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o Yo w7t e Agste ol ddols] WE WEAD vjsd T
Azgel BHSE 827k EA 7H5Aol

dupste FAARNA AL MEQL M T HEAL BHiREoI
HgRESel 9t 497 87 WEA 23k

249 CISGVE A ZE FAREANS wddels el B 97 o
2o AYPAAE Y BYF 299 BAL S Fa3A chRolHok &
gAlolTh Wehd & AFAE old% FATEANY Uagolr Tl o
2 SlE CISGAME s FAZYo] =gl FAZPe vlste] 2ot 2ol
247} o2 2ASR Yo 1 WEe TAAAE FHsl uelg,

24 EaAAE A%e AT T el BE CISGHS i
(remedy) 75 71U WEQe) 22F 27t EAFEAE Aviue
At 2elm B 2F QA B 227 EAGTE oW 4
A2 @lgold 1994de] UNDROITSIA % ‘ZARAAGl 88
UNIDROIT Principle? ¢ Asist FAZEAN 22 AFald Nz vla
stel WeRoz FRsR o |

o2 faA HA 5ol Acksve] hE AEA FAAT HEB
Aol Aol G w5 YER WES 42t 4nny go 29w of
A8 PAASY FAYTEGY WE ALUA whhAFE AuF FEAT
REAe HEEHET] 35 FH50 YestE msu, B ¥
& A9 Whol dokd aRE Fololn 1 ol fgh Wk FAAs W)
AE AHu @ 53 CISGY 4d FAZZIA BEHAE AT o
selo] sl A shsdlo] HE & Ak CISGAY 2A7 4% AvHD 3
A8 FUOE ¥ BT U5 FAZYES B YBAN Anne
et

oleld £l BN AR Be A AULD UAD = FA
wepA ekl FAZEA 2HEA0] CISGANE g vehtn AEAd o

1) CISG+ ‘United Nations Convention on Contracts for the International Sale of
Goods'Z U8t o]z L& Zo A UNCCIS ¥ Vienna % F+ CISGEla ),
Y Qoa A2 CISGE E7dke ZA$7 old £ =Rz o]stllA
CISGZ 7|8t}

2) UNIDROIT €93 (1994)= 1994 UNIDROIT}A 228§ ‘NIDROIT Principle for
Irll’tamational Commercial Contracts’® 23t} ol dtellA= UNIDROIT €3]zt
QT
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g ugo] F9E 4 & Holth old wel FAZEAHANM AL vl
A Aol HiEES DA FHeool & AAA S i WIS AT
Z oA 2 Aoz JgEy gty FAEEFAYE ste wiede] <HE &
Fol A8 1Y HHEZWS Addted Tfo] € & & AR &0

a3y B A3 Hif(remedy)d] B3 WEXS FAHOE =gt &
t} 53] CISGY FA¢ #HE FH| thajA UNIDROIT 943(1994)3 =5
EAEAANE ogA FARAEZ YeAE Hladtd B2 Foh. GA
CISGOIA w59 FA 2 vad AN =37 d2d ddHe= v
oA FEY 2 AfME =otA EaAk. 2n B A7 HEH
AAE 7129 #PISS B AFH ATE b ATFHAAZ AR

0. BgA MBEABHRY FEA MERHIR
1. #EEk F #HiB(Remedy)e] A%

(1) K28 XZHRUX 2B BEAS A

gEiuldl Yok AEIE 2 340 BEUBY £ Ak A=A
2Ee| AES FA A4de 1 BFE A=A AFsteior ek 2
A A% IAL EFE $9 AT AFE ATHA GEY 9=
oo g HEHA YL
¢ A58 we

| d5E AFIES

m{n

N ]
9T g AEAE BAd BE0 Aol AT
0 e e A7 R W od e
] A% 24& AT FE Ut
KEMRHRHINNE B2E ATLA 2 vedel Aol daid A$
of mekd Al iAol 2AE AE + Y Aoz FAHIIThY AA TFe
ﬁfrmcﬂ o whEqelA oAgel WHD TES HEdel od EEHT
AL Qo] APEA R U vaN Ede AT 2E AE

O

3) Sale of Goods Act.
4) SGA §39(1).
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f#(lien) & A & Sk 2V Tk sl R EERE (nsol-
vency)dol A wlEQlo] EFS] HAMES ov] wiedodA EAFE B e
2 8T BFY &R FEANZ F e BVt Ao ol2E FEMCY &
ZIELHES ABDE dFE AFEA 282U HTEFS BERAY
A E 7M. ol FEEHAY EFE YT Fde T EF HaA
Hzo wiglat 2 AP E FASSHA A9

ol HlgA EEH—EHEENANE o2 W= HiFEA dAAN HS
FARoz FAHL ot WFdo] KeXMETHFREDS 42T H=de
AR o 29 8l 89 AxE ARHRAY 255U AFde ¥+
$< AANE F ARS8

grek wj4qle) ARo 2 FEEA el A= BEFE o] #B 9

A FAY AFE Hirste A5 Ev EFY

FL A gL A% Ed e BFY FIES HWEIAY, A=E FAFAUY
e EFE BRI &d= @3}7{410) Te e HERES
(non-acceptance)°l] ojg &4 _‘Q] T 2HHE EA B 59
FAE D ZHE Bugste 59 FATYIMEHA mEQE FALS £

S WAe A8 & Stk 22D AEkE N5 AGANE A o)
£Q¢ v FEE SAMS BAHD GAY BES BAL £ x4
Aol Sl A EF) Ak £98 4 oFY 7RI e A o)
Folel AEE AGATS AN 20 EAL HLEFL ABAGY B

o2 FUddlidentity) £ 4 SAth B ok Akl UX e EFe H
ol obx 2REA ohid Hen A% 1 TFo| AY A% AY BF
AATHE HAEAS g¥Acz $ea EAEAGE 293 1 F o5

5) ‘insolvency’ = SGA §61(4)e]A ‘z}Fale] —r‘}HE A F8HA gAY TA4EHA Aol
A HES AFeA g AL guse Aoz gA=E AUt

6) ggbA 6§6 il8(1);A.G. Guest, Benjamin’s Sale of Goods, Sweet & Maxell, 1987, pp.

7) Uniform Commercial Code.

8) UCC §2-702(1).

9) UCC §2-7059) E:@iE S X3t 9vlolth

10) UCC §2-706.

11) UCC §2-708, 709.

12) UCC §2-703.
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o] AlS SutaATHA, WEUdL P BES HEHY Yo AFY +
A} o] AS =YL A FPAQ FelPdl A4 wdel wek A4t
< ggslod A dAse BFEY WS #8FEA oMH AxE &
sta olm] A RES BEAY £ do. UniA B dsiMz S92
2 845t A FHAYR vfdozry £AAS EEY FE AW

FZEZFvuYe} PFELPEA BT dFS AFHA ¥e e
el EDL ABEFY XA PAY, EFAEY YA 2ela HTE
Fo Avjgds e 2AE AT ¢ Qe Aoz FAFut. O v58d
AHAL A 4T EFvviY R O FAHCZ FEAS HiFd FaA
FAs R Q1S ®ak olg}, UCC 2-7049] A EEAL #HFES AL 2l
of FHstT Uk o] R Ak Yt v W I HEEL
AAQHog Hol JZEEv e A-udE MFFIAEAANNE S &
39302 9fnlste Aol

2 ReEMARE M3 ofselel HE

rjx=olo] siujAltS EalN EZdES Yt 2 F17F AGE wiF
A& vjnjAltE BN dite EEF L YFdted 2 FFE7 Aok 28 A
T2olo] Ak AXHe EE AEE FiTE RS AddAY BEY A
£ @AESE A% uede 283 dxzddA EF9 THEnon-delivery) 2
2 AT A, BE A o| 2XE A F AL 87 F U0 F
Eo 2ol uileA #BiEE FHzgn = WFde EFC] AR
AEANES o &3S AFE & Uk v negle] EEFUEI A4
g 2 AF2 A wlFdL Aol HY £ UMY ol&o] 4HE F=
et viFdezMe T BEES B4R #Elld destdnsd wed
o] A& F YUY o] &(profit)e] =L EFAE AL QA A=
Atk MxQde EFUE NFog U oz d wFe] £ E Azlo] o
G iEstodof steld daid dFEFHA e PPz AR

£
54

13) UCC §2-704; The American Law Institute, Uniform Commercial Code(sec.2),
official text-1992, The American Law Institute, official comment 1, 2.

14) SGA §50(2).
15) A.G. Guest, op. cit., p. 805.
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AAE okttt a2y old A$ AEE wixelo] wirddA ofd ¥4
o2 &35 BAstool deAld tF dF2 EAL YO AR =
olo] A%AA Al dx Y Aol wepx] &sE Aol dte R
fF ot g3 WA LubEQl dgoldz M= FASFEA &
FEh ) gy vFde] AAAEH EES AR B AG A2
A% &aol e sleddA SadE A7 & fle A 93
T8t U

opR 2o 2 wizelel MUEMRSIER AT vigdy &ddd distoq vzl
e )59 o £alg HEsl Folok & ¥ Sk oW wEAe
(758K (breach of warranty)el] Wl wjgele] @&y BRI oz F3
o oA EHuAS AT £5 AT, o] o]AE FLF
o) &R (breach of condition)22 2t5¥ A% T EFE ALY T&
ch BE vjxelel 2¥ ARPA ARY AAA e THH LR Addte
AFol A Beksojop & Aotk @&d Anl KRS ERA dAA s
o] BE9 AARE FAE F& U WFde2AE AT Ao, ERE
gargt sl thatel oW X E Hio F AL 878 F U ol w)
ZQlo] WiQloA o= xS Efujde 8T & U=vkd AT =4
o] 92& Hadley v. BaxendaleAt?118& A 02 3 o3 #HHE st &
Q9 E4H Adayge Bdoz BHPH o s AS 2=
st gk A EFQ ASAHAM A EFY X A} HA e A
AerEg & ddor Frh0

ade 9o wjgQo] Y5d EES AT Tk T 23 w2 Wik
2 2784 Eotn g2 AFIHAGE, =l EFS A= ¥ FEA

16) Victoria Laundry(Windsor) Ltd. v. Newman Industries Ltd. [1949] 2 K.B. 528.

17) ol¢t BHEg UEHQ w8 oS3 Rl Victoria Laundry(Windsor) Lid. v.
Newman Industries Ltd. [1949] 2 KB. 528; Cory v. Thames Ironworks Co.,(1868)
LR. 3 QB. 181.; Steam Herring Fleet Ltd v. V.S. Richard & Co. Ltd.,(1901)17
L.TR. 731.; Wilson v. General Screw Colliery Co.(1877) L.T. 789.; Saint Line Ltd.
v. Richardsons Westgarth & Co. Ltd. [1940] 2 K.B. 99.

18) (1854) 9 Exch. 341.

19) Hadley AtAol &= th&3 & Aldio] dEAHQ Aeldh. ; H Parson(Livestock)
Itd v. Uttley Ingham & Co. Ltd. [1978] QB. 791; Bostock & Co. Ltd. wv.
Nicholson & Sons Ltd [1904] 1 K.B. 725.

20) SGA §52(1)(2)Q3).



CISGolM @) H A#BIEEY o8 M3 R 4

9l 7)7+EH(within reasonable time)S ANFEEFe FAo dsjA =
Ackayel Aglo] iy wEe) vjole vimldA ofo] thY HEHEE 8
T8 4 gleka) volzbd wjggle] vxEQe 2 RH £ EFE HASHA
Gy Z2EL FEAAL Hrde AFEES OE ARAA AFsded
2 A3A} AT ZE BRS GAse] wieddA S-S FPsta )
Folo] &auldg g, ok fde FelFd sdele Wz
Al Apale] A Fa Y-S edofA 878 Adrt Y2

gFU 32 AuA7L A9 B AAZ AEste BA @axe $dE
& 9lE wEm B dth ol AS wifde] EELS AANAT s
ANE FA e AD S Q9D Bt N, ol @ EF staie 4
A AeA7} o) 2 Abgstm Uaol BRAY £ e Ryl Wi HxH A
Foe 18 WS AT BFL YT e AT F A7 9Ed
FAzA galAe =@ A& F ¥ D

2. BZANY HEAREEBER

AEAcE HEPAANE ITAZFAYAAN WEde] Age] dFAF
of gt FHo) WA AEE AFHA & A9 = e A%s BhE

rok

21) Pinnock Bros. v. Lewis and Peat Ltd [1923) 1 K.B. 690; British Oil and Cake
Co. Ltd. v, Burstall & Co. Ltd.(1923) 67 S.J. 577 Lambert v. Lewis and Peat
Led [1982] A.C. 225 )(Pinnock Bros. v. Lewis and Peat Lid [1923] 1 K.B. 690
: British Oil and Cake Co. Ltd v. Burstall & Co. Ltd(1923) 67 S.J. 577;
Lambert v. Lewis and Peat Ltd [1982] A.C. 225.

22) Pinnock Bros. v. Lewis and Peat Ltd. [1923] 1 K.B. 690.

23) ol #AY WEAQY WAt FXNe G&FH o Kasler and Cohen v.
Slavouski [1928] 1 K.B. Ay o4& ‘“fur skin collar’ ®jF<} Hammond & Co. v.
Bussey(1887) 20 QB.D. 79. AbA A& ‘steam coal #l&oll, 71281312 Wagstaf v.
Short-horn Dairy Co.(1884) Cab. & EIL 324 Al7elA & ‘seed of inferior
quality’ W&o ztzh Azl HZALEA AT wHE F e EE9 2 Fx=2

aA] wjEQle] vjEQAA £ajul S FFI ARt ; At ol A A
o BlAtol Wier WAQ vzl PR EFRFLS JaH oz st Zct,
A gle) w3 o oojA 2wl AUEH oyd uge) EASH frH(Reitz, “A
History of Rules as a Form of Caveat Emptor: Part II - From Roman Law to
the Modern Civil and Common Law”, The American Journal of Comparative
Law, vol. 37, 1989, p. 249. ZZ).

24) SGA A 39Z A1FAME WIS AFEA 2T vizd e diedei 8 A
A7EA Bz A Ble WA & & U i) EFE Agsta e A

or 7 ZEd fiF FXAden)S M2 F Aok T EF 477 uff £ Q1 o]

A Agsol ol £54x A(stopage in transit) & WA} & F YTk EFS A
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Y7t Ak E3] CIF Aol A uixglo] Ake) dAse AFE ALIAS
o= &7z wele] HBFAFE ALY 39D vl ASE HRrY
& glth vlgQle] wiviA o) whet FARS BATEA o dEAFE
AP Aoz AFFGM oy mjxglo] AYS A4 S Y = EF
& HEHT QA ASE Fddd AT 5 v ozl Az §3)
d= EFstn Mol AL A% FARTAE vEdE BEE AT &
A7t 2. ol o] AdS st dx mde ZivE
Kol g 8wl S 378 §F gl AL o)

olg} FAHM CISGE SGALS EEA REFRIT Hikol ZA Blojux
23 ok Z, wiFdo] A FE o|PdtA| o AF WL CISG
A 622~A 650 HAHE FAE FARAY T A T4Z2~A 7T 29 2A
o BEREME FRES /RG22 oz wile] AgS ntetd AYS
ifavoid)stAY A% Bgd A BiTS 278 + A 53] 87 A
Fglutargto] Ad T AAA S ARIt EHIHA FE BT ay
Qo] F7HAQI o|Yr|7HE AR E & Aot a2 e o] Frt ]
712 W% igele] AYY oFE oldstA ¥od 19 si=de A
R 5 Uth2 vxgle] O iy fEHRE AAE 1 AL wE
A wEba olu wjlolAle Aleke] olgo] QFHXAE olitt o] A4
eole &g A7 AL AL HAE AAGAY P& F13
' RAGE U2 f$dddA i 378 £ It

ol vjElo] &S HTE & e HWHAE FdYo)YS X3t nf
Fole] Ageut Az vjxole] P& &40 AA} HFEcH gef i

N2
Y e rr
[s]

rlo

Jg;
A o o M

2+ ¢ Qe HJHold o220 Az resale)d ¢ UTHA.G. Guest, op. cit,
pp. 659~660).

25) Gill & Duffus S. A. v. Berger & Co. Inc. {1994] A. C. 382.

26) Continental Contractors Ltd. v. Medway Oil and Storage Co.(1925)23L1. L. R.
55, 124; Akd oz e ALAe AFIEE FAHHY dev dut A EFE A
2% A% vzl gl AGAES olfRIA AYE FHL: T F Ut
o} ;ﬂ li’g?r‘l% R = Trans Trust S.P.L. v. Danubian Trading Co0.[1952] 2 Q. B.
297.01 ¢,

27) SGA A 48 %.

28) CISG A} 61 =.

29) CISG A 64 Z.

30) CISG A 61 & A 23,

31) CISG A 74 % ; Arthur G. Murphey, “Consequenial Damages in Contract for the
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ol whrdel AFARE ol42 AH BES BHHT A5 WEAL F&
sadq AvddEe ANY 229 EARYE B & Au@ 2
CISGel &J3ha 9 A<l 2AE Bffcurrent price)] 2AHF F& 75
s glok

3. BEAY B AMEEBIRHE

(1) ojs=lol 2{Est ol 7o 2% of ]

gle] AEF EFol A% XA Fow wjFAL MEQdA 8T
=259 #AE 87 A7t gl B ohe A FEFO| HAKS Fddsl
I 3 ol HBALGE FaNA AW Byde KEHA ATL 87
g 7 gk 23 e=AR el FARAE ned BHol A #HE
S AT AFEFY 4L 878 & Ik oo QA =L w5
o] 8ol Feiord 57t ATk

e ogr wujAFAZY EAL A SN F&E BF Al
ok e wfelo] wejAl e k&S AYR ojaEA AP, wjy
degXe M=ol AFE F&537 Fold EFl e Bt RET F
2ol A HFHA ol Ee EFAAE A FEEe §F 22 FHY
ol FHA wWrde AHA szt o Bl ApAdol fefel Aokel A
87 2FE i=dez 7 AFEE F Utk 28 wiFAdo] K
A ST A4 ol ede 87 BEES AR 2 F 240Uy
g 1 71720 o) o] fojzjok @t Tejm Ao nte] i HiKSE 873
€ ied e A At HEst dAHA sFstdof @t & FA 7o
olvt #Zinel g Adste 59 XS A HEe 7% F= dd 2
Ay o] HEREFRS AQTR 2 oFds HiES 278 At A
Hevt st A2 a3 S dYE T BH] ofwdrte] Ee Ut

24,

=
2
o

2o

Q
“

I, ofd

International Sale of Goods and The Legacy of Hadley”, George Washington
Journal of International Law & Economy, vol. 23, 1989, p. 418.

32) CISG A 75 %, UCC §2-706°01A 22} o|sk2e A9 13 & Faidet
33) CISG A1 76 £.

34) CISG A 46 %.

35 CISG A 39 % 2%,
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(2) R¥nel R

=glo] i wjuAlekE FRoHA AWE e Wede ASes @RY
T Atk CISG A 529 atd 28 ZinERCl2 T +dd EF
Wl ME JINE HES T &3 F BIERY 2 +E T2 Yol
7b Al AZE e Ay A Fxd ole A% olPE FA
A7 A7 do dE S 7IAE TSt Agstei e vl 1A
Bit2 std A& & g HAz old dEA wFde At ®ikE
AAE +5 ok €8 o8 v ZWHBRESC AT AAAE A
A ol mekA Bdsojof & Aoltt. a2y wjle] T 7AY 25T
FERLES 87H 281 od AN Edo] A 87E A2
olghatA] RaFHH, CISG Al 5w E0|L CISG A 74 X9 M T v
FUAL HFAGS] e 98 £ Ao

i eQle] WGERAES B-A CISG A 49 oA vl ZigER
e A e T8 ERT el B F7HHA ZIAde® Al
dabgro] £ EHA 4 A, =d2 #Zihe BRE 4T 5 e A2
AL ok volrt CISG Al 47 2N e wied2 W=l ZWART
A G2 A FotolRrE A F e Aoz ARk ol 2ol
mjgeQle] F7bAQ o]} ke AR etE o] 7tEt e e AP
ZpER A Aud e FAzAE 878 5 o 223 o @ g
Ao F7HA QA )P/ A= Bfstx vj=do] FAH 717 shgaluy
AFE oldstA] ofystd wA2 T Ak BHRE AAT £ U

(3) K& HHR
Eglo] StAZES YXIRAE BF old A oA iAE 2FUxE
7194 ol EgstALB Ax7|d ol FEE APHes F, o4& 9 v

t

X

36) AloFo] MEREARIH BFALe] 7ot glojA 1w Alke) ¥ e AR
A% old WA AFHE UEFI 22n AFE EZ4d dHA Zhz 9y
7% 4 Ut 23 ol WA AueA &fu)dE AT T &
CISGellM & A 81 oA A 84 29| FHL BalA ol2igd Ik a3
At ok FriE 3, BEERg—-B RS, R, 1993, p. 733 =,

37) ##, “Incoterms(1990)°1 X WA FHEHES i) 2T HR", "TERHEMLA
SHOCHR, , 5488, 1995, pp. 410~411.

38) CISG #] 37 %.
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Kch
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Hel olae @ & 95 293 Ao zAE A 2940 £F
: e 37 & YO TEAEAZ AN E =

& ANAY $4 4 sle A2 ) AEd o B4
g 4 givh B ol 2F AEAR ol FoFE L
Aokl BLA sk 2Eo| dalN A 68 azger 7] gl o] Aol
Foe ARG E AN & Yot

4. BZAT HEAN SIS GRES] R

vjgrelo] A utE A A$ vxo] /MR el CISG A 62 Z
A A 65 Z27AR W) ZpAlolth 2 a mjge] AGAEE FAE B¢ W=
o] 7}XEe AYE CISG A 46 ZA BE CISG A 52 7R LF 7HA ot}
AellA AFE Atgute] g vzl vjgele] 7tAle Aol = )
g 9& 2AAY AR T delde dedeld HWedeld gFHL
2 CISG M 74 2™ CISG A 77 28] #3 & B3lM &3 & 3+=% 3%
Aoz FAsE ek webd el v FA T dF vue A
kuto] g& A FFAAI A E As dEE FH 9 AojHE AY

B ReE FET Aotk FAMNC #AF & 1 FHE oW wFdd
APzt 6% ggsiA FHE Atk golA 2 WEE 7z Hadi
2 gt

(1) Atch ol Al A 2tel ol 73
CISG Al 46 25 Al (2 ZAAE A%ALE FE Az FgolA Ak

39) CISG Al 48 % ; UCC 2-719(1)D)llM & 013§ EF9 At Fele] d2ez o
0le] TAYFE olFsteul oJA oy WA -‘MM] & A ‘2}47} gled
A=Qle} oAt F2]o] Haoz FAYRE oY & UEE AFS 7Hstn 3
o} ; Hiller, “Limitation or Exclusion of remedies:Impact on Revocation of
Acceptance”, Uniform Commercial Code Law Journal, vol. 19:159, 1986, pp.
160~161.

40) CISG A 50 =,
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9 °jgg 278 Y7t A 44 AEsL U 7«1] 62 M e ALE
%Hﬁﬂ oA HlEde HEAF £ EEUE £3 T 718 wiEd

22 #gsd Z AL 278 ¢ de Ao dedA FAste Aok @
B o] AFAure FHE A wed dA zde AgolgE 87
& ¢ Idx2 FAsSYY add A2 A6zde g8 AdY &
AXF BF U EFY AU F4E 27T & e Aoz FH5Y
=Q Agente] AfHo B FAAR FFFuYUt. 2HE wjglo]
7tAe] A L7AE A AAZL Utk & CISG A 39 =9
& #ZF o e Rolth. A THA AT EF] AYTH LA
HEEA] 2ol fole Mol A BRI st ok drke Aolth. A|46
FA LAY A 3929 AA 2] FoHn Yot

[ -lﬂ

il
=
T

0

%
AHd
.

ol

(2 mlo J%

I
.&2

@) =71 ol 0|6H7|7|.o| YSPS|

Ak ute B3 FARE WEold wjedold BE F71HQ ola|3t
Aol Al AARsd & ¢ dn 2 7HESde g tE FArd
PAE 4 PE Aoz FAH Utk oI YEe vz ALe
CISG A 63 oA, 1elx wi¢de] A= CISG Al 47 ZoAM 24z L@
ugoz FRstn Ut

o
=3

o
=

() &yl Mg

Aoks ¢uter Ao tisiN 4B x3i0] 531‘-51 A%E AT A
7b ok Ak Ade e vied BT 3% *—1 At dAE 5 sl
E A¥ 5, A% Bolgo] FUT AGAte dFE At FHHA A
o} ojgriztE dAstd FUENE E7etn T °ﬂ halA 223 71z

= A3 A%E oldA Fe As A=A e T3] TEHoE A
ool Al SIS 7HXIThA)

a"y ol F AgsiAAC) FAEE Al daiXe 2 28] FBAA
Ao et thz2A FEE itk Wz EFA=IE AAE B dg
Qe EFo] AxHE AE ¢ & FH FHAA 712 ool Ak FHAE

41) CISG A 64= 238 a)s} 71 49% 27 b).
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Ao FEAF A% A7 @t §U wjedo] HFAFE AAHAE
Folle zde] WA PFAFALE €7] JAREHRRE on] A
HAE AL 5 U=EF FEHA A, A-dd RFAF] AA @ B+
de =g dADE At AAE 43T £ U=SE FAHsH2 Ao

ol el A o]99f AFArtAtgdl dsje F2lH 71t ool Al
Fe dAY & £ UNE WEZFE FHAY 73T oyl sj=Qt v
3l Akt ddstafop ¥tk aZm FHERL o rIHE AR sk
AR 2T 712l FEAAAY B FAA F7HH A ol B7IZE ol Al
olg& AdItte JAREAE AR WE FH FelHA 713 ol F
Aol Al AGHAE Aol @t ol @ 2HUES FFHA oY
Hedd fed 25 FES A% HA JHHA o) add
CISG A49% A28b)d Gl wiedel RERES Adste FFE
g 7kA o fRdFn o &, viEde] EFY AGUR ol F A 7
7k ool o] fA e =] AdelRE £HE AVAE AFANA F3
23, oo WalA wigde] o2y FRgle] Anrt MEdel F74A< Aol
Y7125 A 712t ol Fo Ee 2T WU oL wjrle] adE £
& Ag ARG Fole rde dABAGE HAT & A=F wFst ok

o

r‘[I.

ol

o)

oo 4% rlo

o

(4) ZIEt PH 2|5 AtEtel w[W
o =Qlo] Aol ELAdtE 2FS Al

of4
o,
R
o
ox

A% sde dae gt 27449 o)
o] HE 7Y oA A=W BEFY AS v
T 4 gdon, AGrFe 2N BES AT BHEAe] FeAAE 23e
o9 £ ARY & gom, 23
2 2 9Fe Agsdo} ark
adie A5Qel qEge A% BANM CISG A 77 E) FHol e
BEAEIIZ e MEde] At FUAT TES TASMAY $7
% 4k Fat Q] A, o A% iFAL BFE A4 + Aok v

2
o
+
of
ot
o
o
ofd
~
A
A
ol
ole
2}_,
7
=
o

42) CISG Al 642 28 b)el ()G A 492 28 b)el (),G);FH 4, op. cit, p.
98.
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otz CISG Al 4829 Ao wet 8F A=dA ol FsE sj=d2 A
o BdAste EFA A BES 83F 7 A WEC ©] A= A
FUA2 dige YD E PAE + gtk

¥, CISG Al 65 2 A& w5Ue dFAFIF At oj9d= Agde
2 vigdol FUEEY ¥4, 74 281 e FHE AR SE=S T
deds E7stn vjedo] o8 4 e FHA 713 ojud o2&
R E PAleA] Fe AF vMiEde Ao ¢3 e BAWAA RAlo| o
A AFES 2R Y & =S s sl 23 o2 Aol AR
WE4S Aol AR e o] o8 g3 AR FeHAY
712 AR E Folof gt o @ wj=d Y FYAA 7Y FANE BT
st wiple] ofFd WS HolA &€ A wWxde] AFE oG £F
ol W4 BHE AEE AT wabA W=dd oHd EFxAY 2
Ao dald wjgle]l FHAQA 713E ool ofFy Whgo] glow mjE
ol e g A BAE TS TR ¥ AN AL YA F =S
TEE Aot

M. BExA BFEaS) ped

L RZAN VRS HIR

CISG 7l 47 298] FAL A vseoAs 4qdez 2egd FHoln, o
ToloAl: &E3 FAo] Ak CISG A 47 29| HA & =9 A AU
WA o2 Ake] Foguwon FeA %1 YE RO ANT + Utk
Zz oxolo] BES FESHSIE 5 AU JAUE AFEA A
oko] MRS AAeA] Bam 27HRQ ol@r|ze AR o WE HElo|
olg ojastx] g Ao AL Byl MBRE MUY 5+ ULE A
S1 e Ao MG YUt olg BN A& uekgo] CISG A 25
Z, A 49 % 1FIHE 27189 o]7]7te vjEdle] APY & YEF 74
S glolH wjsQe RMBHES ABsn ok 1dH o] e BT
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3} #As)A ‘UNIDROIT Principle of International Commercial Contracts(1994)’
A7 ZANE “A% stAtolA Tt A Aol S XFENA A FAAIL A%
9] o5& o3t e A4 o]& XFA o2 A9 Bo|3(non-performance)”
o] Lo TN FASZ YD a1 g2 FARe] 9o 23 Ak
oot 7138 A At Bl H5E ALY A Bojyd2 o1 F
Ao e 2ZAoZ FAS L ok 2YA BAATE g2 &4 A9l
2 #A Y], 230 AdolgolE AFo| gl ololE I A% Eo|F
oz fAstn UL FAAE ol i delE ALdez F/E ¢ ¢
EE st iy

a9 CISGAME AYS gt mizdo] A F744< o9 978
HAZ o173t AT Zo] B&dA FAT AL EAY 1A A7 HE
o, ol i wizelel & M) AR} Y=g EHY FHo T FAH]
ojof gk 2 F717HE AR e EQAA 771 A
o] W&E& SRS} gt 2 gl N =AY FA/F 2FHA ohE
1o F714 o712k A FHA ofYste Aoz 753 EE F71H3
ol o]zt Fx )T ALE olaEtA] dOoW oo WM viFol
F3F 2XE A £ AT AME 2RAL on WEUe] AYE At
o) %o} EAlolch. 28 FABFNNALY BS AAARY Adete 2A%
A GARL Atole] Aol ato]l 9 orbA] BEBATO E7H T 848
o] ZA37I= el et o] F AT A3 viuA e AAe] e
sta £ dHAoZE wEFA 7Y L2Z A Adelq S WA g
FTAEE viuiA g Ae] st Aol Apdelnh mjEle] A ket disjA

(2]

43) M.P. Fumston, “Breach of Contract”, The American Journal of Comparative
Law, vol. 40, 1992. p. 135; UNIDROIT € & o+ T#53&K (breach of contract)©]
g o7l 2Aex] et X233 o2 W RAIT(non-performance) 22 T3
3ol Ak ol AlgEolae Aty £e oul= ofyr) ojet T A
UNCITRAL 7= ti# ¥ Boris Kozolchyk® UNIDROIT €0} FA|o)F##A
ZFE AR UM Ag3H dFe) =P&d) I FHEHD e AoB ¥
A3l )tk ; Boris Kozolchyk, “The Unidroit Principles as a Model for the
Unification of the Best Contractual Practices in the Americas”, The American
Journal of Comparative Law, vol. 46, 1998, p. 173. &=,

44) Alejandro M. Garro, “The Gap-filling Role of the UNIDROIT Principles in
International Sales Law:Some Comments on the Interplay Between the
Principles and the CISG”, Tulane Law Review, vol. 69, 1995, pp. 1186~1187.

45) CM. Bianca and M.]. Bonell, Commentary on the International Sales Law ; 1950
Vienna Sales Convention, Guiffre Milan, 1987, p. 345.
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SaAe #7489 o|9712¢ 4338% & & A% BAHA UNDROIT
AR E e Lol FRsHe CISGY FART AAQ vi+Ae] A2
g 9% 2 ursalch 3 #7489 o|97nEd AsAE Be e
YIS LTY S BT APIIAFY A AN olPE Bstn 7
s e 37 BeE ARk ASAM Axn Yoke ol
FRNEE F7H4Q ADFAAE 5ol A%A AaiAe AFAE 2
betel TFLE LAY ATAL AR Fdol A2 PAE & U=
s F4%D e Aoz Bel,

w5Qle] SHAEEAEC] A QA HFY AL AT =
Qe A A% Foldo) hF BYoEA olo] $F AHolth A oldR
Qe hEge 37E B AYAW EddA BeF 299 Aoz
RejRch aEy Qe kR el sh5eel Al MRiES DA
shedl QelA shtel Flacz F8F 5 Ur) R hsel AN
£ o3 AN kel ATeE A%E S & Yok

22 oY% vl5AY Ae 5ol AR U Fg Hdge
24 1 50| AddE AAE A4 gk FANE e wEvh
o= AEE oRiAD Yt AT Rtk Y o|Re Ak —HHR
RERTE ZET A% AWe A% AN WRE F4E 5+ A8l 44
olth. e UFY A AAHo2 Acke] —EHEY otk

2. H=7 BZA BHFTE

(1) 2E&38% SX

CISG A 39 & 23X w5l EFo AAAZ S stAFA e g F 24
olile]l o] FojAMol ke EFHATA N R HF7IZe FA o dAM A
A GARH B =30 AR dozx FA AN Bl o] He
FA ol E 7HeAel Atk AR A AAAZTEL A= Iy FEREE €
o}A 1 71Zko] UF Atk o] foliA L3l8 2d9 713 & utst i)

46) UNIDROIT Principle of International Commercial Contracts # 7 & #} 1 3¢ 5).

47) John Honnold, Uniform Law for International Sales under the 1950 United
Nations Convention, London, Kluwer Law and Taxation Publishers, 1989, p.



CISGOlM o] HZ AHuFBE & #o8 HE %

dAd EF A disiA 246, 29 2Hd e 13 o] ugle] v
ZQAA Ak F& At kB SddM e 67199 AA I E
30g W20 7 FAP Q7] Wt

a3y UCCAME Add E4X3tes £F9 4% &Y 713 ould
EEE Aol & FA}n Yok el JAEEFA 7] 2dE
AR £ doe 13L EAstn YA o3t ez 2dolge AF
A 712tE T3 dAE gAN qeAAY A e B4d Getde A olr
gz g8 A7ty FATE 4% £ itk wets ) BEN T
7} FA @ 7 Soe UCCRLzE viFde 3A5A 7HE 38 4 ik
AL mjFRle] BEFS FUT F 2 ol AHA wiFilo]l dE E
9 4gs ddsted FIE 7[Edot st A+E AH A JnE Fe
Al 717o 2 stm dAVITE tASHA ¥n 7] WEeldt. g UCCH
T3S 94434 gdads IUPTAE S BT SAAYRE AR A8
NA AFste R FAANSY FFEE A g2 AQAFTESY AR
Ao e YA oz 238 4 wd o

H U CISGOlA EFo] Alekdl] dX3tert o F& CISG Al B 2o 714
o o wdsojol ste Ao oW gaHog EFY FAJ A 7
&3 270 EFo] YA 3lojo} st AL E20/HN T EFo| E43 A}
LE2A0 g B (fitness) T EEM (merchantability) = 7F- oF gl &
Fo AT H A B3 FAE F40 B BORK kol gt 5

281; 019t #ANPA FHZ uvi=9l 29 June 1998 US. Cir. Ct. (MCC-Marble
Ceramic Center, Inc v. Ceramicca Nuova DARE XA ICCAME ICC
Arbitration Case No. 5713 of 1989; 5804 of 1992; 7331 of 1992;7331 of 1994;
7565 of 1994 ;7660 of 1994; 8611 of 1997. $& wE% 1189 a7 A 39=
9 fdAHA YPA Aez EAZn Yri(Pace Law Schoold] Kritzer X459
CISG data base ¥=). o1 RAIZATE v|Fo] En A 392 FH B &
02% Bl Wo] FAY AL dustm e A2 HHY & AT

48) Swedish Sales Act 54 ; Swiss Code of Obligation 210.

49) German Civil Code 477-479.

50) Mexican Commercial Code 383.

51) UCC §2-602(1);2-603(1) ; 2-608.

52) UCC §2-608M e QA==A] #ASI] oul @ 3t &= W2y 4XF% 3
fed= EFo &40 AU vedL AtS A4 € Fe=o vz &
RAetn Aok a2 7IE FHsR YA @

53) CISG M 3BZF 18;M36% 2%,

54) CISG A 35 % #l2 &.
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AR gre 7173 agle] 9880z weilo] wigAoA el Ak
& A ez (condition)o]t}.59 ek &2 B/t FAA FE BANE B+
g 2dolgte 717ke] AR AU A ¥t Az (condition)H HE
(warranty)e A2 F8o] o|d1 RE £& A7 AdRA A oY
7] 2o dEHoE BE A P FA9 /g 2dez dFse A
& Bgeld Fyelz sof & Aot

ol¢} #¥s|A UNIDROIT H M e vl4lo] £H IAEE AT F
2712k dalA FABEA ohdstzm k. Tt FAEEFE AT o
BZ9 FAEA AAS g3 & ojFor BFEA AAA ol A
£ x§atAdtte BAE stdof st HAZTW #H s YUt o Ty o) v
=919 AL Bfte] BIRE AA A F A7 dF &S A
FA st ol gtk mjeQ ol E FAe 1 WYE FElHoloof sl A7
o &= asof .0

(@) xidE o|ge| iR FA|

A AE olo] Akd FALEE TAYAIIE A7 A vt = A
dolgw Aoy ute] & FFolth wely olg FANA TS F7L FAYH7
ol Mol @Al Atold] Aoz sAdHe o] viFAs & Aot 2d
g CISGAAE wEde Adojgd s ml=lo] wiFAdA FET
Z712 9l oA EA ] i e SRl AS AF EdS AL
ojg& oz AP Asl Y& Aoz A Urh A FBY(HE
e Bot “‘Ade FAA Aleld draa%EE B, 22u ¥¥E F
A AgaA ol FojAol Ik e =@d BEtn = 2R 54| 8l
th oA, ol A 59 3197 EE L JA=E 977t sl AddA, o)
=2lo] 69 199 7€ 102AE viEo] oPste EFL A=E w5l
B & YeA ARE ueAddA YA old e sj4d of
A ogo] gl 23, WEUL 68 10YAR T EFS A=A
50 o] & Al M CISG A 48 % A 2 8ol o8t wjfAdL vz A

oo

55) Clive M. Schmitthoff, Export Trade, 9th ed, London, Steven & Sons, 1990, p.
133.

56) UNIDROIT Principle §7.1.4; UNIDROIT Principle 7.1.4. official com.
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Ad o4 =Sl TEAEE FHsAck & AT Uk 1A FAPA AL
oo YAILEN YHL TAGNAN FRAVHE, A )N WAL A
A% 4% BEL 69 10942 QY ASE clFeby] oldel BFAAA

B¥9 d5sbselng @¥ o glshe o] FeHolg dof & Aolh o
Ae AAHo 2 AR AN PARE WEAT 45U L RS 83
= FARol7] el 2# s,

7]
$dlo] Y BF] A4 A¥E AET A5 AW HEQ
o9 A AEst AAS AYE oo PFYLY, 0T A H4
A e 2FHE Adt old 4 Yok B WEAel HAZoz ¥y &
B8 AANES S5t FAATA A% 2ol Ad YA AT BF
o @ A4e AA} 2 ATE 9% AFANA BB Tl okd F 9
. A Al el ASE EFA R TN A2 = A% 2%

e de 2Eoz RESCI ¥ A% AEAT ) dARTE e
4% ol AAAE A ASE ok add BAE AL o5
S 2ES RaEstE @ Aol ol e B 23l 84 wsdel
A AQD AE71HS FANYL Ao E A BE vhal A
ABY F EEES AR stiok a0k o sjrdede Edle] BT
712k ool B RS AR ol Afel AuE "F Sieks 13
& 232 A8 SIS0l 2l AN T DyHo2 ATE B
£33 % A%g ﬂawum %1 A9 BFol ¥IE 717413} B, 1
23 v4e —at—fz FAASD BehE SAEQeslE
Q7@ BA b % am.

a9 oe BAHE s ARAE ARA stk & AU o)
£ele AW ol e LA oyl olnel B¥ o oAA¥S FAshol
she %7} Bas ool @oh mebd “FHAQ 71 fe) BhElel AR o
Aol $HARE stolof BEL7L ohlet “HAF FeAAY JIe.02 7

o
Ry
>
1
ke
\I
_IE

57) Honnold, op. cit., pp. 313~314.

58) CISG A 48 2 A 1 Foll A& o1& J&%’iaﬂlﬁ Bitas B =& QAT 4 3l
FRARQG. BF ARWA} AdFels asvhn FHHD Yo
CISG2 71%7F Hle 19789 23 Al 4 R e vde] A% AAE 4
2 gtom’ ozt A7t oot ewlodA =] ALE HL HAS
25A9E Agstd 2 GMZEE Aty B 239 FHE ZFA
t}; Ibid, p. 312.2 M.

i, ok ¢@ o
30 (lr ok oo
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Aslolof & Aoltt. 8 BT 477l wEA v Hdste A
g AXZ ADE olPL FAAE, WA RS FAH FA FE2E 3
A A AA7 9 & Avhe FE WBd ERE A0 8F Aol

@) M 3K HpHe Exiog

A& 2 CISG Al 32NN T slzQlo] A Fdtd wjglo] 3 &
o A3 FFHe] EAG AL oFAL ole disiA FejFd 717 o
= A Exsgor & 477} USE HAHGD Utk & FAHAA FzZ
ol 717te] ojulo] thalA =L thEQ Enderleine “oflo]l HEAU 2
o #AES & AN MIALA AREE T sundte Ve T
o2 HNT F Uk 2 mifgle] ofn Fe A Ao AFE F
NS 233 EAE NG = v FEEA 71749 AFL diF
o] A3 AU AFHo] AT EF EAgTE S EHAY &
kgl B AIHEE AlRE. e o] Fostgth wata w2t
Aol J4a EFEo Rugo] e A 3x9 dAAY HFAA daAN FA4E
71golA &g F gt

#E A 3x9 AYE BIF Fojok 3t AL vi$ FR3Ith EAe B
To dhyoe 9FAeg Moo A3aY AHE EAHI TAAN 2 AF
of hals AL AHof & Zojrt. vjxlo] Moo A 3xe AE FE3tA
o Azt o g vjegle]l AA9 AYE Hofgtch W B A s,
eQel Al 34 HAIEE AMIE viedde] ¢%d Reg FHHE AR
By &84 717hgdl BA ok ste A& AAR st = A S
Boata 9ot oA wjfdozM ¢ R gFEARE Fete 2HE
HA et 53 w4le]l MY HAEH AEES FRALEE A €A
23 deolA ExoA 73T ‘FelAQ 7Izte] AASFATE, eI o z2A
E O 2938 gFE ANE Z2E Alold XAHE RAo|th A 3xe] Ad
7t A% USS WEde] Lol EHI A ouirt ARHA 4F

oM Heslolol Ftd FAAA WA dFL 1 =717t YT

DL o

e sy
2 orr o

)

59) Kritzer, Guide to Practical Application of the United Nations Convention on
Contracts for the International Sale of Goods, London, Kluwer Law and
Taxation Publishers, 1989, p. 324.
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ek sj=Q1d v RFA FHIES wjxe] 34 Beldsol
aiA tstE dohd, WA ‘W= Adel A3atel ALE FLY ALE
A ZF AeA wFAddAg 28F EEFL AT BY. e dATE
2 Z2%d ¥ fAHoeF & AL ¥ 2 dFeR wFdo] A 3R
At $8d e 2 e BE 4 Rdn AdE dgln adn
A7 BFY 4d¥E & A3AA 3 £ AEstn Aok A3 A
A7t G4 AME A 82 ADHATE o= AN Alzts oo}
st dME FAE ok &) Holg wjele] A 3 HERERS A
A g ZuidM A $E daiMe vizdel ARe2 HYAL
ZAoltt, o|FA Fo2H H2 dnzRgx wjaddo] BRI ook .
TEL 9 BFel i A Heo] @ £ WHol HolA F&
ded FeAHQ A3k Al dEiA T FEsE Sle AL el &
Ax el AQgd FEAA AL A 3AAA A S Hokste R
2 £ 730l 2 A7 g AR ez wjgle] A3AY et §&
4 EEFE QMR A 329 YR AN 77T o]Y& HFT Aoz B9
d Agol @alA iAo Al S-S vl 2T oo HelArbe A gt
2o gy Bold g AFHEE dof & Flolnp &)

oo o

3. BEA HiBIEze) o] W #t3)

=Qle} Aorsinte] dafA wiedL AlGd o¥E& 87E dYst Ao,
olAL wixle] ALT rtAIIAAM w4 Akl & Aol =
A A wfrdelA BAEREN Aot add =l Bk MH51EA
daiA wiede A 2dol o vz BtamiiEE $X%t3 °f
ANefd Aol dAste AEQS P& 2Pl g FF TR v
oA =t 2dolete FA7IZhe] AAH Yu, Aol A% AtaAE 7
F =Rl AE olgjd 717ke] Aol FA ] AA @t

CISG Al 49z M e REAY ZMMBRES Addte 182 Fu et

60) #t#, UNCCISOIN EA REMES MEE B9 HR BEEEEE F15%
1 3%, 1993, pp. 289~290.
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A 64 29 BIEA LIOFERIES] Ao viiA, A1 492 A2 b)Y i) T4
& B HEAY RWHERE 744 o AL Jleta o F, =
o] Agkgiutel] tiajA Aol BiK(cure)d F Y& 71T vfo] AAFA
g F A=E At Uk dobrbd EFQ FHE vl AFstqF
A R AL o] o2& IR AHEA 4 F UAEE AH}n
kot

A2 j4Qe] g BWE CISG A 39 9] w42 Fx| 279} A 482
2)9 EAYFEe FAYF2FIN FL22YAE 2L Aot FH o) &
a4 ‘UNIDROIT Principle & FAFE F3F] 1AM = o
F9 FEE FA ¢z MY FAAHaggrieved party)o] WA 9l
a2 A ol FAYRIL deAd WA AR Yok 2HA B
el Aoz £8& 4L AR AmTd 2 E HY F et o
A W= mfed s FRIA Rn FHEHOZ FAT k) ®uk of
U CISGIA e 2ot B 4 ¢l ‘hardship'd 7HEE =3t ASFZAR
Apele] Acke] FFo] MAHA o]fF A Fold L ‘hardship©] e AR
TFA T Yolrt AldAial Atole] AAHel BT H (gross disparity)e] 7R
dg 5989 ASFZAA Atele] FHLE FHE ATt HES =t
ke aelm CISGee el AdsjAAf7E He 8¢ AGAute AR
2 wjx9l, EddA FEHo2 AL} E FAHoZ FAsn Y8

V. & @&

FAEEAY FRols FAANFoZA 1 A7 2@ CISGY T
9 A B 2FIA WEQle] WA s FAzGe] AUHoz ¥
g3 227 2453 Yok JZBEd ol PR FAUAL At u
zo] Holz adsYth 12 A2 FTABEAYTEY AAAN A

61) UNIDROIT principle article 7 &2,

62) i, “BEEMpiEEkd A BEEFEZMNS 93 UNIDROITRAS H&#lz #EATTHE
o) B R, "HHEEHE, A2A A43F, 1997 12. pp. 255~256.

63) UNIDROIT Principle 7.3.1.
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3 & ‘UNIDROIT Principle'd #AW43 wmsle Bt wx g4
CISGAS whedl FAZ BF 5847t E48tn YA

AR, ZAAA FAEE HAHE EFS % AL 2o &
AE FAL st AFE AANZALR 3o wigdY vixde thd o) g
8780 AL Zeth A3 CISG A 46 29 w2l o848 7|7k A
3929 Y&E AAZ st o] FojAo} ste AR RFASLUE Fo| drh
a3y ol @ 2delgte Wed BAYFE EF BN Bt 3¢ ue
AolAl BT FAZFo|t} EF AR FFdo] EAdte EF S T3
el A FA T2 FARE ‘ol# T A E wigRlo] ARG o] F T
A 71zt Foveg RiAy S EHEA stk

EA, A 4929 w5 AGARAE AL 2 A2FE ANzACR 3§
of el RER7E 7Hesty] WEd 23 iz A% EIERETA dsA
a3 FEAY Bt 51Ed o Qe daddds fFdMe At
A Aks ERF =] dislA Qo] AFEUR Y MRS P4t
& F U=E FHstn gle ATRE 2o A5 A& A AgsiAAd
< AREtn e Aoz 2o

AA, sf=A7 vl FAFE Hlusted 2 2 vz 2
okgutel] Wil miFdrc ke R F dE AAE | Bel F
o & A 492 A2 b)Y Gi)E TANM =S BHETA N BEE
A@std FAH.

olg7 ul#zl UM HH CISGAAM wjFdl FAI 2] B SA ]
uvehdoh. 224 ‘UNIDROIT Principle' |l A€ $iBEHRIES T3 & AolA
e S FERA Fu @A HI YL At aggrieved party) 2
g st vk JadE FALAeIH mjE o) wjeld FEGle] A
el Al 22 A2 E zte Aoz FHsA Yot ojAL W= wjfele
BH53 FAzIe EAAE AEAT + e /P AU €98 At
I e eE Holop ¥ Folth

ety FAZEANE Al ALGES AFE u wiede] He JAAE F
Az dalAlE CISGETHE £3]8] ‘UNIDROIT Principle’(1994)8] A 7 %
2 d&3te Aol EWEI HEDR 23 wE FIHS WA sE Wi &
4 g Aotk #H vjxe YAME UNIDROIT Principle’(1994)1 4

T
o

A

=

IS,
i}

%8,
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A visl 2ol FeAoln HEF FAXYE Lte AFE AEF2EHA
AN TG BAGE AANE ALsA dd9 ArlAeze §9F A
o2 7lgg F o

gdoz AANZE FAM BEANE doF 3 Fve 71dEE 93
A v A #AEA Selvel FAEH CISG 281 vFFYE 3
AR FAEA AP A=Ue A7 U 2o Zeg 4Rdn. 59| o
2 uleto 23lo] UNIDROIT Priciple(1994)¢F CISGS] #0iffeim &3 vlad
T 2 3B ABERBIE Srete 43 47 oz JgHolor & Aol

2 % 3 K

FMEE, “‘CISGIIA BEAZHHES M@ B8 W', "wBEiEEEE, ,
14%%, #1138, 1993.

FH4B2E, “INCOTERMS(1990)91 M BT ABBHES Hiol 2 HR", "BRE
FIRE s, |, 488, 1995.

FMEE, “ERSERAA BEEEEZGS 9T UNIDROIT RIS &&= #H

WEekEel B R, "EHRER, , A2, A4E, 1997. 12.
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ABSTRACT

A Critical Study on Buyer's Remedy Articles under the CISG

Park, Sang Gi

Under the CISG, there is a unequitable factor in comparing buyer’s
remedy with seller's remedy. In my opinion, CISG is more unequitable re-
medy clause than UCC or UNIDROIT principle of International Commercial
Contract(1994) between seller and buyer.

First, buyer who accepted defect goods must give seller notice the facts
that seller delivered defect goods in two years after accepting defect goods.
The cap of two year is unreasonable in a position of aggrieved buyer. This
is being provided as ‘within reasonable time’ in UCC and there is no such
provision in UNIDROIT Principle.

Second, Buyer can avoid contract when seller breached fundamentally
contract or seller didn't set a additional performance period about breaching
of contract. Accordingly if buyer would not set a additional performance
period, although seller’'s breachment of contract, he could not avoid the
contract. Therefore, From a viewpoint of aggrieved buyer avoidable right of
contract is restrainted.

Third, to compare seller's remedy with buyer’'s, seller have more
opportunity to cure breachment of contract than buyer. Under the CISG
buyer is relatively placed at disadvantage in remedy of aggrieved party. In
connection with remedy of aggrieved party, ‘UNIDROIT principle of inter-
national commercial contracts’ instead seller and buyer of aggrieved party,
so there is not unequitable factor in remedy of aggrieved parties.

Key Words : Unegitable remedy clause, Two years, Avoidable right of

contract, More opportunity to cure, Aggrieved parties.




