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gaAgene By 2Ae 22 gINILasl oldaAE ASHE
Ao} BAAG, FTALENHE FESHe FAZERRYVAAE ASTE 1
o4 BE Bt Agele 4¥oz BEe AFIR T Aot 1
Sga, Teie opol gl Aol MEdle) dU4s HEINBRLR 7
Atk ulLA ek ARSI At S8 ¥ T 9EX3LE o
MAet B FAEE B4 EE B2 GO Ao, 1 gely Favt
gRAFHL7 Wk olEE hEARL] VY FHE WaY el
2 zge g3 sl HE 24 A4, A3Este 24 Ee
3

rH

oX o o o

ojAge] Yol 2AAFH HEY FEEL: Ee TS AY ABH
& 27 2 dexg7 2de Awe ¥gses Auugdd 24 Sk 9
e oA Yk oA CISGZE SAiulE F-8she EWAY WHol & &
32, U SARAGEAEA 2 FALAFHE E Ho) diste] Ho
ol A olshE st dFoll dstoior & ozt Aok & AolAe dieAl
Fgad ¥ A4S FALRAL B A olsd 4 A=E FAFA
Toloje BERATE FHOE, A dstds fEER Rt weHE F
der ndstua gk ot 2 23] 23S £ A7 AR |
of, & oA ALFHolt Yol 2T +3E oH, RIER 24
g AE Fote] RAARAECl HEAEEac] B 712 Ade H™st
< Zgolurt =go] 572 vigEoid

1) TASZofoiA ] BT AP (United Nations Convention on Contracts for the
International Sale of Goods 1980) ©]8} CISG Ex ZA|BEuljuiiolal kA5,

2) SEuEks 20049 29 179 7hgsted 20059 39 14FE FEHT Qlo) 20108 3
4 84 A AAZCR 747850 Fofste gled, ol AT AUzt £ ol A
A Agdd, Bty dn FARY] =7h7 2 fefe] Aefsta glA otstek, 3
Arpge] o] mpeh fof FAAEe] WE HEEAYLR ARHE Bl F Bt
e £ Yol ASEHCISG AlE bE). olF CISGY 73 8olzt s, 3285
A7 TEsiE o # 92 oA =AY FdEeEMe] A9E FEI dox
E 4 ok FeAkRegt qiduls, o=, $5, 98, gl £Y, =, ode,
5, ol2dEY, e2Eg o} W), At A, E7tejel, EFvlol, Ful, Z=olE
of, A3, dupz, WAL, oFE, T, Ui, ojgtd, ojxd, SAFET, 7|27
208, EHE, B2, WAZ, FEAE, R290], SFE, WF, Fupdol, AVHE, &
w1, ezutrlol, A, A, AjElo, ga2tol, S| A8, SR Io], HHFd
gt, ofetato] Fol Yok 43S AQdstie AlA 20t FE%E0] BE 2 gl AoF

3k ek,



FAENRANN RSNFFAZGEY AfAtee] B 1F 107

I. §2Ag22ge &9

1. #A3FA

CISGolME =AZFufoioll A dige] XFFael Hop] ASTEINA
F(D) wiseqlol ohg EAT FaolA diag AFstoior & 2771 fle 7
Lol 9] FaolA dizdofA e AFsteior Tt (a) =l ¢
A4 T b dgel ¥ Be ARY niet Jgos AFgHolor she 73
Lol 1 wH7E ojFolA e A4 (2) Wiz AoF AT A ¥
45 WAgeRA Wsks dEAFel diF F40189 F71E FEste]
of gtk 2t s Ach A2ge M= Fd4 WFeR <¢lste o
FQo] g AFT 9 F7t ulgo] Wske Feol, I HlEFEe W=
Qlo] stefobdhg AT A=Y, ol dwte] vt ArifolA &shE of
7l A2 & Y=g AR ol

gele By, A2Ye] HgolRs T3 chEo] dofd A FofE
4 Qi W Agel ARAL e SHes Bk AYS Robg 4
Qqtko 2 zold hEAFFAR HEAY JYPLE

Lo

A4 AL CISG A
R #1701 48k @

O

35z0| A wipfle] BT W24 e B

2

3) Article 57. (1) If the buyer is not bound to pay the price at any other particular
place, he must pay it to the seller: (a) at the seller's place of business; or (b) if the
payment is to be made against the handing over of the goods or of documents, at
the place where the handing over takes place. (2) The seller must bear any increase
in the expenses incidental to payment which is caused by a change in his place of
business subsequent to the conclusion of the contract.

4) Unidroit Principles of International Commercial Contracts 2004(UNIDROIT =#}/gA
Alkz] 2004, olst PICCH A7 A6.1.6% 2= CISGeF g A2 F3&
T2 At

5) CISG ABOZRANME 2F4le] AMAGR Q5 Aoge] Boldo] wisteds 11 e &
2] RS E st Qloh ARAHo R F FAL A &f(e1Ae] e 27
Wi FFEE B4g Aoloh Schwenzer, P., Schwenzer, 1, Commentary on The
CISGI, 2nd edition, Oxford University Press, 2005, p.633.

6) AINVH Iz,
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24, MEde BEske Adoldn ¥ & kD £ 2 AlF aselik
IABERACIA hBAFFLT vigelH A9 thEele] JPHAS
GEAFHLL AT YAWS, brolAE tFe]l BF B AR m¥
o} 4oz AFEolof sk Lol 1 AR BE A fh3R
FAa7} Gkn FAsle] a5 198 bToH AT k. 1Y B
ARe Ashe A% = AsEAY FLEAL T4 FtlA gl
oA ANste HEe AFWAR AT, dRAFLE B4 o)A
o) 1 QA7) B Aot oldd bBo] FHL aBol FH(LWA F
Ayt $Mste] HgHrt,

2. B ¥¥e] v

PICCOlM = ofRA7t Alekel eJste] FsiA 1A otdsty E&t 2AE
e s, ST AdAe FhaolA ol Hojok & AL
th10 ERF PECL Al72AAE dig 384 ¥t of4ol ee A¢ole
FQlo] A el FPiolA AFshof ol FASIL o1y

STy 2 S E CISG TLT 482 Fst gled, v
HolMde miede daAF8azA ooy gl gle e HAFA
o] AU (RFAF- dA)f SJste viEle] FFAoNA dEg AFsHok
gt Ju djifE4Ee) ket FAlN died AFHior T Aeole =

o o

7) Honnold J.O., Uniform Law for International Sales, Kluwer Law International,
1999, p.360.

8) tizgle] JUFAE HEFAFHLE AT AL AP delg BEstiche xpdef
A Qg Aoeg B 4 9tk Ferrari, F., Flechtner, H.,, Brand, R.A., The Draft
Uncitral Digest and Beyond, European Law Publisher, 2004, pp.427-428.

9) I8 IAFAE I ALY WRAEAWE Yuistke AL ottt 2PAAZ 7hs
3t Zoltt. Enderlein, F., and Maskow, D., International Sales Law, Oceana
Publications, 1992, pp.217-218.

10) PICC AH|6.1.6% A13}.

11) Principles of European Contract Law(S-gAIeFd ¥4 PECLolat A3 Article 7
101(1)(@) : Hondius, E., Heutger, V., Jeloschek, C., Sivesand, H., Wiewiorowska,
A., Principles of European Law Sales, Oxford University Press, 2008, p.234.
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Mg Axart EAFFAZ Drpkn AL Qony, SITIE
2702 1HANE AT Ao §l7 sgez A F 2
FHIAES FHS Atk 2y olFSIPEEINE 259 +IAA

2o AFFEE FAWMSEE o], CISGeH= Ahbd kg Hst 9l
t}.15)

B
5
2
aj

3. AT g e #A

FASEANA F AL RFAFFACE A8F E= 24 I
WA Asoln gtk N8RS Aol 48BN ATHE ARE 2
of AT thEE AFE, o= B2 ALY bEoA 74T BF Eb
Azete) Ao w dEe AFHE Bl APED. 4% ARZAe] U3
AF she PAS FANIL Ak AeFelet BAR0, T ALYl o
& AFeHe edol AN qlonz, qFAFFLE FA de el

o A8 53 dES AEshe Ao ALAETEHA 9A deAs
PA7E FEEA "okl 84T Qs diaXFHA7F +EEHY, o]
749ol= CISGETH F 3o] $448=E= Aolth1®

FAAHY] Aol FAXF Agog digS AFEr] ntdolAd,
AL BrrZA(clean collection)oldr Exgte EXFHAE Adle] XA
otgiolct, A 9o FAHELFA 19 s F-&2r}. Incotermse]]

12) =Ry A467F 2%
13) 2= A586%.
14) Uniform Commercial Code #J2-310% a%.

15) Gabriel H. D., Contract for the Sale of Goods : A Comparison of Domestic and
International Law, Oceana Publications Inc., 2004, p.172.

16) Clean Creditz} @22, § A8 de daAd28e] a4 A7 el

17) A9} BE 2844 Uniform Customs and Practice for Documentary Credits :
UCP600°l 23l & A7t #-&ES BAIskE ok

18) CISG AOENAE ¥ PAAte] SO B 9 899 Bao) 7453 Hofstn 2l
o, EgHon 24HT i BPE Ao AgHE Aoz FALL Ut

19) Uniform Rules for Collections 1995(URC) : ZAlof] ¥k 5472l URC7t CISGEr}
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A BEAF Ba B A7) Bl sk 94 ohsieh

B AL FAoE EAold B9 A, A o] ol
QoA FHE 44 Eb O FAR BIRIFEAA JIADE
AN 9L, ole] that Miale] Wkt gl Aol thRATLRAY

Ol

59 7] 90h0 oty A8 Ex FAANClE the 7o) HeH
W, 440 AR 2 #9E IAFPL ARl e FA He Aol
o},

4. B 23] GohAL

2 Ze daEXg34AE ZYste 2goiAg WM 5 Auag
AU AFES e oIS A Holr & 239 7 T 1 F
& &89 sidshrix st CISGe 9] A EEvioiAkol A EAsh=
oiQle] daje} QRS FEH4AX)SIER, AEETo|Y o]z Fol 74
gL sh7le ool Id0E E95t, AA BHoA= B 28] tiF
A3 FAR AuBede AR SHH L= A9t gidHskeh s
o 0o 1968 HAFRDolL} 1988F 7l FoR2) Sof o) F-8F
=, Bfagerle BA5YU 479 oA E VxR Afuusde A
Aotk FASH okd), R P AR TR e] o|Pr]e] A A
A5AA} JAgE]ojof gkl FAsR Utk & diFAgEAer BYd

N

rrl

44 H2Ect

20) CISG AI8Z 33X+ -?——’—‘T-E]% E e sty BARY] r g sfMstEE
Aol geER :?1’*‘51‘7‘: Aol A9s a8E YA doth F8 vile] vidE
4lo] ‘3’15{1‘4“1 12 EF 58g Adrh 294, sHAR, SAEECuRE, wrEAL, 2004,

21) WA A AmdEm o] ool |WR B HOF 1968(1968 Brussels
Convention on Jurisdiction and the Enforcement of Judgement in Civil and
Commercial Matters) ; o5} ‘B s eF olat s},

22) WA A e Auadat we] o] #g FeH(Convention on Jurisdiction and
the Enforcement of Judgement in Civil and Commercial Matters dome at Lugano

1989) : ojs} ‘b @eFolat ik,
23) Bspage A5z 1%,
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aFe dEAFgdN AeBTE stes fAH deng, A4Fs|
A < AAske Helz 2 z¥ol g8 Zolth. ot ol2%t
APEdE Z= F7F CISGAFF) A, ofid SAAME 2 2] 27
5= Aot B zgo] Hghrh ol gdjzge e 9
3 Q7o HAE A% AFTEe] AT HEH, ol W E T &
AF 4 Atk CISGolME dAAFeIt Eafuldel Hg=e o] &
o AAE T3 A FAT, o7t AFEe Aok she FaolAe] olAeg
A-gshe Zo] oy FAMAY dutAQl A dTolnr 2 ojzad 2
Aote dolz 2 23] A 8E7E gt ol 2IAFROIY Leuly
ROl AFHAY ZAE IFS FA Hed, ol 99 AFHLE A
BAE B2 AsiA AdAe] Fhaold AFHES BHSHA ok ol
St et FAE A2 CISG Al57x004 vizele] gddaz 4% Hedrt
Ht2 HUAE HES] AR Zelr] et Ao r 2IAAEE &
Sofuid g4 AR 2 23] 9FE FA | Aot

o

I. A8 A=A

L digAadart d=d=ez AR A

() Qo] 75g Foliekn F4e B¢
® AiAe)

3l SAY wjele FURHS HEgoR ASSHUA FAo 1 1L

24) F7Regor A5z 19
25) Goode R., Transnational Commercial Law, Oxford University Press. 2007, p.303.

26) Schlechtriem P., Schwenzer I, ed., Commentary on the UN Convention on the
International Sale of Goods T 2nd edition, Oxford University Press, 2005,
pp.632-633. Honnold J.O., op.cit., p.360, p.332.

27) Finland: Korkein oikeus(Finnish Supreme Court), KKO 2005:114, 14 October 2005
: A/CN.9/SER.C/ABSTRACTS/83, 23 February 2009, Case 843.
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SdufiolA mizele] guidizjg ez Abgslua), el WHE e nfjrglod
FH FYstgen, obAgt digAegs sHA XS ool mixgle WdE
Ho vipdle AUz deAEgs A7ske 258 AVlstanh viede §

F39 §571 7t5-8olBR CISG A2z 13o) oA CISG7t A-guiA gt
T A28 UE AIUYAe I AL JREEolHAR FAlo] o
A9 wefidi|golele AEAQ] =2 AMEHER, & 1 CISGo H85
o g CISG A572 18] oA v vizde] FUFLEAE)ANA
HEs Aasior gkl BEsAT

@ w299

CISGolldE B2 8% & HYE, 7HHE Ee 715822 g
B 2 AEE AR 2 ARolA B ket o] AdAY 8EE
A 7ML Qe CISGZE &89}, B3 CISGZE 285 ARoA dig
AFga7t FAHA ot Feoles, I Fat mkddd I9FLT He

Zoltt.

Q) FEAZE FEE S AL

@ AAa)

519l Babae] ojsee 99 Ede] vjEelogty HEE 43
Ralols W ojojAere AAstgo, dae Agek R diaele
AN GEATIRE AFokn ujEeln diEAFel Botel ARe FHL
AAstGET, 1 AFPAL ojg Lm0 gt AFoz opgsiar. 1y
ghele QX 2R AFetgont AHel mAEEo] WA H3Lx, ole]

Medde dgAge B+t &5 SUUL A7lskact 2 AzoA 9
9

i
N

O

=Y gAY 2 Ape CISG Az 18

28) CISG A2zofAMe £ gofol HEEA Gi= divfe] 88 A8 Aot B3l B 2
AT aZoAe A9dAd 27t obd JiQLE, MM B V1ERoR ofulgh 9o
£ A8EA op&E st Qlrh

29) Germany: Oberlandesgericht Karlsruhe, 7 U 40/02, 10 December 2003 : A/CN.9/
SER.C/ABSTRACTS/57, 11 July 2006, Case 635.
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ol e} SQvo] A4HT, Sodo] CISGALIRIE CISG7H AEBE
Zsteck. B¢ CISG ASTE 18] 97 IAFRAE Eale] F9%
9 Egolety WAS GFATYA] BHNE SUFayLL CISG
20Ze] AL WA 24 Ag2o] T T S AW, OhFe) AF
Ak EQToletn Bastdnh & 482 AFHdSHE 1 AFPhE of
£919] GYA So] Hofof Stk Zolet,

B R

=

@ ©499|

A AR AEAEEAS ¥ Be AT EAEE, dieA
A B Fort gl Aol CISG A57x9 74 F&dh &F
H5S TEE AFshs 49ole 1 24232 fed=s(E=ZDUel e =
golojof s, wipQls(Hapfe] 23o] ZAE = gle Aot =&
dEAEgael] B F7t e, Aol digel 2F Ee ARY
whet Fgos AFHES Aoty 9, I a4t viglseletd Hat
A 2ol AAHE FREE AT 7FsT Aotk sHAT B ARdAME
T3 FEAE Aot gkenR, EdL2sgdA AAlshs sEE A|F9

oFste Zolct,

3) h=dlo] $4& WHA B B
@ AR

419 olge] shEele Muel SAY oo AENEREL B A
&7oz Adusts Ak AFST THES Amshgor), tipdle] U8 G
& AFT FEL RE AesA, SQude] thFRde A3 BT
A

ol R

a2 A7l old w42 EEdHES die EEAECIAL, 28)E
< Qe zRE $3e FH5HA Rote AFskA gdgtrky wE-& A7lst

30) CISG A= 18 bZoMe A 20 et o= Aok=e] ¥e HgsH =e
3¢ CISG7F B8 AES 45k k.

3D CISG 29z & Aote] W8-S & ZARE §ojol oot HAE + =E 3%
St Qlet

32) Germany: Oberlandesgericht Minchen; 7 U 2070/97, 9 July 1997 : A/CN.9/
SER.C/ABSTRACTS/26, 3 December 1999, Case 273.
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At B AA EdHEL of5eld miEgle] gl ofdig]oA dig
Zgstolof shel, 2 FaolAd daAgd AHde 4Fske Ad b
oA Aokl BAstch. £ wiele] $7 vdEEe] disiME Sddd
d2AF 7198 232 5 e @A viedS dige AFsteior she
oln], wirele] 4 wEFL a5k gk BASE & vl &
Foopdbgo] migle] tiERAE AT 2 4 flvte Aol

o2 >}L flo o mlo

REED

dlEQle] $hg WA Qlh stel Bigele) Fe)RAt ATshe 2
& ohith. CISGeIAE di=ele] $38FE siade] dangene) oy
des AL SIS O 2 veAS h3AFIUE BYss UAd
g2e AFstolof sk Aolh Eet EAyAe diFAFel B AEH
Qe shsglolA ek WASKEE, ol Bl SRolAelA 1 ol
o dEAYS I A0 Bk

@) vi=gle] BEE 5% A4
@ ArA7Has
E?J_C’ﬂ e LAEFo}L fiple Fag JUARRHE =L widoA
FEato] BEES 950y pos)2 £, olgigo] A= RaldaiolA] Hulskal
ou, olgf2le] de= 2497 Ry % BAE E4eFE olf= WSS
olof eAEo} ujqle 11 WFEEAEE 59 vl $7E &
HEAES Adstdeh. 549 g2 vile qigAgds B7she &%
& QAEopgde] A7IskH. 2 ARl eAER oI HEAF
Fact #A, EFL $EHHUL BT 2EFob Fdujxele diEsto
F& 39T A3t ARHA GoeER, qEAddae ed=d =

33) CISG A59= #Z.

34) Austria:  Supreme Court; 2 Ob  547/93, 10 November 1994
A/CN.9/SER.C/ABSTRACTS/8, 21 December 1995, Case 106,



A EFoelA HEAFFLxTe Aol ¥ 17} 115

@uZ99

B AROIA wiaele o) AFstiA £ viedozREH BuE &%
ot olef2ie] deo)A 2 wofstelr] el A2 59 ik
o] dizjgler FEaActan wEstA ey, FEMT d=dolA SHIAE
qiEjdActe] gleng ol A E 4 YUY Aolth. ¥ dFAFFL
AT T, vE BFo] 9FEATNE SYUY] 7] ofd A%, & 2
LEZ oA wizQle] Aol Bt ol v ABeAct, dFAF
e il HYle Aoz 2o, Eg 2 AoA He H
o=l e delsty digd 3T AR AARHA AAEA
of= tigAggad 2R dFe v He wolARF & Zojth
a3t A3 2] e A, deAEdae dedsel He

k.

1o fg o

o
.
2

2. gieAF8a7 visdsoer ARE A

(1) sip)l=o] AREEFA 7

@ AN 839

ol=re] sl G vl AHpig iron)ufuiAIRE A ESHAA,
w5 2w A dHAFHE +3E o AFsI2 FYsHAt. ol
=9 iRl 2ot AXAYA R EH APE FUste njFmeR Nt &
Aol BPFoIHAIE, viegle EFdE-E Gk Betglch ol w4
A2 spibi o] ojsf shibAAr IRWHT AP, e Fael BiE
Q) AdEo] wAEe] ARSI A%E AZIstect SHATE nl=e] Q5to| e

4o

off, min

AP RE vlielo] BT MENA AFekA ohlsted, HskEHolt
AnEAL dfEQo2RY 4 WA 2oy BRel, BE U S

35) SFoviold e42de vmele] Ryt uiqle] BELAAAIL dipl=g oF
BEA, olAg Aol BEF diFd FEHAE dedsor Holof gt

36) United States: U. S. [Federall Bankruptcy Court, Northern District of Ohio, No.
00-18961 and Adversary No. 01-1045, In re Victoria Alloys, Inc. (Victoria Alloys,
Inc. v. Fortis Bank SA/NV), 10 April 2001 : A/CN.9/SER.C/ABSTRACTS/57, 11
July 2006, Case 632.
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@ w229

CISG A7 17 bZ 4] &ste, & AiolA e tigidas ARt o
59 g mieddsol He Aok SHAT & AdolA el tiE
AFsH] et eng, EEo dig dE oEe = s Aol A%
A AF Ee S50 dE9 48847t FiAY, & bert AE4HHH a
TEERY] FREDEH bE7t $AHEEE Aok, B8 AlfolA BAA
o2 ggASEAE FHSHATE, 2 Favt e AgHn

() "ixgle] AHul8e FaEshs B¢

O AR 83n

U] wixlQl e EFWuiFEAst] vdHEe] wfgll mare)A
HBAEE Axste] ek 2 Aol e A8 vile] FHshe Zol
oF FARREe] UubA Tal(general practice) Jrt. oiEel wigeglo] BEFS
a9 Ags A, vieds Az fujdige] A5E FFoke 4%S
Uil A7istgct. ofof mifQle dFAFHL7T uieelFole =Yg
IS Ystlnt. SYES 2 AdoA Y digAgd s gzl
gt BASHh YUY daxddaes & AR 9% 5+ e A
o, Tt ot gljete & GARRl gE #afo] Gl el o
of whetok ghryetal HA|SHSATE

:

@ wagel
SAZENNGARNE A4S BT WA} AAE AololA AYH B

2o F&ETE3S olzjst Ws T o, CISG A5727F &
|5 Aot B AFoME Adnlg39E vizle] Rt Foug o

e}
ofk
2
e,
rlr
ol
-o

37) Germany: Landgericht Bielefeld; 11 O 61/98, 24 November 1988 : A/CN.9/SER.
C/ABSTRACTS/33, 19 December 2000, Case 363.

38) CISG A9xAME FAR AAdEC] Fodt Y 2 AAE AlojollA Zgd B &
e Rojsha gk
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N. 83§ AElEA

1. AF%38 & olZe 2 A-&d Al

(D) AFe3EaAel 282 Al

@ AFA7] 240

Al mepao] mizlyt Mgl 5o ofqle S ozl HF
B 2 AFE & A7) SHMEEE AdE AFS &, F A71EoAY
o] FREHPSFANE BF5tn wijlo] Fho] ulEFE AFsHA YA =Hat, of
Q12 tile AR Edddd nEEXE ¥ SfidET 4% A7)
sth. A EF w4l 599 nf2aste g AFsHlde £
onf, B3t HAFH ATEol= CISGEY EFo] otz CISGZ A4-5A]
Fethl FStAh 2 AFolA E9 Y DA nixgle] e s}
HA oieQle w237} opd wimQl=e] FaQl neks ITyor FIEE
wAstach HLL CISG A572 18 a%o] 9A 2384 wjzle]
PG BR, gFAFL =] FIEHN oldE= Ao] upgsictn
Akt ES ulEF-2 2FoHA] otdg el CISG A53RE gt
ZoljaD, o]|2 <lIste] wjzgle] CISG A61Z 13} b 9]A4D &afujAte

39) Al gols S50 *5H8o] 2L

40) Germany: Oberlandesgericht Koblenz: 2 U 1230/91, 17 September 1993 : A/CN.9/SER.
C/ABSTRACTS/26, 3 December 1999, Case 281.

41 CISG A53zelA= dipql] o%8 FaEst gled, s Waxges o
AxH 2F FPYRE viple] 39 o2 By k.

42) CISG A6LE 13 bIelAE oh4ele] = siito] Hekel shmglo] ey 372
T YEE I FAEE Aot A
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g 3 AREse ed=e] B3t ettt 71 wAlst
Aot ¢ HFEH LZEYoL CISGEY EF9 ¥ ol vt wEsial

@ BA)

CISGAlE taAgolt Esppael Aol glol, 1 XF E8e] Be
AL ¥EZ T3 QA ot SN B Ade] BN B we} o),
dEAFEAE 1 AFERS AR dolE §Fste] FrpHessE @
o} olgg) MEelT Selo) ti4l Aole] th AR YeEFe)
FEHE 599 w234 ol PAANE Fu Aol HUEH, 5
AA BEAE SLEEe ngon NFEe B3 AFPA v
9] Sskeldeleehrt Gt WAT v odrka9 ol9} 2ol HIE CISG
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Cases of Place of Payment in International Sale of Goods
Ha, Kang Hun

CISG provides the place of payment at the Article 57 which if the buy-
er is not bound to pay the price at any other particular place, he must
pay it to the seller (a) at the seller's p lace of business or (b) if the pay-
ment is to be made against the handing over of the goods or of docu-
ments, at the place where the handing over takes place. When the parties
have agreed that payment is to be made against the handing over of the
goods or of documents, the place where this is to happen according to
the contract or CISG is the place of payment. When the parties have not
agreed to this, the place of payment is the seller's place of payment. The
buyer does not send the money to seller's office, but pays it to the seller's
bank account.

Where payment is effected by a L/C, such operations shall be governed
by UCP and collection of money governed by URC. The payment at the
seller's place of payment affects the rate of interest, currency of money
and jurisdiction which is interpreted by Brussel convention and Lugano
convention,

The principle on which the CISG is based, characterizes the obligation
of payment as an obligation to be performed at the creditor's place of
business.

This principle affects the place of damage claims payable to be at the
creditor's that place, Payment at the place of business is required, but not
inside the place itself.

Key Words : The place of payment, Seller's place of business, Handing over
of goods or documents, UCP/URC, The rate of interest,

Jurisdiction, Brussel convention, Creditor's place




