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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Duty of Nonconformity Notification within a

Reasonable Period in Case of Breach of Contract for Goods

Eun-Bin Kim

According to the CISG, there are no special regulations for a reasonable period of time
among the obligations to notify the contractual suitability of the goods. As a result, many
disputes arise in ’notification within a reasonable period’ despite being the most important
treaty in practice in defining the obligation to notify nonconformities according to the
suitability of goods for each case. Regarding the interpretation of Article 39 of the CISG,
various judgments and arbitration decisions are being made in each country for a
reasonable period to notify that the goods are not suitable for the contract.There are
criticisms that these various views are too harsh on the buyer in the buyer’s obligation to
notify.It is important to create a unified principle because courts or arbitration agencies of
the Contracting States of this Convention interpret in various ways the reasonable period
of violation of the contract of goods stipulated in the Convention. Since most of the
international commodity trading transactions around the world are regulated by the CISG,
it is necessary to analyze and interpret cases in which this Convention is applied in court

or arbitral tribunal of each country to derive a unified principle.

Key Words : CISG, Breach of Contract, Conformity of goods, Duty to notify, Reasonable time



