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A Glimpse of American Contract Law
Yang Chung-sen

Abstract

While American contract law is one of the basic courses in our law
department curriculum, students, generally speaking, tend to have very blurred
idea, for so far not many textbooks or articles do give them clear picture of
this subject.They tend to be over complicated or too technical, consequently
students often fail to see the wood for the trees. For these reasons, this
article purports to present clear notions of American contract law, tries to
grasp their features and points out how they really works. Moreover, whenever
feasible, it tries to compare American law theories with relevant theories and
rules of our civil code so as to give the readers an overall picture of American

contract law.





