FkImIgkls B 3 ERETOA—I
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H1E HEEORFE

1. FAIGNF G B28H, KBENE, AANSEOGERGCHEL, AE
FREHAEPLOFHESMEPEE TR T ERERC2E, BFT, B
HERCEAI P EWEREE LTV R EELEOEHL, BEOFT
REERIL D 2B TRHLARRICDF, KoM HR LI, &
B TE =T A GRERTT = T E = R T R v TR v A 7
P AR BRERI A AT = o T LD ) BRI A~Tf=
HETT R PETF TR AT Y %7 F Bt T 0 Lo

COHPE D o T, —FH T, RYPIL, [HEXHALIEREROT
BT CHIE L b OTH Y, I FBROTAEFHYER LIS 0
LR 5 BB S T\ B DK Ly h T, AR, R

(4)
BT AR EER DRDCEERER L LTFHMT 30831 52605,

BHARMLRETH2HTFIL, THEANILTERE 3202, FEHO
ALoESE 2 inEBEET, L ¥ CERTHOZENAERCI 5 TH

(5)
BEhal ELT, PRIVBELEEFERNISY &5,

(1) RHENNOE 6 H28H RE23EISTH.

(2) BEEHER BE1) 3ME

(3> ¥H=mrmogEmEasss (ISR, JIBRE IREERL 2862 (1965),

(4) PIHREZIUER MERBARAE L $58 L ORI DT BRI 938
#180H (1965). AR, SB0oERNSGRIIESTHLY (EERHBR), &
EHBHL LTESNYIET 55, BEFCHL CREMSEToBE LTS
BEXHETHCLE, BRELCEEETHS S (REE MESH LS 48
(1954); [ TEphiER)) 3035 (1930, rev. ed. 1965); ARLZER [EHEMC B




100
BHIEBEREOER] 6E95)) LEIATHicw, ENZED LT, 55
H BEFROFA—F L RKENI, ChITHL, 74 Y FEEE-TR, SRl
B (EifR) BEETHD, o, TOREETHECRBFFOEETEY
HET BRI L3 B LMD, BEXYEINTARERSS, 41X
ABERLCE, a8y o—LOMHORNSIRRENTLLY, =747 ¢
FREECHARS, cnEREENLD,

(5) T EERSm %] 58T,

2. LinL, P 3EELLEERISH LV LEHRES (objective theory)
PHERTEC LA LETHEEE, KOOI S5HA4F) ADEFEEV-THE
T, THRYSAERLE7 LASENE L CERE] oM@ o
FEA RS HERCENT, Av4@hbe v Fri~mg THAT5 &
T VAE LS BIROMREE, LHEERICHE r Ao Tt 288
LCEY, XRI2ArREY BN T2 FECHITCEEL Th - BTt 5|
XPTHEETH TN, ThiEd L, YOFTRI0ACHREEY BT 2854
OMIEDS[ELXFFHERCHY, BEXLHEY LB LhEFNRFOHHED
HERE L Cowicied, YHAIZASBZOREOZES T UREHSHEEL

{6
Te b WS T o 7 AKX 4 w7y VT ABERENEFNTES, TOEBETRE
T, XRYoRHABTeESEHBEBHEOERE LELC S, YR, &EF
IR ETEEN S D, BB o&F (concensus ad idem) a3k {, Li-
Mo THIENSIZIFE Ly, EHALEDERL, 4 %) A0H
BHPNL, YOPAEX AN, ERHE—ROBERCYBHROHEET Lis,
(6) Raffles v. Wichelhaus (1864), 2 Hurl & C. 906, 159 Eng. Rep. 375.

3. HOFEL, bAEOERMRRCIOL, YOLSRMEhBI L
I BThHD 5 M, & OEBEEHT 5 EER, WROWRNOER LR
w, [ZE (DER)) ERDENEPLL-T, RiE-TIEbRrn
Vo AR, FEEREENETAIKEOR TS, RENEERSLL
EHE (subjective theory) PREIDEN\A Y AR &, FRERILVL
FHEEROEE OMY 7 £ ) A L ERNRINC Y Pz 2wk b, bt
B o BBEROT—E e\ LRI E BB 5 Mo R —2 o5
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BrHELHZ L HBET %,

B8 IRERITHER

REEREE BT [ERERE| SvL TRNEBORL »b0BEFEL
T, BWEPEDCHITTHeDRIE, BEROSEKILETH- T, BEEOE
TOEHEGT TR o, EShTER, Tichb, RN, ERO
R A TR E 35, & XN TELDOTS Sy FKEERTY,
18HATR A B 19 HEHEE AT C, R FEL Tk [ERE0o &8
(meeting of minds) #MiiFhiEk by, Thbh, HENEEOFRE
IR RO DE L 5, 245 HHRMATEL T, #
B, 7 4 =~ (F. C. von Savigny) OFErEitics ¥ YA
0"’%"%,} e, #ey 2z (F Pollock) 3X0'7 vAv (W. R. Anson)
ERWTEEEICR &.hsfiz

A BEREH L, 19EEEET s r <= XA e ERLLT, =€
v - v — ITEHE TR B (consideration theory) w33 ZEBBH D
EREERALDE, 74V HD5k—aAxX(0. W, Holmes) T -7z, 1881
grlEshifo—oAdREBETHS T2 2y m — | {(The Common
Law) i, mma@%#&%mhk%@ambhfvgj*—Axm;n
vE, 3o, 203 (minds)—20 & E(intention) T &1~ T
AETH LTS, THINMRTOFER, bbb, WEFELA
ChoaFR LA & T, MUHFEIRALC kdic &g, b
D TnB EF B, PinBd— A XNEEEROTINL, S—ny o ny
F (L. Hand) #3EO NEE, BEBCELE, BYHHFO s~ AFR,
FThbhb, EANARERLTDLHEENEV, B L, HEOBER 55
kb, MYBEEOHLTH, AT MohBERLAE Lr>ThE
S TUETH LT b Tho) LT HHREROLME, 20
BLEELRBERETC LA TE 3, 10 2FHERT, REHER
WCRBRLERDLBEED—ALERTWAEY 4 VA Y (S Williston) i



102

I o EgEEN, [MYUFFOXSTBICITEL, Thaf, ZLWEE (con-

tractual liability) ©#BETH D, HEe X - THE L XR TV AN OLINEEE

(mental attitude) DIEMTixic\s RELh A& TR, HENRAEORE

(8) )

ARG LOBEEOEETHDL |EENDIERAT, 72 ¥ ARHRCET 5

F—V ¥y 7 ARG YEBT LS ol £LT, M 2EEERT,

E& LTHOBR D H192EORMEY A7 4 + 2 ¥+ (Restatement

(9)

of the Law of Contracts) B W THEMMEERBTE LA bR S,

4 F ¥ AEd, 0P ENRETCR, FREELV LERERNER 2R
ao

LLTLBD, 7TAYAEOHETILLC, HEMCE, TEERn-LE
. . . an

HERNERS T LT,
PHHTEOERLYARE LT, KT, 1 FVARBITCT7 AV AEE0T

NERDBECRT 2ERETOT—FOHEFCoWT, FETHLEL

ol

(1) BF%E-- FRNCRT 5584 RS - 2168 (1966), 75 AT, 4
HehiEfkR, Zo0RBEOARLEERSN, B G B.§104itdh oAk
XK bo

(2} S. Williston, Freedom of Contract, 6 Cornell L. Q. 365, 368 (1921);
Cockev. Oxley, 3 T. R. 653(1790); Adams v. Lindsell, 1 B. & Ald, 681 (1818).

(3) G. C. Cheshire & C. H. S. Fifoot, the Law of Contract 20 (1945, 5
th ed. 1960), .

(4) F. Pollock, Principles of Contract: The General Principles concern-
ing the Validity of Agreements in the Law of England 3 (1875); W. R.
Anson, Principles of the English Law 253 (1879, 21 st ed. 1959), 7 v 2
Vid, HEAROELE LT, BYEEoRE0HE Y (genuineness or rea-
lity of consent) #8i<,

(5) O. W. Holmes, The Common Law (1881). Rl&o Howe’s ed. T3t
% Howe DR,

(6) Holmes, The Path of the Law, in Collected Legal Papers 178(1897).

(7) Hotchkiss V. National City Bank, 200 Fed, 287, 293 (5. D. N. Y.
1911).

(8) Williston, Mutual Assent in the Formation of Contracts, 14 IlL. L.
Rev, 85, 87 (1919).
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(9) Restatement of the Law of Contract §§ 20, 75 (1932).

(100 per Denning L. J. in F. E. Rose (Lendon}, Ltd. v. W. H, Pim Jnr.
& Co., Ltd,, [1953] 2 Q. B. 450 (C. A.); “the most forcible expression
of the ‘objective’ theory of contract that have yet fallen from an Engl-
ish judge.” G. Williams, Mistake and Rectification in Contract, 17 Mod.
L. Rev. 154 (1954).

{11) W. R. Anson, Principles of the English Law of Contract 7~8 (1879,
21 st ed. 1959); G. C. Cheshire & C. H. S. Fifoot, The Law of Contract
93~94 (1945, 6th ed. 1964).

HEIE [FIYRAFLKITIRBRROF—H

1, =z -p— |, BREROFA—FEZERELTEEOKRILEEFRL
ToHEAEAE LT, XYEYEZOKRKRMEATS - 1fi/FAD, BT
X — & — K-~ (Petershurgh) KBROFEE#EEYEL, YRIV&-Z
4 v (Riga Rhine) AFoHSHEEY S icied, AR (mutua-
lity) 37, RA—@EEET28ERHI Ly, E¥HRLEY -~ v
ﬁ#vix5—$ﬁ%%éo

DX, MYHEEOERFROBICEENHBEE, KBRS

X, BEEROF—F (Dissens) #EH& LT, ARLOSELED LS
hait, chiestl, 159 ARk, 2ES (estoppel) OEE L 5T,
EEEREREHBEYZIT B LMD B, Tibd, [UFEHOREOHEEN
FDLoiboThh, HEHORLHARDGFHECRAE L DL, &8
HABTHOREETS L oefihl, AFAMNTOISRBELTENTER
Wiz o BRI, %@lﬁmﬁkbtﬁu ﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬂ% THEETS

BEAYE Lo E{HRELEZ }_—L'f,s:é_l DOTHB,

fe ks, YHIX R L-47 (public house) #E4E63R v VT TEE T
AEEFMETHLAL, XRYOEAALES LLBFR T OFRALERE
LicE WA BEREWT, YEFEQERMTH00H v FOiEFI4 (premium)
EBDLDTHY, XEBELRYOHRAALEZOZ ERXEFHELTHS
LEELTwic LTS, EERIFEL WD sl bW RRITE VT, #HH
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Fix, ShEER LA T, LUE L, FEC, YAXCH
U [“Star of the East’ 3 L] LEBEERIA TV IEROERXRA
FRACTHRELLEZS, BRE-TYIL, HECEIVIREOS oot
SR RO RARYRE Ltz bSffvic b WimEL kT h, HEW
Hﬁﬁf%é,kﬂ%éhfb%:uh®$#ﬂ,bfﬂ%z%y-n—i
DERTHHN, =747+ LLAHOEALR IS, A7 0EFRHI
-0 RRMFEEFHAYR, 20X AXMRECbL o THEFL WL
hotihd, BHEDOHMHLEIR WS LELCHRECTFRY LItk A,
UFHERIERR TH - TEEOHNHCE T h T bT, HRoVHE
CARTRE DI LABRR SR e h o RHRBR BT, HEFE, BLH
el CHRAEO i i » Cic R e DT OFESFI Lz 0 & L
T, FDEEREST (specific performance) %ﬁ:‘tfb\%i cDrHw, &
REOEEY, $HCESIUEFZCHKELXRT oL lh, AEORERE
KRR B I DB IEREL S 0 BT E Ty

(1) Thornton v. Kempster, 5 Taunt. 786, 128 Eng. Rep. 901 (1814).

(2) Smith v. Hughes (1871), L. R. 6 Q. B. 597, 607,

(3) Wood v. Scarth (1858), 1 F. & F. 293, 175 Eng. Rep. 733.

(4) Scott v. Littledale (1858), 8 E. & B. 815; 27 L. J. (Q. B.) 201.

(5) Tamplin v. James (1880), 15 Ch. D. 215, 221 (C. A.).

{6) F. Kessler & E. Fine, Culpa in Contrahendo, Bargaining in Good.
Faith, and Freedom of Contract: A Comparative Study, 77 Harv. L. Rev.
401, 433 (1964,

2, LU b, 22 5ERE0RERE S ETRES L LERER
BEFRC Sk bd, E1E0MECNELRWTEE L7 » A XH
¢4yv»»ax$@%xm1m,$ﬂa%%&%%ﬁku%ﬁeraﬁ,
MUEEOBEDOTR—TN D s lciew, BEITHEILE Shi, EEIND,
EW5 DR, HEORRNEAY, FEClBEhTHE S 21 6ERD
EFEAEL, Lid - THENS BZIEE LY, B LLOCHL,
BAFNL, 2RHEEY AT REEHROHREE LT 20 5Th5, 2O
LA, AFV)ARELE BEOGEMLWVWEFERIGESW, ZHORIL
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HERTHEAED, SRR GI9ERE AT CERENS 5,

Ph B EEN, EREROFEE LCESHXAML, E8RHOBBTE
THEHCE - EENEREIAEEEC 2 &, HECRA bh 3, YA
“three rifles” OEXAEH il s s, ERFOBABRTLY, X0
FIF L, “the rifles” FFRENTED, ThETOLHORHEN L
AT “the rifles” % “fifty rifles” EEENLSFR CTH oo~V r AR~
SB35, MHRAFO 7 v 4 BERHE Kelly C. B) 12, 54
ARBHEOEEIC > CH{E B Sh 5~ TRy, LR L,

e, —FYREE AR RERCRS LB Cr— 7 Al b
AE Licke®, BEXERER S b hdbbT, HFHOHTY
FOBEXHR OTRESD « fefcdROBERIC LD, 123 ERCISHE
BIRESNT, A=A U ThbAFY ANENGHRORDE, 7424
cTASFYYRbAL e T TUREERS LI WIELED 7 y 75
w407 A%ﬁ%‘(EQVCQL\'C%, Wk alEE B4 (Judiclal Committee of
the Privy Council) @ =27 7 — + v (Lord Macnaughton) 3, W43
FBENFEELTCO e e BEE LT, WihoXEE L lFEH 2R
X T#H+5s Lk CEigy, LHETRLE,

EDEEMLLTBINEZEL, 4FY AR, EREOEBEIE-SZ
HTTFEAV LEEERNEAR 0 67, BEEROSEA e,
FTHOFALEBERTHEASO L VB BERER D, TOHAT, /¥ Al
i, BEEROBENN L DERORB LWL LS,

(7) Raffles v. Wichelhaus, 2 Hurl. & C. 906, 159 Eng, Rep. 375 (Ex, 1864).

(8) Henkel v, Pape (1870), L. R. 6 Ex. 7.
(9) 7L, BEmR, SfEoHOREEEKL B, L1k,

(10) Falck v, Williams, (19003 A. C, 176 (P. C. 1809),

BAE FAVAECETIBERETOT—H

1. BEoqa3Y 2kt aE@ACd LT, 72V kT2 ERE
AOF—FEHT2EEIE, L5 THH 5, COMEBERTAEIER, &
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1BOMESRBREISVTHB LA FVADT y FAXHT 4 v ¥ AT
15&%,71Uﬁ%ﬁEQI5Kﬁ$ﬂfb%m%%§?bcbmioﬁ
EZDFEI LA bRBERDRL, T2V AEEWTY, ChRENT2E
Fr LT, XYMLSELLR, “Prospect Street, Waltham” 1= 5 Lo
REEGHERE XL, Waltham CEHZDA Y — bR 20EELT
FBY, HLIVHEALRARORL e A Y — PRB LD AR LI
KT REREIEEE Loy, LRECHTR Lica 4 A+ + 3
—H B B, ' '

£ B OHR, EHNIC IR BT A ER L L TR Bbh TE fon,
ZHRERL, F—aXiE, TEEWI L0, BEZoRLOREORBEL
TR, T ST L boHs & R, B ANEECH L, BF
ERFTAC L o CHEF LI s bisie] 23538 5, HoREcs
WCTETVAER1IE LGS, Yit () —-F] #RLOERE LTEE
ZieH b, #Ricibh T€7vas] 2w nBalE, YRTAEZ LT
BHE A THD S, &5, LittsT, HROEOBMT, £UHEE
PHEH LBl ot BREEE Lich b TR, SMEERRTo%
R dn Lich bThs, BEFAE XBH5borELA%, Yt
10 b DI LCHRERER Lt 5Ch B, LRLTY B

TRIFEY A7 4 b2 VL, CoORUHEFRoE, KiCRT LS iRy
a&fwgzﬁlm,Xﬁ&?vx%awag%o%mﬁzﬁﬁﬁbfma
FEVHY, FTRRALEWILBEYXS Y, YiRromERLLT,
IR b B o FERN R oS, B2, MoBs, #3T,
WHEFEL IEOHEEFBECH - Toicd, Fhilmb 5XE¥BARS-
A, 4, TINER LD BNRLUR L OFErRECH LT, £k
EAND 3 REFEHL b BED 4 o0BEHEL, &1 0841,
YOELTWIRET VABOHE ST L, 52 0B&TiE,
XDELZ T 7 vABOHRE W TEHNRRIL, 3550840
BETIE, EEREE LTHRYT Ukvat, XY &3 CHREEL Coi
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LEE, TOMMOHRTOWTENINEIITEETE, T 7 AARY &
w¢»»¢z$#ﬁ,:@%4@%%K&kacam,w5iﬁ%ﬁﬁi

EZAT, CORERETER— LA XOFINL, Y7 vAEBHOERY
#hbﬁﬁﬁ?é:&wtb,ﬁﬁ,9%%4LXVFD%Eﬁ$ﬁEmE
F¥5, rTAiHREOhB, 74 U 5 H—FHEN (Uniform Com-
mercial Code) ik, FMEL LW ILEEMNH BB, [FIROEEN
WA E D, BEORMAEIRE Lic b 0T <, BES R RSB STB
Z OO WEA TR = h 5 BICERE LBl b3 IR ET 5 |
EHEL, FEABEEALTHWBC ENERRRS,

T A Y A RIT A aEREE RV LERERSEHEE, BEERO
FERLLTESHEFAL, BEHROBECY - (HEFB S LBEN M2
ShiziggEfwo%, HECALRD, 5L BERYHEE LR de
1, REFEHCHET 2 HACEREHE G, it “two ten net cash” &
HIR LI L o5, AFHFCREIRLE TN “two net cash” 2R s
TWEBEE BT AZHOoRToMECE L, ch¥EENE@ Licea ¥
SR e AR Y . mnd VEEAESI S h b — MO TH B, &
OEMETIWT, A YHEEHRHETNL, BEFEY IR L 43 E A,
pi BEE DIBEORS Y AIBT S &\ 5 BERES T, SENINELR
E RSl BGTED b, LHR L ChooRHesbh s BRES
Byreys LEBERIBI, WhOA 0 A0~y 7 usf-<4 I L5
Thi¥, EHLOTHEECERTAIENTEL Y,

(1) Raffles v, Wichelhaus, 2 Hurl, & C. 906, 159 Eng. Rep. 375 (Ex.
1864).

(2) Kyle v. Kavanagh, 103 Mass. 356 (1869).

(3) ZFEXREIEI R VT, LWhPAEEBNFAEE LI BRERTOL—BLIE
ER OSSR, ERNCEERO-3FE ShTEs F. Pollock, Prin-
ciples of Contract 392 (1875, 13th ed. 1950), SLFACil, HEOZEMEHE
L LT, BE0BA%XTAE (misunderstanding) » LTl (mistake) »[X
ALY EvafErmsrigbhs (R R, Foulke, Mistake in the Formation.
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and Performance of a Contract, 11 Colom. L. Rev. 197, 208 (1911); J. P.
Dawson & G. E. Palmer, Cases on Restitution 688 (1958). —hikxdL T
G. C. Cheshire & C. H. S. Fifoot, The Law of Contract 204~206 (1945,
6th ed. 1964) i1, BEERFROF-BOMEY, HEHMESE (mutual mistake)
oH7 Y TS,

(4) O. W. Holmes, The Common Law 242 {1881, Howe's ed. 1967).

(5) Id.; per Mitchell, J. in Stong v. Lane, 66 Minn. 24, 68 N. W, 765
(1896). '

(6) Holmes, The Theory of Legal Interpretation, 12 Harv. L. Rev. 417,
418 (1899).

(7) Restatement of the Law of Contracts § 71, illustration 1 (1932).

(8) Id, 2nd, § 21 A i3, TBACLZ>FRAE] CELT, RO EEIL
LB, [EUEENFTRICH LRENC R o e BEmEfS 1, o, @F
LB, HEHCX > T Sh-EREREmLT, dLAE, mHg
BhEd <, kil o8MHED, EAFFICY - TR LEETRE -
THY, LR, A5 <2EERLHBAKE, ThicH T 2 HENERORR
iy (138, M) —FEmEE, HFEHC L - T ShiBibBEkemb
VA, Ll, BFEHE, A4EERY - T ShEREA- THEa, &
foid, (—FNEER, HFFCL - T shic B BT ma~EEHIL
s, Ll, BFHFRAERC Y - R shiBkras S EER1 5556
Cid, MYEEORTR, MYBWEO—FK X » TLORRICA ShiBkic L
et C HEHENIRET S, 1 (25D,

(9) W.F. Young, Equivocation in the Making of Agreements, 64 Colum,
L. Rev. 619, 646 (1964).

(10) Uniform Commercial Code §2—322 (1962 Official Text).

{11) Ayer v Western Union Telegraph Co., 79 Me. 493, 10 A. 495 (1887),

{12) Des Arc Oil Mill, Inc. v. Western Union Telegraph Co., 132 Ark.
335, 201 S, W. 273 (1918); Western Union Telegraph Co. v. Chappelle,
180 Ark, 422, 21 5. W. 2d 964 (1929); Western Union Telegraph Co. v.
Flint River Lum.ber Co., 114Ga. 576, 40 5. E.. 815(1802); Wilson v. M. &
N. W. R. Co., 31 Minn. 481, 18 N. W. R. Co., 31 Minn. 481, 18 N. W.
291 (1884); Haubelt Brothers v. Rea & Page Mill Co., 77 Mo. App. 672
(1899); J. L. Price Brokerage Co. v. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., 198 S.
W. 732 (1917).

(13) 7=#:l, Germain Fruit Co. v. Western Union Telegraph Co., 137
Cal. 598, 70 P. 658 (1902). * + Y 7 4 —=THOEELHEXN, a5 FHo
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RREFAALDLL L v POMEIC DX BLEFH -0, “Riversides, two
sixty” LTELAcL A, BEFCIFELLETCR, “two” ARFELTV-
7o, Ak, “SL60” FELTEA Ly PEITEHEGERL, XREEIKC
HETL, —HHe) “$2.60° of@d R Licl b, Al—HHD $L60
PlEoxi#®E L, o TliE, Strig YEESHILHL, ReoEHD
BEREHPERLLOR, XETHE. SHERE, ARYETHRMEESS 2. 604r
ThHHIEEFTREMY INETH L L, PBGECBELTHC Ll ff
GEEETHCLFERCETAEVIBEHRT XIZAK §2.60 BHRLI 50
ThHh, LT, YeRicEEEREORERL, EHERLL, Buck v
Equitable. Life, Assur. Soc. of the United States, 96 Wash. 683, 165 P,

878 (1917); Hardman Lumber Co. v. Keystone Mfg. Co.,, 86 W. Va. 404,
103 S. E. 282 (1920) 4 FRE0ENCHL S, K3, Central of Georgia Ry. Co.
v. Gortatowsky, 123 Ga. 366, 51 S. E. 469 (1905) %4 £,

{14) Henkel v. Pape (1870}, L. R. 6 Ex. 7.

2. P BEEE, BROAHNELET B, BFAT—ROBAORE
Wit, I DI bh, BT AFA b4y oL, X8 Y
FHL, XOEX 100 FATHEZHEAFL, YIRXH [E] LT o700, %
W] OFVWRGTH B Z LR TRBLEES, XYHcBe-
bf%%#ﬂomf%%%mmﬁbﬁb,&éhfhgyfﬁh%,73y
AECET IEANLREEERT, BEROAERH - ELTLABEOETR
P—F LA WBEL, BHOBRNEEET 5.

< DEICHT B4 A OKBHEEILE, ARENT 7V v AT { vEC
B URAETR IR TS, K, YRFLY Fo@lFHEOoRARCHE
T 25 A0 BERi “Offer ten cents per pound” : 5 LicEHRARY Lis s &
5, XiL, JEEFQ_\&%EE'}“Z) ‘é‘ﬂf&lt’)‘ “10 cents per box” ¥ 3 AME, B
AT B “$2,138.927 DAMYIFERED L HEE Lich, HEEHET
XMoHEEOBE YD oD T DEERBEL TR VL b, XDBH
E “10 cents per pound instead of 10 cents per box--- $25, 176.52 in-
stead of $ 2,138.92” LETE LI-BH2FITR -0, SELATHEN1
BFhTuvickn, BUKEL TRV L5 HEMED S £ T, XAYO
EHTETEFL LB TES, SRERFRATNL, [FHHRepbbh ol
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WRITIOFERIL, BEROBEMHELEELL T AERLbD LT5, TDIT,
F%%?éﬂkbﬁi=@$taﬁﬁm EEXEAPRNCRELTHLOT
m&wj&ﬂbe KOHREYEH Lic, RET, HHAZLDIXOH
T, YORRAREEHCEETSOL D ThHo o, BREE LUEEN
SPATHD LELSED X5 B AT ARARE, ©kiBEC
*‘3’-%%0)%&753‘9 of._ LLT ?i:;, WENIFEE LW Ehi, ZOoHEFTE

Tix, EHFMEIA, RECRWTRDEShTVWREHRADOHELETD
BADKE R bR BRIt oicd, BRALELHIXTCEHBOERS
BFAEL, LinbBRAHEYE, CoBERELHECHY, b0l b
D HREFTBIEDH bbb bF, RHFRE, FEREHC L) > TH
WORTEBE L0 Th ot Fhilt, oML, By |Ze0®E
BEE S TEFERAHEA LABFERBIENTE LD, #-aX, F
m2y FenV ¥, ¥y U A L vECRBN A b 5 EBER R B HE
Bthil, »»28R7IBohs s LichdThsH,

(15) Restatement of the Law of Contracts §71, illustration 2 (1932).

(16) United States v. Braunstein, 75 F. Supp. 137 (S. D. N. Y. 1%47),

appeal dismissed, 168 F. 2d 749 (2d Cir. 1948).

(17 Id. at 139.

3. Linligtis, a2 R L, 724 V2 0FEOMC L RE
MREBR, Y4 VALV ELRTHEEOABENEBEORF THL2 - (A
L. Corbin) I, BEHED 7 = L ALK T, BUFEO—HOBHED,
OEAINACERE, AYEEIEEI LA L VAT 2RSS,
BEYEFE LSV ED, BRIhBLETRY, &EERT A, LLTC,
HLEEFY, 20k 3 rBfshinuEar, MoFEE EBED
OHAXSOREZBTHIUEL O L 5 HETRYBEY, HH\IL, ERZH
Bhtiﬁﬁaox5ta%%#méﬁ:ﬁmﬂbfﬁﬁbtfﬁé5mu,
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Misunderstanding in the
Anglo-American Contract

This thesis deals with the study of misunderstanding or dissens
in the formation of a contract in Anglo-American law in relation
to Japanese law. The former, especially American law, we are
told, has abondoned the will theory in favor of the 6bjective the-
ory of assent and in the latter, which is basically based on the

Willensdogma, the prevailing views insist on applying the extreme
- objective theory in case of misunderstanding or dissens. This study
shows, however, that even under the Anglo-American legal system
based on the objective theory, there is still room for good faith and
culpa in contrahendo doctrine. There should be much more room

for.such doctrines in Japanese law.




