rxego] Adel UCC A2Hel Ago &3
A7

- vz BE FHOE -

A A4

I He

0 &XEH S 54

m &ZEgo] Al §3 G& 59 @3
v Ze

I.4%
ZARANN LZES 1] A R BAlo] FolBA M E
Yo Ry e At old #AF P&L FE3A AU AFE AT
o GAEY AdE 28 ATEYC AFF 2& AAA ey FAES A
A £299 Mol TTAT T ARAFLSE B4} st #d ANE
242402 AF}AY ZFHZF 5 ALAZE wtdsA HJASD
A AAFAA 7R B dael Ha e R shte deUH A
ANAG S} BAE BRo|th dAY Ll ddA FEE FAE ot A
E20 &g st FEE AT HAL&HE B 2 V8 IAFETHE
o] s AL Ao U3 TS £EVIT FHch o|g Fo] WTO
AAE ARAAY Y BEF AA F 24 Ak distd 42 AAE Bol
3 Sl

 QEUYLE AFYR AL
SECECLIE VESE S
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gy AzEgels) go] AA R Aol THeT STE 0] st
L oud FHeE thE RAAste Hetele oAE o] ALHI e 4
Holth, AAANE WTO FEAL3} Mulagdsldsz AAH AFol
H5d AZEYOE ZTER Mula F ojx ASE FEY AIA AARHA
2atq gle Aol 28 ool

AZEYol AdE gy slolalzAfe ofs) Azjdct 2FA o
ASo% AT FAZACE BT o) AujY LZEHAE W A
U g4ets AL AMA Brbssith 22 eE g geldaA e B
padas Ak 224 viuiA s fAR A4S A do.
zZEgold Ade BHEY T BedME 2 AHE A FI2E
2 otk o] A% Adl %o wet 2T E ] AE UCC 2w
9z ¥EANY A9 134 Fe AL ASE & F Uvh BN
Egole At v]E Mulze AFo]l XFE AfoltdE At
Ao| BEo| vfujo] S|FITtA Acke] st golAzA % FL 2 2A
ASo® UCC A28 S A4stzn Aot ot o FL i Hde A3H
Fello] wat 1 W&ol AR E Ago] Yoy drEe #dre UCC A
owiel Aaysz AFs A

ojglg mEel Hale AU FAA Atolo) ojAzA g st AWE
ol e ALox 2ZEYS Ade £4¢ vijE B3 UCC A2 8=
243 & ovlg,

A7 M= AZEd0 A BHsY 1 FFE OH AR UFa
nj2o} BeE Saa UCC A2Ue 4ol g F4=deA 43 =
gt

oo U [
“>‘ [t
lt o ek

o 12 AN dr & He
o i

9) AZEgolAdFEE A2z AlFelHEe L2ZEHES HFH - FA - AFH T
o Fuls} 1 FWgxdl tiste] B - Aol - 4 - A - A - =Y - FE AL
o] AR A dE AA - FA(SHelY IAAR 5§ EFIhHe P
o= A7) st ALE NeH JiE BE ARE WIHE Aoz Aoy
goh. (AAA, "tiAY Azgel TAANS} 1 A B3 dF A7 AT
et whabahe A T8, 2001, pp.ll~14)



AZE 0 Agle UCC 299 A& A4 AT 9

1. 222999 24

1995 WTOZF 498 olF TAFAAA 71 B4 ddol Ha e
A 29 e JHYD AALAYS FEE 2Rk 2 A% WTO AA

C ARAAGYG BAD 4W 3 9B Aol dst] 4P WAL Bolm
Aok dAu e 228 fAZd veted AFHA Fee] o3t
22 4E0 449 B4 2 Sl FTARYFHE] FUAA Feae

Ao g FAE &I}/ % AT

2y AR oz Aol 7t5d LZEY ol e Aud FHOE
TFg3tedol & Ao BetalE ofA T =@ JA7t Hollth AZAE
WTO AE993)8 A 2943dAE ARA HFo] 7t LZEMIE
2E3 Mula F oz AR F&T AUA AFA Rt e Aol 2
2 g do|thd)

ol9} B =AAE EFsty AZEYOE SH 2L EAo] It
"R, 3FA(public goods)EA A4 WATAE #ed) o ST A,
Hu 7‘1’5] =3 "Bl AHgEtE Ao E ElQle] Al Algol obF JFE nXA

UK, AZESI)

GAA, 2EESE AAl AHar] ol Ad 1 /A E BEEs] Tk o
S, SZEAClE 43 £ 23 $38%3} vlmala Ko SQaty
a2 2TEAE FYEEY e GeT 2L FAS AUGS

3) Work Programme on Electronic Commerce, Information Provided to the General
Council, WTO Doc.G/C/W/158 (July 26, 1999) Work Programme on Electronic
Commerce, Progress Report to the General Council, TWO Doc. S/L/74 (July 27,
1999).

4) AALE 1%, "UAY AEe AALAY #E Ald AT FFBIAREGY,
1999 p.98.
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AR, 2ZEold At bug)7t LT AS o] AHEEFS HE
1A 423 A BAl F £ A8 ¢ UL, AR AP &30
HAE o sfEQdoA WS AFE F UeAT EAE

E4, 7MFEAA o] FojAe Add ddtd EFS A= A #™
d EAE AFE 4 AV #AE

A, AZEYOE FAHLZ Aste A FAE %A 34 A
7te] EAE A4 F Sioh

O g Ao B ATE0I9} Zo] TYEF Az FHo HHd
EEE 2 AAF /A E ojdRY & FAA HUTh B AZE ]
2 AZdes B3gozn JA A5H AFE Bid dFHGA AFAS
Mdol E3=A =AU

ol A g F 7IX A3 dFE AFE € F Yo

AR, AEA=Zgel a3 YREAI G HHo2 A ALEFA &
dolth 2 QEUW dIEY Frt9 24Ul FFoE 2L, FY
4 5 dEjute] FRol§ 7] 7 Hﬁﬂ:ﬂ_ MPEG(moving picture experts
group) 5 AFHAFB/EY dRog AAGF] A ITLR o Fde
5 OABZAA7 FadsHn dAd e Z—J HA7t FEEZ HolAx gl

4, WA g3t 2 A2 OAEEA 2T FEFAY FHeE A

g o7t gle @S EF %l‘ﬂr. Z IMT-2000, 14%% 5 A=& dA
duj A7t S4stm, B, AL, 5 71&9 RE Az JdEle2 7
g1, olgd F3 AR Fdo ez g vt dAdEA 29
AR o] Z/ALAL FAste P 9LE TFsA HA

ol¢} e AzZEYojo EAFE nH AZEY oY AHE EFvvE
E AAA Mulxel Ao B AAste] FEL T3 oy do] "} o
' 2ZEgOZ F 7iA 54E 2R ¥Fen glens AR IAAHL
549 71E0] AAHA Rst7] W&ot

>

u

5) A4, AA=E, plb



axEdo] Agle] UCC A28 AR & AT 1

M. 2229 DAY FH |42 v I B

AFE 2TEsOY AU BAs} YKL LAY BAYE AFH
ZEglols) Add BEe AUE LA GFE UCC A2BE 48T

A
F A9 o Foltt
olg g Ao et Tt o] ANE £ Yout FAFEH 2ZEH
Ao B oS oA 7HA #39 wHE Felstd 4x B2 I
a8 g8 A AR, AFH AZEYoHE goldx Agez A
g3 AL =4, AFH F=dold 2ZEoIE A Adde B+, A
A, AFEH soeolst 2ZEYOE 7o F5E E5Yd AYez Adste
A% A, 8P AZEY o] (custom software)E A#Mdte B, TAA,
FH a9 Ael(data processing) ZFALE Addte 52 Urol B F
At

1. golazAtd o3 AFE AZEL ] A

Al E AZEYolel AYst BAs e UCC A2U & A &3 3714 Al
2 Aoz Auyuz gt

Wx RRX Industries v. Lab-Con, Inc® AR HEdL HFE £ZES]
olo] wjmjA#H el UCC A2HE AL & ALS HASAT HE2 A
AN ATEH ATEYol9 Add AFH AZEYOE EFo=E Hi, UCC
2-1050% A 435t Aol gBF Aoz FASHATH WL HE Al My
29 Aol EFH ou BES At FE Fold ojAL EFviv
Aoz QA stdol Frim WA TE o] AlHA HEld At FE &

6) 772 F.2d 543 (9th Cir. 1985).
7) UCC section 2-105(1).



12 THESHBWE, £184(2002. 8), F£1Hi HEMHEEREY
ZEHOE A2, A de &
dal7le A2 2 A%y 74 =
28 A€ A& Aotk

a8l3 Compu-Med Systems, Inc. v. Cincom Systems, Inc8) A3 A v
Foe 5o 33 AFH LZEH A AFHA FoBZ v
o] Aglute] i EajuldE ATt Hde BAAA o] ALY wjg
AL Ao FEG EAJFE olF o9 m=d e =] Aot
o210 Adted wjle AL AHHEAAA AT AE BASIAS.

%38 Harford Mutual Insurance Co. v. Seibels, Bruce & Co.11) A7l A
ol e golAaAde 2 FFH LZEHAE T oY BH oz F
BotA o2 UCC A28 #3d wet Wizl BAFEAR SAHE
Bovtoz g Eajuide AUt

a3y HYe UCC A28 o ZAZ s Eauld IS 7148t
UCC A2 & A&7 dalre 2 EY Y gojdlxA o] winjAfoz
AYstofol 3l1, AZEYOE EE o Holol 87 fEolt}. 2y AF
B AxEdol AYE BFo2 AR AAA ] Bide =@ A7}

lemz oo 2AR wj4dle] ATE AFHA g Aoln

EQE £330, 5de Jde ¥
[¢]

2 33 2 Add dsd ¢ UCC Al

2) mefiel B4

AEE =g AYstn AZEoIHS AT A9 A AHHNA
RRX Industries N Compu-Med Systems A& 9ol UCC 29
42 QAsIH e, Harford Mutual Insurance At oA & UCC #12¥ €]
A4S wAsAT

RRX Industries AH391A W9 F8 A42 Ay
E AZEY Al it UCC A2UE A8
au {ge o] AdelM Mujze e F5F Add E3dsH FA

8) Civ. 8729 (SDN.Y. Aug. 30, 1984).
9) UCC 2-607(3)(a).

10) UCC 2-719(2).

11) 579 F. Supp. 135 (D. Md. 1984).
12) UCC 2-313, 314, 315.
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Yae AxEYole AYR BE o]F BEFoE A UCC A28 & A&
gt AZEYole AE BEEog B AUA Mulxe FFoz & AL
Ze] FHe A9 F8 Yio] FAAIE V1€ 3 e, o A
ol & FAIG He9 slFe] Hz Ut

Compu-Med Systems A7 A & Ho] ofF 27 glo] UCC A2¥< 3
23B2 o] AddM AZEYOE EE0E T AR} Aot

v o Harford Mutual Insurance A0 A& Heo] UCC #2H 9 A &2
AR A ergkrh 2ElY o] Al AFEH AZEHOE EFCE AT A
F AAT 0 §ARER of AAGME UCC A28 & HE3he Hol BT
g Ao|t}. that zjolAHo] YTt AZEY ]S njulA ko] ohd o] MAA
o2 238 ol & Holth 2zZEM ol ulZy A wiujAte] F
g7l obd golAaA ez AZEE AN Aole M Pl w2t &
#o Axr} g

2. AFE st=dojgt AT E 0l FAl A

(1) &3 =

ARH ol 2ZEYAE Bl A o dtde AY B2
e #Ag 5 vk drloMe #dle dFEE AYY BAS FHeE
UCC A2 9 AL RE AAsn gt dt 2 A Lol= FALE At Yl
T e dAd met 2 dxst gk ded ¢ F At

7l E A2 AFE st=dold AZEE FAl AT AT
#e g FAog A9 B2 do

WA Dreier Co., Inc. v. Unitronix Corpi5) A79) A DreierAt= AFH &
ceolg FEFY 2TEYOE HHoez FujALE Bt It 18

13) Freeman v. Shannon Constr.,, Inc., 560 S.W.2d 732 (Tex. Civ. App. 1977).

14) A5t o] wjujAefo] obd A Fyeo] wek UCC A2h e 3 8qirt &
23t} South Carolina FH-2 @ 2AkE UCC A2H9) AEHAR AAs 3
v}, ok o] Ao M o] FolAAAGes AHE AL ol UCC #2949
Agwge QAT AU A% FAsA Yot

15) No. A-1593, 85T5, Slip Op. (N.]. Super. Nov. 10, 1986).
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U UnitronixA7b A28 2ZE7} A4H oz 2FsiA g2 Sl
H 78 Aolthol AN WL AFH stsgdolel AZEYAE T A
Yot Ao x 23X ujulg B3 UCC A2U & & &35t uj4=e] &3
ARTFAE AF A

2@ 3 Redmac, Inc v. Computerlandl6) A0 vl Al 2"lo] B4
A2a2] g&oz UCC A2ud A Alge] HAHGRg N &3
Wi A-e A7k AL o Add sty mj=e HAAFRNS A
dta UCC A28 € A gstd njfde ALS H2E 4 d52 AR

=% Triangle Underwriters, Inc. v. Honeywell, Inc19 A3 o)A A % FA}L
A AEH sTeo], H4 A2ZEY I FEY 2T EYC] HNAE FA
of Aot Azdo] A FFeA donz wjede vzl Ak
woz & FFHT o AtddlA WEL o A Wg UCC
2-725 2% A&< dAA.

3 Rochester Welding Supply Corp. v. Burroughs Corp20) A}zio| A wuf
Fole MrgozRy AFH F s wygsriz Adadtt. & Agde
vjzolo] zt AFE ZaaRe AAHFEe 2doYort mede] HX
zzado] A4 FENA gorns vsde fud Aoz 2FE
A 7189t MEL UCC 2-725 Z& o what wj4le AF+E AA A

sl UCC A28 & #H4siA ¥ A= o Samuel Black Co. v.
Burroughs Corp2D AZAGA mjFee Wieo 2Ry AFEH s=dojst &=
ZEYAE @74 Tusrl2 ASsH. gy 2ZE7t Y AFSHA
oo} ml4ole BEL wigtsty Agutoz v dd Euids A+
stk WYL o] atzlo] HAA F9 yo et H4E 4 YL ez B
3te] UCC A|29& A 43tx ¥sirh

o] Atdel] Wt WYL vjAA FHol st AY UCC A2 TFH ol <
SAY 2 At Yar] mEeg gy oy of Aol UCC A2¥o] A&

16) 140 IIl. App. 3d 741, 483 N.E.2d 380 (1986).

17) UCC 2-313(1).

18) UCC 2-608(1).

19) 457 F. Supp. 765 (EDN.Y. 1978), modified, 604 F.2d 737 (2d Cir. 1979).
20) 78 A.D.2d 983, 433 N.Y.S.2d 888 (1980).

21) 33 U.CC. Rep. 964 (D. Mass. 1981).
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2 & QeAe de el dFshA 2otk e UCC A28l A g
of%s BAQl F A$ BF A3t $UsTh o] AAAE UCC A28

g Agete Aol FAEY Aol

@) mel 24

9 Abd 2 Triangle Underwriters A& 2ZEd ol AHE UCC A2
Hol ALHE B9 vz 2 § & RA7bel B AZ] Aple] @t
wale o Abzle] ] Sesloish AXEg oIS AE BT UCC A28,
Ao IFHE Rog HASAT

Dreier MANE 0|9 2& fAE BAZF LA oo dste] W4
o AEH A2d nuE $FET A B ol HF AJES 47
9ok Mul A Ads FIFAEchn Btk 2ZAT Mulad AF3 AA gl
gEES ABEL sugojd 2ZEOY ANE EF viME B 3L
22 UCC A2AE Hgdlaof & Ao HAGATF.2)

a2\ Samuel Black AR L& AFHY Adrt UCC A2de] A&
Wolo] E&ate AR BAFA 2o BEH (common law)E A 8-dt
At UCC A28 & A48t o Ade FUstes ydeol UCC A2dE A
&3tx & A$olth

ez AT sudos AZEN} v Agez ARsHe B+
E UCC A28< A&dle Zo] 89 Aoz Hlnt

3. N Ak 93 t=dojst AT EY ] A

(1) = =

AR stmeolel 2ZEYOIE BEY MY AgeR Adste By 2
A#l 7t v w) el (non-sales)HAQ A$E UCC A28 FHo] BHA A&
57 g AL TS AN A% ¢ gtk ol 2ZEH AHs 2

29) Accord Neilson Business Equipment Center v. Monteleone, 524 A.2d 1172, 1174
(Del. 1987).
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ol zA o AdEEe Afolx A% Ao ujA%er B F Yo
Ucce A28 S Hgdte AL 9nidet old W FAH WEE tw
HE 53l HES 272 It

M Weaver Co. v. Burroughs Corp23 AtZ3olA 919l o] éAte Sn2
2e AREY sfsdoid AZEYAE ElaAdor FFwer Ao
Al zelo] A ZFeiA] gonz HAAFRANZ EAAFE Do
3 Pt 9L o] AHeA Fedeols daA%er st
domz UCC A2uE ALY & gov, 2ZEY Add digtde
UCC A2¥ & A4T 4 AT FASG o] AdM 2ZEQAE EF
oz AR AFAE FRoy ojAF ZEL 2ZEYolY AHE FAH
2 29 AP B & Uvte BFo2 Rojop I Aojr}

w3t Hi Neighbor Enterprises v. Burrough Corp26) Ao A wjQl-&
o7 AFH st=gold 7UFH A2l FEo dad AAEY FE
Agate 202 T A9 MEASE AR 2 HFde =
Ak utal et o] f2 Eaul 3 ATFEA Ut old dste] HAS
UCC 2-719 33 2-316 23] A4d & U&E WA o AdA

1=

(=T

=

do o

of & zlojt}.

T3 Office Supplies, Inc. v. Basic/Four Copr27 AlZio|A w92 AF
B sEdolt wuiAte R, AZEdE eadtes Adaigth 24
sdedojgl AxEGot BE A FEdA] gonz wfjed ofd did
M-S ATATh o] AN L B A AZEY A %S
AR visjAto 2 By elaAte s AFHe] B FHo 5
og B AAd st UCC A28 & A4 ofF dFo] g5 BAs
At

23) 580 S.W.2d 76 (Tex. Ct. App. 1979).
24) UCC 2-313.

25) UCC 2-314, 315.

26) 492 F. Supp. 823 (D. Fla. 1980).

27) 538 F. Supp. 776 (D. Wis. 1982).
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w3 Quad Cty. Distributing Co. v. Burroughs, Corp? Al e
EQdod FAREZL AFNL Wed e s} 87k AZELE A
et 2 AL At 2y AT eI A4 FAEHA ol thE F
FANA NEe AFsn 2ZEYE Tt old gt e e
QAL A Aos utel i &S ATt

o] AAdA WYL AFouton AF Eajuide HFA A LA FA
NANAQ o7t Aee ARt £l AL dAAY FAH o E
E2E2S 73t &9 w49 Adez ZAsA HUoh z2lm UCC
2-7129] AL AgAAY BEEL F4AY 2 Ade FYUSFEE o=
712S Aestd BAE AAR AAFA F%oh o ARIAA HeE UCC
A2uizt BEW 71& F o= AL AL EA FAHLE WIAE &%
ou Ha% AZEYOE AU AP AFF Ao FHE
% & o & HM.O. Systems v. Choicecare Health Services?) Akzdo] 3}
_ o] AlAGA Y1 Hewlett PackardZ25E 4o 2 AFHE TUsHL
A exaAgez dustgdtt A%zAL Just AFEF A F4
gelone Bodetn gaAge] HaHE A¥d AYEFS 7T A

I

gu -y K

Mook oE g

i)
rlo
o,
2
e
4z
QL
38
=

za|2 sln 29
e 25 =

O3 Yut AudA BT AZEYOE AT F A
ks FE%°] HA 93

A&
dutoz Qg E#udS AFstA HA.
A& o A F2ALE AF FAA AF BEEL JUT F =4

f
~
fou
grh
¥R
£
I
LY
i)
el
N
K9
rx
2
o,
[
i
Y

fr o
]

x
12
do

o
32 i o
RL)
hea Jia
mlociémﬁi
2L g
:'i_li
o=
m%
[
o,
 c
o}:]g
o
R
L5
(W]
o 2
E’A
r\oE
S &
SIS
=
g op
Yo
Er‘r
o M
X o
g
)
>

K
T
oft

() ol B4
gl A% B uel go| AFH FHoeolst AZEYE AYAtoz

28) 68 Ill. App. 3d 163, 385 N.E.2d 1108 (1979).
29) 665 P.2d 635 (Colo. Ct. App. 1983).
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Az e 5709 Ba A W.R Weaver A3} Hi Neighbor A% UCC A
290) A&gqt. 28U F8Y 2ZEHY Ay g2 Ex GolAzA
ol gt wlwjuEA QA A9 Ao didte] UCC A28 3] d&HHA
A48 AL ohArt.

¥ Office Supplies A M e £ ALY A o] glaA g e EF3F

UCC Al29e] A &= oy, HM.O. Systems golAl2A %oz At F
T8 2ZEHAY A 2E5Ho ALHUH. ,

olgidt A #eE T3t ol FAIG AFEEY AL HYo] AZE
doje] AdE EFLE Fstn Ye AE ¢ F Uk out 9 ARddA
UCC #Al28io] 2 &5 R ¢ AL o] AZESOE EECZ YA
% Aol ofugt Aol EAHo] wujmpAefo] ohd AMu|2A o gt
UCC Al2%o] REHA ¥ AR Hotop FT}

utgt HM.O. Systems AFAo)A UCC #2819 40 HE&HA &L AL
grol a7 oo o3 FEE AZE o] vnju Aef(non-sale transaction)
o slgste Aol7] WEoict oz @ Aol FHd wat UCC A2u e A
£ Byl g2 ALEoe AME gelA wE b gtk o] AlxdA
Colorado FHAA & o1 fAG Hazt gonz vwiujARA of A
o Wated UCC A28 & A Eatx] & Aoz Bl

al

4. 83 AxEol A

—_—

1) =& =y
FEY AZEdoi(custom software)d] Ade WL LZESoe] A
g HYL o33t Al sty UCC A28 & A4% + oS I stn
At} o] FA A% £AL VAT e AAF HEL g9 AEHE §
3t AW HI|Z .

AR Data Processing Services Inc. v. LH. Smith Oil Corp30) A7 A
< e 5 fxo FHste FEE ATE Y A Al

30) 492 N.E.2d 314 (Ind. Ct. App. 1986), reg. denied, 493 N.E.2d 1272 (Ind. Ct. App.
1986).
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L&

ro lo

Folstged AY BEY 2ZEHo7} 2 75 S FAALE FFHA
FFatAch o ArelA HdL

—T——t#?ﬂ AZEg A7 g2 BRE 75E ARH ez £9T & A o

= At sEstEa $33,0009 Y& St es dFsA 18
g gaAlod e 1AM sEds il Abolo] wimjAle ARE &
sl Aol Bt deted Eajujadde g AATFH oY, & Aol FE
8y AZEOY FFA AH2A %) HBFER vl A FelA 2] UCC A|2%
S M8 Aol opiz HEWS ALY AL WKL,
w3t Art Metal Products Co. v. Royal Equipment Co31) AZdolA HU-&
H&Be] AFET ] AAANE BFFety AAFIZ F AFS A% FF
o] BE9] ujujA ko] obd Mulxe] FFoZ Holop & Hol==E UCC A
RS A4 & Atk BAD v ok o] AN ABHNFAY TFL D
A5 ZEvuje] WFe Fgol E Aol B AR SA4Y EF9 wvle
Aol B4 27A0T oFd Ao HARR

whA o Anderson Construction Co. Inc. v. Lyon Metal Products, Inc.33 A
Aode F Atdol 9 A fAEHA AEHE wiwiste F¢dol= UCC
Aowel AeHd THEE FAASAT Aol i o] AN A
HE AEHE FEARE Aol ofd YwtH oz A AEH e Mol
o

ox,

e ]
e
L
ks

() ®allel 24

Data Processing Services Inc. AZdA AR e AL F
gojel AR Muladgeoz & AU EE wuAYez £
L 7401914 HY L ATEI 0] 7H‘Q~ ]eys}r AL wjujA o] o}

ucc 11]2354 “—1%@1—:—7} 238 HE _/}_EETJMQP FEY 2ZEJY
ol eolAa/ 2 el 43 A B¢t npRzEAZ N Pde BH

31) 670 S.W.2d 152 (Mo. Ct. App. 1984).

32) Lake Wales Publishing Co., Inc. v. Florida Visitor, Inc.,, 335 So. 2d 335 (Fla.
Dist. Ct. App. 1976)
33) 370 So. 2d 935 (Miss. 1979).
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o wet 1 Ao 2Rt Art Metal Products A% Anderson Con-
struction AHAClA BE upg} o] Alekel F4do] wiuiAA] Mu|2e] AFA
Ao Fde] gt UCC A289 F40) ALAY ALHA A& A< &9
& + gt

watd e BE djuyA ek doAN lHE =t FAleHA A-§Ho
Qut A FolA Age HE AZEdole EFo2 AFH UCC 299
o] Ha, FEH £ZEY0Y A$dlE UCC A2¥o] F4HA de
=z

5. AtaAel FaAke A

(1) ez =2

AFH ABE Aedste TFASY A Foz oM EHE FEF &2
dlolel A %01 WYL UCC A28 & A&3A g ot o] 94 2
=gz A49g § JdE REoln FAH WEE oy #fE B 29 B
712 sl

@2 Liberty Financial Mgmt. v. Beneficial Data® AtZA sl=1& A
22 AYsd wj4delA TFAN2 ALE ARt 2 vede] ¥
Fete 289 Hest FARE olf2 Wede EfudE ATstA 1
A He WeddA £ WA AL B#AsAG TG FaHeA o]
Ha 24 e wEgn 1AM F4s9d UCC 2-71929 A& wAlssd
9. o Ade AFH AR AUE Yeo|ZE olgate #UEE Adel
U Asel $44 Aul2g] BFol & Aol 22 UCC A28 e A4 4
g5S HAFAT

& Computer Servicenter, Inc. v. Beacon Manufacturing Co.%) At A o A
A IARE PR o ez AFYH A8 £3, A%, A #F
Ak AAsAT o] A% 3MYT A&5H Q2 Beacon ManufacturingAt
= A ExE Mulz9 AgE FEIth ofdl tdtd Computer

ro [nt

34) 670 S.W.2d 40 (Mo. Ct. App. 1984).
35) F. Supp. 653 (D.S.C. 1970), aff'd. 443 F.2d 906 (4th Cir. 1971).
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the U.S. Cases about the Transaction of Software

Kim, Jae Seong

Owing to a tremendous progress of information technology we have faced
a great change of a society. This change has happened to almost all of a
society. As a result intangible goods are also included as a major concern
in international trade.

We may say U.S. is one of the countries transaction of software is the
most flourishing. I have tried to classified the cases of software transaction
in US. into five groups. As a result I have known the UCC had been
applied to the almost transaction of standard software. However UCC had
not been applied to custom software and data processing.

In these days UCITA which is very similar to a previous proposal UCC
2B has been presented. This is a contract law that would apply to computer
software, multimedia products, and databases. It has been designed to create
a uniform commercial contract law for those products.

Now therefore we should make observation of a tendency about
transaction of software in U.S. The reason is that we pay attention to the

symbol and dormant power of U.S. in international trade.

Keywords : UCITA, Transaction of Information , UCC.




