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1) ”T’Jﬁ&/l Gol wjdateol & Lalo] WA (HFAME 7HE RS &3] EiEM
e HiE MY (remoteness of damage)d FA#SnE Ic}.)e o AR god otd =

JE{E#85% (assessment of damage) 9 A9+ FHER] gowd oA},

Ealuldalel el sl AN Aol st HEMEEEEYE (measure of damages)
of A4 v A (dad, 1979d JEF Y 50, 51F)7F Sle wtRd, 8%
71Eol gi7] miEel sl dda 4bgo] v ZEF ALx o a2y, 2 Ao &
dalrha ste] Ealu]del Kozt AREE 2 ohyn, o] wdles &g B

dulg)

ol wk9l 3 (general rule for measuring damages)d 2)8le] Fzeel #57Ee) JRHI) 2|38}
o Waele] HYRolol Fe Tt



24 hEREs 5% (2)

KRl A A FEo]ld (non-performance) 8.2 TF& A& Juldre A
¢k (breach of contract)® A& thFx vk, ALGAA AHe] AfLrt2
Aol Al o2 749 Bk (remedies) S HodtAl Hedl, o FANYdE
#HA Bl R #Fpte] A Ak iAol U
Aggel A AR FAH olde HTote REH R (specific
relief)2 9 HBEMME 2 FUKETE (restitution) 5 37FA F/HZ Yozt
Fejuete] R 527t 4oz AF-E o)gstA] o g wele AT Ao
ARl E stAl EE A WE Aty AAAE T AT BHETS A
A7 ¢ dvkn 7R T UrH(A389F A13). whekA ojuWd FF A Fd o
Az AU W et AT W8 2 AAY ffTE Hote #dE T
& A3, Gl AT FAo] FAolg S A X Y HE AYsne 9
Ax o 4 PATHR hatd 2 A7 U&E 2= d¥ste AL A
78 F71 A},
ol whato], HEAA = AlFNte Aol FA] Mo distd Ao & 2
AAH e #5-E Wate HEAE ATE & U ALE LHMAFA A AE Woln,
71e} Ao distde Aoz HERME (damages) S KT F U Holt.
(A7 |E& 2dz ddste dAYgLE A8 F e B9 ohvg Are o
€ 2 AAY #F5-5 Wt wEE AT £= fiv) 283 g9 ez )
e zME APAANA FEE FAVE HA Rabe AN, LiE At
Bl st Aol g 2 AAY FHE W3t #HAe 278 FoF U F
Aol Wgol A5 Ao 1 HENE oSt Wit o] HERfT &
aol, ofd] el &2FH f LY AFE 2RR 0|7 T e Aol ik
4ot}
FRER) JE7E 88§39 Ackeitd] daiAnt B E = tste] Eaude
RE AgARt thate] Q=T vhapa Aok wie] tigh ARAH FAPPHL &)
mgeletn @ 4= k. S Fudol ], Aok te] d Eafu)de Al

[s]

ol

3>

2)EAA FAZME WFEd 2% EFolge = (specific performance) ¥ #ibds
(injunction) ¥ Eimiko] o8t kAol 2)F(payment of agreed sum of money)©]

AT



(3] R ERT HERESY fE 25

fite] ofste] Fupgel AAR JAAUW S E FHoE HETFLEN FHd o}

o 5@ & FULeR a3 Aote) o HHNYD AT TAG A FolAl
AL BAog 49

Al ol9h e Ealulgel @t WA wAsolor & MES #E L AE
ERREES) RAREH S HEMREES BEMBEGENS HES IFAd)ne
oAk sk, o9l o] RS e ety vt

2 HFEHEES HE

Ealu el #stod 71 F23 EAE Widstdor & e WA EA T &, A
feirte] FALA = el Al ntge] Alolo] KHRBAR(causation)?t B £
thate] wjgstoiof stk o] 9o KARMGRE A9A AXFE AJAPL EAEG 4
et Rike AFEoldo] it o] Evl MHERRBMIR S Adstn AH(A
393&). #EHA AR AFwe Ao #stdes thd T8 HAE Joy, o
AR oA L HAE At ik

A7l Ealdel Wl #ete] WA FERE L FHEEY de WAL A
+ F, old#d EEMMEREIS BEMGEERS @3 UNGKvY 1388 vus)
Bz g

2-1 XKk 9 ‘Hadley v. Baxendaled] :H[

Anjef] oAl Eafjul el Heel #3F 2ELQA 2 Hadley v. BaxendaleAbdd
o] MFElE(the Court of Exchequer) ©do] &3l 1 71271 AFEHUE.6)

3) Robinson v. Harman(1848), 1 Ex. 850, 855, 154 Eng. Rep. 363, 365. . E.
Allan Farnworth, Contracts, Little, Brown & Company, 1990, P.839.

4) J. W. Carter, Breach of Contract, The Law Book Company Limited., 1984,
PP.448-454.

5)(1894), 9 Exch, 341, at p. 354.

6) A. G. Guest, Anson’s Law of Contract(¢]sF “Anson”el@t #t}), Clarendon



2% A 55% (4)

HadleyAtd ol o] &Eafjufi ol B3 M2 #HiFFFI& (expectation interest) WA
YRR E (special damages)E AR 3HA Fdhe AAA FE8HE AYn AAe
U, olAe] Hadleyfilo 2 WHEUY A2 o] &ut A AIGe] A4, @3l 3
A& bk Ava dh.8) thgel, HadleyAbdo e B 1 @RS FAHo2 4
3 B2 g,
(1) B4

o] AHY REBHIIGS BdF)e AR mEho] s o A&FFe] 7t
FEA ZA7) Aol A ARZIE ARE] A JEoRAM 2 did dAE5E
WG ZIAZ g $RANRE S, I 5 FEHAN #EEA s
o] o] Ane HudA FFS ALY HHE HFolgdes A 2 durt A
B3R AYdFads AWS 9 FAS Boldrh.add dmel gurd 2dlo &
Fol BHM A=A, deid S48 A dAZ [FE FAT AAHAAYE 2
Hz(dne e A% nEms 7t AR 47 W) dns F50 X dd
F90E o FdaA &L 4 Al

TN EAE A dart &5 AAE £Y TS FEo FHHA €& &

glernz At A& + AAW FlF o dsldq EHmAdE AFE + 3l

P2 a2 Ef(dE £ AUD o5 A)E EESIE R (too remote)?) A
et = JaLoA w2 Aol flvtn wASk T, 28la 2 RAo|F2A A A
Fgnte] A f-of wiAdstodol & &afe] e wiste] T 1op@E AWtz RE
AAA o 2 (naturally), & H99 @FEe IHd wek(according to the usual
course of things) BAeE Aoz F3, FelA (fairly and reasonably) 22 4}
A9 e 8, Ee ASE AEY dd FEAAVE 2 Adwre EHRW
(probable) #%z s Aoz Fezxor 34 ¢ e &g gt

Press, 1985, PP. 555-556. ' Farnworth, op. cit., P. 873-877.

7) Globe Refining Co. v. Landa Cotton Oil Co., 190 U. S 540(1903).

8) AT I, HEVNEKOFE, BHEUREHIRE, 1985, P. 400.

9) 7k& 7t7h& (proximate) A3 el thsiA et AAL A3, W(remote) ZAu}ol] thajr = A
2E AA o @dm A Am Atk T BAlE HmEe BRE ojdd £ A}
ER=



(5] BpEz el BRI IREMEES B 27

N

IR & 2 F FF 5IHE XFeltt) thdol, SEE ALY ofeiA A AZT
Ao 2 5E AFS durt dmeA g8 FoE2R FRAMbE 23S ¢dn
ARE widls 52 APE oM EmE EAste Ede A el HAR 2
EdE A4S dark A48 g4 P dole o 583 AP oRRH Ly
Edl e wlde] tidel HA getta A G
ot B gloiAE 4L H5o] AdE FUdHF o FHHA ¥& F AN
) ARFAAe AVFEEEC] e Aol @flel=
2 Bl EEe IS EAR AL ovr, E () dAZHAF0 e SEE
e HadA gHAA gerz R diddel HA fgetin BAE
123
(2) o] #AdA FHARD A
o] #AM FHEAY HAL oA A8E Hig Fo], () "8t B2 A%
o2 RE AAdHoR, & o] wEC B wet LA AR RIE, AHAY
o2 AAE £ Jdv &9, B (V) AgAAA FBAAE 2 fRte] FRE
HEE Aegd Aelga FAoR 259 ¢ e & dhdte) e
Ragithe ot 2z, 99 (v)o 42 543 AR dste A5
olth, thAl Wl ()& @S HEA # AoH, (L) BERE)T HE,
B3 Abgel #& Aotk ()3 (v) Atoj9] "HE"E "EE, H'9 gujojn

oz 93l WAG £l (7

2

b

o) dstel WlgALde PRV Zolnl, BY "HIEM HH HRH
A Qo E AGH vz YAYRE Ao FUHe=m
el AMAy BR, BATHEME 71Tz 48 AL FIBE o] fE& BRATHE
olg}i: 3}

(3) 538 Aol thad HUewsE;
ol #re A2 s vEY KbERER ol HERRRMER sHg

10) HadleyAl o)A 8 & Ao osted gt €3 93d 2992 BA= 3z e

1t} Hammond & Co. v. Bussey(1887), 20 Q.B.D. 79, 89, C. AAIAdNE 23
o U (B e AR 2lgk &ald] o WE)e dAzA AFE g B2 gow
obrlm | o F AW ALE IFHE Aoz AA4dvn dan gl




28 et #5458 (6]

o g g gley, ot dvkal Has] v AL 5Es A S deAY B &
T AReTtel i wee] KRRl F, dSHAY oA FEAHAAL
olde Aksnte] KEE O VELR e d WEtd, HadleyAzlel WAdAM &
AGAAY Kphe 2 7[R 43 o). o] BEE AGANEY KEE 1 VFe

2 4e ol R E T ek B AR S SthE, A AG9iEte Ao delA
o &l el BT FEHIMKRE BE 2 Aol duEAR Ran, o]HF o]
& Wgdve AL v B3] diolth ga g

(4) HadleyAtzdel gkl &a @A

(7}) HadleyAtzde] HLERIGER S #HF)L1D SHE Aol fle Al
o] el I (Bl met ojufdt &t G eIl B OAHE AR o
e S dAdon Azt oo & ARIbE B FEAY A @
g . dAdd, AFAdde2RE AFAE Yo, 1 £HE AR 3
Foll wiEgle] de 4 UAQ o5 A tiste uwgstA gew <tEErt
gk 2782 #iBIE FIAEsI 2 3t
el & AR Ao, Aol old Aol BiES WAstR e, W4lel 2 3
= 4% 498 AEH A o] 459 EWY AFE wusgs o 859 7}
A o] ZFHIY, 2 EFo] 1 AWeA @EEMNCE vvigln Y A Hde i
7 B8 7IAE vdehlla vt & 4 o EEMAEEE(Sale of Goods
Act, 1979) A|50x A3 wul&EFS] FEMd g St ez " Bl
et o]&& 4 e wiHgel Ae Afde Edudde 99 AgrEgn P
olol A2 M(FHEAZ FFe] gy Wolle FHS ALSAAS W) HE &
IFEeke] Adom digstool & Zoltkgta st gleH, viEle] Al
obd Afole o 7ol 2z gEsitt. 2wy, vEee] A Afde 98
T AAY o5 FAE ExA 2o ¢rdn) .

&8, HBYEPEAC) AFAE A Ao B Thomson(W.C.) Ltd. v.
Robinson(Gunmakers), Ltd., A2 e Sne dnziE oy

Vanguard 1 §3el 8¢ ARSAT. A5 AHERS A2 9 ste] 4

11) Anson, op. cit., PP. 559-563.
12) (1955) Ch. 177.



(7) Rz e] R RS e 29

A ANeBR AFaAdRle o3g FFAYoH Qe AoZ Hol Ut
e Azt FEE AdSAY AFAE A AHEEAREAIA Doy,
e thg gz oateq d& F UNUD o5 FHFATE o FE s
o thatel EaEe AN e dAH wF F2EENUY 502 399
T3 RS dus AEaE =i wEsig oy, & addA dnd
TE e O AFae WiES AR AR Ateldle Aolrt YlE 7iHdd 4
1E AHM HERETS 378 5 U2 ¥olgda FEsAh. 22U, Hee o
FRE WHsta, dIEFMNE 1L AT ek e2A BdoAM e dA
Vanguard#h& 28] Fg°] 8% J3snsien, 2= fndAE Vanguardzt
FAL APt 1d Fo] EU07] W&ol 2 vl o3t A& F UNE o5
o A Wt Eafude g i MAET F, o Beele o

T AN o] 59 Fdo] EE &g g AHolrt,

olo ¥tele] Charter v. SullivanAld13)dld s a7t digsir12 stgd AEa
OHE AbglAl €A widE + e AHd A Atdeldtt. &, durt $3
AZHIYD A= AAZ 104 oldld & AlgolA mA=HAD B s}
HEHEEAR dae LHE HERME T 37T £ 9 FAH3.

(M) HadleyAtz1 o] H2iE:0) (53 Abglol o3k )14 A3 Folo] B
g ARPYE B O 5 AS st dskert B 4 & AMertY 9537
AT, of Hol g Bl E AHEIE @}

Victoria Laundry (Windor), Ltd, v. Newman Industries, Ltd. AFz115)e]X
T A" % R Anrt o AdE &) 95t oldEn o & rRdeE
sz st AGe Adstn, JEHMES 69 5dollth. 2YH Vne
Az B g o|5E we 2 57t EHJYY] W2 bl d=EA F
sta, dAR d=std A2 1149 8deldnt. Bue dme ddo] FAUNE
a5 ldem, Ak A M FEE EAdEE At shed 3wl Abg
718 ddstn sdvhe Zde 43 I dae A e dsid dg #

o rir

£

tlo

13)(1957) 2 Q. B. 117.
14)Ibid., P. 564.
15)(1949) 2 K. B. 528.

a
>
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AAE o] 5o A (1R 169229 Rig) £ EFLHLENH FES e 7 3
Aotd 5¥3 g2l e PeBiyel] ot A& 4 UAUD 5HE o) 59 A (LEM
262929 R ol thgk el S FTsAo.

Mg (1) 94 Ane dno J93% fae Edefd hg A& ALY ¢
e g gtk AM 2 AAARAZRAARA Y AR v]Fo] FlEE A A5 o
Aol ol 5o Aol AT AL JAGTdE AAHY, (L) g, #
FhoRRE 5W3 f2d A4FEY Mol ddTe AME ot ¢A %Y
| W&ol o A g 5EE o|59 FHd distele SMdE H7E
F flovy, g daME BEe o5 Ade vetde Fd (1AL F5AY
Fdolg} svigtm)E AFse AL FHIRE SHuFAS APAT7] At
Official Referee (fh#UE) A #%:%8li . 16)

#le HadleyAhd el A1E A A283e BRAWHMES 24ddd 3lox &3
H1 dvke A& vetda vk &, Ayl oM HFS] EWEM (remoteness)
AE Aiste duky 71EL dAZMEAdeIH, o dWHA JlEe] 4 sz
AARe] A4 (kndwledge)®l F/el wet HadleyAzlel A1 A3 A2
HHoz FHE Aoty Asquith#lFe A1YAF A2 A wHEAY R A3t

r

~
0
Y
ot

CARsRke 2 QlFt el dAH oz LAY &) UM AGAAA ) A
okuke] Aylg s LAY Ac=m Fyygozr oAE 4 AU (reasonably
foreseeable) F-¥-o @At AFAZBA A Foo] 2f3 S BA AHE + 3l
A7t Ade AAA ] 4P Be AR ARGl A e A4
o oste AR €],

aowel BARE A3 e Adde 27k FR7F Qv 2 dve, BARATE
I A% EigEE A4 (imputed knowledge)olth. EE AR A
AZro = A o] @H e el oA AkgRto R st A7l &7t FA
A7 ¢ U Aoz bFHT). ofgjg UFHe A2 ANzl @4
Aoz 7Hn dAeske ofe #ARel 27k An dATn BEHE

H
2
L,
>~
>
:
2
>
>
w
o]
c.
=
=
iy
B
N
N
ok
i
oY

£ HadleyAlze HAS restate(Fk)3tE @
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(assumed) A 2ot} HadleyAtz19] A 1HE & o]AE ez & o,
AR 7HA R e AA shedl = oo AHe 843 A4"(actual
knowledge)eltt. oJw g Afsinte] wHe ALEOE tf & & 24T Ao
2t & S 43 e ASdE A2wHo) AgHol nrk ¥ & £ ol
ato] wjdstodof &} "IT)

2-2 BEIEER B3 UNMR.ES 5] e

(1) —xIHy
Wty 742w Sala)de] Held @3 dutdHR S g3t Ze] A vt

Damages for breach of contract by one party consist of a sum equal to
the loss, including loss of profit, suffered by the other party as a
consequence of the breach. Such damages may not exceed the loss which
the party in breach foresaw or ought to have foreseen at the time of the
conclusion df the contract, in the light of the facts and matters of
which he then knew or ought to have known, as a possible consequence
of the breach of contract(BALA} Aol AlAntel] thet St A3 & 3l
T ol dHE xFst] 2 9o A3 Aol Y& 4T FFE FYen
gk O S AlFRtE 3 FARTE AFAEA A EAAY B gghofok
™ A 9 Abgel) w o] At mRE LA ¢ gle AARA AGAE
Alel e dstAAY e daisiiolofr K &de 238 ¢ glv)

o gl B vieh o], dgalate] Aksinte] dig ESapde] gL "d
= 7 UG oY FHE EIete] o ke A Aol AUW 43 ZA2
Ao sha THT4x 130). vhik, old Eajuidte] 2 "HRtE 3 FARAIE
Ak AA o] AEAY e kool sA™ AR B AL H[Fo] AWt w
T AE = 3l AREA AFNAA dHSAAY Ee dAsgook 3
g EdE 298 S vk (742 230).

17) ERAT—8E, 3k, HMERIE, 1990, pp. 412-413.



32 3B eit 54 (10]

e Mzl Ee o] Akt Ui HKE A7ste s 2A W=l
T vlgRle] o7t oA EA olYsitie HEA FEROE 278t Jden, ¢
AR, Bk 9 ARME(e1 8k ANt FHEM B & BAE AR &
T Q452 19, 61% 13).18) o|gkzdo] Aosjute] hgt FAE 78t 84
oz2A AgArE & ZAAE ARES BAR AR geve A 2 456%
18652 199 XF A& Fi AUtk &, K 452 13652 1¥)& FH
ANA “If the seller(buyer) fails to perform any of his obligations under
the contract and this Convention, the buyer(seller) may ...... (el =0 (v
ol A mE o] 2o A3 oL o FE o|FP3A oG Agde, W
Az e ... & ¢ Aty SR Aok Five o XFd ot AE
Al BN LY gsihik, & AFEY oFE oldsA e TAAE KE EE
Bkol gl &, &dlMdAe] fivke A E WA dvedd Fuge ot
k. BREEFEA ("negligence” principle)-& AE3tan e A Ul A A
Me o] do] Betn, EHET AHd] o2ty dv, E tE dF FuUEA
AdAe o 41L& WHstn ot IAFHe] A #H—hes APl sleiA o
sho] vhgdk o] kAl A2 JHEHA o= shE HESHA dEgdves AL
W FestW, S Rive BARR FREMES EAMA g Aye A9
T} 19) o] ol #Adtole oz Ko EEFHH AN =A o] dojd FEiwrt 89
Arka gzgict 20

AR E, ki T4z HERERS HEhike disiAw wAEstn v zEu,
of AW AR RE EHaul AN a1e thEI o] M 7 dUrh

rlo
olr
R

18) arepfneg, (WFIEs, BIMEEE, HFHERE, 1993, P. 235,

19) John O. Honnold, Uniform Law for International Sales under the 1980
United nations Convention, Kluwer law and Taxation Publishers, 1982, P.
277.

20) Rabel& "WAFEEI("fault” principle)d n#3 £E3F dode 2 B o]&& A
At glernz Hi—thdHe E#HER(straight-lined rulesie] Z stz (A
Specimen of Comparative Law: The Main Remedies for the Seller’s Breach of
Warranty, 22 Revista Jur. Univ. of P. R. 167, 180-188 (1953)) : Zweiger
IERAHEREET (damage liability without fault)2 £d¥3le 2eddn @xg
= FAFGAYA vstede 2ot vl FAs} "n AHstn Jth(Zweiger, Aspects of
German Law of Sale, in Comp. Sales (I. C. L. Q.) 1, 3-4.).
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%, () LA A Aol glE A (v) Aol &8E AUS A (v)
o]l A2 Edle Bl Alkinte] ARE BASAS A (AFAR &3 Ao
o FEH RRBFRT & A) T 37k oG,

(2) EFMEES #HE (BRTHENE (foreseeability))

Oh) FEEARFR(FEE) g e 4L £ AW oS Edate] A %)
dhel A3 el AW &l 2 FYo T (T4R 18). T o] MM AF
Hi e S Ealld 22 9 (a sum equal to the loss) 22X 4
HE ovldrt
ety 74z 130 Sy ZlEold ke &dulde Hd #3d 1EE Ve
We AozA Aksgnte] el whek Alofo] jEkatA olPHATA A slA 2
BAA A TLE ANE GRIA & Evhe A& BFE] stn U2 F, A
= AAsA Fokd JA kS Sale W (ERAES BEHE) B ol
T AA" ol BATFIES HEEC] A Ho) Ut

(W) ‘R argetEe] o kR ("foreseeability” limitation) ol A w3
Eau) g ibg el B3 7|2 AF o distd e F23F A Fo] £ Ut F, &g
o] A2 AN R GAATE AFAAA ] dAAY BE Dokolol FAH
A g AR M Fo] AlRgRto 2 RE WAL = e AHARAM AFAZA
AAAYT e dAgdolel st &8 dE 29 ¢ flrH (742 230).
BREAEECIAY 5% (unpredictable consequential damages)dl] thalad& uj
FRTE 83t Gevhe HIEWH L L@k (common law) R It ME
SolA £ 1854 Hadley v. BaxendaleAlzde] %4 olglz =0l $to
M22), O ghe]  AlA FR ERRAAE dutd oz QI Y. KB Hi—iHEk
#(U. C. C)& ¥2 Hadleyrtdd A%< iz Aests Ao &, wi$lo)
Ay BdAsE EFE FHT Aol = AgetezRE FEMOR

m\o 12

21) &y 74x 19783 {F40FZE 70x=9 #oew, T ULIS 829 ul$ fAbsic},
Secretariat commentary on the 1978 Draft, Art. 70, para. 3, O. R. Docv.
Hist. 449. (¥R, (LFIER, RTBE, P.2369A4 HI5IH): G. Treitel, "Remedies
for Breach of Contract.” in International Encyclopedia of Comparative Law,

Vol. 7. Ch. 16 The Hague: Mouton: Tiibingen: Mohr, 1976.
22) Farnworth, op. cit., PP. 876-877.
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WA 3k A% (the loss resulting in the ordinary course of events from the
seller’s breach ....)" 2t st It (A2-714% 1¥). & U.C.C.& "<l
A KgERY fAEet MM A% (incidental and consequential damages)®] Wi/
AFA% H8sta gt ok, o] Af9 WHF e Ky 7429 HAE BE
AReiEe) A o] A2-715F 2¥2dd) oo FFEE Wl I
BAEREME o8 A ZFAEEY] JFE L2 AR & delA de &
deolty, Eg RIEZ e 2@ Aswte] oid A fole &g BAE
AfAAA A dAFAAY Ee A7 AW Sz dFstn AT (1150%).
HAAZ Hadleyrtdel 9t & olghzde Zgxike] Bfifo] Fuz Hilen, 3
o] Ebrol mhaike] S RHAARY e JEAHCE #AYY dHew
Ho gr}.24)

olgtze] A EIIFHAYT &dfo] et e WA TE sl &oA oyttt 9
& REES ZFadk olfdE AA FL ERRAM diHoER AAH 3t
a2y, ol2fg HATtEAd oF AgE o ez Fastertdd dstde
2 Ao gkttt mEET HAKS @E TAste S Mds dFem
g, 593 Aol ot HAZ &= FARIIL oA FEAE Aol didtd e
WA TE F&sln o (FERY 393%, dEWY 416 ), d7e HR(5E
ARZE e Y @ AR (AFABAIRJD} e AFEolgAIAN) A
st Hai7b vrolA ok, B Ede] EAo] mEY EAMS A A2E2ZA 4
A=AFE 8d@vhe &l AMfrhR2s) 7 Xl 29 Restatement26)9] Y=
ATk I =dol glojA ek o] et A glo AT & F UNE A E 7]
22 sto] HERRRGRY HAE HEste A2 E v tE dHes, BEY
AAY HEA Shd3} o] ARG Rike] ESaulidel Mool &3 73 (3

g

23) (2) Consequential damages resulting from the seller’s breach include
(a) any loss resulting from general or particular requirements and needs of

which the seller at the time of contracting had reason to know and which
could not reasonably be prevented by cover or otherwise, ....

24) Honnold, op. cit., pp. 410-411: Treitel, op, cit., § 83.

25)Konfos v. Czarnikow, Ltd. (The Heron II), (1967) 3 All E. R. 686 (H. L.):
LA, BIBE, P. 427 o8} KT %, RifEE, 1985, P. 404 °l3 =,

26)Restatement, Second, Contracts § 351 (1).



(13) Eiszie) RS RS B 35

SRR 393%, dBRY 416x)9 WES FXANHD ste A s, dA
Vel e AHERRRMGRY TAE 98 shue ahgtn & £ QY
olehgto]l Zh=el ik, s 2 BH o FWWol nEF Ao|F Holm gle X
g oAl fivel EIREMY KA 2A 0 AFAHE XYY fstde 2 £ 4
A7V5Ae 71EE Eduddg e AdezA oud dHz Estn sl =
dzel £, oA A7, <A #HiEM ¢ Ay HER 5o FAl st 7}
T @ HESA FFse Aol uEHI gy ANME oy EAd st
o i oW B=E Hstn Jerts HES ZuA @

(a) m—gb fhilpRAkEE ety 7T4ze & HAE Adste
7o 2A dAazteded A Ak AFstm Yok, el Zae g Rl
Eahldel WS AFE7] et AMEsta Qe #HEREAD, JPEHS Y
Eale] T, EEIRES FPEEY 7, HERERR 52 fulkezes BAH
A oy gty E Bl BF o sted AR BN EEEED A% &8 Fo
AR HE tiste e 54 3327 MRS FEuldote edd wiAsm 9l
o}, iy HHEC didtels wiAlSkA] ¥a Jloenz My HEVE dArsslgd
AEA @, A4 742 ol A EAME & UT}.2D

(b) #RESl Efue)l K HEES JddstAAT B drAse]of
& fhae AGARNE & ARt Y BdRAER He 3 3
A AGFAAA ] AkAY HE Ggtolol sid  HE B BT, whEkA
Akt & FAMAY] oA Mg Rhe] o ]Eo] vk, o, AR R RA Q] Al
2l AbgollE “dskelok AF W o] THEHW, ® U s ol ARUA Aol ¥
fgE2 AAd gdoidE AFANE & FAAY A g FAR AE AR BA
TS 7102 @ wo] A9 Xojrt AVIA &g Aol
WATRER. Al flETIFERe Al A A otk by AgAE Fo dEEHAA
AR aze]l AgAAA ] ARUAY dstholok IR Abgol ohd &, Ak
RS AR g Sl EAo tistd e JIFS AR ofFr} 28)

(c) B HR dzel i HEFoIT. iy 74z 1R (R

27) SR (I IE S, FiRE, PP. 237-240 Fz.
28)Ibid.
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X)) Damages ....consist of a sum equal to the loss"2 XE@3st3 glowH,
Gl 230& "Such damages may not exceed the loss"® E@SIT glo] o<
o] 297 e A/ BEA = BE8eA] olYsitt, ey, 130 F
A( a sum)olgte &0l 5 AMEsta Qe AL SHEHES 984S B9E3 siasy
AUA o, oA e 239 FENE & sAstdol & Flojrh, =
TAFE EXY 1T 2wdle RF EEE AFEMHEH(dommages-intérets) ol
™, 2739 gdte fos #HE(perte) 2 FA O UH.29

(3) iyl MrrE 7A-fol oAl EEREFGE AT 4l
Eafjul el B3 IS TSR e 742 RiGERS FEE JtEA €n
A4Hrt, oo it 75% 9 76T EFulmMAIGE HAGF TAAN FFE F
A Edfulddel Ao #d A=A Wye st . AYS aAste i
eyl Afe (1) wiEde] EEFS 5lEIA olstAY Ee A4 Bt e
EEE GlES o (v) miglel EFHFE AFEA ob & wolrt. ol @ A+
of HEEFES dAA Aol AAHASTSE FATEA AFde oFEF
B Hojgd & AT(E#y 26%, 81&). =, A%o| A€ o|Fod& Aoz ¢
o HE 4L vede EFS Zii(accept)® o FE flow, oW &4
(receive) Bt EEF& vEolA d&Estodof g}, aga FJPE L W=dL
BES vigdelA A= 957t glrh.30)
T, 752 AYe] fAE Fo EEKIT A Bt J&EH, 76xE
Aol Al E ol MBI BAAA G Afol GAEFA BHEN Ue FF
of A&dtt urt, 75x Ex 7627t A& e Bl 74x9 ALl MAlHe A
& oM, 75% E& 76%dd oste FHEH = Y oo &t e 4
e BAbAbe 74z A& Sl E Fpd 4 U F, 75% B 76k A%
o] dlAlE YA A Sl T4xE REFo 2N HEREHFESN B3I FAAY
RS AaA7E e X9 A elt.3D

o

29) 1bid., P. 241( BIANCA-BONNEL,541(V. KNAPP), A<l4)

30) FokrE, UNBREainM L AEREREY NET REURGME, R R, BRYaE
Hizgo] #3 UNHp#yLel A8, 1991, PP. 294-320 fiik(elst "k Btk ol
2 &)], P 294 : Honnold, op. cit., P.412.

31) GEFHIER, (UFIES, BiRZE, P.241(Secretariat Commentary on the 1978 Draft,
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b LI BAA Ao HEE  vjuiAck] SA” Hele o)
2ole AgARRE KBRS FUeR, R A3AA BES e A%
b g, o) A%de RE wmpEd 22d zdoz A @ & 9.
9l e el sloldel AAe) ERolth oL w2 Aok
A% QAW S A ST qael B Busth 2y, [AfEse o
FF B olRo] A & gonz YAANYG AAB AGRY 2 g &
Audos FPeE AL AP et 1 Yol HE qAANE QP &
P4Ql Ade] #AHA Fow rhTh WA e T5RE © Akl HAR B
o elAel M 2 Aokl F FelA Akl Wgelol AMES FRekAY
e uEge] 2ES UE Az e foe auMde FTeE GARE
RkAET gAAR QoiNe KeTe EES BTE 4+ e AR 2, o
Lol 71 oael st e delE T4ze) AnthAd od £ T 4
sle Aoz st Aok o Agd Ssudel FPAI SES BE BE WK
2 g2g B Q.8
REEgoE Selde Moz oRohtn ¥ 4 V] datde T A% o
N geHez ssd WA HEEEel 93 WA i RIMEE 9@ A%
o) 790] o]RAW 797t ohym etk WS 75z olato] fmkskele] %
B dMdeR AT 4 e ASE 1wel MR F s szhiel B
A gAAR FAAG. 1 o9le] AeE 7624 dta YHHoR W ¢
oM WEEs 7)Ee) W}, fiEkkE AdAow wRwe BAR A58 4 9
oo, BEQ WEA, S EA ogalr], AFEd 5o YN BRI FY
= glou, oA, el FOBHY telel daAANs CIRfErT
2o Agoe MEMMS Bl AME Atzlel wae] AL 2Ho e

[
B
k2

7529 Aol @ B oldel Eavk e ol T4xe TR T Sy
He AR 5 QbU, T BN dE A TEAY BF WM EE U
# 2

Eo] 1L gote] 228 MMWEACL TR EATHG) EEL AR

Art. 70, para. 1, O.R. 59, Docv. Hist. 449. FE5|H)
32) Honnold, op. cit., PP.412-413: [LEHHIMH, IUFIEL, BHBE, P.242,
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Aeoz st dAd FHa 53 433
TreitelziZol ©J3td, $4olA £ nie} Zo] BN HEE 7|22 39 AF3e
HEREESEY A4 BH( “concrete” method based on actual loss)2 T
BERS 7122 st Mgy HaE k([ "abstract” measurement based on
market price(fffy 763%))FH= TFEHATGR I, ol 9} & FAA AFHHe
ZFz, 5Y, 292 JE B8 EfEfldlA A9t dvn #r.ed
HB WAERE(1979) e Ky 75% &&ste Aol flom, old 7 24
g Ao EAM Rekes A %3 HEA(unpaid seller)®l ¥ E A5
s AASE M-S Fi U Eovh36) I, KE HwEiE AgHtez A
& HEEFEEZL dAANA Y3t g FFE £ U=F dtn Ao, E Hi
HiEe viEQlel ok HEH AS-(A2-7062)% vl o3 HEAS 7
F(A2-7122) e #oted ZkzF mrE pAgsta lem 37 ol T TAL fFEY]
Mol Fuzh Aot
(W) REEHERIE AaiAA] Fgd A% HEHR B T6ze Aol

AAE Gl EMAAE Asts BARAIE 752 AT dAAHNE dBeiA] &
skeml, E I BF BHMEZF e A oMo HERMEREY HEd @
otk FHEZE e EFol Al EAREN Afde dAAHN A= Aol
EEoltt. 28y, dAARE g ez o|Fod Fu, 53] k¥ AL

T olx g Aok fpiEe] e YREAHoR BEJ(% JHE Hie A B

{o

33) Ibid., P.243 (Secretariat Commentary on the 1978 Draft, Art. 71, para. 4,
3.9, 0. R. 60, DOCV, HIST, 450. B5lH).

34) Treitel, Remedies § 69.

3p) i, BISE BEER, =%k, 1994, P.120 3=,

36) Honnold, op, cit., P.413: k%, Bz, P.295.

37) Ibid. X
U.C.C. Section 2-706. Seller’'s Resale Including Contract for Resale

(1) Under the conditions stated in Section 703 on seller’s remedies, the

seller may resell the goods concerned or the undelivered balance therof. Where
the resale is made in good faith and in acommerciary reasonable manner the
seller may recover the difference between the resale price and the contract
price together with any incidental damages allowed under the provisions of
this Article(Section 2-710). but less expenses saved in consequence of the
buyer  breach.



(17) milsRie) SRS MERGURY) e 39

oz AgafAe A3 A HAAR FHHErt = dAAHS ARt 3
tete o= o] o ARG =7E SFste 2ol 2T M vk wwt ofy
e EAAE & FAAL 4o miEHRE Wt A7) W& o= Hol HAE A
oo AANANE BT 5 R ASE AL & Uk o9 2 A% oy
AAG dAAN7 gadd Aeexd BAS fdstyn I, 2o B
k. 7629 AR e vt olgd BAld digdteied vk WA o= At
A Alke] FERANIE 53T + g 2= TFHY, dAAN AR

B HHEE 7528 QA% 2FA 2 AE 7627 AFUHI  fUEEK
AAAA R A BTE S UE WEHES LOREI FiRREe] 5104 ]
WSkl el RH M (762 19 1%), #3M4E BTeke PAAI} BES

G Foll AekE Al S Wolle FEREel lolx el KiE el EEE 51
st wel gloiM e KHEZF A8ETHER 58 230). 7N KEE ¥ "BE
o BlE7y dajglolor & Fhel glolMe eIl EEolvh(76x 2% 130). F
el EfES AW ERd-E 88k oyt RIEMSHKEY EASE
Aeole 2Rl Hheel EREe Fad HF ek uele & fled,
A= B8l i ol FEHo A BT 2 EY 52 T L
Hixe] 2 =A Foml Jddunt. EFo 51/t AsiAlolor & Fao) HEI fle
Agde FelAer fEs Fag e ¢ e uE Fad oA NFE

2 YUE g oy, o] Fgole o rtAAR e EERAL Aozt AAsA m
REATHEE 230). E 7632 2% 7Y o9 a7t 3le wolle T4z 95t

Aol Al B wpshol, fimgsksl BaAA kW Ao MEE ol YolME
KfE (current price)7t 5838 ovl & 714 A, gy AVME 7429 M
AR BEE ARsY] ¢ J1Ee] He KA SE AESVE .

(a) WRfHS] SuERERS AckAto R g A3 FAA} EF

38) gy, \LWFIES, FiiHE, PP.243-244 (Secretariat Commentary on the 1978
Draft, Art 72, paras. 2, 3, O. R. 60-61, BIANCA=BONNEL, 554 (V. Knapp)
FolH.

39) Ibid., (Sccretariat Commentary on the 1978 Draft, Art. 72, para 6, O. R.
61., DOCV. HIST. 451 MHIR).
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o 5l Al ¥ SlER AGE Al Ardle RiMERES] ReE(the current
price at the time of avoidance)& 712Z 3o ¢ go] AFATt (762 13).
ol 9} o] "RiufErxES] FHME VY AEHe A% thed Zr. (1) d4EHe #i
X (anticipatory breach) 22 <late] Aofe] sjAld A4 (v) wjFlo] EFL
BLERT =X DIER Had ATk G (e A d REsomikEmzas, 42
0 EHKBARS 8tA %2 o) wWEd] mjmcle]l AFS AT W (=) wjFde]
Aze Bt e BEEY AZE A-RTH A4 AgE A A Sl
aey, 76x 19 2%°] A&HE A (EAdE ATste AR S b
gt ol Aok A B, dhd wiglo] BEFE AMESte T EF9 A7
g Byt dERd o F)ole HEHY HEe BRI EES V122 A of
Ygith, o] A9 migde] BEFS RS Wl RES 7228 &390
ARErh o] 739 AAE wiFdel EFY mWifH(market price)7} dtehd Fof
Aks Aoz iz Hlgow Hfiste As WA A= qUrt.40
7630l -&ste #H—mmEHe 8L A2—708% 1 (HEE 7IEL& 3 W=
Ao HEFH) T AM2-TI32(HEE 7IEo2 & wiele] #HEH) oY, WiEs 27t
A AdA vh2n}, &, H-mmkilel A sieY S A S AR MY mEE
BEE9 TIERE Ve sim, wedde &ade Y e WiEs viadlol
AGATAE S AskE WE 7IFo Svh. ARt ZARAZE BATHIETC JEAT
{B#i(anticipatory repudiation)s ®}al, ERESES BATHE|N #HEERE)
Sl 4 AT E oW, Homki e diEe A gARIE oldriA e oA
& U2 WE VEe R gt 4D
(b) WefEe] FiEGHT iy 76x 28 "EFS s daA

ojo} 8 Ado) QojAel FELAQ 1B (the price at the place where delivery
of goods should have been made.)"& FEZE I} 48t Uh, 7|14 &
F9 lEsE Aeiolol & FAE 31X (GIEHN4D I ¢ste] Pzt o F-&<]

BIfRE R SlolAl "BliEZE @sidolor & L= wmiFddA g5yl Hatd B

40) Honnold, op, cit., PP. 414-415 : k%, BizRoL, PP.298-299.
41) Ibid.
49) Honnold, op, cit.. P. 208 o3} F=x,
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TS FLERANA SlEste FALE T o] F2E KRS 7EHEE ste W
de vl EATEM fv ivERoeR A3td nixdlo] #ifES A ol
vl wimQle] TisEEREE HaEskel slolA Hst. FE, wigle]l EFS =%
2 A T EES AN ARG BrAIYS AT A de wigde] njzdd
el HREIES 7122 Edde dsdrte AL T FAd FHAG
th oEs] gitEe A Aekteg A% s gAbAtE 2o 75%0 3 o
AAY, & HEA T HEHS Fo2H o83 FAESE vidd WA 4 3l
t} 43)

A, H-RRE i T4z 239 Aeste RS 53 vk &, A2-708%
(RiEAQ MmE) et A2-713Z2(HZAY BE)= Hive #3833 viagd & e W
B (market price)®] 938& F43n Yot A2-713%= HiEs EFATY F4
EE ok BEFY =& L YR Bldl(revocation of acceptance) ¥ v
o] B¥ S AR ASde EF =FdFae 744 osto ARdvn 45t
3ok zEy, CddEE BITERS Atde EFATY Fie wiedde] dAE
< FUstAl geod E wgTe Ay da2d. ® okt A2-708% 13439
EEATY A2E VIFoR e A2 FIAE 92 dxddAe EdYsA 4

&

(h) ey 7529 76329 E#E B FALAL b 752 2% Al A

o2 76x9 ME(current price) T THHLMER

(market price)e] Jize] A &2 Wolt}, el 7629 MEGHSHER) FXL &

2 S FAAsY 1520 o BEA L HEHS SR &L B st A4

g, o] FRe FHAx &dudde Aol sleiMel HEAHE FAste B4l
Wi EAbe] HEFRE S R skab=] et 45)

7520 wel fEde] Slelo]l £a9E ARE & AE ASE oA AAAA)

el Wy 9 AlekalAl F el 1z olel” HExl S| FgHEct %

o Falgaael dAAUSL o) 2AE %EA Rae ASelE 7629 WEA

43) Honnold, op, cit., P. 414,
44) Ibid.
45) Ibid. #h— gk o Mol wigsii FP=o) oA &,
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n)
tlo
N
N

Aol ofste] Eajde AFE F Ut o] AL Tk A FAAIL 7529 & ZA]
F7] A% =¥ skA ¥dvta stelate HERETRES Sd8 dddta &

olf §7) o]t} 48

75z % 76T | GAAIL T4z ot W A3eE F Sy 2 o3 &3
(any further damages recoverable under Article 74)”, & Alf$ivte Ax g
ARG o]eo) FAHE I BE £ E LS £ dda A3 U
EQle] £EmE wedel BITEME Aste WiEE $ Jon, T vigelel ¥
22 e FEMY TE€ Mzl og3tA G-z vigle yibgre] i
g 4 vk ol @ Agel i QA FEHo R Qstd &I E YA Hed,
olell Matede 75x F T6&AE ofF¥ HFEHEC] fltt. olH& EAE =
AAAEE dH3] HBEHAL UE FET £ e A e vFde] tE A
BA=RE 29 AAAE LS F e Avde TAA ol @) I,
ol Tt & An B, Aggute At £48& FRE 4 Jdon, T o
B AN &4 BEFvHEY HFol A gAY Ee A9 fle A= A
7 £8lE FEY o= Aok 756% 2 76329 IH B bo2E vz ogd &
ol & #E A AW wmE AF vk v, KBS et FHEle &3
o daiMz w3 TE AR dvta A} 4D

o
¥

3-1 M et

RAAZE A Goll Asiute] Aol EdMGosd 4R FAe AFH

A & st gle AUt JdoH, oldd Felde HMEFHMEEY #BE

46) 1bid., P. 416.
47) Tbid. . Treitel, Remedies, §104 ; #i—ifiEl A2-708% 238,
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(liquidated damages)¥ #E#4:(penalty)®l #%E S 27FN7F stk kbRl
&ote 7 REAAME Eamdde) o5 fg33 4 #3354 A RE
3982). #EEEAAME old A&ste A=rt o, KEEELY aRHde A
Apol7b dk. A7 M EIFREZKY ERI Rdste] 58] ko HEMRER
o BeEd EHE BT HHELY EAFHES Ay Bn ).
REFREEY BES A7 Ags fd oo 24 & dE v Feld
olste] A gk A g-olth, o] Afele AAR AloFsinte] glod, I ZAAE K
ol F dF dFs A F2, T Fd& 2R FTE F AT FEHEER
BuEd e ddHoEr AT Y wiAE] feke #E, & RKIESR
(genuinely) "] HEZ (pre-estimate) wolvh. o|¢} & MAAHBERHES
B HEES Ad AoRA BBZGAN ol ' £ e HIEY st
olell whahed, EFIES AFHnte] o] BT St BAIGC] 1 el o
g giko2A AR FY(BE dAY &IHE q¥HE g9 BoxE § B2 F
M & AFT A(a payment of money stipulated as in terrorem of the
contract-breaker)49Z Fe|d A g-oir}. o9} Fo] FAE o EHI H4AE @
2ek,  HiET  #WiAM(compensatory)Hl Hbete],  #hEE BMED,  REEIR
(punitive) HHE& 953 3
Wige A48 detde EEmpk EfRe Hgd 2 888 agE JdF Ao,
WAk ERe AL A%Y oS sl dstd fEEAG FelER §ort
Fota stelge Alkente] e Aol HEROl HFA FESA oY & B
S agdte AL RO FAolez adaE 1 g9E AT FE x4
2 O3S Elo] ok WA TS #88Arh.50 aEla o] File 187519
Tmd bt #rsEk kel B ol flEkel oste oW Wiy-E EEE &

fac)

ull
2

2,

48) Wallis v. Smith(1882), 21 Ch. D. 243, 267, C. A.

49) A. G. Guest. Benjamin’s Sale of Goods, Sweet & Maxwell, 1974, P.1197:
Clydebak Engineering and Shipbuilding Co. Ltd. v. Don Jose Ramos Yzquierdo
y Castaneda(1905) A. C. 6, 11.

50) A8 A o2 EHEKRIAS 18A71d] o2y A &d vehA HAY. 23u, 1847)9
Holl = 20 Zge] Wakslx] fsteny, 1801499 & (Astley v. Weldon (1801) 2 B.

P, 346)7} ik 2de] uge AdRe dA4 &3 v watA Sdve 43

£ ST (LE g —RB, HifE, PP. 419-420.)

oo
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ol AgEslon, HWikkiol 288 Fole ZE B9 ALH7) o2t
Yol A £ ule} o), Afgubel] Wi KF ko 2A HERMES FIE HHES
Ho® 1 Y WEES EMNED REREEY BE Aol BRmY EiE st
1, AGFe A AS2TE EBHE st Ut} oo st AdeziE WA
% 2 AAe o8& Hwe] HA4A7 e KEEEAAT kgl BF Y FH
ool et dukd oz AE Gt (i, = Ry 398% 43), HHEF
MR 53 @mAd Ao hE A, 2] BATROREC i 9% R Ekk
o A% MAE FEste A= T A EAC A FEES] NS T A
7 olth.

a8y, o83 AFY Akl BAT BERMGEED #3 UNK 803 9
o glom(4x a%), HFMHMEEHS] EAE o 2o &I AlFo|ARE, EivE
ol AF U gl I AR il Tl §i7] WEd ol Al
A wiiLEol e FaAE Mk TAA U (Tx 28) .51

3-2 {EEMHEAS BUERVE v BREUTTel it FUhIEHE

(1) FupIiEe] &3k

BEES e fraolv, JEMNSY MES FACEER EAE AN
AIERA7ES) ol Ro FAAET o] AL F Fodo] REMBES ERA ATt

o] o Ro] EAloltt, fuviaty RS EvEY fES HERMEEY BESLRE #
ERTH (3982 33 et el whebe], HREEY MRS BEY ENE
S WgHleta lerw 53 #EHkLoRe WEe FHIEES T oodE AY

Efrgel AFHs FdolAwt, &y olele] olf = AgFHE Aozt drhd [
e B EA ot @deh( o] B¢+ EWeE oluth.52) = RHERERE

51) @EAME, IWFIEE, AR, P.246 © fKive] 1980 AHE F, UNCITRALS <&3u)
dole) oz A3 HEFe BHES FH—S FEtn, IAAHA dolAe FLH
 AHEE 4Adstzl #Asd 19834l 9/ 2E9 “Uniform Rules on Contract
Clauses for an Agreed Sum due upn a Failure of Performance s 9o,
UNZ3 e 1 &85 d4stn .
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foell ofste] AT Eolo e Aoz viE] AP Aolmz dd &t
dgdE g wols BrEe S99+ AFdTe T (B detd REHES 7}
AuAG, #iHe A4S 2RIA%e e TAY & 2ES APeR B

AR AL obd 7hgdl WEEHRE LR AR HA| oty @
Ao Aol JEEEBREGRE] Eied Fd dgsHe Aol odrte o

m

7t ol glvk, FAA AR Av 2W, o] Ho) wtmA HEsiAe ¥t A
= EEBREGIE R okt BIvE 21 2 #ive RE AL FRHE
aejste] AR Holok & Aok, o Wo| fliiiEc] F-AAZF EA 53
(2) B8y P13
HEREEES BoErt B BEHEQA7E AF st EXe AT AR BER%
Fel Aoty o] Mo #I /EARY 42+ Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Co.,
Ltd. v. New Garage and Motor Co., Ltd. AH54)0] Qlt}. od71A & o] Abd &
ot gylEo e A WEVEE A Eax g} 59
(7}) Dunlop# 4] M3 JF&<l Dunlop®Ab7b #idell Al Etelo} (tyre)
FEAA 2 FEAG Fell (1) 2 Eolofel] RAHO IE iZ(mark)dl o
HE olst2e #vidlal &€ A (o) HREL
o 7IAE AAE AdskA] e A (2) KEY FE flole 2 golod BR
SV @it @& A Foka, weF oled el futste] wmdA Y K
T AT dde 2 golo 1M et “HERES B’ o224 R EdS
g8 Ae s
ay, Belolrt EfE olstz WAwiE Iy Wl Eisvh BEREFRGREE A
Z18ked 919] kel Aol EAHAEH, o AY REAME o HFENE €9
2 &g o] o olgtm SRS AT
(W) DunlopZffe] flikdl A AA= Bfghy P58 HollM Tk
upe} o], IEEERES fEe mTE & Jey, Edd WEe BTE ¢ o
= 932 1947] 29 gy, BEE THe FYA 152 1947149

il

52) Campbell Discount Co. Ltd., v. Bridge(1961) 1 Q. B. 445.

53) switk i, M BT IOR iy, BURERHvE AR 94, F#M, 1985, P.112.
54) (1915) A. C. 79.

55)Anson, op. cit., PP. 476-477. | Benjamin, op. cit., P, 1200,
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Mg EAA st wetd HYe 7 A5 ma /pEdd dee skglth.
2 F 2041719 o128 FAH WwErIEe] ERLHAT. F, DunlopAtzde] w2
o4 Dunedinfii& 1 o= ZRAZE 2R A7t e 75 e 2ol 4
ek Qltt.56)
(a) ALY AVRE HRRS &A1 AR HERMESRS BE £
Eigolghe 808 AMdsln & dole €42 2 foldE F5E & o, 1
o7t Faelzte AR AL o2 E(terminology used by parties not
decisive)®?) i AR I o= AQA/ME AH oA €2 tdrh, O o= A
A7be 24 A% #FEkA A APE B ol g VKRS 7L
2 slo] wkslojof ¥ fRRERARE 0] T} 58)
(b) 4788 #Hl(rules)  ojAF AL F7] At 409 #RS

Rt om | ol 23t JIlF U (test) S 257 KHIZA P = Ut.59

(b)-1 °k¥E FYol FajAte fintel A3 TYste Aoz A
zd e &ARe &Y Hlaste ks, FEROAEY(extravagant and
unconscioable) ¢l el #Eig o HFH 60)

(b)-2 AN H8&MEB FET et 2ART e &
FiEE T doe g FPor FH 6

(b)-3 el 7kA AkHrte] odldsn, o 7FdlA ofx A §
2 A E TASA HAY, o Aee M S Qe = ed AuA
wollE BTeta, a8 g A te distd B—-@HHTE Felsn e B
eFgroleta g Tt 62)

(b)-4 AFAe] A3g Fajo FEoA S st 3
o] Ertssitie Atde 1 et FAL S HIES HE(HERERY B
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