. Honnold, Uniform Law for International Sales, 2nd ed., Kluwer, 1991,
p. 227.
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TH B EBHRR, BEXE

2. HAMY B9 BEIR

vl 35 A9z (D3le ®BiyEe —mERd o2 FHe AKEZ
JE7} gt EfEclE HWS ARl M, Bk £x BES stsid 2R
& #FRel fEieoln, HEFH K (counter-offer)ol gt TS gt

ol g AL vdY B WHY ULFY AAE 2dE g5 A
H(REE A7 (DE),Y 2 e ZUE(Common Law)d] "TTEE2—FKS K
8], o 31

B A A “M " (addition), “BIFR”(limitation) E& “# %" (modification)
ol “BEM M "(material terms)dl st F-aAHE AL uidn “H
B B0l R, 246, el RE R BE, 51K B R B, -5
o] EEE MEA Y BES #HE £t HF MR S BT KE
& 9uste Aoz “Btt’(are considered)(A19% (3)3).5

AF AQ)FY “BHM (materia) ] Frke RIS RE FWE X E3tn
ek wekx] “WEE EFE dFEo] FHiS o] 2 Roln, HERW

o] & Rojt}t. et f9 AQB)F “--3te ReE Er}'(are considered)
F8 LS ZAAY FHE A5E Yeide ZAo2A, oW 3 2A%
ZA7 ged F2d £ dL&S Vel ok = AG)FAA ‘e A
7} d)”(among other things)gt= XHC 2 Vol o] AAT @Sl A
A Aol obd & Yehlin Yt

Aol A “BEMA HGHE" Jhed, ol oid A A ¥
of B3I @ dEE HEFEBE(warranty clauses), RIEHEBREHE (warranty

rir

d

2
o

4) Article 7(1) : An acceptance containing additions, limitations or other modi-
fications shall be a rejection of the offer and shall constitute a counter-offer.

5) P. Schlechtriem, Uniform Sales Law - The UN-Convention on Contracts for
the International Sale of Goods, Vienna: Manzsche, 1986, Commentary 55 n.
181.
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BREMGEREROAA “BEE RHE BWBOIBRS BHER TE

disclaimer clauses), AA[#i /% (force majeure clauses) 2 HFEHIBRER
(limitation of remedies clauses) 522 H¥ RKEX] BEske] B+
oje] a|F3dl7] W& olE HHY F—HKE owE BEWHIE FANE
Bl A 80|38} 6

oy ZAfole “HEM WHES FUIY KA “HEMY AN EF
A &dd #HiTo U HEA 2AE & gloh 8 9 HEE HF
U 8170l $Fe MRS Aslq MRE s7stn AT, KHERY MEE
Y AHYL @R “HER BEo] od X Yot

vjelvk @iyl MY Tk T2 %Y RS n53tdA d9E
AR AL EEERKS] “2HT HENS 18T Rolth

oA A192 2)F 2L (FAA Ad9E AT AL v K
o g3& 93 ez AFED

3. “JEEEN” ke BMEHR

TR RAE 7% ¥dyv B A9 (DEted digt A EERY
M@)ol M= FHiol K nfEH(additional term)olyt MEZ {4 (different
term)S 7He REISRA BT FHHEES HENOZ BEA olYstes A9
de EELZ BF3T Uvh BE ol “IFEHEMA Kol ARE
saol digte] FFIE7E HdistE QA RS HArHA RS HHELER 3§
I Ao

FH NT H-mkE fmEAY Yol Kikolsts HEI] T ER
of o]FolX RS FF ET SHN MR +7E B A3 #RL

6) Fim R, BURSHR—BHk, WISCEE, 1991, p. 40.
7) B.A. Leete, “Contract Formation under the United Nations Convention on
Contracts for the International Sale of Goods and the Uniform Commercial

Code ; Pitfall for the Unwary”, 6 Temp. International & Comparative Law
Journal 193 (1992).

- 141 -



T 5 B, EFXE

EiozA Fdol utm TAREA(§2-207 (1) AAZE v dY HHH

FAHE 43S At Jou, HldY B TRE—HKY FAld B <9
TAE AP JE OYE, UF HomERS BERNSC FFE AHEE
A2 AR BF}n Yo AL H—witkilo]l HEHE BAXRKE
H#E®oIY & tfi7ol EA8t7] WEN T—Fe A EF7+edl
7] wj&ojtt.

BaolX “JEREMN 4" (immaterial terms)ol & #FHY AES BENS

2 @EsA v MWmEdoly MRS Kol FFE KES n g,

vl B (A9 (2)3H)2 olAiet Zol F2—F Rl o9
g QAN EAME HEHHEIT AFER FFEEEND Kol MR K
Hes BEE B FOEL ASAE ZE A dstd HFHEE AT Y
FERC 2R FHE7E AAQel nEY @2 A—HE HdE F AES
TR Aok 28X F& AL, i B BRI HEol FFE EKHER
750l ulZ |WEYAEol =o] “the last shot theory’7} H 8" 7HsAdo] U7
o &o] o},

U s AT Hnfeere]l 2yl —#rE Ao @, (a) el #F
BENZ A%EE AL JAFecz 27sn g 9, (b) 1T HFHEO
BEMNSE Fos BEZ 9, (o) oldd FHEA dd wdo FR71 oln|
URAY B 2 w9 A7 238 FAY FH F AGSE 71T
o]Fold wely 2¥x otYsittn FAS(§2-207 (2), HlAW HHIH
A #3E F3 AUk

A3 dldy Bigoly = k—gkdio]l BF JFEERY HREBE
RRE EHELE F3td] E2—Fo RAS F33tn oy, mi%e 23+

FEE REERY RUE A ¥ede AL K= e Ui, &
BT BFEHETT Rk BED 4 A FdE BASA @& AL
AA 2 vk 2HBE2 FAAREY didte wrde] dEo] Y4E & Uk

g9E & HEEA AQ} E¥A B7l 69 197 6€ 596 IREEXES
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BEMAERRGAA “BEE AE" Y ROBOIMR S BivEL &

s

HEYEE 744 o8k 6 64 HEAL “A T2 JF 472
TEHE & oY EEY T EUE ol&ste AT & U
HARE Aok oo ity HZAL 62 74 “Af Tdig nIFolgdn A
BE Aok 649 8Y REAL “AAY 8o ©E = ¢S ozt FAstn
wiams AFsA A% 74 19 d'vgel TSR BEXAL BEAY %
#ngkol ety &S A7

A9 deolA Bdu @il mEE BEALS 533 AAgle] A
et st & HEAY HEFNCl KEHA A7) WEA RS
SAVRZ RS 31ge )

JRAY v Mo maw g wolel A3t Y2t F K%
A9 AL HREET] dgolx BT AFEoE FFETH(§2-207 (D).
HEAS AFsA REEEA diste wtde] A& R (§2-207 (2)
(e). 2= EHEES HEAY HFEHELRE AZE o +5& A @9
T RAolth

ol¢} Zo] WX kit HHHY W EZ(Common Law)®l TE2—HK
o RIS AF-etiA zdze HEFNY SHE KEo= BFn Yo

Nl

of
f

4. “BEE AHFH” & 718

Mgsol BEE RES HEHGOl Hol ML WA B, KEE
7b ®igol BArd RAoE I sty HHINY (TRE & 3fds 8ol K
iYAS =3

Ol= BH—pstE olo] wet ‘Y Mze YAs= HHEEMY T
B, oA E TR7F fled WHEEK X&E7F WS YFA okl H4

8) John O. Honnold, op. cit., p. 231.

9) Idaho Power Co. v. Westinghouse Electronic Corp. 596 F. 2d. 924, 26 UCC
638 (9th Cir. 1979) % (James J. White & Robert S. Summers, Uniform
Commercial Code, 3rd ed. West Pub., 1988, pp. 39~40).
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TH 5B, B KX E

= HEZEWNE BArA7I7I SR FAsA(§2-207 (3), TR
gt BigRz-& AR Aok

iy BHE TEK T AT AU £E EFRERH FHE #
B o BI7Y &R, #EOE7 BHBdA STl [l MM #BiE,
& ZHe 59 1TRE BITECEN MEY BEXRTE ¢ + e 3¢,
EES 2 7R 38 de x¥e] AU, 1 FAFAAILE (3)F),
178 A WERHLS QAT JYoh1o

TRl st Ware RivoA EHEERC HFel TAH HEE Y
Azsol F-A17tel A3t RigE7E A,

olol Wdled MM WS mitel $5E BOWEBX S HEFHS=E
sl WS BT Bk THRE AELZ F o o3l vz
B#%d £539 B|PYBRELE LWARESLE Hste A9 “the last shot
approach”°] t},

& EHEE EWERK F—HKFINE BT 1780 osld #iyol B
T2 A% 88 BWERE HHNOY YA TRiEd $579 #
fEXY EERR, & 22Xz L3 AL ME7E Ao ol &3A
vy By A8E ()%, & “EFEEY B =& JIEY TRE ddv
3} 2 TR ALY H L AAAA HE F Qe ol FH o
2} sl sojok ok Y Bl YR -BRAITID o] AgUE
of ool AL AF, ol o7IAZ AA ElstA H&stedof = A
o YA Az ojr},

53 &kl £5%9 ZvEL #EERA, & HEAY EFY $54
BEZAY MRZHIY KRBT 22 TS HEFWI d REeR

Falo] HEFHWS Rkl $%9 ZWERSZE 8] "Fd HXA ¥

rr

0%

10) vlQiv} geokolA “gB 977t = HEXR A W AL, A8 (DY 2L (2)
g, A2z (2, Aiex (HE 2 A1’x (NF Fo] AUrh.
11) John O. Honnold, op. ct., p. 237.
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BBE B R RANA “HEE EE" Y ROKIRRS HEX &

e TEE WAAE Bl RuHA A ¢ gHdH HZALZ 3y
v WRXRY HEs FF32 JteAdol Ao o F9, BEERY Mg
ol & BAZ 23 o|AL EHBE L FAIF FkKY YK S
Az FTh B7) o FHo}

2EAL uF F-pEk A2-2072 AQTL EmEM nIdy EA7L
Zye AT &2 BHHEEEY TH7 Ze AT AL 457
wEoll, oj2j g 17/ 2dt) Biyol mize B, EEER MELE
o3 BEI F—mmiEd A2Ue dE WG gutd ZAEel |k
o] Afole HEALS &3] Hi—gtisto] 273 ALY B FEA o
g Ade 2 Ttz a7 diEd] 24 FFAMe EsA 5o 4o

wEkx FEAS BT A RBWER) F—HE FAsA oJg B
e F oYW= Folstejol Fr}

M. | RWERY B,

1. vy B 4%

AR EFEoE Hiyol MrHY BEAN BXAL 44 A7 At
ZHE Y ENHENE FHY siEd T F98 EHke EAEM4S T
Rimole 247 e A w2 REEFIG AREHE S 71439 »
w3 F ®s BT

S BHPR kel FAHAY HE =& BITIR7 Ad7] o
ol B poarHdG R B ¢ AR, ZigERS 2Bk o= FHol #+4
=17k fRECI T

Bl B EUEX KBl 33 AP AL 742 o 23y A7
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M SRR, EKE

2 (VP9 BEEEK LY GRS BF 2 AQT] —REAH, —BE
Bi"el 91e ALt EEAES HA g2 A88E FUHe B a4
Selok & A ToHAMZ B ATE). 1Y A4S, &PE A dabe o
= @ EEE QA HEE d¥Hoz FARE AL e oxdg
@4 A9

olo thate] ke MHIY By Bl W we—He EAL
25T Yok ol HF o Bl Rikol BT SR JAENE @
Aol wHol $HFTHIY

o BAISol A ;

O HEACl B#ER HEANA BRAE 3372, HEAC W@ES 23
W, BEAY FHol BwKES B3, HEAS BRol Biomso) Ao,

@ EEZAC) BR#EZ HEACIA BRE $%91 KA W@e 38
W, =S ZESEI AGsol Hol HEAL ®kol Byl Uk
e Fikkel TRikol $%¥ BpBAS LA, & e pe
% 7N A5} MESel dlaHc

AR, ERES BHHE AZ AN B Bk ol U7l sy
A%A o2 HEHGI LA S 43S BA 2019

EA, o ol2e EMEEKY HAAS AA HF 4 Ut dE
HEAS HEANA BT 84 m@Be $3dE o, HEAY F30)
kol S0} iyl garstA Hm MEe Aol AkRge] ek of
U7 ghste] 4ol BEFAL AL #52 wA ok

Mekd ol 99 UE TS MKW Bivike) BEE nie:
Agole AN BRI} FUt BR) AAIRE F ABe] FBEHH

U]

12) #HhiE B8, EHEGIAF], RI3CEE, 1992, pp. 89~90.

13) Chitty on Contracts, 26th ed., (1989) p. 57 (¥¥i I8, EBEE, p. 4); Butler
Machine Tool Co. v. Ex-Cell-O Corporation (1979) 1 W. L. R. 401.

14) K&, ‘BEWREERSY Bord @3 WY, BB RHL, HiBHEAEEK,
1991. 3, p. 179.
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BEmSEEEWANA “BED K" BBIIBRS BHEX XK

of distde HEFNE F2248 AN Ao F#e EXol HESF 34
of & ol

2. vl Bi—wakiLe 4R

Tk TS FEild Z1xd Tm#kd %9 BOHEBEXY EEH
A, & d4A o2 o 2 MEES oA

AA, AAE Bl =2 AEHA ¥d Adols RPYEFEES 4
wel EAE £53ou, AFS 474 Ao X AUE BEEHRS
3ty A&3ty] Q& A—7F BUHAEA HATID

EA, HoT RK#ES A3t E719sA B4 el HEASL BEXALS
mE Hol 7 TREMN ®iYE BirstAY Adste Ao AwFA H
of kS Lol AsHA = JHIO

AR, TRtgd $%8 2B ExFEA, A& HEAY &l R
#9 Aol e A9t Bobd HEAANA FEldtA AAR S

wetA W —dEdtel e BEE o= e BXE AT B
%9 IUZ(Common Law)® #HAIS 7Nt FyE AFEES o=

58 2 FFHRY AES FHSE FSeANe AYsdoh
CRgel $%8 BHTAY EERN, S 4F4oz MEMS Y=
A ged AT Hme BIYNEe @iEke U R=F

Al o7l HEo BWAAS &Fdte HArt 1t 4o

uE - A2-207 A ‘i e thE7(additional or
different) &Il U= #iFHEZT FFHA 71 Hl $57d BE3tHA
T HAY E#EFRr BT B I MRS KHELE dFIG FAS

15) American Parts Co. v. American Arbitration Association, 8 Mich. App. 156,
154 N. W. 2d. 5, 16 (1967).

16) Poel v. Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co., 216 N.Y. 310 (1915).
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T B EHTRR, £FXE

o FHZ(Common Law) 49 E&—&K K& AR gl

olg)dt TFAHL #HIHMHES] RIWHILERDS
HWE Fol AojA BsAH Alxd B - BES )2 O RIS
Hatale JE g B43n iy 714 Al E 958 AT Ao
=3

JHPME HEKE 2 KEo) MMEHE £ o2 FHd A% AES
HRE R 3t Qe A a8stA oYt 7Rt o7
o fE#S Bold EHMY IURY HEFK 2 + A& 7AsT ¢
o} ol gt kol FE] AT BEEIEIF BHIEFHS ¢ £33t
Aestdol FohID o] RS Hz o FUEIE HEFUEY EXE 94X £
7Ved& wiAE7] 94 Aol

A)Eat 2o] “Hima"eld ‘O HE'S AR RKER AL, BY
o] ol FAokrt MR ole} B3t A ()] dFE AT

A2l ‘e gE" dside dFol fle)18 “HmEHE"E o
37tA AS-E A3t By —KrF g0t AL TSR Ao
AR, @Rl Fe BENE KEHVE BAHe2 aFEe Ay

E4, MmiEIEe] HFHes HEWSRE BEAI= 3¢

A, KfonfEEs A wrdie] B AW e o wtdie] A7) Him
fEE) e TR £3 F FH 71 H) o] Foj F$ Folth

o899 w3 F-dkitel X Fhe BEMSR BRI “HmEHR"

& FEsE AL de B pigelt 19 Ar)d A= FELS REH
FR{&IE (warranty disclaimer clause), ZH1ET EeH v BMESHETEGER,

17) James J. White & Robert S. Summers, Uniform Commercial Code, 3rd ed.,
West Pub. Co., 1988, p. 39.

18) |2 #—dgEst A2-2072 A@)FL ‘o 2 diEtde HEHA Fon,
wgtd ‘o e 2" Ao ARy #E £ glth(James J. White & Robert S.
Summers, op. cit., p. 32).

19) Transamerica Oil Corp. v. Lynes, Inc, 723 F. 2d. 758, UCC 1076 (10th Cir.
1983).
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HEEmmE R RN "EEE KE" Y BORILBRS ZHERS XK

HZ A0l H71d $484E AFstA 48 2% BEAdA ZWEUSES

FA3te R, ¥ 3eA &L 713l i (complaint)& 873t KH F
o] ¢1t}.20

T3 “EEHER BT (non-material changes) Z&& FWHNEHE I-
g 7|1 ERHREE 279 R dEAEAA dE FEHd FIFR
B2 REHRER ol Ao

dE9 FHiE B nsyE vdu #B 192 QY “BENY BE"Y 3
gt AAAJ KE 7HEd R H IR (force majeure clauses)©|t H
PR HE (limitation of remedies clauses) $& T HAIZ oY W= White
& Summers WFE oA FES FEEMNW BE R NFII Y= A
o] Eo|zjr},

“EE M "(materiality)ol &3 W2 @yl g o= o] F24{(Comment)
o W2 g2

HeEE7E Aol Mimd ‘K"l 19 AQ)Fe “HEHQ] BE"
olUgty FAsH et 437 oEE AL ol BHF 2ol FAAA
ol2A HW, 2 (At 2 FEHol “BHEN'Y ALS dFse Aol H7
o & o] t}.22)

2= “BEHH"Y oFo Bt EHEERC Ao 2AE KEEI A
2% 7t adr B F Aok

“EHEMTS M #ete TAFoR AFT HAdY BT 2 RS o
ojA]l o7t YAR vy B vlRIMA 2 @I BV1E aRL “BHE
# "l €k ¥ & uch

n 5 —pgEste] e RERS BREAA #EE KFEY B, H

20) UCC $§2-207 Comment 4.

21) Johnson Tire Service, Inc. v. Thorn, Inc, 613 P. 2d. 521, 29 UCC 774 (Utah
1980); Boese-Hilburn Co. v. Dean Machinery Co., 616 S'W. 2d. 520, 31 UCC
830 (Ho. App. 1981); Coastal Industries, Inc. v. Automatic Steam Products
Corp., 654 F. 2d 375, 31 UCC 1566 (5th Cir. 1981).

22) James J. White & Robert S. Summers, op. cit., p. 38.
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T8 5 E R, FX%E

WES) FIE KEY BHoz BT BAAY Bl Yt AeE &
EREUE Riyol BArEm, BEGEME JHe Ul WIEA"S BT A
2-2072 A BEEFAN AFA Fe & VO AET FARAD
“OE fHTe Bwd AEel 8 4 flth 23T wAY @S wEE
b HwY RS BES AEse 2%, BE7 ol98 ®EsA gx
# ®mygol BT NAY BHe “TE EE" Bkl AFo] U7l WE
of wef olRe] Qe AL, WEHY TRHC 3B ROHBR BEEFTA,
o] BgWch

ME -EEAE ALE® F—EKE olfE BWRLE RA% 1 T
2 Adsen d=st 78S %7 Astel @EWT RKBOZ Rigol BT
grhe ARl we TER—me BAL € FAATE g 873 7
Holuh BT HF, Z BuBRe LWUE #sod 1 KAl s
A grhe HBE BT ok WUE HAY BIOS BRI BES TR
25l FAL o © RHRTE A RS MEE - RHHY 2L
AZ S, dedes “WEE AE'E AT Uk o FE TRk
o $%9 BpER HERN, J BT H88 BuRES vxy 47
22 & lohe FolA H—mksing Fasith 124 a4 Be
%ol N2z 2ed A48 HEOHKE T@ste] Assn A AT =9

il

gopgel EEM®S 24 &3 2 M2 BT £ 7te B2 ¥AY ),
Rk G£Y FED od¥ MENS A@dE 9t g ofdgol o
gt &, $4 olAd Foge) BAXEES KBOE ¥ F A=y e

A3 BTl Awel BV A Riyol BirE AeE UFE Fedx
HIEHorE Ti#td $5d RHERY BLFEA, & H8dtder & A
AAE AAstoof 37 wjEolt.
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EEmARERRGNAM “EEE RKHE" RHBOIHRY BB KH,

V. & &

HEMMBERAROAA FFREN G #FE e, “HEWN" G4
BE T TR7 BEW 8ol giardh

Zfyol gz Fol R¥AR @t HEHERA HFol TRY AL,
RA—HFT ZHEX 71 = A& +4F ALA7 REZ S

oloff @bl MEHMA RIS Tntkel %8 HWENXY EBEEL,
2 9t AL L FHE F oy, HHEE 9y #Xe] HEHE B
TRl RiE7E ddo.
ojofl wWtate] W I H{—AfEEMS BHAHA HS Jdoy MAHEY EFA
A4S WESID U
¢, vy B MY Bk R E F1 FHEBRETS BEEK
o 54 % HECY HITY FoA4e BN EEHY BEBY AE
Fsla gl

LB RBHBEE T2H22 o7l 93td BGEEEE BIERY
#(Master Contract)t "—RIBEH, & A5, g7l #BFHERS F
of "y BFHS AMHSGEE st Zo] vEASY. 53] EDI Messageo
o 2iye] Z-¢oll "HE# EDI %, (Model EDI Agreement)& R#Eel
EFAINES st 3lo] Fob)

AR vF HomEE M2 F-HEke RPYHEHEY FIdE o=
Zo] FHE HAEAINA &3 Hkel FEHE Mkt A2W] o B
FZE Y3=F

9\1
49 F 9ol oL ANT Wt Yt

’

-ﬂ

jad

23) Task Force 1990 Report, “The Commercial Use of Electronic Data Interchange
- A Report by the Electronic Messaging Service Task Force”, 45 Business
Law, 1645~1749 (1990).
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MR BB, B XE

Ty EERRAEE BRI met 2 Yk el HEd A§ By
sEea—Ke FEZ H857] g BT HEEI BPYRIIE FAY 7
Fol st AGAZA R AGN HAAAN F-FK7 BAEA RES F
oatojol ok EALABA BEHQA fAYLY EAF FIHERN PERE
el &8o] Pt
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