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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to analyze the concept, requirement and the effect of Force
majeure and Hardship under the UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contract.
Under the UNIDROIT Principles Non-performance by a party is excused if that party proves
that the non-performance was due to an impediment beyond its control and that it could not
reasonably be expected to have taken the impediment into account at the time of the
conclusion of the contract or to have avoided or overcome it or its consequence.

There is hardship where the occurrence of events fundamentally alters the equilibrium of
the contracts and the events occur or become known to the disadvantaged party after the
conclusion of the contract; the events could not reasonably have been taken ito account by
the disadvantaged party at the time of the conclusion of the contract; the events are beyond
the control of the disadvantaged party; and the risk of the events was not assumed by the
disadvantaged party.
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. AE

FAA ke A A ¢k(international contract)o]t}. A A ek Aok FARRQ) o=
tj4=2lo] ME & F7tol dhL(place of business)E F1 e ALS TITh T
& eAere vjxele] WFolehs 24 YbE wx vl 2B A%US
ol AsAL ol de I Felshe Ackolch) Meta WEels Wee) BE ol
FHArro] LASta, ol# 3 EF 2 o]FL A% (international transportation)o] 2=
Bej2 olFojArh. 1A FIA%L T AUAMRY oo o|27\7x umA 2
7NZko] 28 HH, 11 Atolo] FARAE O] A7]EtA] EEAY AT SAFOEZA HE

of e AFFH @40 e A7t FF LA o olﬂi‘?ﬂ o352
& A 2R AE A5 HHlEA A BARES BV EETES ASA G
HAForA FAREL olBAE 7"8‘3}31 At shARE ol 7 —7110 A kA ol
A R AW AdaHi stoste O 23] ASAA Fof APEAA o
& Aol € 5 gle A7 A oM@ oT°ﬂ 25 YEze M2 f24
& ANAgEd, HEHY Ro) YFel TADHR e (frustration), Pl o) A
8) B-5-(impracticability), T30} B o] A E(imprevision) 2] WIHe AL HA ] 43
& F Uk

g8 FAAHE Y7 F(International Institute of the Unification of Private Law;
UNIDROIT)= HAA A BH4E 7Hd FAA Y 2d& whexal, 199448 A%
AHA A S TR, 200430 o] JNAstS ERHIIAT T AFd= B
g] 7l ds} M= Hardshipolzhe 558 32718 ¢ AlAstn Utk

wtAy E A E UNIDROITH A ¢ 871383 Hardshipe] /Ad® 871 € &
#E nFstuA} o

I. #7149 Hardship®] 2j9] 3 wAe] <A

B

1. 271t 3 Hardshipel < 2|
)E7138 e A

2719 (force majeure)d] AW Zopyel wrAde] Walo 2AE i 3l

K
fr

1) X EZHuiH(SGA 1979) A)2-2(1).
2) ZAAgANA ALLEHT Ae EVlRHolgte folv TFH20]9] ‘force majeure’E ALE3 I
A, ole ZFg2e UEYE UYPAY 7127 2 A11482 4 AR superior force
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Hotst 3t Hardshipoll &st ¢ [/ | &=

HERH &ofolthd.

71 g jels @A AY BE FUhA AAHT qlon, o FE A BA
o] Apgol FaHo g Fust FeH AFHLZA PFFdhs PR 2T AHE
dacietd AgS AAsA FRE B WA EE FHAAE @ADL A &
Aoz o aFAT B Agel EE F7hA FdsiA AiMEHe e ok
o, 22 43 AP JA EE IUhelA 3L FHE A8 A= ¥t

718 AES d9Fer AT Fe AR, AFHoE EVEEHE ‘Act of
God'Htt Y& /Mdez A3 QIth). ‘Act of God'= Q7te] o} Fog 7]|&
A% dqFadAY AT £ Ye F, dTY A st= FHA T AAHG o]
o). ojd] mis] £71H L ‘Act of God' ol x HA, E¥FA, -sA7EA, FY
Ee AR 5 A4 IEE ke A= ojsHu ). ol T B
H AHEY TFHA 5HL2 EYHer an HUAHoRE A oS EvMedl
A e Ao, olsh 22 Abho] B EE B9 Bold FAle dA o).

of Bt ZFojolAM Fldot

3) 2rtel 3l EE*&H% YESH e A7 m s &
EE Bae FAAA 280l AFEE FEF B‘Et gl ol
BROFE P72 ST e ol sl 924¢ 29N 3Hez A%
9 Zohe] WRBY DAFA AF, GAr) 79 59 WANGEA 2r1Ee] A )
. exdel wgEel Ade zopdel BuAYs A9 RANGoRA FuA BY
ol ATEAR, "SASFmA L UM B HA #F A7, Fdd AFASAT,
153 =24, 199, p. 75).

4) gy, "UNTAvivhgde] S gdel #8 A7, AT aosa dishd 2pstel=g,
2001, p. 79.

5) st 8L, "HESRKOMEE, , HELEHTMRL, 1987, p. 264.

6) 19201d9] 3=9] LebeaupinAlbA A McCardie J. BAM= “Z A, 814, 334, 37 54 =
T v 22 WA, 3839 oY FFE, gAY A BibsEA st £,
dxo o %i%’-%‘ﬂ] Eﬂﬁ‘} W, 71Ale) 17 Fol Brigeo] "t ey 7]F e o3l
ETA”, A, Ao BF 59 olFE Aol BoldHe A, vzdHe AL A3
2}7} o) e} ?%‘: e F& WAL a7ste FARRAA Aol de A¢E A n
Iﬂr/‘lﬁ}ﬁ‘:} ol Wl FAH dAE HAY FFU AEHH 22 AP FAA

B3, ey B4y 3 Zol APHY FXE EFste AL W s AoH([1920] 2
KB. 714; s} 33, 9] =&, p. 77).

7) Brauer & Co. v. James Clark A} A vjx9le EZFZFAANA 2o & EH:"E'_E} af
FRAL2RE 7|2 7144 SFURF] D3] doe oJf2 AYY A% Al
oy, YA T Aol rigYez A¥E 4 givke #AE @ 9\13}([1952]
W.N. 422; ]. Rimke, “Force Majeure and Hardship: Application in international trade
practice with specific regard to the CISG and the UNIDROIT Principles of International
Commercial Contracts”, Pace Review of the Convention on contracts for the International Sale of
Goods, Kluwer, 1999-2000, pp.187-243.

r:_
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2)Hardship2] 7]

Hardship] 7)'3-¢ UNIDROITH A A6.2.2.9] HA|o] glct. & FA4¢) 23td “(A)
oko] Foll) Alzo] WASlT, 1 AR WO Z I3t FALRLY] o)dfu]go] FILEA
U AR £33ke ol UM 7F AT OE 3t G| At TS TRHO
2 AAZANZ o 2 (a) Atdo] AYAZE T LAY Eold BARAA 4HA A
2, () ALFAA FA EolY FAAZ}E AHHE FEFHer n3E & ARG BS (o)
Eold FAA7l a2 AMAE BAE & AND A, (d) EolY AR 283 At
9] A48g A33A X3AD 79l hardshipo] 4 H 3}

2719 #A3ES 843 AGAFE Fo T} FAEFTLE AL AR gog
of AAAQ vl &9 Fyhy &g s AHH AR st A ZE FAH EA
P A FARZEY Aok FHAAES FEHOE WAAZ Z$+E Hardshipolgtn
A 4 o). A Hardshipol& AAH, WA, AXNH =& 7|€3 24 5o ¥
sl A, Ak W FAMAA AAE BAY S F3, AGY FPAF ZEF
J WstE xdsts AtdE A F U
2. 27+2= 3} hardshipoll o st H&<ol ZA

o|gP BT, ZHIAEY, APEF F& Hardshipol] tig HA A= FAUAN?

PG A dH K (legislators) L HYo]l mYsl= 7Fx A (value judgement)
71?2 BEY Al&"H oA (in the common-law system) 723 Q)(contract liability)
A4 (no-fault liability)o]™, WAl gt AW 7|FE°] sj&d) HE 7
EY 2715 ®1o dSHA 27HE9 9o)(in some civil law countries), A 2F3
d3le o & 48 3le Ao olajdAgty, o3 WA AT EEL

: 2 Ao R&EA FAHFA QAo ul2Hby idea related to fault or its
absence) oJw$t F a3 WHOZ FTFE "X A e AAMH BAH0.

o5 A ZAd g A(thought) F2| g 712 ER=(one trend)= A %H o
F(contractual obligations)®] F83 Eu|(principal underpinnings)& 9] 3 }ZHE
Zwreith A oFA ¢ (contract liability)> & 9](consent)| A ¥ &&3ict. THoF GALAE
o] A3 AAAatA] K3IAY Aol LR, T Akdol ANE ARd AP HE

oz

o,
ro o

8ot o
wr oo 4 ¥,
o g

ol

8) AN, “IA A A ko] ©E UNIDROITYE 9 Hardshipzalo] tidt 484 137, T2
23, Aled A1ZE, =433, 2001, p. 64.

9) WA 4 =&, p.

10) ojAo] ¢ o1¥A =y 3t AL Nicholas, Barry, “Force Majeure and Frustration”, 27
Am. J. Comp. L., 231 (1979)% #:37] wpgch
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(the nature of foreseen contractual risks)& FZA3IA WIHAIHTGHA, 2 AR dg A

Rg olv) QAT B+ QTR old@ 479 ALMgAA, S, web o4

A Z3AQE Aldo] o] e] A (the nature of performance)—g— FAsA =2 Y

o, GAREL olde] AFY Zoldnm dmstx Uty &Y & Ut ol

zeol Againy, Sk, 2 At dasA 29 Ade e gevin 2

EUHE F 3tk ol E iilzi ZAE vt g, HYS v 7 F(the omitted case)
1

g 33l ojd ZA(a term)S BEstorwt stk mEtA QoA 1R RAAR, o
&) 27} 5 (impossibility) &2 hardshipdll td FA= AR 3o AFHE RO
obch wrob Aekatfrel dFo HEEHZA Feohd, g AELS HYo] of%¥A HE

o] FWE RZety, FFF Z$(the omitted case)S wulE 4= U7} 3= Aolth
Ferbsst 228 AABAe] B 20 (mistake of fact)o] SAste] AFL WA B
oth #oo AN o] PBE, THLARS, hardshipzhe] 2o HE nE, Fo0) 9
L, gyl AdHo g PFEEE Al7(vital existing fact)3} B3I 27} EXste H
Sol g H g hssithe Aot wde), dnyes olshﬂ‘(mposmblhfy) =HEA
%—‘g(frustration)l} hardship& w|2j2] AbAx BAIATGE Aol 229 A$, F93
Al o]55 BAYE A Z(ideas of unjust enrichment)o] 3= 3}A 7]]%]510-] °‘C} 2z
o 371?& oAme TAE HE3Hr] A, L FHoBE st Esia, 7IdA
gae o]ele 93k AA(the facts for unexpected, unbargained-for gain)g 3Ztojof 3t
¥, tE FEozE dAstA Ran JidEtA] @9 &4E& A ARd(facts for
unexpected, unbargained-for loss)& Zrolol 3t} =gt <=3f(laesio enormis)e] thH
g (the civil law notion)®] A3} FAREE TEF %4l (conscionability)el] W3t B
% gdo] BaAso) AThY. B Ackael Aol tE Ree HYe rel
g Aot e, FAAARRH BAD am mm% Fee A
233 Ao g 7hE"Hth. I A4 (international law)e @A
the prmc1ple of rebus sic stantibus), § ZAH7} H& AMEIAG % de
‘LH/ agANo] FAE Zolgte BFAH WS EE P(in every treaty)d]
L3 UoHd. ol FAlH WL S ZE 2upAdie] Aok o #

o mln >

-

oY ot o
rlo EE

o =
il

x
rO
o
::

[y
=
%&
)
‘L?{_l‘
N
mln

| rlo

Ao gde 2% Y4, $7+9Y % Hardshipsh B89 FHE 09 5
E3 #AAE nAstu Yot L9 ALEL #Fnd A; Corbin, Arthur Linton, Corbin on
Contracts, 1960, p. 97; Veytia, Hernany, “The Requirement of Justice and Equity in
Contracts”, 69 Tulane Law Review, 1995, pp. 1191, 1205-06. Farnsworth n4== ©1&l& 73
& 553 Aoz MAEIE EAEYHFarnsworth, E. Allan. “Duties of Good Faith and
Fair Dealing under the UNIDROIT Principles, Relevant International Conventions, and
National Laws”, 3 Tulane ]. of Int'l & Comp. L., 1994, pp. 47, 60-61.

12) Bederman, David, “The 1871 London Declaration, Rebus Sic Stantibus and a Primitivist
View of the Law of Nations”, 82 Am J. Int'l L., 1988, p. 1; Schimiedlin, Stefan, Frustration
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Lo A st x| M21% HM32 (2005. 9)
4& ANz A “FHRAE

C\’ﬂ
A8 Rolehe zae] FEeE

2FetA ol5E e AF %‘3}71] gt AHE He Zde £33 2e
(cultural beliefs)= F#H o] gltt. o] g &AEL F3F 7HA9dx AT dEY. FAHA
Eﬂ°ﬂ 138 A2 FHY R-olas 53 AY =8A ol FA7F HIAS H-o

2ol ges WAEn. 198 e A% 58 g 2o Bw ok
]'HHE o2 "ok ojfeol W =94 2 AL, HE 4F

€ v2axEs B2 JEARE, B3FH dutdedA M2 23, ojuix ¥
A3 2ol ME 3] HE g2,

TE ASE A8S Fugt. ol AGELS A9 73] AMg)H(aleatory)] Aol
o} ®¥eF of@ Atgho] ApAle] ZEA 1 YA &2 FH-&-D7]d S ZH(71F vl =) (short
sale)19)- ZFAAH oA w3}, o|RALE =53 9P A (contract of pure risk)
o] ot 1 Aol AN £HRRE Wl & vFdg FATY & Qe o
"W AFA7l & a9 {AMg Aol EAEA Fe)s olaE + gledl(can
conceive no circumstance), X} o3I E3t AT F JAF Aol AFE
EAEA HEJASA T vpvtAolt e 4, EF F& AH2Y i, &
A ddigl A o8 AU A, 4 BARES < 4
< g 71Uda, 4 ZAAES B AR A oS E& Fo R ot

a8 Al A, BIE ¢ FARTE 719 BT el AT Aelze 7)1% & RSA =
T, B ALY AR FE AAe] o]dE & AR JdEiA e ¥t EEH

o A (in the common law), T3t F/F o AL E0] Eol3 (nonperformance)O]] 3 A
o] 253 A (almost automatic excuse)o] YAIEE § ]-‘7 At & oldl FAlAL]
Abg, olge] Rpdte BH(FEA ), FHE B3 52 A9 AFHow WA
o} 27} ol2l 3t 371#] o] W] HMEY w(when one goes beyond these three
categories), |l A3tA] 2& Aol AWt PR} A 4L ofr|slm el AL A
EZAE5S AFIFGAt(provide a windfall gain) & HH-& E&) e FAAA
AtS AAdA Fe A¥E ymzA] ¢ke(no worse than it would have without

A ol e AFste AFe 2 FRe] FU&A &
2 olsld + AT

L

ot r&

of Contract and Clausula Rebus Sic Stantibus, 1985; Oppenheimer, Méndez, Jorge J., “El
Rebus Sic Stantibus como defensa dentro del derecho puertorriquefio” 28 Revista de Derecho
Puertorriquerio, 1988, p. 23.

13) Joseph M. Perillo, “Force Majeure and Hardship under the UNIDROIT Principles of
International Commercial Contracts”, Universidad MNacional Autonoma de Mexico,
Universidad Panamericana, 1998, p. 119.

14) Tbid. -

15) AT AT B FAL e A
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o
Ho

g&{ 1} Hardshipoll &st o7 [ 4

Mo
3

the contract) A3l A3tA A, W& (excuse)S T3 I FAAIL A F3HA] X5
sdg Ry dAAHE 3¢ FAl(relief)= 7HE AE3 o).

rir

. UNIDROIT9 329 &7}4¥ 7} Hardship®] 87 2 &3

UNIDROIT 9%4e] Force Majeurexde CISGEF #7929 A9 FAMITHY.
UNIDROITY 3 &) %<9A}E % ‘Force majeure’ 28 24 of Fu|A, AFHA Y
#FH 23y 2 Pt ‘impediment g FFEI Aol EHITE. JupstH  ‘Force
majeure’ 2] EF7 EYA L FEA Y olAEF oY (EHEHES S WS #
A MAANFS ANEL 317 GE | hS),

UNIDROITE X & AEZH Erged 88 ALY, = Acfoldo] Eadoz AYH
o7 Hy1s3d ALZ A|71.729 ‘Force majeure’ 23 o)A thF31, AW A 2 93 o)
U A A o]y E5 & ‘Hardship 2o N &2 2 CISGEGY 233 3L £33
Fes PelN CISGY Wert TFAHoln Pas An® Wee Axcn 2 5
AT},

o

1. 8718 A & g1

1) E7134e 83

UNIDROIT 9&-& Zo|3 9] oA E/I3#E UF1 vy Hardshipe o3
A HIFem Yrt o)A Baldtd HFdE =glF ol Budic}. wiek o) o)
EBrbssthd ol H X o2& Rolth Foldo] WA H A (excused) &3 ujFHT 2
uk8k(restitution)o] ths £33 H7Ha money judgement)?) 7127} HE F$de B
ol slo| A chFojord FAo|th whep o]ge] Rgo] = Z-$-(burdensome)td,
23 2o e o]y FHA thFojolgir}0).

Ertg gl dd =¥ dF3thrigid)?). AAHA o)W E-5(nothing less than

KN
—

16) Gergen, Mark P.,, “A Defense of Judicial Reconstruction of Contracts”, 71 Indiana L. |,
1995, pp. 45, 55

17) 2984, &9 =%, p. 64

18) UNIDROIT® 2], Art. 7.1.7 Comment 1.

19) .94, 49 =&, p. 4.

20) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 120.

21) UNIDROITQ % Art. 7.1.78 ‘B33 o)gl= 220) Bo] gr}. UNIDROITYH e 24 1
o mpzd, “E e HEYH AAHgA e BEHDEAHES HHe(the doctrines of frustration),
o] g Bz (impossibility of performance) 12]x1 WEH Alxwlel ErEgEn e e
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rok

total impossibility)gto] H 3 2] 7)x(predicate for an excuse)’} HT}2). Er}gele] A
"7l AMe AR BAE Rolue Aot RSl 1, ol Fefe
Aok AR BelHes naGE Aol AU & AL, T Ba T 2o
AR S IJHGAY £ FEIe AS FHFZ 7T & glojor I}

Q) AR BAS Wolue Fof”
Fole) BALEH e o) 9HYA, oA e Bold Yakael P

4Az 534 & Atk WAA e WHEHE BYNIA etk Fojrt ol
@ gAAel B9 Bdo) At B, TAL 19 BAS Wolu Aoz B £ gl W)
golth o So] AFIHH A-HAE BA RaAU RHEY Loz BFY 7}

27t stgtate A BolFFAAE 28 s SAHE e gsjel tiste A<
B 5 ok ol FARE FAH o) ofRg X st AteA 27
PAE A ko HAAo| FHEHA FeErid).

Salzte] AR H meke] olsjA okr)d Aoji o]®r}? UNIDROIT 915 A|717%
2k ofet o gt FHE 0131 & EF9 FAE dFstT UA Lot vyl o
A AAA Fejrt old AL AF3R] Fv Aol WMl oE(FAH Fol)

WA olFEVMsHTE FHHY olFEINFOE NFHI, oR(AAH Fofrhyel

ARz} EAS #olyd Z7i(conditions) ZFo]|EX] ofUEZR zhe, BEHHY FT

Al o]FEIFF tEiM e WAL AT 5 qUvke LFAAM Y2 A EHI
ATk, o|PS 94 AN sHY AP Ak 71x7F He 7183 dAl=

2 942 $ Que o] dwtFolth. tut spibEzate] #E B (decree in a

bankruptcy proceeding)oll = d2]ojtt. o2 g YA A7} FAF A FAHAG

A Ve %1‘:' dolth metA FAALY] BAE HolHolge EFE W H
o AR Al AAHE (financial health)7} 34 Al k@Al zte] B4 W9

o EAlgthn J g Zolg).

fr to

4

£:]

lmFl

N

rir

X

rlo

_—

¢

(doctrine such as force majeure)7} AW 3= EAl(ground)E 7AW Fc}h Fxgt By e
oIE WelEl oW %% FUN G AFAR Qo FRA0R T4 o4
3 Aol’(an impediment to performance)d}r A E E“/‘\EQ} —’g— Aol EAHGHE
(frustration)®] 7 ¢, oj&ho] that Fofr} gy FEH o2 ZAHSAHESL hardship ?Va“ﬂ
wzh ¥4 sojolnt .

22) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 120.

23) 2944, vy, “AAHH T vIHY nF”, TR R], A2 3L, FHFIT
3], 2001, p49.

24) Calamari, John D., & Perillo, Joseph M., The Law of Contracts, 3d ed., 1987, pp. 13-15.

25) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 122.

- 226 -



27te2 2 Hardshipoll &3t o3t / 3| &=

@ ‘A%AR AHA A el Aol Yoz AhD F HRolok B
EFE AAFEH9Y BAE e r:}. A5 4e FAE e BAI.
2549 ade] Bzw ARel Bel A ASUTE A v FHHA
# gold) PARE 1HF o7t UHY AYL 228 A4 A0 By

- aa Fo R WE %FZHMQ— A2}
AsL A9 FYI7-& gatdd=E 35
Fol, UNCITRALL <2 A= 7}1%*}7401] o2} ydoly F
Ao ool gohe AHE WHEHA RETAHY 2108 dstaty
= HEE A,

dA7bsd e AFANATA A BrrE ook sk RALEM ol AGY JFojPL o
&g FARZE 2 olgd] g ZAATE BT AAHA JhsAed Haf FeHez
[dRhojor aheA] of o] g EAol®). a2y dztsAolzte 818 waF
glo} Aokel E£71ZF, At BAHE 2F9 7HF0l FAANFAN FHE AFste
Aol Yo ALAD) T AGHAZA oln FohrAde Amst WaAsA =AU
B AM0 §3 22 o AR E aEFel g

26) A JbeAolel= EF+= UNIDROITY2 Art. 7.1.7., Hlustration 1(3)o] Uehdttt.

27) M.G. Rapsomanikis, “Frustration of Contract in International Trade Law and Comparative
Law,” Duequesne Law Review, vol. 1, p. 574.

28) Mg, “HlduE Y AFEolPer A i dAYge A7, g aT, A9
A1z, 32714 H &3], 2005 p. 54.

29) W= 1987'd 84 209 wilolAl 80,0008 HAE Hujstr|E AT wigle]
1987 124 159 olde] 4AAE Pusie Ag ZAoz dFANA Be shAdl 2oz

DO0EE d+Y ddAL Felshdr. LA 19879 19 260 9 HAAL PAase
g Ede 2y 7}73011 “Jre 21U RAIEE ARSAT. deAe BAkAo) 443
BAZ 24 EAE RPARQT, olo] ek h5e I Eaare Arsirle olzgs

g, Wix=q A ZH7}7’4 ’b%—?_— H& $ gle AHdolrE A8 oy Aoz R r Wi
Hohi ghastgnh o] Abqtel dis] vyt Feko] HEH A= Fghoy, FAUEL oo &
B F Y AAES BAsn wixcle] FHE wHEYTh FAAEL I FAHARA =
AZAANZANY 28 7HAGEE T dojUERE wixloz e HAZASS gl 4
Agolol k= FE AAALL, o olrt oln] ARAAZA HA7LH o) F5str] A&
R, =R HEEAY FL AFPLEFS diviAtd B 222 ANE B5Y
A= FS EAQTHICC Arbitration Case No. 6281/1989; Sigvard Jarvin, et al, Collection
of ICC Arbitral Awards 1986-1990, 1990, p. 249.

30) BARAIZES] Al &l ©EW UlFE SHYA Errgol oA 239 A AA
§ B3 AFHZF 738 AT 3314 AL AP 7ol MEHA Z3Ax, o)
TEQlE Hl ok A6lE A1F bz 7AE wiE FAFADA tl Esuade A
TR WA olel g Atde Brieor ARyt FRARNF S FAste 2R L A
7o G Aoz ALFPNMEANFGezHEH dYsle HUoe Ry ANe WyHdE
FHS k. 2t FAJDELS viFAo] vl @k A79F A1) we dAL v
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B Y (case law)L -3 22 AZEAY A¥S AAsT Ao F “eF AMA
W o] 7bsAdo] Eolx|H(had the event been more likely) 2t Abde] J&F dids)
of X(the impact it might have would be of such magnitude) FAIAIE& 2 AL

Watel BAE BAhE, BT A LA $e ARSIl YA PARE A9
¥ o] Huj(allocate the risk of its occurrence)E& HAH o2 nHE a7l gle Alsee
no need)31).”

A A7FEAY “ALABA 9 (factual) FAE AE}HA, HAEL oA 7ts489 At
A#A(a finding)® AAG AAE 188 ¥ F Ut (can refrain from)E A 7
7| gtk A% Eol HiFel AN JEIE Aol AD ATy ds
o, o] &7} (impossibility) & EXHGAE 5 (frustration) wjEo] vy} +ES
AFEo] dAaHojoF =7} to be dlssolved) Tz £3le] Bz 9dte Ao
we e4vieka dujActe] AANANEIN FARA] Yuh} PN T
Am, ZUst FARL o= Axe BEAHo] AYs ol sk FEA AR
(supervening event)o] @ A9 A FF2S Ve 4F Hoe & At F&
ol Aokd G AAE tHE AF, HEol "A(excuse)HEE WE &7}
ATE AL $Ao] olYHit is no accident) Y& FFIT

(3) “AN F& o) BAE FRIAAY F3se ol Brhsstelor B

4714 BNEASHTE AL doN AFE Fohe) FALEH 2A% A @
Aoh7h BAAS A A HAL AL B PAAE T FolE FAGE Aol B
s, ot 2 2 A7t Fesisste A2 dr@tn ¥ 4 7] gEolth

29n FREASHTE Re Folo) AnE YA AN oy 2AE A
o= 78 1 A7 ARHALES v B, Fold) IREFHL BE
gl glolA o] FAe BAAY AN FoiAe} sul, 1 JlFe 88 fuis

e Bl AZEAE B 2PD TR FREASDA L %—3—7}—‘5—121% 7
D

el Ae Wed oYt o AL Y AAEE BAFc & B

S g2 BegE, oIS il B3a AR olv] AN BAE L
A7 MELZ A= WAL wujhEATel FAAETE BAY + Arhs 158
& S{l‘}dﬁ}E Zo]tHICC Arbitration Case No. 7197/1992, Journal of Droit International[]. Dr
Int1], 1993, p. 1028.

31) Trimarchi, Pietro, “Commercial Impracticability in Contract Law: An Economic Analysis”,
11 Int'l Rev. of L. & Ec., 63, 65 n.4, 1991.

32) CM. Bianca & M.]J. Bonell, Commentary on the International Sales Law: The 1980 Vienna
Sales Convention, Giuffre-Milan, 1987, p. 581.

33) Ibid., pp. 581-582.
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2) 274329 a3

UNIDROIT 52 “2o|8ZAa7t ool 2@ o) 2 5 37k 29 o3
seo BAE B3 FAslor Bk BolAPART} 2T NS TRAY LY
oo} MW WERE YA AL Nl 2T FAZ FRPelA EYaA ohshe
AfolE, el BAAE AT A9 YA A Al Ade Ao
2 #RHL AT, BAY Fa4e ZERHT Aok 2ed FAASIE BT
190 £ SAATA HANE oS AFAcAE B, £ EAS A o
@ A% EE FAV A R APOIE 12 AF ERuMARYe FRRAY

“

gpgolqe] dE AYL Tk,

UNIDROITE H A|7.1.7%E “Fol7t Al H(temporary)?] 7Z2-$-, WAL A ke
olgfe] m R Fojo aRE melste FHAHY ZIEAA T BYo] Ut FAE
Jct. o]FBFolE, YA F& AEY oFEFTLE A%E HAY & Ue(cancel the

contracts) B BAVALS) S walalA e, sl EsjuaAle) wawg o)
3o}, AA)F o] EF(temporary impossibility)2 A o]PEF
inability to perform)®= HAAIZITEE). GA)HQ] o] & 9st] AFArE AAEA
=), FHe olPEFL HAHLE FoAHpromisee)d Al o] BAY 5 U=
% (power to suspend performance)2 $o&31, AFF oo th3 HZ(assurance)
< 8T 5 g AT BT gy vk RS AZE ol
AFE § Avtd, Esfudel] tg LfolM FEY F e olFEFHAE E:IL??}—’
=2k 2}(the promisee)= AleFS AT 4 UTHO).

gob opAsl Ake SASHE ol ARAA oA AFAE AuetA 2
OH, AFAY B9 H82B AL ofd AUV £9HI] AFA= o)PFE AL 7
oItk ol (impossivility)o] AHW, AFAE S4HoE FA3 oL AL 7]
i3k, o3-S At AIZHE AA-IA AT @ske] Aoh. 1 oA
e 7 (universal rule)o] ohth. xeleg dAste] olfo] Hs o A
He Z$d, 2 Hardshipoll g A& ol gr}ed). whok AFefrt FRo 4%

& (perspective

34) UNIDROIT9 3], Art. 7.1.7(3).

35) UNIDROIT¥ 4, Art. 7.1.7(4).

36) A=, "BV R AAENUAY 44 BE Ak BHT F2 FAHA AHE Y
Bla-AE", T/ AT, , AR, F3719W e, 2003, p. 235.

37) UNIDROITH %], Art. 7.1.7, Comment 2.

38) Restatement (Second) Contracts 269, Comment a.

39) Colorado Coal Furnace Distribs. v. Prill Mfg.,, 605 F.2d 499 (10th Cir. 1979).

40) UNIDROITY %, Art. 7.3.4; Art. 7.1.7(4).

41) Restatement, Second, Contracts 269, Comment a.

42) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 124.
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|-o|

£3) BA9 2L o9 AFH BANe] AT, AT B ol AFo] w4
sfed, ol AFE PAE B Rl

2. Hardshipel 24 % g3

HardshipZ3t& ol@ie] o] Egslol ed®, olas Fol £38 47199
(Force Majeure)ol] tjgt #AEF H2E F A0, E714E ] F3L 7133 &4
7} Q1€ A o)tH(draconian and unforgiving). ¢} €343 715 (nothing short of
total impossibility)2 Eo]s] Z-& RE Eolgd sty AAF Fojt}t. APEILF
(impracticability)-& WA 2 S8R o) tild)], dgEr)5 By ol AP E
VsdlE ol2% & Hardshipe HardshipZdol A 7S s¢k wolol 3hth(must
be tested)46).

1) Hardshipo] &4
UNIDROIT¢ 2-& Hardship®dA o] 718843 F71834E #ASS HYE gz
R TH4).

1) 7N18az

Hardshipe] 7|22 78 ALGAZA Fo] wAs AlAo) Aote] dHAHL
WANIE Aotk e FWH ZRH WA dAe WA FRY

AR, Ake] 9 FAAY olFulgo] Ftsls Aotk ol 2 JRE o]3
£ P F9) Aoz ogulgo) dAFez Frlste Bfold. o FE
X ARE oYt AeRA AFD BT A Ao dsFold Ay A
lgol AxatA ojddlE EAA FPW Hoh vl AARHL aFse A=
AAFH ) =Yz Qste] v G A F7} Fo] WAF oo

A, Ak A AR £AE olYriAs AdHow Padte Aol o
B¢Y olggRE FHAY 2 A A BE FE AT o7 oy A
AHY Za ede AEoldd ST AYxA F4A Ashy hwe ddy
Ao AFFAS 22 AFolAFEHEHY BF T° A& F Itk °o] ZF Hardship

n]JQO,(,.
i)

HO ol

43) UNIDROIT &, Art. 7.1.7(4).

44) UNIDROIT9 %], Art. 6.2.1-6.2.3.

45) UNIDROIT€ 3, Art. 7.1.7.

46) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit,, p. 124.

47) UNIDROIT€ 2], Art. 6.2.2.

48) UNIDROIT® 3 Art. 6.2.2, Comment 1(a).

- 230 -



Ho
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M

ox
o

o] 447 AsiMe ABHoR HrkE 5 lojof st B o|HNAE £
FAbAe] QA 4ol Wzte ol BARIG 53] o|FFHE LS o=
FAA FAd 2 FHE & BAAI} ol ERAY vhEs] Lgtoiofst Hardshipol
32 5 Ao

UNIDROITQ ¥ o] F4F 40| w29, Hardshipo] 4HE 7] 943 ol&7}x9 Zuhu}
g GARE S ol HIEAY A7) 50%oldel 2 By & AHN Lehe At
BEAY 285 A3E oplg Aeta sdsta s

Eﬂﬂ

@) #7r8x

UNIDROITH A 2 719 7]283 o|gjoe 47}A8] Frtads 7AstL, o] &
2E A 2d=olol ¥nn st o

A, Aol AR F TAAY Bl FARANA LAk ) weF Eol
o] BAAZE AlFAA FAlel g Al tiste €3 JRAFH TRAS I BAll
Faete] AkS AAAES Aotk 25 Hardshipd) 743 488 5+ Ao

=4, SAE Aol 01 FARRIA FElHez myE 5 fle ARdoloor &
Tk THAl 28] 1 Abzo] 75 A(probability)e] W9 wrel JolA FE]HQA BFAAES
of 2R W FuE A XY= ARV EA OIS, wref ARA A gAo
AR S Fedez 2A4E £ AAuTE, 3 AL a3t Aok A Foll 2
Ba}% o] Hardshipe] #j%38}x @& Zolth. UNIDROITYH O ZMXE g
d& €3 U F, A7} BAlA X5 2RH 53374 Z2A HaE < A28
I EA A AR FAY F AY dele AR 0FBAT A AFAZ % 2
d owhel] MAo] whdslgon), 12 Astd AAAH ovA G477t 2AHUL,
7tAol 534tk ol Ae BE JdiE Hardshipg 38 & gtk Hustw
7}A 9 FFo] d4% # = Aol oy 7] HFo|th.

W2 Abgel wste FAHor APHAR, 2 AH ¥ HFH AFe
3l 9] Hardships 7AE X Ao weF Aty d Ao @3yt AZEJYd, d3
o £E7F AY7I ¢ 543 FUEA %= ¢ Hardshipdll 31257 o5& Z 0]
o). A& Eo Agt B miujAFel A, O /AL XF B2 EAHJEH, XF
T = AGAZE Ao oln] B Fa T vdtd AX3F] oA YA XF

0

ZT‘_
7| ok
=5

(¢4

2
7 %
2

ax JZ:
o

49) UNIDROIT¢ %], Art. 6.2.2,, Comment 2(b).

50) UNIDROITY 2], Art. 6.2.2.,, Comment 2.

51) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 127.

52) UNIDROIT€ #], Art. 6.2.2., Comment 3(b) Illustration 2.
53) UNIDROIT¢1 3], Art. 6.2.2.,, Comment 3.
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st atarAd & sts| x| H217 X3E (2005. 9)
o AXNA 717k FAEL, 9471 S & F Foll XFT 539 80%9] 7EAEEe] 3
Ak o] Aol g8 5¥g AAol fle ol Hardshipg #AdHR & AYH,
I olfre XF3ol B3k A% stEke ddE 5 fIN7 “H—"rO]ﬁ}S‘*

AR, ApAL Bol9 FAlxte]l A E glojuol 3}t & Hardshipg 23 Alde
Bo|o FAA7 BAE F fl' o8 4 de AFolojof gt

U, Abdo] 2 9FE Eoly BAAIE AAFA Gskojol o 7N 4
e 28g o] BAHeR Bl FaRd] ot A4d do e I, A G
EA2RE A2 £ e AL grdt & FUARE dte TAAE BF AGA
2 Alds A8S F83 €A 2P0 i o= FEY A4¥e AFT Ao TF
ATH). olo i Al EA HIEFL FEOT e HPIAQ AVF FLAGUY
A Z7HA ARG AR ZFo FA Wi Ao =EHe 24430g v 2 ¥
S A7) f3td dAH ARNEF] AYE = AGE T AEY HIEY
o tstd F7F BEEE 2T Axbe 28e A% MRS F3Y drt f
ok st AR g ANEFF ¥ gt EPIrte, HE 350 FAA A
Aol e At FA2E, ol AFS AT 7A4°l71 o &ol}.

(3) Hardshipe] £22%¢ S5 E A
Hardshipe] EAZRY F& ¢+ Ut E 3o 8712, Hardshipo] 7] AT o]
go] ofd goz AFE olgovt #AREYE Holth F Hardshipe] £Ao| H|Fof
o}7 o] FojX|A| ¢ o]yl FItAT FHo] g Wolx, AT 3 FAATL o] &
ANEF Afole o o) olqhu g AAFH Fryt ke o|dh o|F o AAFWIE A%
FRES oYX HFFH PAE FAY £ gk 23 ov] FEHOZ ol A
FTHAS o AL FPHol TEAHLE WHAEHE Arde] HASHYH, Hardship-&
A3 AFTE oY FEAT FAHAATS) o F Eo] Ax HIIEY AFES 35t
X3 de #H71EXE AR B} Agsldrt. Ate 4d 5 EF nAHMEHOZ 5
71Ee A2 FA}AT. AY AF F 23 v XFo ’\1 #AEE 4o, X
e T ]7]€ Ao Wated oA B} 10Mu E& 712 ARk olest A
$ Be @& 2dzt9] A %rizte] tiste Hardshipe] 2-&-& Z’E}Z} F AT

=

54) UNIDROITS &, Art. 6.2.2., Comment 3(b), [llustration 3.
55) UNIDROIT &, Art. 6.2.2., Comment 3(d).

56) UNIDROITY 3], Art. 6.2.2, Comment 4.

57) UNIDROIT¢l 3], Art. 6.2.2, Comment 4 Illustration 5.
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27ta+2 3t Hardshipoll &8t A+ [/ sl @S

2) Hardship2] a3

2F719) 873& ztE Hardship] %o £ol9 FAAE APES 878 A7t 3
3, A 71z Well oo =2dtA i Fede, o= BAAEA Wed 2
AL 78+ Aok o] A% HYe Hardshipe] oka 98 75, 23€ A7 A
gzAd wit A FEANAY L& A% FBAE HFAINI A3 AGS
WA 4 Yuss). 1ol EF3t3, Hardshipzde oe3 28 BAzZ Al#dn

Stk “F 5 sojokg Aops9)

(1) Ag4a+4d
7H ARALTAA 2 AQY 279 54, AR A

Hardship] 4ol 8ol 2Alaks ©ZE AMgl 2A Ak £38 5 A= ¥
e a7 Ao Uth 28d AL FE "33E A A ]le]"(without undue delay)
o] Foj&ok 3tal, 1 ZAE HAoF FT}e0).

2719 AL AR AFY LFAY PAAE EolY FAAeH, O ARE B
e Bold AR selF WAY o) DA A AFRAL AAY & U=
£ 8] Yot "kt AP e dHY AlFze|ge.

ol AP 2L AFH NAFRAZFS ABYsty e AFde FE&HA
2tk AT A T¥E A RAZ o] Hardships fd3te A

Al 2kthH, Hardshipg ol f 2 8 AFFY Zfole WAHA Fe=o6.

ABFLTAL FAFAA LG FA A4 F Hardshipz 9] %%4%1 8-l
o] AL Aol FAYATY L A3 MAE AT AAxHeE J4H3 9
o). aEla Ak AP Ak olFo dHA ZolA, 74]“&3011 #g F7t
© AL opyElm B ol IFAFAIAIGAE A Hardshipzde) 927}
ol od ol Fo ke F B “Algoldo] AW FARA B F
Ho] HE Bz F TARE Hardshipel] &g otgf o] Aol ostd o AF-E o
gatojol h' = ¢ 93 A621.& Hrizt: Husiried).

N

s
r\l
o
3
i3
o

58) UNIDROITH %], Art. 6.2.3.

59) UNIDROIT¢ 3], Art. 6.2.1.

60) UNIDROIT 3|, #|6.2.32.

61) UNIDROIT®1 2], Art. 6.2.3. Comment 1.

62) UNIDROIT$1 %], Art. 6.2.3. Comment 1.

63) 2 9AM, o] =&, p. 73.
64) 7R F, “UNIDROIT A FALA A& ol lolA 9] Hardship”, AP AT, A21A A1,
AL 8+, 2002, p. 210.

- 233 -



s stalzR atax| M21% H3E (2005. 9)

) AggaeTe 71g € SAAA, AP ZA

2ol gAtxte] APA 7€ AA glol(without undue delay) o]Foj o} it}
38 A A AAY oYy JHA FEe] g @8td $ Qo veF
HardshipS @3l 48] AA3 1dE doe Alzte] ¥ & AS Aoy
£ A dd(delayed) 877t AFHOE wiAHe AL ol AT AFFSL
Aol ojAe] A AL Hardshipo] AAHo2 ZA3P A, SASFATGH A2k o
3 FFS v eAd A HLde AHLUA (finding)oll FEE #A £ Johed). 18]
I A" g7 724 wiA"HE AL oldAgx A E ALY olsly HEE de
AQY 23e ARFolol ¥ Aoz A7 I, |

E3 UNIDROITRH o] 23 A& §7(communication)o]}). 2eje2 gold
FARRE APE 80 7123 ZAE ANE RS FEdr) o|RAL Bl FAAL
o] APFeHE AU AR FITFA ARE ¢S F JIE 5 UEE F))
Aot} o3 AV B RS 83L& AHAA VI el AVIHA e Aoz A
Zrslodof stk AP Yol 71T ZAE AAIA EIH F I XA FAE &
#E 7Hd & Ao

gt Hardship Selge] AZslohd, Eolo QAMAY A@G 847 APE AA
A FALALEL A AR mat J4del detdol dta, ME e Y A4F
& FEI0. ;A Eol FARAE A 3HA Hardshipo] AAH o2 Exjsteio}
aly, APdo] s AFH HHolojMx ¢k HH, k3 o|E Wojol 7). 29
Ao AFL& ZPA gZo] A7) WEA olHg HAxIT MASGAY ATY F
7. E APAFY Qo] JoH, & FAAE olF WIlsle Y4& FEn BRE
o3 JEE AFTHUA FAEZA PR AYLS Fstedor ). AN &
9 Z(in bad faith) FA3tAY T2 A4S ZBA I AR B GAR Al oY)
H 40 dig AYS FEstojof doB). AT 2o oFx @A Sl

65) UNIDROITY 2], Art. 6.2.3., Comment 2.

66) UNIDROIT¢ 3], Art. 6.2.3., Comment 2.

67) ARBH, ¢ =F, p. 210.

68) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 130.

69) UNIDROIT1 =], Art. 6.2.3., Comment 3.

70) UNIDROIT 3], Art. 1.7 @ A5.1.3%2 & E3lo o] #58 5+ 3k

71) UNIDROIT9 %], Art. 6.2.3., Comment 5.

72) UNIDROIT 3, Art. 1.7(2).

73) UNIDROITY &, Art. 6.2.3., Comment 5.

74) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit., p. 130.

75) Perillo ng=ol F7el thate] HAQe oEE A7dte Az AtHLAE, 9 =
211).

i
o
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7188 1} Hardshipoll 28 H+ / s8R

Z Aol FF 7IE FAMAY 9479 FFE HAfde A=27A 27H
1= get 28 AFHoE Ao ojyS Wi st G RoE FaA Bo

W ot 43H9 927 Wa ARE YL+ U0,

N

2) AYFAEA Y 53
7h Moo 243
AFe A1 el Aol Foldl =t 28 A FAAe Hdd 548
T AT olH @ FFL EBolFArAtY Aol AFGe S8 FASAY, ¥
ARRZE R E QoA o FSAAT, ARG HEAE ZEE =8 X3
7] o & et of7]A UNIDROITY A 43 7|7 ol @3] ol =
g3t Zadw Hdd 348 4 v A ded, AT 71 oguje §
Aglolol & olgro] B & I A NEGE wEt gl Aot
= A9

S8 WQole) 5AAL B9 FARIAL ARHE A7} ohet ol At
o) AUgeAE AFE ol ol BAAt APRL 2T Foll bR 24

¢

_1[3_
A BowA FAG olge EFHE AFE AIHA 1 FWAANAS YUol
Ul

g 3

o 527¢ WP AoE BAG oA 3AAE AW ABE 1T Wel T
o) =2EA 28 Ao WASE Ao, AWY LT o] YurE TE FA ¥
ol 343 AL UNIDROITSH ] 4oz Mol Rdgx Btk 5 A4l o
2oAA e AT Ex4Hoz FASE WA AT,

) Hee 24

gioF o] Hardship®] &8 ZAsHY, &elxd & WL ASS FEAY F2
TR & AT, AT WYl
A A3 A% F3Y WAl FHAT Apde WL AN T8 £v WAS
BatAAE <t =, o] B FEAHY HAAL AFHGA G Fod =HIHEF 3}

7] A AFFE AXNSAY dANESY AG2AE THE FRlste= RAo|oid.
2o A9 9o]A, hardshipol] el H3}E A ¢=(not burdened by hardship)
FALRFS] A o] (reliance interest of the party)S uj4tE ojo} Ftc}(redressed). Al F
o #3L& 4 NEAZRAS "doE e AL oYtk UAx Fi(place of delivery)=

76) UNIDROIT¢ 3], Art. 5.1.3., Comment.
77) UNIDROIT9 3], Art. 6.2.3.(3).

78) UNIDROITH ], Art. 6.2.3, Comment 6.
79) ¢tHE 4, g =&, p. 212

80) UNIDROITH1 ¥, #6.2.3(4).

81) UNIDROIT¢¥ &, Art. 6.2.3., Comment 7.
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28 4 YT AANE BAA 2 5 A0, 0 AdE FAN olg ¢ F 3
ZWEE RS A ABstad, AgA

2d ol XSl GEFEY Bl 2¥E FASE e HES Adsi
B 4| HardshipE F33led AclAl AP¥<E 873843, A= Hardshipo] G4
AHE s e, BrE Ake Alekel WA disiM= o]E wolgelA ¥ Sl
& " LY FYY =9 Fol Be W zadA o A4 B A2 e =
7hll BEFE HB & de Aol e Ae-HE YA RE HACtE R P

o 3 A% A% B YYD A4S HFERIY ¢ AL Aol WY 2
H@ 7bs4el 9 A% Wde A%e FRABR BN BAA Ad A AEZFY
A3 BER WE AFE Foke Ao FHIY Roldk

£, 908 A%e 24 g8 BE oYsolol Fokn HAFoSH ALY +73
2 ARG 5ol 2Y.

( ) 013313211

2 xg AT 4 G %7 A8 £2@ B0l UNIDROITE 3¢ " vt &
dHo2 Beldl YA I9E 7L T Gk BRE Aol YED2 903

3 gtk FANE “BA 58 39 olye) FA7} AT BAE o
QAR oo} BAE FHEE & o4& Hardships] 98 427 olo] me
AS H8919e B shed sy, 2o Adt A4 BeAoAe dwA 3
9] hardship-& HoF3 Ut} 2L HA A (new safety regulations) F7F& QU AHH]
o] AXE 9781 ot 2 ddEs E:"X}-( |22 = “H3e 7HE 4= (corresponding
price adaptation)o] &&JHA v F¢ F7HHA FHY IxF EFY F U2
AA33 Qo). hardshipe E¢ Fdo] Yt AN EFAIL Fu1T AAsNeHE 9
g wodgn sPYsh, 2 A Aws dHel RAY HolA] ),

B AZdA ow Aldle] BrlgYoes, Hardshipo 2E 18l® + 3e 497
5k of A #elol BAAE o Adol Hardshipe] ohd 279802 g
A% Aotk takE FAe A% olde AL & AT, of A ol 1 ol
A0S B A GHE S EAselol BT,

ol

-

mlm

82) UNIDROITY ¥, Art. 6.2.3., Comment 7 Illustration 5.
83) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit.,, p. 130.

84) UNIDROITY 3], Art. 6.2.3, Comment 4.

85) UNIDROIT¢Y 3], Art. 6.2.3,Comment 4 Illustration 4.
86) UNIDROIT9 3], Art. 6.2.2, Comment 6.

87) UNIDROITY ¥, Art. 7.1.7.(3).
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V. A&

A 12 AAY BABAL FAY A BrhsA, A2 BAEA, I
e ] 2 a2 o®, Hardshipe of® Atzie] wae] FaiAore) &3

oX |o
>
X
K

, Hardshipo] A%FA A Fof LA AY Eol AR
A HYe A, 2ol FAtA7E #eldg o2 Hardshipg 13ld + RS A, E9l
FARE SAS Hold AY A, Bolo) P A9E AHHA A A 5
[7ACFE 3t}

o ETE W $9¥e Boly PAde Bl HA, Hardshipl 4ol
Bol9 GAkAZd 71E Ao W APLE 2HE 4 Av dEHE JHAL, AR}
ARAT BAF oo £G31] £ Ao e Hdd 93 F Y, W
Re Aks FRANAY A% FHE EFste dAAA ‘74]°k° HAE 4 Uk

AT B HAA dvHeg #=F hardshipe FE3HE TAAL AWelA @
Ae 43R FSAEE, ol TIF YAAET dHoE WA & HAI=
2 Aeke 248t AL FASE YA}l 2| (party autonomy)E AT YT} 1
Asz A, 583 A7|(long durations)Al ol HA, F3 o] AAHE H Ak 4
(revision)& TR AE 2L F1 Ae FAFIAGAME ojRAo] IRty

B2 A 2AFGAFLe ¥ Ho2 BJ(relationship)ol] th3 FALS AT 3=
ABAA T 7ete] A %3 other adaptation)S X3t} a3t 2o BEAE
A7 283 28-S AFIFASS BHAETE Aotk A
ul, w3 1813 %282 AwdA 3+ FAFA(unsophisticated parties)Z} Ha3S A L
To AHwmF ZotA}(sophisticated drafter)7} 11¢] Z(deliberately) T3} HEAE B2

1o we ogh

9. % WA AP, WAe Aol ¥ 29 2F A0 7F#x, UNIDROIT
A70) £32 Wol WEY FUES BT + Uk

UNIDROITH & Falat A9 24¢ 24517 98 898 AR 42E 9
4@} Hardshipg 2487 913 2A% Adzd 984 0s gAY 548
S5 STk, A}d4, UNIDROITA S ke Aiue] oo ARE ANY, 39
APRFE € Hardshipelth 271989 468 3988 5+ Ut $282 44 03 A
nHoz FHIINE NUeth qUSE S84 AAELEH SEHE AREL 22

Hog M2 th2A %] uEo|Te).

88) Joseph M. Perillo, op.cit, p. 130.
89) Bonell, An International Restatement of contract law; The UNIDROIT Principles of
International Commercial Contracts, 1994, note 14 supra, p. 119.
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