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T, Eb ol id, FHMIERCEORENNERL AL, el
ELRT T B72OIFH SN L ETDH - 7%

COEHINT YT - T T U= F T E THAEICER SN 5 T
FIFERLPE LM A & v 9 FUICBI L Cid, —#mic, Fhehdk RO kol
a7 L Cnb0lE, RN FE MO bargaining  power (23 L WA
NdHolzZ &, T4bbH, inequality of bargaining power Tdh 5., & i X
N5 ZoZEns, FROEEIIZ, ZHNERBERTH D L FFFIC,
FHMIEROCHEDOEAZ @ L T, I UFEHZMIC inequality of bargaining
power W@ o 72 ) DR FATHEBE LTOMEBL TE 2, LRI
HZEDBHHEETH N, FEEEL 7T A H T, FEROHEFUILIEAYIC inequality
of bargaining power DFEHTH 5, LFHHENDL Z &L L0,

2. MEEM—Inequality of bargaining power & fah

T2 2T, inequality of bargaining power & &, 2 ZOSHEIL, £
DOYE ., Y BHEZM O bargaining power (23 L WA (disparity, in-
equality) 7% % Z &5, MR IZFEFFRWIINAT SH T L DOIEHAL
BRILE 2%, L) TRICBWTEDNTE/, L L, KRELT, ¥
bargaining power |2 LWABERH L L, TD L) RIVHAREOSNLS
Dy EV) VDTSN TV 5,

T AV AT, HLPOHEEICELE T, 2OMVIZOWTHAIZEHLE S
NCT&E7, Kfglid, 5D 7 A1) # O inequality of bargaining power i
e PTHEZR PR Y MRERYICHT L, BHEI LD TH S,

HHETIX, Inequality of bargaining power |2 DWW T, —f&ATIZ, [2CHk
11 (0) B3] FOFEFELHTHIL, TiUd, 72k LITTHBREZNE L &
FIZALND [ HOKE] ELFFEZIOND S LPLEDVL, &
WD X HZ, 7 A J D bargaining power (&, ZENLMETH ), L
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(ZWI1) MeoikmcMT 5 —F% (W) — 359 —
L, BHBEEIZYSEMEIIOVTHHEL, (AT 2— ] T57-0
DR - FREL V) BHRA WA IR S 2 [38W] L) FREEZIT Tl
W2 ENLWEATH L, £ZC, LLTFICBWT, bargaining power |22
WT, FREFRRLOE D JERO [N ] &) KR, R N=Fr=v7 -
N =1 W) EKRH T 5%

3. ARFEICONT

PIFIZBWT, 7 A1 #1281F 5 inequality of bargaining power (25 %
TR PL LT EREOMN EEREIT) . INOLOWEIL, FH O
DWEMENTH 2 Z &b BENARRIL - BILT 2 2 LI, FeARY
W3 AFEARNECIERTHA L W EHN T, mZ e KEhanE (2L
X, FAGERMR. TEERRL L) 125 %

F 72, UHRIED BRI 22 )7k & LT, (DHein Online, Westlaw £ D3
KFORFEM T — 7 N—=Z2%FH L, “bargaining power xF—7—F
LT DMmMBERMRE - EETH L L LT, 2 UF—7— F% Current Index
to Legal Periodicals (Hein Online FO&ETFF— ¥ M) 12 THER - #EET 5
CEIZEoT, MEDOREL LR T 720 612, (DRVER2)THEEL
7RI BWTCHIH - B ENTWALHELT,. “bargaining power™ 2D
TOERELEEBDND b DU MR 720 72720, FIHLZT— 5 X— 2D
B k. 19304 LIEDRRZ IZRE SN T\ 2,

HB, T N=ZATOMRBIZBWT, ALHIZ “bargaining power” 7%
HFINTVLHDOITEOLE, BUATIRMEBPBRTHLZ L, F 14T
JUHZ “bargaining power” D FIENHN TV IUL, HBi%FE DY “bargaining
power’ ZHULICH L CWAL L DFETH D LEEZONDL I LEND,
MRS E LT, # 4 PV “bargaining power’ DEENEGEIN TV D
bDITRGE L 72,



— 360 —

O. ZXYBIZHFBN—F=FT - )INT— (XSFH) BSDE
BT

1. 1930F4L~U.C.C. FIERLE

ARCTHRHALZZMRF B Lo T T A W OmEEMRET 5 L. “bar-
gaining power” 7% A M WVIZBN 2 \AD D% (£ 19374E-D The Significance
of Comparative Bargaining Power in the Law of Exculpation, 37 COLUM. L.
REV. 248 (1937) TH 5B, 7272L. TD#H#ZE. Notes (/ — ) LIFIEN S,
O— - A7 = VOFEPEEY TPES 5 REWEVEHETH ) . — ik,
BH L FEDBIZORBE L T OOUET 5 L SNHD, BHREFRRLES
DHEIZHPET S Articles & 1352 % 5,

[/ — M. RESLHEOANMEL HIW 3 2. bargaining power &
HZLEDRFZFmMLELODTH Do HHIE, [NFEFEDPL T2 3
1% (roughly equal bargaining terms) 127 WA 1213, SoESIE (O A %]
0o IO ENR] LIRRT 5, 2 LT, EEOFHTIZ, BFEED
AT Z A R B S SR D F R - R 2 JEDIT B L) BERTTHERH S
NBZENLZNEL.ZDL) BERZTIOVWTHEIZ MRS Z LA\ F /) —
FOHWTHL ES Do 2L ICHBEEMZEH L 72 LT, FHIE, (DR
BFEINLBHFZIMERT LIV LE5EE, (HDSFE (OREB)) NELW»
Yt RO, WRE SN2 L4FHEPRRLAREH/LIGICH LG L)
IODHEIIT . ENENH 2 Z T THRE 217> T bo TOREE, VT
NOBHEITOWTE, MR RZEH N &L RS EFNZIEE] TEHE 50
D, TS5 ETHNHEEE VR DIEEZMERHRL TV ETH, 2O
BN, M2 v ) R PR E T PRETHL Z L,
HEE OB FEOMI IR I | L oAb 5 FgE % i L L CRFmIC—
AT 5 Z EVWEETH L Z LS, HHOFEIZBNTH) T HERRLZN
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PO ThbET 5,

2. U.C.C.H#IZE - H#HREFH (1960FHKLR) ~1980FMALE

(1) U.C.C. HIEERDFHA

ERe/ — PR, FEFEOMIL. bargaining power & T — X & T s
1%, B EHAEOFEEH (collective bargaining) |ZBT %@ % B
g, FEAERSNR v LA L, 19604FEMICAS & FIMIBWTIER
ODHEOHEEZ L UCC. ORREL 2o, FRLEDOHIEDO—BRE L
T, bargaining power ICEHTAD DDA EINE L)% b, 728 21X,
19664F 123 &7z 7 — FTid, UCC. § 2 -3020 A ERRIE R LR
FIPHBNC XL, RELETRTO [A4% ] ZHEHBA SN0 TiE%
<L ERBEZEM O NAEITRR T 2 EFR 5 L) GAUMES N7
ENDFHNCORBHEIND Z LWL TH D LIRHT 5. fiame LT,
FEd, FFROMEOHMNIZ BT, (KB DAEEIARTT R THLHZ &, (i)
7272 U RWHAER 2T DGER 2 BRTII R L o, IR
D3 LA AR LI 2 W 2 HAE 2T Tlazw (Zoibdh b )
%) T &, EHNEVI S 2IZFERLH (FY) ZBETH-oTh, Th
ZOTIREY . 20X WL MICERLHENEORZKIZ L > T, HT
TS rOfERZE 726 L7228 (RARIEGAEF bR E) ZitHd5 2
EWRETHDL L, WHHEZNEDORK R ) AR T2 WBHEE L, £
DFRENED L) BAEREEL L L0200 T, HFFIZBR LR FIUL
HHRWIEERERL VD,

(2) EMAZ#H (collective bargaining) D5 D=
1950~604EA12 1, collective bargaining 37 > B 57 Ei# A 12 & 5 MIAAE
WET—< T hmENHREIN, —FIcBWTIE, R [ZHh] @
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BELERICERT2MEIBNL, 202 Lid, BEO—HOWEEIZL
% bargaining power (£d & b & REIZ BT A& R E 12k
RLAEZDDOTHD LEDIETHE L —3T 5%

7ol ZI1E. A T WRFOREFEFHE Neil Chamberlain 1&, ZDEHIZB
W, FMAZE#RIZV 9 bargaining power (2B L T, [ADOXH I L1, Bo,
APPORT DEMEHIZEE "5 BEOIAMIKNT S, BO, ADH
R BEMFHIZER "Lav BEOIA M, bbb, AT
&, [BO, AR T 2EMEHICER 35" BEOaIALN] £, [BO,
APPORT 2R FHCEE "Lav BEOI A M L RELfRE
LTHNAMHEED I L TH D LERLL . THITH LT, I—H VRED
SRR E M54 (Industrial and Labor Relations School; ILR School) %35
173 % Industrial and Labor Relations Review &9 #EgEIZ BT, #HED
WHEEIC & o Ty i, FEE 7238, G - BGRE V) B THEm S
20y ZOHRO—DIZB VT, RS LI, HFED [745 (concession)
TH7ULALHENRENC L, Thbb, BREEIGEEE T L. ZOE
BICHFEPYRET 2 EAMEERACS N, TN K FFITEANEL &
KILTELMERL @O LG LIEELRODL L, ZO L) kML E
BLEDIT 5N D &) WG LETH L 2 LEPTEMINTVnDY,

ZDIED, FRZ8OFMRIZ BT, FHBRICB T 2 NN=Fr =7 - 8T —
i LDmE DML S NE D, WIN S FIHEOH Db DIZET S
bDTH D%

(3) EWEDEFICETB bargaining power D

ZFDtk, T0HERICA S &, BT T, bargaining power % 1L 2> 5
W) FENEY; A, 72 21X, Alan Schwartz, Seller Unequal Bargaining
Power and the Judicial Process, 49 IND. L.J. 367 (1974). TlZ. #FH ® Schwartz
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(W) MaodkmclT 5 —£% () —363—
L HIFZIR LoD, ®E0EMH (1950~704FE) (25T, FHpTIdeH
TN BT BT OREA AT R & N 5 720 3R & v ) B
EfioTE72E L. 2D X)) WG EIZ O TR0 - E =2 17
725 T\wh, Schwartz 12 X 1L, unequal bargaining power (&, & %
FREPRFIILT 75, ZRBHEZDPEET S EHFELENLDITIEZR
WIEEILOABRH LD THL L L, Zhid, Stz L, EEZHIC
B LREVPAE LN 2 ET HHE ) &) HEL, v (bad)
FHEPHEOEBIZL o CEEINI2HEICOABGRS L. L) 2 &1l
HEVH, DF D, RENFEMFEE KD AR, TNIZOWTHEHED
BEDPRTIUL, FHINILHEOFHE BN T 5072809 Licdio
T, Schwartz (2 XX, RG22 &) BEEA RS 5 H.0 0 72 [
HRIE, RICEBDD o B EITER & 2 5137 72 0 72 B4 ST,
EBIZFREONIZ L o THEAR SN D072 TE BV L) 1T
HbLwnI,

L2 L7235, Schwartz (&, BHIFTIIZZ BRI AIGHG % fy i e D & 2
FEFTRETIERWVET B, Schwartz 12 LAUE, FHFTIL, L2 Hw
TZHW AT OTIE R, HBFEEMIGEVPHH I L, 3 hn Lz
L. COHEICEDSTHEZ1T) RETH Y. Thud, —RAIZEHFT
FHEOEMPLMEADESMEDOALRETRETHLE20H LT 5,

& 512, Schwartz 1&, BEDOEEOIEEIFED [Z~D] it A%k
NRIZTZDOT, HFELWIETHLEWV), L) DY, FlE RO~
DA AE. LIF LTS D 2025 ThH D & § 5, Schwartz 12X 5 &,
BHPT L, BEXOT— 5 OPE, BMELEFENZEROIIEIRT T
e, EBRIIEZK ORI BB AT E v Lo T BHPTIE,
b B R FHEDERN BT OAGEINZ L o THE L2 DTH 5 LHEDF
T72E LTh, ZOREHHIRT H M@ 2 2 TSR\
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Ewv)o ok b, Schwartz (&, FEEIIZEHFTIIAHR S 5] S 6t & 491
A L) B VT, ZOBHATEIZOWCEHE LR RS L TH
AW, TIUSE o TAYELRZH ) 2 o AU #EINL TH S )
ELIEMLT0A,

ZDlE A, Willilam M. McGovern, Jr., Forfeiture, Inequality of Bargaining
Power, and the Availability of Credit: An Historical Perspective, 74 NW. U. L.
REV. 141 (1979) Tl 7 2 ) AL B 5 ZHIARIEBITORIR T % forfeiture

(MBI 122w T, HIRIICFH S A H B & & DRI DOV T

WL CWde ZOHT, FEE, PHZBT 2 o3, M0, BE
3K, REEHO 4 ODOFR 2 FMIZ LT, MEENOPITHHIRS L5
R BRI L Lo LT 40 ZRPHRT N E R W 2 H
THLURREOM TR SN LD L VIHEEL [71 7 av ] IZhoTL
F ozl v ) FHED, MEERNOPAT ORI L EAZEN L 722 L DB
RAHEZRLNTWD LR 50 b, RFEICLINI, Rl
Th b BHFFMOLKII/FI SN L RETE RV E V) ZERTIE, EE Lk
LTHLVLDOTIERWI b, ERLO &9 (2RI 23 B O
PATORIRDOZER & % > T B L) ER I LTIX, HEMRERZZR
LTWwWh,

4) TIoFvARZNICH T BRENTHE

TIF XA R, LR 79 v F A= T7I0F v AV—k
DN ST 3B (BN B MBI 2 I L ShTwb, 2k R
(&, Shell Oil Company v. Frank Marinello, 63 N.J. 402, 307 A.2 d 598 (1973).
Tk VNV AY Y RDOT T v F v A4 ZEHIZBWT, HlEEs TV )
YAY Y FREEFEIIN L, 10H M ORI 2 5 2 7251 MH RO M ke =
FIE LIS REOREMEICOWTHF DN, =2 — T v — T — &I
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(3EWTy) BEOHmICET 5 —H% (W) — 365 —
& [REHOFE LA H 256, ZABHOFEANIRZES, (4%
PAEIR] — R b0E b, SOL) RRIICB VT, HHATE. 1
SPIATE PO FETRFEEET LI LD L) 2 LLARIERZHEK
HIZOWT, RFERTHLHE L THEMZESTHZ L emiE L] Lk
NTC, KB RFELRCIER OEE A EDOERN & 755 2 L 2L,
fam e LTy AMETRE L 2o 25RO XTI L, WETHDH & L7z,

FRHBIOL D %7 T T v A XITBITHREFELF/RFHEF L OO

WA % 1E9 5 728, 19784E . The Petroleum Marketing Practices Act,
15 US. Chapter 55 23R & 7z, # L C. 19804121%, Linda J. Haberthur,
Petroleum Marketing Practices Act: Equalizing the Bargaining Power in the
Franchise Relationship, 25 S.D. L. REV. 69 (1980). #%. [EEOHIE I /-3y
R EBROEA - ERPIOBBISFEIC OV TR LT,

(6) AYHY - FRXTAICKB A

19804Ef 12 B 1) 5 bargaining power (29 A FIEASERK & L Cid, #H
EFOmEL LTHONLEN=N=FRFOY >~ - 7474 (Duncan
Kennedy) IC X2 L EBITAI ENTE b,

FFSCIE96R—=TIZb b2 b H, ZOHE 53 [RF)IAHHE (Inequality
of Bargaining Power) | I2BWT, 7 A7 113, KBS OMEZ M IZH U
TWao THUZEME, 7 AT 11k BT 2 IE41L s A RIWUIZDW T,
BB IABENRD LD TIE %L, 78 —F ) AAITRDDLRNETHD L E
iRY %o B FWmE 2BV TT A7 4 I AT DOV T the doctrine
of unequal bargaining power & EILL THBY ., ZOSEOWPMELREFRTIT
o TWR\w)s, otk ez RO WY [l oL, Tk
BelEbibd 5] FHEzEL TV b0 bbb,

TFAT AT, DAL, T A 7 OHBI L FENE IR

(9)
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THMRME LTHEELCERENTELD, LFLL ) FL o Tniwn, &
VI Db RENAHEICE, B, RV LHEE AL v LHE L
T2 &) iR EREAVRIB SN TB Y . 20X ) AR RS & v
ALV MYy rid, axy - u— Eosk, W, MEES (incapacity) 1224
72 RV BT, FOMEFICER L AL LD AT L) B
ZBWTHRERNTH L, LPLARYS, DREZNEmEEX N7
ORI L L CEEBTIAG M % 723856, FRIICEIERICHE ) 2 & b,
ZA OBV bd DIz, [RHBIAGEIZE 2@ L CoHie [IEF] 1
HZHMZEGICRZZ) L LT NIZl o TR L A LRIV 2% \w] 2
EHRHOLPTHDEND) L7zh > T, ZOEHIT BEMICIE—EMD 7
o EARIZ) FGER L COEIES I SHY) 2 REELT A0 THD
&L RBNAYBEIIT L CRENRIEEZ Lo TWwaY,

3. 1990F LUK

(1) fhERARDRE

WEMICAZ & FEROMER IR & L THERSIEO AR % &) FRExHTH
MUL7z0 SR, FFHICB W THMESHOE I L IR OIEICET %
WA &2 ) . RHBHOMEIZBWTH, MEFEEZTF—< 353D
MWROENL LR D, 728 21X, Margaret M. Harding (2 & 553 [FE5:
BN B 2 BREMIC BT BIEE ERR - SCEIAE D S 5 7% 5 AL
Tl FEREG [ OMETFATIZ OV T, BRI EF R &3y B EHHIEE

(self-regulatory organizations; SRO) 2313 A 2 HAIZE1E L
720, REERBLN T EOOLENB RN L, MEOEERLMEE
HEET 5 SRO OFHEMI 2 v — Vi, FERDPMPBO G RN 270 125612
ALTOWZETOFRSABEM LN Z DR\ X ) ITERS N T %
LaVWIEEmLES% 61T, MFEFIZL 2 [ OBERT 545
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(&) BEOHERHT 2 —EE (W) —367—
B L DOMETHU L 2 MET-HOFER] Tld, BREZE IR ) OOH o7
HIBREBOHEBETN ., HBHENEEELDH 5022 B M0 4HE
DA E LT B OV T, RE AR 7 U I BT 2 Mk
ST & B MERTFA oMb, IEH (pure) ZMFHEFRTIEAVE LT,
BH AT R o TNDS,

(2) WEDDE - T—ICHT BRENTHEERD EDROFHERER
WERDFRE LT, DHRETIEwRLEOND Z DD 7, Kk
FERT =<2 BT LN %0 CAHERMEIZOW TR L bm 2 78t b .
T2, AR =V HEROEE BT 2B IEE T LS5 H0 < Oh
SN HABEIRE N S 512, FHRRBEREMRICET 2 7 — <UL
SNBHY ZoEp, LIENSGI &k 57 HEBERIZB T 25800024

T 5L b LY,

4. 20004 ~3R7E

20004E812 A B & EHEEIC BT B inequality of bargaining power D72
DAL, ZOHHNEDS L DFEMZR D DIZ o T, 72, 2k
1281} % inequality of bargaining power 7 —~ & L7232 YR T A0
ENBRE, 7 A AERPAETO inequality of bargaining power ~ 0 R4
DHEE S22 ERIPDZ 5o

[EIE I 381 5 2491 E O inequality of bargaining power (2 [#3 % ifFZ2 5%
Rix, KO L) IZHBITE 2,

(1) Barnhizer IC X 2%
20004E M DL IZ BW T, #1345 T bargaining power (2 b HHEIZS
KL, ThEET—<E LTWADH, I T H VIV KFD Daniel Barn-

(11)
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hizer T& %, Barnhizer 1Z. 20054F-|Z “Inequality of Bargaining Power” &
BT L% % 383K L CLLk, bargaining power DWFZE% #ikfz L T 4,
Barnhizer X, 7 A #iE12B T inequality of bargaining power & 29
Bad 5 CIXEHESHFET 52 2 2O TR L2 LT, ThB3T 2 ik
(FRIC, ZREEDE) O TEELEEZRZLTE22 & 2mICIRE§
5, LJAEEIC, inequality of bargaining power 121&. #4 (concept). ¥
(legal doctrine) ZEDFRIAPEH &4, (inequality of) bargaining power
A WIEIERL SN, BIRTEARE LAHEOL D TH S Z &b IaE
T5o ZOET, D[] O3 —) Oo—HTHH, ZOHMRM%
NI =) b ODOWERLHREERL, T o TN=Fr =7 - )XT—
DAEEWLPIZL &) EHA TV D, BAERIZIE, NT—2 ) b0 e
CIZTOHHFEL, BT, ZBNTHL L) 2 &%, L, S61213#k
BT 2B THRA REFAZETREORL, NT—Ln) bOoOE%
WEPIZL L) ERA TV D, & 512, 20004 i 2 4RO BHIFTIC & B3 —
TP T ST —OFHIHEN. AT VLAY A TT, BEOIHRMEICE
\F B BHEE O DR E IEEICKB L TBE 5, 2072012, Ak
FHaZ T 0B CEPRFE X FELZ T H52_EFPRF I T
TWEDERET->Tnh, $4bb, INE TOKNMBNI X % inequality
of bargaining power Z ¥ & 3 2 HIiAs, IO X FHE D)) ORELR T HEH
L. ek, BEWE., HEEZZT TR WES RO SNEED N4 1T
BATVAYATHFHHLALTB5T, RS, HELXZITARET
2 WS ROHEZ \ZLELRHIFEORBE 2o Tniwv, ) Lz
#HHL T2,
F 7z, Barnhizer l&. 7 # ) 1{E12 B\ Inequality of bargaining power
E VA BEADFA L 2RI EIC OV TR L TW A EICBWTH W
Td 5o Barnhizer 1. ZOHEIHOZF/EIZB T, Inequality of bargaining

(12)
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(ZWI1) MeoikmcMT 5 —F% (W) — 369 —
power #E&7AY (MR £ 7213 BURII) TRIZE NS &3 24612 BARRYIC
7z LT, ZOBEPNAIZLTT 2 ) OZMEOBE L L TR
BENDICES POV T LETWD, 2O k) R AKNRIEHE TR -
TWAIFZEIE. iz 27 59, Barnhizer DEEEAE D . 84 OHIFI D4
P B E V720, ZOEHL ERAFISHEET NS R KR IN TV D,
L2 LZass, EREHBIFELHIE, 27 b7 2 ) HiEOHIC inequality
of bargaining power &\ ) & HN-THRL, COSEORKRO>=2 7~
A ERITRETH I ENWRETH Y, —F 12T 5 L b b, Barnhizer
AT DR LU, 2% ed, TAY I TIRIMMKEREL? S, T

(power) RHIfL (position) IZBWTKRE LMD D L MFHE L) L)
L. BFE oA BREFTICB VT, SRl - HALIC WA SHEE &
) LOKF L RRLLELENLETHL EDERZSAPRINT WL, Z
D& %EZITNE K, FEHESEHZOBRICEWTHHETH 7122 &
DI TE D, F LT, ERo# 2 Jiid. 19254 @ Topeka F* DO EHD 5 |
inequality of bargaining power & FFIZN 5 X H 1270, ZOSHEL, 57
PRUSMOFRIZBWTIHNDL L) 1207z, 612, EMEOERICB
Tid, BHEFHONRHAIZBE N TREREEDND HHEI121E, TR MRS
BOWTHALFEDS, COL) et a AL, 5457 ITOTAL
TEICE o T REF B PFELNEOIZIFERSINL TR L D%
AP ENT Vo722 EHRIBENR TV B,

(2) Ben-Shahar IC & 2H%%

T TIRFOLEEFEEFEE L THISNS Omri Ben-Shahar (3. 20094F
IZ. # “Bargaining Power Theory of Default Rules” # 3% L 720 Z D
ik RNEELRTK) (TR LE LK) CBTFL57 7+ b - b—
V. Thbb, ZRRUEPATELLEIIH ) ET IV E R DK DIV—)VIZ

(13)
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BILC. RBTIOW 2 MHEIL o THRMREEHZM D 2 & ORI RIZOWT
FGE L 2R OMFENFRO T L LT [ % &k & 3 2 R SLTHOH
7t (bargain-mimicking gap filler) | Z#&M3 4, Ben-Shahar (2 & 1L, #
FIBRZFOZNENHELRBFEFRE, AR ZB I oEEEANT LS
A, MEHRZFOLZEHENEAHETHY, £D L) ZIRRIZBWTHAL I NS
PRIGIHIZ, PN REHE IR R b, 2 LT —HSHEEOHTIH M)
BHEEDZNLD SRS VIS, BRRHOMTIE, KNP RE W LHEE
CHFIATDNA MDD ). ZiUE, 20X ASFHOTHRI L4 K
W RTOZRHFHIIOW TR SN T2 s, BEIhZiETTh
LhH7ZEV) . 2% D, BenShahar i3, K NIZBWTEBT 2 43E
WHEFNZZRFREZMHTETRETH D LT Do

Ben-Shahar (3. ZFDEROEFIZ, ZH BV TEBT 2 BFHEITE
FNCEREHAHAT L L) FEE L DI2Hh720 . [LHFEHOLHIIZ,
HISETTRE D OMGE RETH 5 L DRIV o T D] & L. ZHIIZHONWT
FRICEFRL TWh, ZIUI XD L T &3, 245K, 58¥ (negotiation)
WKBTLHEOERITH ), £ LT, HEF LOMERIZ L IUL, T3S
1) 7z fE B 380 (risk preference). 77 M4 F - % 7' a ~ (outside options) .
H5 1428 (discount factor). ¥ 710 b 2 )V (negotiation protocol) 7z &12
I TWE] L L, 20T, R [ET 510, JFEFZ LU
Do, WEIDERDO LT IO L] THLHEN),

& 512, Ben-Shahar (2 X iUd, 2B 27 (gap) 13, [HFHED
BETHRADOKIM] OFRTHLH, T3, BHFREEZLOT TS
2 LT [VBFEED, ZOEMIIBVTUIHFOHLFzEZD (B0
ZH)ELTWwa] —HWRZHFEHIFEEL Z2Wh, F3S4FWGNIBWw
T [HWHFEZFIIE S T] MOEPDORINIARLEHE RS 57259
EEZ, MBEAZOFEFICLTBI) L [WMHLEHE] 217k o 72RT

(14)
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(ZWI1) MeoikmcMT 5 —F% (W) —371—
HHETH, LIZHFoT, bL, MOBFEFPKEZLELZOTEICLL
Bt T, FELELZOLRFEZOZBNORAZFIRLTWEE V), Z
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AT LW &b b LoD H5EHE) OFEMEIIOWT, LTzt
FEATH. TD LT, FHIZ, ARCZDL) BEHEE ANDL Z PR T
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