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1.1 EEHH SR RN

BTV T 5543 8L W ( market share liability ) , JEAR7E R 257 3 . H 90
MBERGES, B TREAEFYRELE FEEWEAEER T 5
H DR T SR o TR 2 T B B A =l A ST R BB 2
HERFERBARSERATHHBNE TREUAERS AF HE T
Yy BBV B A X L AR R S R . TSR L U P A TR
Tl AR BRI 78 10 )48 JE TN B i 2 B (LA (AT B ) 5 8 v )
Jor e B R S IR VR  R SE e E ROCLU T AR EM/RE) B, X — 0 8
[ER/Q 7 A

BEE I AR, T A BNtk S T R RS R A —EREN
Ao PR3 TF IR B8 SOt I T 3 00 B B0 00 , I %o 20 10 00 5 48 o i
BLPRLsh, 1 56 [ 122 2 (American Law Institute ) 414140 B iy (R AL 25
ERER TR TUL) X A BRNGAE T %0 Tiek : “ AE s Kol AR
HHYBERIRIE D, SRS TR TE— BT P KA M T e R 1
T E YRR T i, BLRPETE T (JLHRTER R DES B ) , — ey B R ER K
B R —RAE T EH SR E, BRI S S — R B R
BN B TS G EE LI OfEH L 25, T BN R4 T £ E A
H—E MBI AN W, i3 4 AL - KOS A 2R DES %44

@ Sindell v. Abbott Labs. , 607 P.2d 924, 928 ( Cal. 1980).

@ Mary Jane Sheffet, Market Share Liability: A New Doctrine of Causation in Product Liability, Jour-
nal of Marketing, Vol. 47, 1983, pp. 35—43; Market Share Liability; An Answer to the DES Causation
Problem, Harvard Law Review, Vol.94, 1981, pp. 668—680.

@ REBEFIE (R ERE SR R , 4 AT 5%, A M 2006 48 7, 25
328 W,
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DASMG A S0 A AR S A AR IRIA RSO

TEFE I, 17 oy BN %o F° 57 135 2 FIE B R Al HU BB A2, T 3227 5 %
TG BN ARATT RE IRAMIIE (BXHAFWRE 356 B
WZEF A E AR, MR, ARERE 2 SR RERbE S
I T 5K E DES ROFRMIAEZ R, I = RFILRMF BTG IR
Fo RN A EFYRBURM RO, B TR K SRE
Xt AN AR AL , 4552 AN TEIRAR S FE O I . (TS T AR A
RABFIRGRRTT, AT RAE 28 B 828 10, 4E 5 A R ™ 24 gk
FESEZ T A E RO P EE SRR Attt 72 30 = R A0k
S TG BRI (S5 AR BRI ) | JF LA LR 3 A 7= M i 2
FARBEERT, BULLCRAE R T

ST HAMER , X7 4 T80 % &R B K 80T 5 6 80 N 1T IR AR 5
AR AREEFERR U AR EOAER RGN EERY, X FRE
FEREABREZEM G, A 7EXT T 50 BN Y R 38 F %S T
ARCAG ST B [RIB , 30 305 T 375 3 AU U35 I T 4 B o e TR 940 I A A I
ABVE FENT G BN AS (AR 2 8] 17 24 ST BR 4 , 300 R 5 A6 S5 ok 1
HEB T RAUSTAE 3 ST M SR T30 5 45 R SR UE , ] R (R A0k 1 %
B RERSAE D9 STHE T 300 BUHL I 47 75 A B30 5 R, LA R 32 40 ) 7E 42 04 Y
R FTALIALSE . 2L BER L, 3 — 25 DABR R TR R AR 5 M 7 4L
1 REBETE Tl AL RS AL AR T 45 2075 U Sy B B Xt T 35 60 0 0 7 3
B RGP B SLBEATAH DG R 2R

1.2 [EPASMFFRBRIRVE

&4 R UL, 5 F TSR BNGEA T L H K 26 H 2, ML miT
WA 2258 AP T AN AT {5 2 A 0 5 A 9 5 1 AR AR U A B 3 — [ AL
AP, A MY ENEEM THET M BN EL BEY
B

B, #0% DES S0 TR0 SR BT , S E2 4 B TR A0 2% S 1T
FECKABRARAF IR AT IE IF I8 ) — SO 3R T —Rb4M ML, BIIA

(D Robert F. Daley, A Suggested Proposal to Apportion Liability in Lead Pigment Cases, Duquesne
Law Review, Vol.36, 1997, p.79.



it AT R T AN i A S PR AR ) 55 (duties of non-injury) , T
AEAELHEIRFELT NI X 5 (duties of non-injuriousness) , BN 2FE TR H . “FE
BA B, B TR X R G AR ST, BRI HOO B4 18 8 135 & 9 B3 s
BB EFR R T AR EE R REN TS FHER. X —E R
LT 1 A5 AN I R RS R o o O3 o 53X — 20, B 37 4 R 2% 3 4
AT AR AT AR DU B 4 3R 0 & A D AR, e 44 T U E S5 R TE
RAGAL S LA BCE A W BE A Hf, BEAb, Fi 3 0730 A 2% 35 17 A ¥ DES
S TR R R AT A A IE B ST AR AL TR AT A9 38 S B 4 v
A2 R, HORF I RIE R 57 AR 4R 0 B A PR 1T JE SEAR E R B — B 5. 2
BAPALTE  7E DES SRAFHIE T 50 BB 238 A G R AL IR AT
HEF L REA A RE . WA SRR F B T e 3
BOETETT S0 BRI A SCRH T P2 B Y o

HIR, A AR F BB R IR R TN BT IL R (A3 Rk B AT
FLN ( alternative liability ) (¥ ZE At , 177 31X — B & W] LA3E A T S 4 BRI A
B, fETT A BN 5 RN B A BN ERM, ETEE
LRGN TR RN BT IZ 832, 1 00 B 7 35 E R ALk
RS LR A TR A IE S AT . A8 B R E R AR A S Th 4 A
SEEERBGRNERA R —3, AR Hi 0 B E St R =T
RACEE I, A& X R AT (R AP FA AR A i 4 — MR 2 2 A @

&G, B RFEHIFIREX TH IEIEXWIERRR, HRA1E TRE N
WHRBRHET RN ENRIEERRBE T AL X, &
AU 5 b4 ) O —Forh M L 28 ST = AR TR A R IA 15 0 i 25 kK
FHIRUR 2R R T 57 IE 1F GRS, 3 DU B8 SRl XHR B0E 5
LTS HAT T HRIUHHA . ZERREFE R, B IEIE X 5L Z
RISCZR DL R - 55— , B I IE S P 23 4 ot 2 pl AR AL R 30 B Tl
), 7 IE 1E S P IR B R (0 48 (R AN 78 R I 67 IE 1F LR SE B 45—,
B IEIE SCEERANAFTE , IRA FIFIEIE OB R X 55 55 = BFIEIE LAY
1E SR M BOR T487 1E 1 A H BT B R 5 383k 1 il BE B R 5| 1 . @BLIR

@  Arthur Ripstein and Benjamin Zipursky, Corrective Justice in an Age of Mass Torts, in Gerald J.
Postema(ed. ) , Philosophy and the Law of Torts, Cambridge University Press, 2001, p.219.

@ Mark A. Geistfeld, The Doctrinal Unity of Aliernative Liiability and Market-shareliability, Univer-
sity of Pennsylvania Law Review, Vol. 155, 2006, p.453.

@ Jules Coleman, Risks and Wrongs, Cambridge University Press, 1992, p.364.

@ Jules Coleman, Tort Law and Tort Theory: Preliminary Reflections on Method, in Gerald J. Poste-
ma(ed. ), Philosophy and the Law of Torts, Cambridge University Press, 2001, p. 184.



4 BN ERNERTR

B T4 Y B IE IF SO 2E X R AUA HEA T IR U7 T B B B BT AT
1 BRI B A AR AL T R S

1.3 ASCAYIBUESSH B HSE IR

1.3.1 ETHICIELEH

e, AR OB X T 3 10 850 K I £ o 7 o R K 55 2 R DK 0 s PR 0 3
T, TN R 4 T DES S th, R B E b EASHES
S B A B PR R O R A E BN 3 T N BRI % K B KBRS o XF I, 36
ER AL BEA R B SN B Rl AT 3 B8 | A lk S AR RN BB 7™ 5 3%
{RFLN I T R iRtk DES 244 iy B SR 6 R M) LR AL S I ik A B . 7l
B B R AE XA 2R A DES 3238 AR R [a) 85 I 7= A 19, T 1%
FIIU] B3 FH R XS GE A2 A0 v i B BB R 56 R 18 7 PR A SC AL I i s — 8
B IE o

WK, AW T i G BN A RE R EE GRS KE. #
T A R N e ~Lad 2 o, N B s B B R R A R A M B
O B R4 R VFIR B AR RO(LL FRFRIEBRAERE) BB A
HE EREE, XA RGN T AR TGRSR, A%
R R, MR G ERNE A EE RN RAREEET . LW
iy BANEES, YA MR R BUE G B ES M IR S # . BARTT M
BP0 Py PR A U 36 [ 5 vk v B AR SRR B I AE A (AR BT A IA Y
2 RN TE B e 2 T E AR AT B AR 0 X A e S U R BT T
oy B AR E B 2 TH T EE IR B —Fh B V8, IR B e T8 1 55 3 58 2 AU I
G . X R 2 RS AT 50 80N 5t £7 76 58 I AR A R
Ao T3 B0 0 7 280 J2 T8 B 18 21 Y 3 b BRI B, (3 o i 2 1 P R
PRICEMRE . Btk BRI R, R AU Bk 4% TR —
(o] BB AR T E

R, AR SO0 36 E I E A RIS #H 1T T M. X4 TFREE, LI
M RPMBEEEIRRNAET A MEFRERINERBEER P FAEE

@ HI#M EVREBE, B Court of Appeals of New York , 2l 40 M HE % J e I HO L 4748, W14 T
A N B B
@ Hymowitz v. Eli Lilly & Co. , 73 N. Y.2d 487(1989).



B1E % &8 S

WL, B TR IR IE A Z G A ST AL R R BGE R TR
R, H A RBGEBAT KL T E. FULIR, S5 2 Hr i it 52 2
B IEIE R HA PR —— X RIS LR R & BRI R RS E
AR COFFIEIE SR IA N, BB 4 Wik 2 Rk BN TR AL LS A
WU B E WA A T, A TE R AR AT I f6T S 4 1) 4 5 119 B R
R LA R B T R B RS AR SR X — MU A RO R . B mifE
AL, X PR SR 24 B DR T 10 B A U B2 B IR T ) S TR R T
SLETT S A UM AR UARF 5 B L 16 SCRLIE B S A PO TR, TV R 28 2R R A e
SEHYT Sy B A SO LA 22 35 43 4 B30 Do BE R . AN T 5 03 B A U A X
AR X 32 TR AR R PR R A AR R RIS 22 I8 ) 3 A7 AR E LA

FH UM, 4% — T S IR R0 1) (R D03k A TR 2B o o AL A 3 1l 35 103 A 4 J0)
AR B 0 BRI 4R o 7 X T AR AL 6 R3O0 E AT HE I BT 98 A 3 |
AR SCIA B e AR — o 5 A S0 B R A IR AR R 330 , I DA B 30 %o 1l 3 403 3 8L )
TN LA R T Ay i 35 3 450 L O A S 3 Y % R L e ) B A T B 9 3K
fifi o XFFEBF AT FIER IE 1E SO, A SORF 58 o B Rl 00 £ S it LA 3%
PEBEATHT T . B 50, JRE Al —Rh AR LA AT ST, B DARE S 4 3 38 25 1R AL
URIR SR L B0IR 1 A A bR o R 4 1 T b R T B S M, Y
HMULA EZRMNR BRI B & 1K, 8 X KRR B RS @ B R A
) ARSI Fr) A5 3504 1R 72 1 A4 G B 0 4 7 S T B A ok BB S 1 4 B
R, A ORI — T SN BB LA 3R 43 67 1E IF OIS 5 25 TS A
BAPEMRIRE . SO, 8 A X (] 72 310 2 T 3K A7 1 1F SO S i DASE R
AL R RAEGES (L E TS T Be A TS X IRFE R R X REM
SUPEY ) 458 T I At S AR R AT LRS- , DA S 2825 TG A A6 6 A o o B 2R
B HERS SRR T W A2 AT A SR TR, O LA B R A R AR AR R 30
HAERAMRE S o B Ll S E I 78 1 1 3 4R — B8 B S AR AL
LR,

BEJG , AR SCHRVH T Au] 528 PR 1k R B0 %o Th S 0 BRI s AT A %
£ HBOE XA R 7 AL B R X Z [ 1 22 B IR B F SR — Rt
Sy BN LU RE i 1S IR AR A B R b, A SOGE S R AL fE B EIS 4 T

@ Richard A. Posner, The Concept of Corrective Justice in Recent Theories of Tort Law, The Journal of
Legal Studies, Vol. 10, 1981, p. 187.

@ NI —MERE AT TG0 AR , B0 0% B R AR 2 I AT A, 9%
Xob FLIE 24 [ B R LT 2 SR A TR
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W BRI S B 2 R e B TS R IZ B 32 W 3 T R AR AU U T
e, LA 6 AT 403 45 A0 ) 4 T 254 S Bl 15 T S AR A R AR B B i
B o BEAh, AR (R R T Ok A pe T 2 M A ) A A5 4 3L B9 £
() R 1, SR A SC BT BN B i 1 1Y, BIVE AR ARG i 8 338 of T 400 5 K I A4
BEsX GBEAE S AR ST AT A

BUE AU IR B R B0 i 37 T 3 403 508 ) %) 0 B AT 4T
. HKEMS SFRBIAANE . CEBRAKRBRARHE AEYRIMNSE
Bt iR R . BT R A Tk ™ 5 B A @ B f T e, 3
BRI N2 E AT 0 v S0 E 17 S 2R 2 B A b B A =
B, H R E A . BRI EG” Ir5l kK = RBEIREME, L k£
AR T B IEIRTE FFALE AR s, SRR EITERER PR
R R BRI T AT AR AR T 37 403 AR U R = B R 2 2 R e AL T JIF AL 22 (3t
FTRLR , B e F I S S T LAXT A 3 ) BB S R k4 OO i e
MW T Rt &0 LT E, AR TEREERE P
TSGR BN B AT AT MR 42, A X 7E 3 (= 5 ~7 17 3% 453 30060 U] 3+ 2 v m]
BB 2k B AR HE o B Hofp gy AT T 83+

1.3.2 XEXHISIERTEHIRE

B ASGTEMH OGN EE =4 FEREEES R T, B
G BRI B R F— 2 3 A 5% I 9k e 2R 46 ) ) 491 e A 3l 1 5 LAt R 5% 1
B BARNS DES A4k 4T T RH), (H B Bl b X e bt R B 2 H
TE TS B BRI () & /K, TR I A4S S 4 P X 26 [ vk Hh i DES 2848 % HoAH
KA HEF T

HIK, A BRI BRAGE S, iSRRI 0¥ B8 8 87 15 1F S
WA TREST AL EERT., BXHFAREREA TG R WD
M EMERLREAEENE, EXEEERERMARMKEERRAR
R REGE F A 2R (A A AR 0 R B Mk AR T 2 4
HRREA ), A2 LA AR SR

B A T AL 5T 2 S LIS FUSF IE 1F RS 1 2 1 45 B B Bk
P HBBEARRERNEEFREN., ERMERHNE, FR%EHEE
FILE A ERAFEERAER ARSI e, dit, SR —Eis k%
PRI LS R R K %% ) SR E 2 ) i “ A 80 B3 FL S
X SEBRIAIRE N AR SE M AT ER . 2 SCBT 6 I B 2 3% 43 47 B8 R IE IF 3 36
RISR R SEAh 7 s3I LR, AR LR R — 8 BT 35 IV A BEE 1Y
ETHNE.
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BRJ , AR SO IR AL B T 3 43 B0 R 00 e A g T 45 463 B0 L B i ) 52
RS BRI o X T 355 43 A AL U] B 985 % At LA T R, a0 1 35 473 20 AL O 19
ERE R (AT X — RUEH T HEE R0 amEF EET X
iE B PHRARAT R T 7 A 9 R VR IR RAOF ) LA AN DR T 3 63 B N 5
THERBE AN GRS , th T 5 A ST IR IEZ 58 5 o AR G, R T A 5
ABFSEHLE
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2.1 S E BN AR P 1

FRRERTGHBMNBE SR R ERRENEGZ —, OB RIX
EREATHEEHEAR, HERAMRIEATLLEH | — it
HAFEAR, R A 516325 5 Diethylstilbestrol f{i F B 8240 &, Diethylstil-
bestrol (LI F & #K DES) , —Bi¥fE“ Z MMM, 2 —F A T & RAHKE.
TE 1938 47 XA K — 45 WMAK Dodds H3EEHFFE AR & B. Dodds A
%t DES HiELH], B ML i 254k 2 348 T DES B fh% 20 2 A= 7= i 7
J5 B A R Y @1941 4R, R EEF QM R (Food and Drug
Administration ) #t#EE T 5CHI 24 4™ DES () H1 3§, DES B IR g1 M 2h Ak
FeR. BT, DES 72 8 dh 25 i B BB 9 80 O I T BB IE T LA R AR
FIEnn e BISSINN . FESS BRI R BLIE 24 IR A DES AT DA AL PR 5 1
LT MERCER 7 K, AT B 1k M2 38 2 B S 7= R D R A 4 YR s A
I o OFE FULIRBF S LS IR, 85 T 5 25 ll 16 38 [ B R & o 25 50 4 B8 )
LT HNFERE, RN R DES i Tp BT 1k R i e R R
HARIE IREF- G IE S BT, O5X — B TEFE 1947 4E3R193I 1

2.1.1 FERBEXMEERBUEHHE

4], DES $A N B —RhBEA ML 2 ARGy, B A R i g iR 22 i

O THHEMA SRS 5 — B RN RIER ALY M EIFEBEAE 1989 4249 3 15 3R
H P VFIR B BN F) F (Hymowitz v. Eli Lilly & Co. , 73 N. Y. 2d 487(1989). ) TEZREP RS TS
F IR RSE LR R ITH B FAER

@ Abel v. Eli Lilly & Company, 418 Mich. 311, 317; 343 N. W.2d 164(1984).

@ Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, http://www. cde. gov/DES/consumers/about/ histo-
ry. html, 2008-05-15.

@ Abel v. Eli Lilly & Company, 418 Mich. 311, 317; 343 N. W.2d 164(1984).



BoE® XERWREATHHEHUMS~E 9

4ofdi 3 DES LABF IEWE = RUR P &4 . BSH 78 1947 4E 3 1971 42 d],
KZA 500 J7 % 1 000 J7 3 R 404 £ 5 2 1 18] R F i DES . @ DES 4 —Ff
Kb 75 25 Bt T BB = AA T ARG A . AR ZE 1971 48,
A 2 A R R A 2 A 4 R, FE R 5t 8 b 4 I DES 1
YT L F o, TR AE R R B R R E R ——— R L
HERERGERE . BRI, AN S WIS 11 B AR MR BRI 4 TF th & A DES B9 4b
LER

HEAAR 1970 £ p 8, —F8 4y HoAE 2546 PR 22 18] BR F 2 DES W%
BERK B E FTAMRGRAE, B R R, X DES i
SR BRI, Horp— 2052 A TF 4 1 1R B A RR, DR 1 7l k38
Fext B R AR T 52 280 60 B PRI 28 AORS M R B b AT A, o, 251
259 7 5 5 LA JB45 TE 0 2 L S5 T AR R DES 9 EL4R 2 7= 2 S 6 24 %ot B
EHATRO o EBEE BRI A0, DES R )G R 0 2%/ %, &
BB R ARR FHOE M (9 B 12 LR R . SRR, %
7% R DES SRR 3E 0 DES 325 AR T — Bofle 1 77 Bt
1978 4F, 2% Nomi Sheiner #5142 1 X} DES 4455 I TH 54 B 000 RO 2 3L,
L5 e M A 3 SCEE L R 7 25 I 3 K% FE T S 4 M M 3 ) DES R R R
(P B VR, @

TEREBERIEAR S AR AT DES ik B AT KR AT T e FE 4 1
PHEFHARE T — 52 B A B2 5 B pE R R AR IR S, 35 [ B0 9N B B 9T
iz PTG B B AR e DES 14 v (0313 e A2 1), H b i o %
PR R R R AR . 7 HUR R, U S5 R 1 7 SR 7E R 22
IR AR I T H BEAE T 4 iy A 7525 DES, M T S BB 25 76 JR4E )5 B F T 2B 3
RORERE . T4 T2 100k BR AR VRIA , (B 5N 7E 1 52 VR A B 45 e S8 2] T v L,
RIS - IS5 SE R 945 55 IR DES B8 s, R 25 T — 48
1), B AR AR, JB5 RE 35 12 B 03T L BT R A R 08— 3 40 286 4 b 2
729 DES, BB T [ 45 o 45 YE B i 25— 5l 26 7 1) DES 35 15 51k
FEBE, BT DES B 9 R LR, B 004 125 2l BT A 7 B DES —
R LARTAR AN LA X 43, DA T 46 28 35 T 4% 9% L BT IR A DES B4k 7235 I

@ Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, hitp://www. cdc. gov/DES/consumers/about/ histo-
ry. html, 2008-05-15.

@ BRSCRE TR H B A T SRR UR P A ST 0 S R ep K18 TR AR R T N B o
BEAIR A , Foxd v 5 0 AL £ 35 0 b i ST LA+ P EE I/, B 5L Nomi Sheiner, DES and
a Proposed Theory of Enterprise Liability, Fordham Law Review, Vol.46, 1978, p. 963,
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H, AR E AR 7 v PR 2 S B AR AR A L “ DES” B4 “ Diethylstilbestrol”
INEARRI , BT @ B B AL 7 G v 2 A B S B R B IR T W % 4
WA 7E ) DES, A MREMEHEMELNRE, EXEFE FE s
T 300 S22k BLAT DES 4 FRRIMIRE B4 1 25 & , T BB o A5 A
22 A b 7E B4 B A TR I B B 40 DR B L SR R T
Sy, XA T 455 58 3 AR 2 14 RO B

Shat il B, S SRR IR T RS 2 TRAE S 2 5 T S i i
BT DES A iR BB . X EF L1 DES 4% EEE
90% YT ST B0, XL, 87 BH % 58 0 0 05 720 T I 3 o PRI JB 25 Tk 2 A L 0
RIBE TR LR IR, A, BB — S0k 5 %8 2 5% A 5 BB ALR il L
A, MR BB IA K « fE FAE e I FL I 25 ol 5 48 T 1R KB i 35 0
B, B TRAIE B 1 B 04T 9 A 0 U4 32 B IR O 23ISR AT R e 48 s 1
IE 2560, A4 B2 K R A DES KU BEAEEMA A FEE, dist, M
BB R TARBUR S RGN R0 B A 13 A 85 2 16, By
J5 A AR BT G I TP A IR R B A" B2, HIM e e B e
X TFARHEA S HER 1B 5 34T M4, B 24 e L R 1 BT 5 4 B T S 1y
BURH 52 L BIAE M ML TR, U, bW 5 7 B B S SR R B ar
(T 3 BRI FF RA E RS JB T B R P DB AR B 3T

2.1.2 DES REHEIRIARIDE

BARTEE IR, I BB R B SL T 1 B4 B, {648 DES #9%
NSRRI N B Bk BE ) S A XY DES 2214 ] ik % 4 B R 1A B8
[ RN AR o 1h I, VRVA BS80S T AR K T 35 03 AU U 57 J5 DES % A
BB BT 3 TR, T35 — [ 550 A Fo A e WU 2 7 2 29 M R 1 o i ol
PG IR S R D,

7E DES kb ARRE 58 13 58 5 AU N , B4k 3 IR JH DES 22 B it
SRR BT N R 2 0, URIARTRON 24 B 201 24 P AT A 1 RV BN 2
#£) (the Statute of Limitations ) SHEALYFIA BT R A “ H1E & 2L #0007 ( the expo-
sure rule) , K INETER BAT R R EMN EIFATBAL, 25 AR S G HiHE
[6] 4 B 25K B 8 BBUR], T 1R A B S0 I 46 HH 70 0 SR 2 v

@ Hymowitz v. Eli Lilly & Co. , 73 N.Y.2d 487(1989).

@ MBS FUR MR B TEA AN b IR BaBETT H B DES 23020 b r—0k, T 240 2 24
ML R EBE IEFEAL BRI F2R R A R 2 500 {4, ST 5 L, Bz St ke 5 e el L 24 R e
T REERALT, MR ORI, B, SRR BRI r 07 S K R s 95
HERRUE R R RN 2 DES RUFHF, S M Hymowitz v. Eli Lilly & Co. , 73 N.Y.2d 487(1989) ,



B2E XERWATHHERAUSNSE 1

H A B SR AE MR ZE IR IR T DES AT S:3 14 o AR 1 R 452 F 31,
PARETE S RIS BB, 1, MJE 255 35 76 FF 52971 18] R | DES B
i 0 L R R B TR R Uk, — IR 7 T = 4R LA L Ao bd A, T AR
LG BATE AN , R I 1] L 1 5 P e S BV VA B34 104 K M TG £ DES 52
AT RAFRT . XTI “HE K AEHN BLEE DES 325 A RER i S5
(3R TE X, A2 4 ik e B BB A IR, (B A M LB R G d AN,
P A A R N B2 0 s e CURIA B S B ) T ML B , DR X 2 00
s AL R 2 R I 2 B BN L, B oA T H

X} DES S8 X HAA 2549 TR SR B AR K & R 4R, dLZ M Sr kbl
RIS AU BIRE, 7E 1986 4E , A1 L9102 A e ph e ( DU TR« i 29 M
1986 4E573L7 ) , DR A HE 0 B DES A4 B ALY % T LA e
A T T B | 52 AT LAAE A B o 5 SR — 4R 1A ) 2 B 4R
VR o ARIER ST, B0 4 4 24 M B B BT SR A B B R 2 LI el AR
P& A F DES %, B ol LU s “ 0 E R B (the discovery rule ) Xt 42
FRURIA 1Y DES 325 AFEA7 R0

“HL 24N 1986 4ESLIL” fi A DES % A B 2B T KMIFANKE
T A T AR R URIA AR, 35X 7 16 T S 3 A0 45 B N VRIA
B35 A4 8] & ( Revival of Time-Barred Action) , SRR A LI 7 B fdi 24 800 %544
DES S/t B8 B, MR ERZE SR 2 kB T b 2 — O%d tt, g R4 k2 P A
45 B AR RS A1 2090 1986 451367 (6 JEVE 3R R BT, A0 R “ i &
RIHLI” f A2 1986 457 3" RBOA F ZUMFEY) , sr v R T B
S B AL 2N T o B TE MR T 463 LA, T U E T M AR
S RARE B VR IA B BRI IE K, XA TR ERE P L SR HE
Sk O HARA LM LR BN, , 44 M BT %
S A A 1986 4L, 1% — Skt AR Sl T RE R AR TR B M2 U5 R AR

@ L. 1986, ch 682, &4; CPLR 214-c.

@  FENGRRUESRE M T IR AR A, 0 R B LA R A B S0 o i H B A 1 e ( summary
judgment) , B¢ [ &R I, HiBe RN IE FRAL 29 2 1986 4P 41 3¢ 37 1L BT s i “ $15 R BU0 00~ B
[l T B VRIATER . AL & LLRT, — &6 DES 33 AR BRF VA I 0 R T 0 o 4 A iz
#. ZU Schwariz v. Heyden Newport Chem. Corp. , 12 NY2d 212, 220 & LA J% Fleishman v. Lilly &
Co. , supra, at 890,

@ EEEEFTBERI868) E—WHE . “ FIE7EARE B AERAL FH2H T RS8N
AL BREE REARMBEMMYAR, BN REHIT R LA A3, X E 4 REA BT
BHBRA . BMIRAIEAR Lt BB E 2452 ¥ ( Due Process of Law) , IR ZE (LM A B4 Ay . B =)
VA7 , BT LA 4 X Py AT AT 4 4R (3R ) - 247 9 ( Equal Protection of Law) ,”



