EERETEH Bord a3 HEgkey W

- CISG$} UNIDROIT FRI& HLo2 -

xR &

K
. EERe] Sk BY b
KRS FkiEol] A7 Mg

2 HH —

A%

Zh U Ae] FA o) Aol ddl watd AT & e A AW HER
o BR THERE, &8 AREE % 43 #F 5L ddste ALl =4
Ao 299 yo] 922 dthe AL FA Y AMdeltth FAEF ool A %3t
BAstd g HA2 AP ATAos AYE H—ko2A B
#H3Mo B3 UNH#7'(United Nations Convention on Contracts for the
International Sale of Goods: ©13} CISG#tn AghHE & F Uth
"2y CISGE #WRS AE HwesA dEsUd AR 4 Ade di
E7to] 28 2 Fd dig Mo diyo] Uxm, 1 A7 2 2EL N2 QE
FAL & WA 9HEL AFste WFgFoz AR, 2 A o 2&
e Wiz gtk v#e 2715 vk dEAQA ost w2 A% -l
#e PG A 19 2GEHS BHESIE Aot Tz 2K K
(mirror image rule)2 EF5HE WSHA HES 0|8 Szl InEA
g EZ JAYYeR A% 9L S3tstne Jou, Fedte v 2o
AAM oz 284 E3jth. UNIDROITE CISG7t 7k ol2 & EAlA el gt

* HIH 1K B EALRN.
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A2 uiEkgio] BIEEEFERMA @3 UNDROIT 92 (UNIDROIT Prin-
ciples of International Commercial Contracts : ©] 3} UNIDROIT €& o] &} &
) AR sA =AU

93L& WERAJNE Bz AFE Aol olJu, BREEERZEMY &
Yt H S H st Fitik(restatement)d A EE AFEHUA7 W EAD AF
Aol A7t EEL AAlo] &3 PA Lo FALA Gz 7} bt
A oz 29 WSS FASEY. gty SEF S & Uy 20
ofJel A wvge] FUstete FYIF Aol AFE CISGHARA = HFcst
¥ 98(Gap-filling role)& stz gich2

CISGS UNIDROIT FHIS 4% dluse =8 JIE0 7F3 o3
3 Aok 2eu oled =¥ 2 FE F S NEHLE Hudte Add
A glojuA] Ratm gl}. oo Bk A vl - JES} o] FojFof & F
a4de] g v, AEE AGIRY JAEA, & FHHI AFEd BT HHEHE
FHo2 FFAL ¥m - AESE ¥ 1 2EE T3 Yo

CISG= Al 2¥elA A<ke Aol BF #3s T2 e, 4l 14 24
A 17T ZAA FE, A 18ZANM A R 2R EKEE thFn ok UNI-
DROITE A 2 39M Aol Ao @3 #3& F3 v, 21 F A22%
oA A 25 Z7AA FHiE, Al 2.6 ZAA A 211 274 A#HES GFn A o]
T < TE9 WEe dutdoez dxd. gy oln AFF uieh 2o,
UNIDROIT € 2l¢] CISGE #iftste 9&< 3tx v g, WEY d3de
g2 sol2 Yeniz gl REE Ud. 59 e i T e 2
FA(CISG A 14 Z, UNIDROIT 9% #| 22 2)3 #iye #Esle AEd @
3 74 (CISG ] 19 %, UNIDROIT 93 #) 2.11 )& d|Xo| we} Hmiilez
o F & 488 237 dde AdA barl Hojd Bt gl ada
UNIDROIT 98 -& CISGIAAM AAA oz t18xn A dv ERY THd &
3 HE FHRA 2192~ 2222)¢ Fu ed, T BHEE zgo
UNIDROIT 93 9] oetz3g 2 CISGHY 733 ojud dBdP L 7R e

1) SERie 1e0Est, BERE ST, =30t 1998, p. 229.

2) AM. Garro, “The Gap-Filling Rule of the UNIDROIT Principles in International
Sales Law :Some Comments on the Interplay between The Principles and The
CISG”, Tulance Law Review, vol. 69 1995, pp. 1155~1156;M.]. Bonell, “The
UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contracts and CISG-Alter-
natives or Complementary Instruments ?”, Uniform Law Review, 1996, pp. 11~13.
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52 A9 BEsEAE gA 39 giide] 8% .

olgt M AYE AYAIIE 8424 HWA O ) A& M A
A HYE A4 CISGAS #FE 58 dotin ¢ ¥, o8 7|ge=
UNIDROIT €342 #3& vl - JESIuA g}

sege) Kol F3b rhdg
L OEERS) 2l HEENE, PRYE

Ftvloffer)ol & ANrA 02 FHivE (offeror) 7} #FEKIE (offeree)ol| Al A%<
AAstunzl ste YAEAE Za} F FHWS AQBAC Jde AR
wo] 1 Addiute] &#H(acceptance)® ol 28 dFZA AdE szt 3
e AtEA oIt o3 FHWL AHT o AYS 48 e AYE
WA 3L e, o] & AKFH#EME(power of acceptance)e]@tn )4

CISG$+ UNIDROIT €4 & ##9 MEdS A ste £2F(CISG A 14 2 A
13, UNIDROIT €3] Al 22 Z)elA fAZ #FHe 71€S HEe 288 &
B33 ‘e dg THYANEAIR T2 At

2. Foord WEEE

(1) CIsGLtel #E
CISG A 14x A 132 &t BE $ A4 A3 (indication) B3l 7

3) § Fi, BHTEHOWR, VAN TER, 1958, p. 48; A.G. Guest, Anson’s Law
of Contract, 26th ed., Oxford University Press, 1984, p. 25.

4) FriE B, RBMEIAM, BAQEHML, 1992, p. 3.

5) CISG Article 14. (1) : A proposal for concluding a contract addressed to one or
more specific persons constitutes an offer if it is sufficiently definite and
indicates the intention of the offeror to be bound in case of acceptance.
Aproposal is sufficiently definite if it indicates the goods and expressly or
implicitly fixes or makes provision for determining the quantity and the price.
UNIDROIT Principle Article 22:A proposal for concluding a contract
constitutes an offer if it is sufficiently definite and indicates the intention of
the offeror to be bound in case of acceptance.
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#el &AL AFAE BAA Alges 7FEa gtk EE4 i A4S
HAe e gon ot A A (indication)d B €tts EFo] AAsA AH
7] YiM e EF9 2 A4 2 FFEA 2 Fol dgH A} 3t
223 $%3 Q32 HRNSEE BRHNCEE AFdd "oy

CISGE #e 834& A3Ae 24U Ags ki 37 = #43
3 AR QRS YA e EFEEREY Rl T2 ZPWHE—FR R
Bl }ztete] qF BALAZE A FHY 2 A 22 FUHHQ B8
o izt 4FE FAYE B ¥, 2 B FEH B EFHEE a8

wde qA7t & FE2 dge AR #F Aot CISG A/ 4= A1
ol et tiFo] BIRE £ BRMOE AFHA E& FF, D3 QA
HEAe FHHoA gon AT #FHivol HA Xk wetA olHd AL,
b &gl ofdte] Aol AHETe 49 2uA-FY e IE, AGLE F
A5 AREA 2899 a2y CISGAM e o9 e T4& Ba2x g
M= Aol AFE ¢+ U< A v T G A 182 A 339 W=
A Age YA E FPJ o 2M(by performing an act) AZE £& Jttn
TS lew, Yolrt Al 82 Al 3 g FAAIY A& (statement)S A
APz FALAZS] BFE TFcte AR A Hoof 3, EF Vg T
AZLe] B&HE G948 nFst A Eoof dn st A 2=
CISGAIM & ###y vholzt AltalA diFe Ao gitt stelgt= Aol 4
g F 3l dAE @712 e Aojtt, 22t o] e EAZE & FAR
ZHol Aol fo] g EAo] B, § Fgo JaMe FAHA

6) ol & Ay} EES VY E £79 Yu|e HE AFdM EEFY HAE
FEAEa YA Frigs wigle] XFol ol AR Aol ddid, BEEE X
Asta glrks Holof gt

7) FF9 FA7F o] B dAd, M vile 28 3EEY H4Y £ US Fx9
28 B3z & Agegr FE3the Aotk (CM. Bianca & M.]. Bonell,
Commentary on the Int’l Sales Law: the 1980 Vienna Sales Convention, Giuffr
e - Milan, 1897, p. 141) ®=3% Honnold R+ “A71AIgAME FF o4de] &
F3le FEE ZEIFIAY T dxdo] Aists %S Z2EFVSIES 8
Tt gatA CISG A 14 A 13 SAZ A o= Qitdelt vl
9] o o] YWaA|7] Mol @0l A gGethe offFE BT AHE F
233 MM dEvt"gtn A5 vk glth(J. Honnold, Uniform Law for
Int'l Sales under the 1980 United Nations Convention, 2th edition, 1991,
Kluwer pub., p. 197).

8) C.M. Bianca & M.]. Bonell, op. cit, p. 138.

9) Rouk F, UNSi—ERE, =3t 1998, p. 167,

=
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Z3t}. CISG A 4 % (a) 3o 93t Bk Ay FEA FAHA o
Ugta 738t 7] golct. whebM YA o BEgALke st A&7t
5o Aoz AYHe Bl oda) AFHEY FEAG FE WItEe] ¢
Aoln, Tk tiF9 AAHYlE Aol FEIA FHHAATGE ol I
CISG Al 55 %9 o3&t ARt & z2& “ALMAA A DA AR
Aol A wiviEE 28 EF gt ditFoz AgHe dad FA
Ao FEHG Aoz Ed"n #3353 o0

(2) CISGSH UNIDROIT EaIS] L&k

CISG A 14 % A 1% 2 UNIDROIT 93 A 22 2 25 #Hie At
A7 88 gRH ook T FRsn vk ey EFAF Fo4add
FHME & FAHo] FAolE Helm QU

UNIDROIT 9 H M & #Hie F23| g3 olofo} drtztugt A=
A @Y A del o T2HA F3E T2 Ut ol HlE CISGel
A, Bite upsl o), ol FE3] FFHol7] M e 7R AdzA
=2 B £% 2 dgec AFH gddm FAdT A" CISGE
UNIDROIT 9 H Bt} el 834 R4z da o FA3Y #3<
51 9eS ¢ F v

olg| g ZWolM, CISGE AFZAIAY AdAZNSHE ATt Aot
I E S Ut HE A 2ANS AT AP HexUe 8
Fatm dvkz stulgs, mke] Be AFdMe GAAEC 2ARA FF
94 FF #HWeEs A%S AR LA dxste A$U TF ok 2=
EE UF 2 % F o= I i AH] fde FHol e A+ ©
E CISGA] #iwel Weiutal A =n, &9 29zt g2l oshd a22(
fol ek &tol AdutsitigE AL APHAA A ks 284 =23t
A At B2 ol AFT ulgl Zo] TP} A 18% A3FY R A8X A
33 oAst A 14F A 139 F &P Lo BFI FEHAE

10) gl 2 HAZ Qe Adel FESA ART A9, dFE e W
ololA wlalgd e UCC 2 SGASH Aolg Heolm rt. 97]d BdAe L#k
# p. 170& Fastet

1) 247), “FAZAALE 93 UNIDROIT 34 AFPH 3¢ 7139 FAA
Aol X A g fatd”, A, , 1998 7H&E, pp. 83~89.
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gugds Aol A4¥E dAe drlxn JAAT, 2 GAAZEE ojd] A%
o] BT A A 420 A FYFLS AFLHGF-E Fde FEL
2 o &¥Ae Rate BA F gfEgel 443 SASA do

¥, UNIDROIT 93 & ol2id A& F#2ANA et 432 &Y
o] ol FHHY AL FAHsnE AT CISGH Zol AFAA =1&
At dAE gk wetd FAA AN FAAEL A A B
wet GARLEo] 222 HHERC s #Eie Y Foi8ds B
% SIA ®th. £33 UNIDROIT 932 A| 349N A% FrEY EAE BA
Aoz FRstm A&l uzt AdIHA R BF L] WAsE B ¥ F
kel HAUdA H2E & A dr

3. fEREE

(1) CISGL=2l ME

CISGOlM & Fivol F83] g ojojofgt & W ofzyt Kol A& A

et o} 3 glojof Iotm FAE R Ut

ol FEAY AL 272 JEAE BEsE A LY &34
o] B gre] 21 JYEAE Adste R vl& 23 A Fot Aukst
W p&ol AtEAlE 49 LHEIKNE(a state of mind)E A A dtE A2ZA
g ARAA AYE F99 Fe gln AE Addeic ExE gdaor &
B M (question of fact)e]”] wWj&o]t}. Bianca®t Bonell2 SJALEAI 9] &
- AAolgdE 7FLS ARAA A S AT YA, &9 JAEAESE 7E
& F#HAQA Aolgtn 48 v Joh.12

il T WA dexe ARE FEFd SldME FAAE
Atolol] BHd 1%, 81T 2 71E BAAY #cte ZE #9E XIS
#BEg A AL 283 msor & AolAWLI FHivel g Az
og2RH 23 ¥ F% gtk A, CISGY A X Al1Zode &F°

2 A (indication of the goods)Z fHivel 27AezZ F1 S ¥ 1 EFd o

12) C.M. Bianca & M.]. Bonell, op. cit, p. 139.
13) CISG #|9 % A 33
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& Bt @2 B#f(specification)& 87383 X = ¥tk B B, 2183
EEY ARFToZE FHe T8 AU Zo] Eo. 2y EFS 44
& A flole Az7t EVbsaAY F2 AFHE 5 EF BL ARSH
Eol & A% 2ol 5 depe G BAM fle S el =
A 4 AUt ol @ FFstel e FEETT H A Kol de BAS 2
o F&dtE JEE JHMiga £ £ s Ao

T4l glE Fe #FWwY #F5|(nvitation to offer)o] B3tc}19 CISG
Az A2 37 2ol FY #51L Adsta ot ‘19 =& 1 o]
el ERAe Uid Ao ol odu@ Ao, 1 AYE Y7 st vy
AE WEE BHR ofYste 3 WA Aoy fAoz B

T£9 GALEAZ; Ao E FHS FTIL #Hhe R H B2 A g
A9 Bk i (preliminary negotiation) X EA FHis FEEHolop g
FWe #E5IT He 21 HA &Y gl & Aolt o Fige Aol
JolE A% YA Yol gloy #Ee KA st Aol Y
"ot

Fe #olE Hne TFES AR oI A9t gk webd A A
3 A13A oulo] wal AF3te F yol gl RolA T HMY FHile Ut
Hog MRFELWE FUE Fot. te, CISG A 14Z A 2% 93H, o
A g 3t 27} Wi ALE HEE] B Aol Fivel "ok a3
oA71N FEgoF & RS W8] Y (clearly indicated)olhe 1A,
ol A9 AdtFHM(public offer)o] FHive 2 EHE AAY & 7] dAA
E EFUE JUR dof ke 27 olele) RE ZAES Hox FAF
2T FA G FEA A e AL gt F, EF, 1E € £ &
3 ARE dozM I Ygo) FEE FFHolof T2 EE, Ko UL
735 ool F&EtE YAE BHdlcl gt Aotk 2y P& &
Adf e FRHog Aol st Aoz FPHI ZE g AU
2 XE FE&op &S AU W, B5F d4E A2 = HoFo] CISG
7} FAHee #¥n Je FHYLAEE, 5%, UF)T BF 25N
Ve ddFR oz guatn gy FEYAE HEE FHHeE FES]

14) CM. Bianca & M.]. Bonell, op. cit., pp. 139~140.
15} G.H. Treitel, The Law of Contract, Sth ed., Sweet & Maxwell, 1995, p. 11.
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T g€ Ao

(2) CISG2 UNIDROIT FAIS| ik

CISG$ UNIDROIT 93 E5F F49rte] EAE el zdo2 A3
ae Jou #Ee gigd HE v GTsA FAstn Y. o] EEA &
T F AP AolHe o 2L 2 /A Z g€

AR, CISGE ol FEAA7E A= Y& ddste 71E224 1
2 1 o3y EFAL Bz dof && FFsm 2y UNIDROIT €3
dqME 28T TS FolE F gl

EA, CISGAM = #Hie 834 FodedozA 3714, & &F, #% !

a2 T8t o, of AdzAE] FHE ?475‘5101 Qojopgt
AR R0 FAAQA Aol Hu Yoyt FE£YAL e Ao T%% T
3t 22yt UNIDROIT €& e g3 #4808 BAHR 52 &

3 ERFog FAF g FHWY 75Y EA A% FENSEIS F
ARt & & Ao

AA, CISGE #FHe #5ld Fsled HelE Wz gloy UNIDROIT 92
e z28dx g

CISGE 99 A, EAA 71&d vlel wa} 749 dAIEA7} Qle 3
#g ] #Hive #Fs51e2 F¥sa U BE, W}ZM skl o] SJALE o
&3] At Afde 253 t4E AdE e FaAgE Age
2 3 FE YA, ol AFI upg} o], BEF t}é"‘ A= '3}“ 3o
o] CISG7t A st FAAL FHYLA(EE, £%, )T FAd FF4
A 7beAe] ddA o sttt JS AGEUE FE4 ] e 78‘49_&
AFE AA7} v FE Aol

g9, UNIDROIT €932 ‘%499 #5010 disted AFeA gz Ut &8
AR FrAE] FHive FBl i EEE uyIA g¥dane E

4 ¢lch a3y CISGol E?é}%l 190 B 1 o)4e EHAL AoP’Z ok
ke 24 9A] A 3 < zZhetg@thd, UNIDROIT 93 & 254t}
F& AUZE e IS Qﬂ/\l % AFoAM 2HAH o2 FAHI}D e &F
AR FEAY 2AE FFEANGYE AGFo2A AFE ARAE GHoEAN

g

b

='_‘4

M



B RN Rardl 8¢ M R 93
Actel 43¢ ok golab el St WAsel Ukn ¥ & Yok

. A K] I g
1 AKEEe] e SER—3e] JRA

KEL HHENETL HHT FEELEA AYS ARG E JAEANE
A, A B 3271 B9olth®

AEAA AFye Alndyoze AFEL Hi ZE 2% datd FF
st Aolojok gt &, AHE #Hivol dlsl A dlF (absolute)ol ™, FZE1F
(unqualified)e]ojob @tk Aok wrek Eo3x] Fe F o XFolEE
QoW ole kigo] olUm REFEACl B3l ol F IwdA e, Mt
A AL HAE &Y Zo] AA/ &A FYSA ¥od ¢dnte 9
T2 ‘mirror image rule’ &2 ‘FZ2—%< FElolg Astn $ith® CISG %
UNIDROIT 9¥oME ol Ze& FAY HFHHCISG A19x A1F,
UNIDROIT €3 Al 211 2 A 13HE T2 ded, ¢ 78 433 —%39

2. T2 FAle) A

(1) CISGLS #=

22— RS YT 9454 A& 35 A Ado] dFstA o
Fojx)2) ettt wekd Al Lo et REWOR HEHA #H (material
alteration)& 7}ste A&zEo] ofyeld Alad &9 HAL AL 972 <
B ezn sEHoE AdS AR F UEF 7] YA, 2de

16) Ralli Brothers v. Compania Naviera Sota Y Aznar, [1920] 2K.B. 287; i 3,
AIRE, p. 32; EUR, H5EH9, W3R, 1996, p. 21.

17) CM. Schmitthoff, Export Trade, 9th ed., Stevens & Sons, 1990, p. 90.

18) ¥4 I®, AR, p. 32:CM. Bianca & M.]. Bonell, op. cit, p. 175.

19) CISG Article 19. (1), UNIDROIT Principle Article 2.11 (1): A reply to an offer

which purports to be an acceptance but contains additions, limitations or other
modifications is a rejection of the offer and constitutes a counter-offer.
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uZe] 2R A, EUY wa BolA of9 e FAF Al o] ¢h3tH
o] 7be FAH0|H,20 CISGIMNE TY4F A HEFF S T2 Ao, 4
o A 192 A28 “¢9E Jgxdtn Ju EF Ado IS AAHo=
AR oYty F7HH e Ao 20E T e AYd i S
o] o1 A3 ok

a3y CISG A 192 A 23 T2—Ke] KA 448 AR #
WKL S0 BAAAEQ FrtzdcY dold A& ARE A5, H
#7} deAE g dfo et HHEES AT HEROZAN FEL A
Aglel OEY @mz YA E W F J=E FAH % U2
9, o714 EAHE A FA Folo] A42F T2 u]dAAA WRA%L
= o)t} old Md) CISG A 19% A 3L “E3), gFoU dIFAF, &
A D FF Az Fh P A, FAAY gl A Ao
2R Ao B Frtd £ Fold 214 A% 24 42
Aete Aoz Boh3n #A%a o2

A3 AL B A 139 dgzAMy Tx A 2% #EAT
Y33 Ageta lvkm Bolop et utstd A 33 WA &
Aste 2GS0 At A 285 A U  F U7 B2l
2 a2 99 R 3o “-8le A& Eti(are considered to)'v EE
& Ao 3 A= E Yehe AozA, ol A3d AT $AI A
o ¥rE £ &g vehzn g = A 3eA ‘& A I
(among other things)"2te E@ o= Hol 9o IAH ZAE] HEHA
' 25% Jepin ok

o o o
PR
rlf G{H

)
\o
e

20) FyE A, BiIEE p. 32.

1) BITHE, “BlEEHGEERMAAN BEY AR JWBSIECRS BERS] TE,
r‘”%ﬁ%mm , 894, 199, p. 142.

22) AW UCCY ZEANHME o EA Wi H4F sigd 2& + o g
UCC #) 2-207 &94 AREFE(Official Comment) 42 BalA ZHMP_E & FE
gtk T FAHMe ALE dd3 oz HHsde %iaeﬁl?l 239 424 g5
e 47118 E3 A9 FRBYeREHE(warranty disclaimer clause), # 2} &3
Jf R&EEE MESMETAERE o) Bl +3FAE AFA 4 AS
v =l Al EHBUHHES Folste BRI, ¥ #FHE 71 FiF(complaint)
& 273 2% Tl 2Rl

23) C.M. Bianca & M.]. Bonell, op. cit, p. 180; A.H. Kritzer, Guide to Practical
Applicants of the United Nations Convention on Contracts for the International
Sale of Goods, Kluwer Law and Taxation Publishers, 1994, p. 172.

24) %ICHE(1996), HIIEFE, p. 140.
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(2) CISGSH UNIDROIT &Rl b

CISGS} UNIDROIT 93 25 AFAQ Aol Alaiyg ojoiol &
e @mivel sl A, F2AFos IXsof s, T P 2
271, A == WAL 1Y 9L FHENY EitelA KEENC ERXS
FAGo 2N £2—%9 FAE AAsn Aok okg CISGS =7t =
UNIDROIT €2 #] 211 2 A 2¥NHE Lie T2—% KAlS 1T 94
A BEE A$ Ak Aol L&A o] FolAA &S ALEA FHM
o AR WAL et Aol ohytd AbAF Y49 WAL Ak —if
2 Aoz SEHoE AYS JENL § UEE 32 9D

UNIDROIT 97 #| 211 2 A 282 o]d &4&3he CISG A 192 A 233
Aol dxetA g ek CISGY EFE Hivge ¥AE A#Hd A A
FEA o) Betd FARY LS F3 IA gk CISGe #ivErE 3748
Ao thel HtioAlE BAIE o OFEE AU T 2= A9 @as
adle 2 gtx ok olv BHEZ A5de AL HENES WBd KE
o] o ALEAIZ} At APAIE FES Aol Hue A& Ut o
G ol P FH L, —R3tad, ZAAE AboldM EPHE BE wRHE F
o3t CISG A1 929 M & 9 Aoz AZAEY. A9z w2, ot
oF FARE Atolo] HAAAQ Rrpzo|y Aold xzo] HAFHE AKgEC
@mwe Ad 3L REHHNCE AFHE Tgol FYH UG, FEivEe
Hh) o) AL Zo] EX|3HA grlete AR IHdAE A% AYA &
oo} Folx BFetL, A 19Z A 2FAAE AT BF AY¥L FEHIA A
PdedE 2E2S 227 s gt

olo} ¥l8] UNIDROIT 92 i##y#e WAY &Kol i djolAl A
we FARoZ FAHGn JA Fgol wEt GAAL #Y T #GO|
ggsio] gl A9 FivErt BAY Ao ddl AESAE AYLe FE

25) UNIDROIT Principle Article 2.11 (2):However, a reply to an offer which
purports to be an acceptance but contains additional or different terms which
do not materially alter the terms of the offer constitutes an acceptance, unless
the offeror, without undue delay, objects to the discrepancy. If the offeror does
not object, the terms of the contract are the terms of the offer with the
modifications contained in the acceptance.

26) #H182, AIIRE, p. 90.
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37 4y A Z. UNIDROITS o2 32 HWAE AHY ALEA]
of dalM FHiErL A5de R AFEL2Z TFse AL ZAALNS &
Ao 227 stk AA uigle FHolg & Aol

HMAY Aol Bt CISGS UNIDROIT €&o] zo]lE Holzm Y& TE
g REL #EE FiEY A19Z A3FM FHE viel 2L YLE IFH
2 YA grhE Aotk CISG A 192 #3382 FHiwe &S AA¥ez
WA $8 ZUES FAZLE AAEA olgF zdd WAL /3
AL AdS FESA AP & ge Aoz A8 U G 2
—39 Rl gstste 2 A 289 AL7teA S Awstn ot A 33
A dAE F82AE], HE AdAY R oA, AR wjujA e iy
2SS A8 JUSS Ao A= CISGe A 139 AFHYY 93 =
28 Rl 493 FAstn des & F Uth® od ulF
UNIDROIT 93] 2 oj" Z7o] WAHAUE of 23T WAl AAAAN &
2 BlAAAJY AR E NEAYY EAd e 2R ¢ U=E Fo2
A E2—89 RiE EFstae AT of 7L fztste b Bt 48
3 9lt} ole] UNIDROIT 932 IAAHRNA Eoh TEHLE Alogo] 4¥
HEE 31 IS ¢ F+ Uk

3. se2—%kel JRAIS iAol whe HRXol

(1) CISGLe #x

¢, £2—K9 RS 4386 A+ AGIAATA AAGe 207
Azt EAo] LAE F it} o]& A9 ‘ERXS LM (battle of form)o|et
gk &, Fie W8S A48t Ao ojfR Ay, Ak AFAAI
FEIVN B FESITHE 779 AGM G 2de] ALE AU e
A7t A71dd.

EA 05 viele slg2a £ JFE U HAes mEETE
(Purchase Order Form)& EuUlW, vie of7]d dis] HIKFHE(Ack-

27) UNIDROIT €3] A 1.8 (& 2 @) CISG A 9 Z¢ vl37tA 2 FAMAIT
ghEe] sle BwEo F4EE Fodsa gt
28) AH. Kritzer, op. cit,, p. 170.
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nowledgement of Order Form)& Rt o3t M52 ulA FHgijol A
ol e, fiEe FELE Ho o mzloly wFAL A7|d EFF
%, 79 71 AEAHJA A 214L F713ch 28n BEEe EFGH
+ 5% F/14 9 x40 E(additional terms and conditions) &-& %I_BPHEHZZi
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A, A4 a8ln EEFY ofF FAF 2 RE gl Adeutd B
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29) T.D. Crandall & D.J. Whaley, Cases, Problems and Materials on Contracts,
Little, Brown & Company, 1987, p. 264.

30) oJE Algrke e} izl uiggle] A= Fuivlel A4 o]HE gjojof &
¥ ojrlx FYe] FEdn FHolgtm F43 v 3Uch(Honnold, op. cit, pp.
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31) 72 3 98, A AW FAYZART ol o|He INtAE

Ao M T FFAAZL Felrt oot A#EA AH(CM. Schmitthoff,

op. cit, p. 96).

— R ERGEG] A Fole Med # FHez e o] uigAdd. olv A

oFo] Aot Fyo o3 dAFoz PP F PR §9& AN 47 &
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3l7] W Eolch F=9 RBEW u|ZF9 Texas law, o]&2oby FolMe OEEe
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e FAe #HLEY FOE HEY £ gt 22y o3 HAde 4E

d ezl A, J Evans & Son(portsmouth) Ltd. v. Andrea Merzario Ltd.

[o76) At e} TA A B F UKo B3], dvtAH 2 A HRidel gt

gl ®, ##(special agreement)l] W3 FFALAZEe] TFA e ol A o

‘&ﬂﬂﬂiﬁql AR v g 2R $4eh(ibid, pp. 97~98).
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A olojM EFo HA 3 o] QIAV] HFEe|th 3 o] F 9 EAsEE A
o AgzA g 2Rk sted, 2 TAALY MAde BEFTe 2o M
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Hie 2719 R A5 doiMe 23]
184S Ea gl oA, ExokEEs B
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AASEIL glth3Y UCC A 2-207 2 A 1 0] olahd, #haFE7 $53 &
ol Min Z& #EE 2L Jlestn Ut sldEE AEoE=AY FYS
7AAW otz Ak A ek HY dolA wiede BWARILE
olfE EEALFE AAsA EIh ov CISGHE ©E FAF}E UCCe
CISGOe g2 gAadxe A FuUFd ¥AFL 7tstn 7] dEo|ot. ot
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43) A, BFoko]l Fgol zAYE HHHINE HAFHLE 878 AS ER, B
Zgo] HFE dAHoz WA= B AA, ¥ A ude A7)
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A Aol Aotate] FAdglel AAZ AHEstn e XFEEA A FA
T WREE AL nsd 2o FEGAYY dF Lol A2 O
27] g & FA3ct. UNIDROIT 93 A 222 2& “#do] EEFAE AHS
Ba 221F FHE Adsne Fd ol& Afde DEZFARIL AR
TE AR AAgle] Aol A 2@ Al F&EHA oYt =€
A B BREA oldte & AYL o yEH 42FoR FFE R
Fz2gd] 71xstd AREG 2 A2 U

A 222204 FE& AL AL FgE UETH AAA2Z2(n

AQAY T 2 vgle BEXs 2otz dd B4 £% F g3 JI
d o} Fojx A9 Fol aRejtt

44) 2J69E(1996), RIHE, p. 148

45) -1, p. 150.

46) AH. Kritzer, op. cit, p. 173.

47) UNIDROIT A| 219 = =} 2 &,
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substance) FZ 9 (in common) E£Z 34| 7| 2235t AP} gl o)
ot o7 ‘ARAAQ o oulZ ALEH ‘in substance’ & ‘substancially’s
Fpk kol EPo2AM A 2112 A 239 ‘materially’st FLF ou]2 rolE
o ATh8 wrEtd HWEHESY BEZY0| FHivE EE2YT 4FFe2 7
T8 Hin common)¥, €2 T3 FiE7I HEE AAHoE MAF o] oy
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o} ol 2K FAS ¢38le CISG A 192 A 237 F4d& A9
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further negotiations or to be determined by a third person does not prevent a
contract from coming into existence.
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V. 4 %

v e
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Afzo] 50947 Fel o] & WF, TAFEYPLEA HuF JFHoE FAY
Ao ®a g WHTn & & Ut ole AA #Fo] 71E TAER H2H
S AHLE A BRAY BERAERNE Zold 9F9 IS F&dok
e MAZEo] YT B ol EEBMCZ ARATA] A EFsIT
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UNIDROIT 944 2 #H#Z FE3] B AcjojoF driztat 73T £ 743
Ad AL FA & A TZAHA A4FE Astn Aok 23 FHE T4
AHE W Edol gt 28 oI E, CISGE #el 19 o4 E3AL 4
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Qe Fod EAL FH K 71EE ¥Z2Hos FAToEA AYS
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ABSTRACT

A Comparative Law Study on the Formation of Contracts for

the International Sale

Bae, Jun Il

To the extent that CISG and UNIDROIT Principles address the same
- issues, the rules laid down in the latter are normally taken either literally or
at least in substance from the corresponding provisions of the former.
Nevertheless, we may find cases where the latter depart from the former.
The purpose of this paper is comparison of the two instruments, especially
in part of contract formation. The result of this paper shows the fact that
in the chapter of UNIDROIT Principles on formation provisions are included
on the manner in which requirements that an offer and an acceptance must

meet are more comprehensive, and in result a contract may be concluded

more easily.

Key Words:CISG, Vienna Convention, UNIDROIT Principles, Offer,
Acceptance, Formation of Contract, Mirror image rule,

Battle of Forms, Last shot theory




