HEAZR, 174 F 15 =EHFY 2007, 1. 23
2007 39 29 W3, pp.117-136 AAERA 2007. 2. 14
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The Party’s Autonomy Principle on the Choice of the Applicable law

to International Commercial Arbitral Awards

- Focus on the Choice of the Lex Rercatoria and the Possibility of
Dépecage by the Party -

[} ]
M I

o -

Seog-Ung O

(5 xb
1.4 =
O. FAAS A ZARRREA o 93
M. AR 9j 8 &7 e 2} lex mercatoria
V. 7489 E3A A (dépecage)
v.d &

FAlo) : FAPNEARY, FAB, AR H, G, F7e

e
)
X
o

GRS LR DE



118 HBWMR £17% V1R

.4 &

ZFARALALR] 2] 913 (party’s autonomy principle; Prinzip der Parteiautonomie)o] @ BALA}
9 ALE ANAAR PEIHY NP Y B3l FAAHAAY dZ2Fo=E A=
A, & ABFAe At dh 1o FAYAA Tt AR A, e FA
A AL H&she dFolthD o2 AF L IFAGAIFAN M= dubez <
B3 gtk o] AL FAAES GRS Feld] olg AA BEAASTolgE Jo 2
AR Ao2A FAFAALT 71E8H oz FAAPEZe] Aldolx, FAAPRAY ] Ao
2 HE ol BARRAR Y dd m2E Ao TAFAY FAF FLATH BHAL o]
doll 5] W&otk wakA IR FALEA N lold EAYY AR L FAAAR o 23
FIE A1Y o dez dx Yk & FAANEAE A 3o A= AR
€ FAALT A old FE4E FAYS A st o] ¥nkHoln], £49 HA
d ALY FAYA B} PR Felrt EAEE A fde, FARERE old u
AR S dof gk

Vi TAASARE Y FAY A N BZARRAR 9 AAE 7HF AW
29z A|13-S HEQFo = sk

ARG FAYLS FARF R ZAEAG o HFHQA HH S U] st 3
43t ¥HE T ol FAld HEE AAYGAEA] EAN)TAE FEHE MY
oln, 3] FAFTANMNE SABF R/ AAd HL4E FAES uisie FAAPES
Adoltt. dtdom FAFAFA ol FAAELS BA9 AAd Hed HE A
3o A9 F U, o]¥A Adgd yo] FoAHox EAe Ao 4Foz 3
44tk oy FAAAAE Al ojdoz = FAARY BEAY BdF AZolH,
“UNTZA| AR H Y43 (United Nations Commission on International Trade Law :
UNCITRAL#”2] “m el ZFH(UNCITRAL Model Law on International Commercial

) FAANEE EAYUEAL gitgez o JZ8AE WE 3l o]FojA e, 2 ARYHe g
Zol At AA, ZALAZ EAY het BAH Tt dE APl oS £ Hed) B4, ¥
AlH Fe7t gle At Ay BE ARL Fedoz maisle AR BAF AE BrdonH
FANE 2RI PAY BAF ALE gFdgel JdoiMe AHdH, UE, AR, AGFAR, AGEH
2, BAE7] AW EE FAF(arbitration agreement) 5 Z+F o] F@E, AW APE FhHow 3y
gtefo gich AlA, o] F 71A Wge] R B Aol Iejden st 2 BAE NE 42
828 o} O 2AXNYL FANCE ARAT

2) &% - W - FIE, "FAGANSARE,, FSETAL 1997, 359,

3) olgeAE "FARAY FAWE, B "EAY AAd FL_T Y,0)g i)

4) UNSAA =9 93)(UNCITRAL) = SAAHBA RS M4 25 2 BYE B2 02 19661 #2132 UNZE 8]
A AYERen, 7]E9] RFABANNTE Alo}e] FAZN T AT ZAU T SUYY L FE2EAY 2
o] #ed3t3 glvk. 1 A7 UNCITRALL 197613 49 289 UNCITRALZ %773 (UNCITRAL Arbitration Rules) 2
1985\ 64 21U o] UNCITRALE Q& 24z} 4] Ajelds) S Ao F3] = UNE3) 9 2oz 5 Ui o4&
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Arbitration)”)< BIEg =9 FAY B FAFHL FEHR TAHBRY FAY A
ol SloiA GARAAE Alle] dH o2 stm gloko RdYE 83 vt AN
D= A29E A1 ALZAM “FARR T S AFFE el w2t HY= ol
I st FARRAA Y 9HE man o
AL He AL BARRAA F, GAA] ofF gAY A8 ounA HE8T &
_7} e AHolt}. olgt BEst] Lalvtet AW A29% Alge AR FAY
A EA57he] AR dsteriehe #A 9, AR dRste] SANEE
A=A Qe A8 EEAH (dépecage)s SAIASANE 382 ¢ st e
Aell sleiM 49 o2 @713 Qv mEtA olstlM e o F 7k =HE AL
2 %Wx}%}zloﬂ A WAHE R fevet SAY AW9x AP YriEs B
DU 5de] AN e vimalel AES HuA ok

rl

O

. ZARAIEA} FApaba3e] 92

o5 YREe %ﬂlmﬂﬁl%ﬂ oiNE 2Re2RE opldE WA AL Has
= AE B 5339 B8 ALAEA, & FyHolas o

N
L
- A
N
>
i
;u

& 71EE BEa] st mE] SAAGMEd EAMEZE FE B
9 o3 AL A FAEA N JAME a2 HEdrh w2 FAAYERE %ZH

HgsATh
5) ol By, o]z} ok}
6) By A28 A3 EY DALSY A051E A13E Toa ARALASHNCPC) Al1496%; A9A FA)
APE A187F A3k ICC A7 A7 A1g
7 3= ZAAEL 1966 39 169 AR - ZECHE Al76750)% &, 1973@ 29 179 BEAHCEE #2537%)
S AA 19999 1249 31U+ UN9 ZdyE £83 AUMNACHE 6083%)0] o]Fo] Frh MAZA Y
it AR, NASAR A, AW Yo, 2004 493, tﬁﬂﬂi/\}?ﬁl, 2004, 991 ol3}; oz
“ARFEAE B iﬂ', rZA, 20019 AL3(302%), eHgAEAY, 2001, 59 o) 385, "FAHS
AB7ZH R Faug, "FA,, 20008 E3(2953%), I FALTAY, 2000, 69 o3k ABH, “RAFAEY
R EAF, TFAAED FA 2, A3W, YAl 2002, 4719 0§ BE
A9 HA HE2 EAHAA @3ty FEAYL HEY FA ol 1ot 199992 MAFANIL 0] F A
Aty ole 71 2% °EUN«1 RAHE 438 Aoz A TUAAEH FAN A1051%4E 1 LS 2o
g}, Bagol Aol A4 W aﬂt‘fM ol AR S A20F 1FL FARREE I F FAAEC) AR
Wl wet AL NS 8}2(%5 A3, FAA] 95 EAR Y Fort 9 A oleE AR £
W 7 AR fEe) Qe F7k) AN S AAFES TS YTHEE ARY). £ FAAE] BAH
22 AgkE Yo B oollE 3% H(Billigkeit; ex aequo et bono)oll el AA T 4= QA I3 Jr(EZ 33,
Vo7t & Aadtol M= AR R E AoolA] A ule] i} dadsla $F Aol 448 A= 4AFE 2
2 8todof ghrkm A3 Qlth
FTAAFANA FAHZIL HE “The formation, validity, construction and performance of this agreement
shall be governed by the law of Korea”(o] Ake] A9, FEA, 4], £ olgB& FH 93t} sith
2 2o A
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d osto Fstee G e FAALGH A FAEA 2 EAY AA H8L A
HE 4 HEsle Aol dutaolr)

SAEAS} FARF e EAHA B3 FAkAte] FoUt EAlde Ao, FARYF
€ oldl wet FAAAE AAstn FAREES ol &7l W&ol Z=59 HERAL
zpole] WE FAYALHYL] oS IHY ¢ JA Hoh B2 A Fert EAst
A FE Bele FARF R A3 A ot FAAAT JBH FABE
Wl AA, ole BAIAMY oxote O A o $& Jenz 72 FAAL
AR EARA g3t she Ro ol FFHelgm & ¢ otk
olgtdlME A FAAPEE FAAAA Y dF ] diF Lol 8 FAFAFAY FA
WA oA BARAA S AFE 7N IAFLGH AT FAY € FAFHA
e teks] dstaat gt

1. SAPIE RRbzbabA ] 24

(1) A=A 93 9 7y

FAAPRAS FARRALX] 2] Q& (party’s autonomy principle; Prinzip der Parteiautonomie)
olg FAIAIY] ALE EAMAAHY gl FAAPEALE AZAF R A= YF otk
& IAAI%Y] dEF 5g9 FAUAAC Bt GARA] BHAH BE BAF Y XA
< &3 AS LIk A FAANFALGL YA FARAE BAH 2 FA
Aoz AEs Yol o3tk B4 BARAE 4 HETRA dsld & 7t HE
= A&t & doe F 7Y A7t Aok sue ZARADE 53 AAEAE Q)
BE 1 e AGAFY 930 715t AGREE 222 ZFAse did od S
AR A5oln, & shde BARZE A AFEL Je FARAR 9 93
d 713t | oS EAYLE AR AFolth ARE I ‘HAAEH A
%) (Matereiellrechtliche ~ Verweisung)’o}g} 3lz, FxE 9= e ‘XFHEFH AH
(Kollisionsrechtliche Verweisung)’olg} 3ch. = ZAAPEe] glojx] FARRIAREx] o] 932
AEYE BAAAR LS QA Aol AAAAANAG L EALZAEA AN AgARe
2] g el £ Folh10

A FAAYE BARAR ] DAL 16417] FEALLA G B FRO} FRIFs
o] W ApololA QL= AZFEAE 23] st A71E Ao, FA dE W
FHA7A] Hgo] == HH ol2A HALh AAE FAANAHFA FA A QDA

10) A9 A 439H AR Aol Bt A Ae MFY, “TAAEe FAR B R AX
=R, "FAAE T A 2E, AP, wgal, 2002, 89 ofst FE.



SHAASEY e EAHMN AOIA SARIRIR 9] §F] 12T

Seid 2% Ao Hu glom, FAzGlt A2 AT} YUE o] 4AE A3
3 gIThID Selue FAXPED A2E AIFE Ace Pt BAY w2 FAHL
2 Q98 gel dutkran A5 ADE WA 2AYAEA oMo FAA
A 9HE AP gov, IR ARHe| e HAT FRAPAEH AR, 4
S(FH A92), WA golA ZAPE AEH FAEY ABD) FANE GAA
Ao e AL YT AW FAAL QAN FAARNS Aol A
2 € Ae FAAGY e UAT W A S8 WAVt Ye ABAA 42
e A 2ekn, M PARel o@ WAgoR FAYA AP d37bed
3 A9 BRY 5 7] Witk

(2) $-2ket FAEY A=A L

Seel RANPE ABZ AGE Age P} BAS Ex SAZoR AU
Hol oJ@chren FEse 492 WERA FAUAR Yoid AR 4
A2 ARsw Yok FARBALG Yol PARANY ol AeH7l ANNE T
AR AR EE ZAR FAG Aol AAH ol Bk oh, BAHY dee
Ackg 1 dol ZE AeRy FeHo 95T & At Al BHIAA
A5 ATG A 2 e RE AP oRE SHP BEAGED AHE, ABBY
Fo) B FAA ASA ARBA A AN Qo) FAAG FAYR oh
g Pt FH, 4AL SE TAT F 9 AeIh ol FAEA o] 29
A e Ae A7) A% Aoz, PR BAA ek YAEA A%E 4
Foz wastlor & Agelw, FelAlete] F12st e AT WAL VY PR
B 2P s BE ALL FAstole} Bk AU YA ST ARAY
Az i@ AE SUD Afvh 9 @ 2 ke el dave BAE dArE
249 4 4 9% RoIthd =3 34 o9 Bl ARH 84 20| WA

1) FAFAoio] 3% 24 8§ A2F; AGAT FAwl #F ECIF A3z 59 DHARE A7
Z; A9 ZAAVE A116Z; LAERo} ZAAPY A35E B

12) $-eutet FAAPE A AR 19621 19 159U A4 - FECHE AI9663)E T, 20019 34 8% ALl 3]
Z 59310 20013 42 7H(HE 6465 ) A2 F X - Al AL Yt

13) HHFF, "SI, 2001 Fx

14) [ER, "TAAPE A, 90,

15) ol¢] gt TAFAH YAIME FAR ] WA 2RE T Frte} Hlo @¥nte HAH AE A4
9 S Qe bl AT o8 RS ol A4 Agelth ks oud FANE WA a3
AAgoly FAAPEE B8] Halld AL Aol ohel BAlAEe] YA AaE Asty] Bl
HEEE 497 dyRolr] MEolth & BARES FANZ Ao s Y Bl g R4
A3e F7HE A= A9rE AR, IAZAERL AL A HARAE 2A A= A4t ®
t}k. Klaus P. Berger, Internationale Wirtschaftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit : verfahrens- and materiellrechtliche
Grundprobleme im Spiegel modemer Schiedsgesetze and Schiedspraxis, Koln/Berlin/New York 1991, S. 361,
K. Boele-Wgiki, “Die Anwendung der UNIDROIT-Principles auf internationale Handelsvertrage”, IPRax 1996;
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T 3R Qe FES Rololok B, YAt MG FAR FAGL Wk A
e 1 Hgo] FHs AHTLO
B P AF 5 Qe o] wEA SRk Fuelelor shert ofw

2% (lex mercatoria)?} Z-2 ¥]Z7ME AAAL +% JErt tdl FAAEL HEY
e F1 YA gx 43 B )3 Yot ook 259 lex mercatoria®] Al o]
28 JAFH3 3, ofefollA] B uiel o] ZAFAIFAQ B-E BAA 3 lex
mercatoria®] 9|7} dutA o R FRAH T Y& B i, FAAPE oMz o]of iz
AMe go2 Hoh AFHQ Yol o] o]Ffo] A Aoz HRIhD

a3 BARR 93t AL Heel FAd N FAARY A25Z A2 “IAL
e Ao fiel Tl EAME AT ¢ Uz TS olEul FAYY &
&A% (dépecage)S BAIEta glom, B2 A3 “GAAe T 2l o] = e
26z A @ EAWE WAE 4+ Aok g9, AkAE F o)A FAW
WAL APy frad A3xe] Ald] JFE v ol Ik m FHs] EA
Hel AR WA S 3 83a QUuh®

2. FARAZA QoI ZAAE DaiabAe] B

TAGAZAN QAN ZAUBAE +4 FAGY 4YA FTYAR FAZe
B4 B0l U BN FAUGATY T FAAG) AW 2 FAEA
AAE FEIE YoM FAUGALAY 2AYD, 221 FA A 28
ZAUGABEY FAYSR ol st ¢ Utk

FAGelS A Botole T4 FAYS FAYL FAHA Q= B O

rit

Otto Sandrock, “Welches Kollisionsrecht hat ein internationales Schiedsgericht anzuwenden”, RIW 1992, S.
787.

16) Clive M. Schmitthoff, Export Trade : The Law and Practice of International Trade, Stevens & Sons, 9th ed.,
1990, p. 212.

17) A34, “IFAEY A% B¢ 2 1A =37 179 F3F 2AYd Astdde FAAPE A2B5=E Al
Fol Fatatol o3l Mad olgkm FAstn Yeul el An FAYel Balds 2 Aol A%
3 7P WS Bol Yt e Welnw FAs FAY AS Frke WU PAHE A &
guaoz AUy FAYY FFE o= 27he Yololo} sh}, FHH FAW Bl At e F
g Aoz na o

18) FAAPEY] MAA PEQ ML A9ZeA AR o8 HAge XL Adsn Yoy FA
Yol oy &AM AEH 9 B BAIAAA G BEE =YE gl HAHA 7AL £ YA
ol XY =do] Btk 28Et AR FAAPEL oo BAE FAH FPE FAL AR, (AP
345, 899 o] 3}

19) B4 FAARE o3l &2 F UE FAEL AT Ul glE ASd ol FARPRe
A3 Z1le] B EA, FABHEY 4R A, 22z AR E AurEe deo FAE, 948 A
29 7HsAd, Mde AxA FANY, AR dFd B8 Fol € ¢ Utk EIFE, HASAEE, 3
AL, 2001, 849,
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AT TP FAYE TS FYz AT & A A, olHT A
& FAste ddE Ao 1958 “9FFAA] $9 B P B UNF
(Convention on the Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Arbitral Awards)2D)” #|5% A
19 azE FARAY 55 QAo ARAGZA STl DA AR £
e I Aol gl AdE AWl Uizl I7te] Wl ot fasiA ¥ A
8 =3 e, feve FAUE FARE A2 EA A6z A2Y AL
Sold “FAFele] AL 2 FAME Slate] FAF A FrAIRY A
= TATAZE FARE] AR el 93t FaIAY 28iF AF o] g B9
o] Yol J@ctetn FAst FAF KA sl 14H o2 FARbe
AAE AFskn Uk
a2z FAEA] EAY Bd® FAANEA BARRRE FA o 2AsE
of gelEA BAll FALA Ul Pl & Atk F FAAANE 9¥Hoz
AL EAA AN A i Aatel] uhe} APAc ok FAAEL B4 AR
Aol QlolA 94 22 Tk, AU TAY YA Aol Bk A
He 37 F Stk ol @ Qe oue Eé“ﬂ% ES IR
rel FTASATAG AR © FAEA D852 D % naY Az
A1 dEE FAREY $A3 Ao ARAG2A FA7IR] TG AR} B
AAZES gelsh FAEA o A, EE olEad Bevt flE AtlE FAF B

rﬁ
o,
|
i
E
2
L
2
B
rﬁ’L
i

lN

£ FhYe gAaA) ohiste 498 1 slow, $eve FAM A0E AIFE
“o] el FYFF WA oSt B PAREL FAAA Bl AT & U
1 TSl PR 4 EAAEL QgD mw FAAA glold B

AR E FAAY A Bt A ARAA WSS FAT + AL A,
3 AAFAEAr|#e AxE, oAU A4 39 A(International  Chamber  of
Commerce : ICC)98] ZA) 72 o]} UNCITRAL%—xu?ra% ol & A A% 2L 2%
@ WATAE ¥AT £ A= AfMs 2

SAE 29 els SR TANS WED Ad gwe FARLeIt
WRES $AHOT A o8 AdE UE ASEs TAGA BN @

Z_l

20) SAFAY EAWel w3te] FAT AL oW, “FAFTA UM FAGAY EAYAA A B A7,
rEAAT ASH A2z, FTFATI, 2005, 1978 ol Fz2.

21) et "}, ole} op ek,

22) wEEF ASE ALY dF; A A9x A1dh 59 uabsey #1042
& vt A A0z A1

23) & et AP A2z AN “o] W A21ze) FA AT FAXF WP el B o]
RAagcpen FA =qme] HL Q) 43}04 Fudy A1z A28 go] o)Ent JEFIFE AY
i el HEANTE FAANZ e A ey FAEES FALA oM FPHer HgH
m, FALAS o) o]_a_ guigt ALolls I FATA] Ha" 4 qlch

24) |3} "ICC, 2} oFy $).

1

e ARALLSE A1494

r
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2 A9stn Yok By A8zEe] FAE £48 U FAY AWZE ¥4
ARG 48D Wol Bate] AP “FARGRE FARE] AP Wl wet B
2 Welol @k BR =l Y = *azamm 1 98l A9l g2l GAEA ohlste
@ 2 37kl 4apgel ohd BAel Al A9 We AFE Aoz Brhrw A4
Hh B I8 2ARIRE 902 shn ok

olgh Zol ZAAMYS ANANS UHE FAPAFA YoIHE Aoz Q
Bk ole FAAES £AY FAD Adeld ¥ & Utk AuE FAASE A
AANAE Alel olde sin Yz, 2P IAAAAY Qe FAPADY A
TPl 7] BEolTh welN FAATE TR A Akl FARAS FA
wYol HE2 FAP Bald AR Pelrt Qe A FAASL olF $HHoz
Hgalok Bohe Wl ool U 4 sl

M. FARF)] 23t FAY A A} lex mercatoria

1. A A29=x Al13

FARR FAY Bt v FAY A29% AL “FARY R FAE
ol Ag Yol we} BAHE Helol gk 53 Il ¥ = HAAV AL 73%01]
g2 FAIEA] oldste @ 1 37ke] AdelAbde] obd EAe] Aalel A8d HE XA
& Aoz Boh iy 73 ZARAX G 3 2APME S dHe2 dta Yok
P A B4 A 88 FAMcEA BT Iugs AR + Uk
& AR BARRE] Sl AgEAY A3Fe HE HET = ok ol FAiR)
B2 A e B3 AT olF-H AAA #de] gle FHAEAY HS AFE F d
o EZ PSS FAUAFE HAE ik ol FEAFoRE olRo] A F gl
th20 ot BAA AR A, GARR EAA Fort UREA A% dgem #
datojof & Algroln, FajAlete] 7127} He AMdY WEH Lo #AF FARY FAE
FR8H s BE ARdS Asie]ol @)

25) 299 A28Z A =Y 7xAEY A10512 AlEh A ATAAEE 214962, A9 ZAAY
A1872 A3 vt 28 A9z A3k ICC FATE A172 413 UNCITRAL EA)7% A33z
A1

26) AR BAIY Adg wAdez AT $2UR FAANY A5z AEs g2 FAEe oo
HAAR AL T AR goy EAF ¥ AAL 4T &£ godu sMste RAe) il 2d. #
12 FAAEY A A HEY AYAHAME EAF dde i HAY A& Fu A Fskon),
AYANY A9z BAtate) PAEE BAA MdEn o) BA)z Adx §Ldrn A=A
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ol PAblel ola] duid We 2ol AHA oplsts @ 1 =7kel Asirbgel of
d B AAd 288 W ABY Aoz Bor(E AlF 28), YANEL 2
27kl AFYFHol obd AAPE I AFE + vk ol WRenvod & WA}
A% Rolok o WAAEL WAHo2 SRIvte TAMEE AEREE BT 5
ATE ol 1 F7kel AZWATRHS Slstel HEHE FAMe] AgHolok Bk
A7 G Ae AL AReE ol weA QRN WAool st she
Holc.

2. lex mercatoria®] A3} W&

=9 FAAY JojA o]En} ‘lex mercatoria(’FoIHMy e AMdI} WL gz
el et ofF] FUdHozm Heod AL fith Tl ICCY FAYLe rComPania
Valencia de Cementos Portland v. Société Primary Coal Inc. 23 ,29|| 4] lex mercatoriaS
“ZAANE) AT S35 2AFA ARA AR 0 43 WA DAL T BAHL
2 3" FAANEY FAvgn Festm vk F ICCe WA sl lex
mercatoria= S| A @A HE2 SLdHo|m AAzE Aol ol & ok o]
23 lex mercatoriaol = ELWE P Iz ZAVITIL AF S FHRoY A
o]

| oF

5":6‘; U]—3O) EOH:H._% 76 o}-L‘ %Z.ﬂxo]:_,] I;HIZZJO] OﬂE 1980@94 %Zﬂ%—g—ﬂﬁﬂﬂ
o ¥ UNZFeBLolY 1924d0] Metzdel B solaged, 19889 UNoj&-y
=
Q

h!,

e

F 5

T e, ZA7| 7t ARG ELTFARo|Y gRozE= ICCHF AR Al

SAELTFH o NHUCP)Y, “HIAYZAL Ao Be A T2 (INCOTERMS)”33), “A}H

27) 2ivkel FAAPE A25x A)1% ‘Eiri M= BAHQ] A9 Aokl g L We) RE Aoz YE FEH
o AAFE e Aol Fddzm FAstn Y, oldd AFL FAMANEARAEY ASAE B
s Bt

28) ol ZAR(UAEEY #0517 A1she Aoz E upavlx|eitt. Kommission zur Neuordnung des
Schiedsverfahrensrechts, Entwurf eines Gesetes zur Neuregelung des Schiedsverfahrensrechts - 13. Wahlperiode
(BT-Drucks. 13/5274), S. 52; Jens-Pete Lachmann/Wolfgang Konig, Handbuch fiir die Schiedsgerichtspraxis,
Koln 1998, Rn. 440.

29) ICC FA197 5953/88 "Compania Valencia de Cementos Portland v. Société Primary Coal Inc.; (Rev. arb.
1990, p. 701 ©]3}); Klaus P. Berger, “Lex Mercatoria in der internationalen Wirtschaftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit
" > Der Fall “Compania Valencia“, IPRax 1993, S. 281 ff.

30) lex mercatoria®] 7@z} W&o #ske] AbAE AL Felix Dasser, Internationale Schiedsgerichte und lex
mercatiria, Ziirich, 1989, S. 43 ff; 2333, "/JAEAHL] D 742 TAH“, 4847,

31) FEvtebel = 20059 39 1URE B Pofo] HEHYT)

32) E?J?fi‘ﬂ SAHQA NTSAG ARz gel FAAGALNA G} ol -"é%ﬁc‘}oi”ﬂ Ak AR

BAYE AL 7Idstn e FRon AR A ALz Fo) olF A4 ol dE A

ol Hgh}

INCOTERMS = ICC7} 1936de] AT ¥ 1953dd] A o2 AAAYL, 19673 ZAA=2AT

FAAF2, 1976l e T3 Axzgo] F71 ARHR LD, 19800l = LEﬂ°lL1—°rf§- ii}‘é“—é’% 5

o @ A FF9) FIAYZYC FARNAT T F 19903% = AR - BN $57)5 22L& 17

33

~
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YL AF AP (UNDROID7F AT “SAGAA kel #§ UNIDROITH ™47}
“FEAGEAL7E AR T “KPAPILHPECL)™S), Fo] 1 AFAHY ooltt. 53
FAANGAAZE] ZBFoA wEF UCPL} INCOTERMSE oE54¢ ZA A Slof
A shtel EAYCRA dold F713ke] BHE] AoldM oblHe 4E A 4

vl = 1§39 lex mercatoriao] Tt

3. 2kl 23k lex mercatorial -8R

A IAEA BALEC] FAREY EAME EFI7E HET olyzl lex mercatoria
TAMCRE T &+ dvka BHe o] H29 Ayl ol RS HRY 4=
FAFelU FATFAHEo] GAREC] AHE & e THE “Y(ule; Recht)’o] oY
‘H}3t(rules of law; Rechtsvorschriften)’ gt & st=d] {1c}.36

M o

(1) 239 Al 388 Yok Wl A

ZA A Al B UNo| =uly 282 A13he FAREo] Agd = e 43|
Ao & “Hif(rules of law)'etn FF 3 Uh3D oo T3t UNIAAEALS
o AtEZoA W 2dye] sjdAds 2do] “Pit(rules of law)'Zte RHS AYT
olfre ol" EAF7te PAAT AAE Aol ol FAFLZ JAFHE YE X
ala B o9 WAAL FHE HesisE ddoldd 4 gIylE wFolzlm s o

@ INCOTERMSS] AWH 7jgo] olFoizem, AAlx SAANRAe] WsE nzlste “INCOTERMS
1990"9) W-8-& Hch I - 3E38A AR E “INCOTERMS 200070] 2000 14 1928 AP ok
UNIDROIT9H2 2 A7 748 e ol ofvzd IJAGAMG a8 dudaS AFT AVle
(restatement) 241 2] AL ke, o)& Z+ Iupdelv FTAETY AT nE uA FF0 E F U3,
AR AE AGA Zgel AFezA, agan zhze Hded FA|BAAE o8 FAsA HEsHA
sto] TARAAGNA obrlsle BAe] BERo2 AEF 4 ke Aol ZHolt H8 UNIDROITS
He 7 ARON “B 9HE GARE] A9 Aol ¥ AurAHe} FAY 5 HEAA2 B
g Agd &P TAsd, olE o|&wl lex mercatoria®] TAHY Ad¥rvoZ B gtk ofe #
3}l Christian Wichard, “Die Anwendung der UNIDROIT-Prinzipien fiir internationale Handelsvertrage
durch Schiedsgerichte und staatliche Gerichte”, RabelsZ 1996, S. 269 ff.; Katharina Boele-Woelki, “Die
Anwendung der UNIDROIT-Principles auf internationale Handelsvertriige”, IPRax 1997, S. 161 ff.

35) FEAFELACPECL) FHFEA U9 Adde =3 938 Y 43Ae A2 AP
Fe Md 2 AkEY AAY AN 93 7xE AT, YA NxE AT, FYUHY HHE
7bFsatA ke BEUE ohdate, Aquie B4, FA9 2 g A AALE 32, commom laws} civil faw
e A7 EE B, A REEYAPE 2He] & 2 BHoz 3ty ), oo #EtdE Ole
Lando/Hugh Bacle, . The Principles of European Contract law(Part I : Performance, Non Performance and
Redemies), London 1995 3=

36) 2dy A29x A1y 5Y WARLSE AL051F A3 ANAASEY A1496%; ICCEAFH A7z Al
& "=7ket eSSV SRI7ke] £xEA 9] st #e FHICSID Convention)” #4232 A1dh

37) =AY A28 A1} : “The arbitral tribunal shall decide the dispute in accordance with such rule of law as are chosen
by the parties as applicable to the substance of the dispute.”

38) UN-Doc. AJCN.9/264, Art 28 § 4; Constantin Calavros, Das UNCITRAL-Modellgesetz iiber die internationale
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Handelsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit(Diss. Bielefeld), 1988, S. 122; Gabriel Husslein-Stich, Das UNCITRAL-Modellgesetz
itber die internationale Handelsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit(Diss. Koln), 1990, S. 142.
39) @9 s AVALLERY Al14962U ICC TAHTH Al72 A2FL DA 47 qA=e) gl= B4,
FABAEE ‘rules of law'o] meh B2 W F S PN A o)) B2 WA o) B FAAE A
& AP T3] TBAAE FALAL} Po] S AFRE WHHAL RojP A0 B+ ATk g2
ANEE GAAGo0) FAH 02 UL 81X G 290 E BAe) Roto] Bale] BRI FupgRer oh)
2} A1 (lex mercatoria) 7 2-& B} =7} H WA A S A4 4 Q).
BT-Drucks. 13/5274, S. 52; Klaus P. Berger, “Das neue deutsche Schiedsverfahrensrech”, DZWir 1998, S. 52;
Otto Sandrock, “Die objektive Ankniipfung von Vertriigen nach § 1051 Abs. 2 ZPO”, RIW 2000, S. 324;
Karl-Heinz Schwab/Gerhard Walter, Schiedsgerichtsbarkeit(Kommentar), 6. Aufl., Munchen 2000, Kap. 55 Rn. 8.
41) 99| 74 Christian von Bar/Peter Mankowski, Internationales Privatrecht (Erster Band Aligemeiner Teil, 2. Aufl.),
2003, § 2 Rn. 75 lex mercatoria®) W 74€ Q148K @=th. o2 g Ashol ke TASAFABAY FAY
A"l 1014 FAIRHE 9] 2 lex mercatoria® X4 T 5 ¢, FAAE 0] EAVA R thal A} Mol &g
FAE QT 7 992 lex mercatoria”t 82 4= k.
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WukS ARSI, Q¥ (ex mercatoria)® e H|Z7HE WAAE EFEA de AL
2 A% g $2vet A A29% A1gl oEtH FAAEe] ¥R AA
o #sle] FAH(ex mercatoria)@ -2 B]Z7IE HAAE HLF F A A 3
A o 7o) Azigct

old] tidtd elvtel FAY A9 A1 Ry Zo] AN F¢ $= HAA
e EFE 7ML vt Jlees WA kAT FHPE B 9ste] 2dd
9] 9434E AR FL Aolgkn dXste A7 do, FARAR I FAe] 22
A A, FAE A20x APl deste ZdY A28z A1YT Pit(ules of law)' e}
Fdstn gl F T ¥Fo] A29x A1) ‘FAREC] AT WS F2 X3}
o Ele] MEL BE H371E YAARA Egete Ao Holop & Rojete A
|47} A uf A o]t}

g TAAEARGA QoA lex ‘mercatoriag] FH&7FsAd2 WS- ok sfubsid
FTAANAFL ol HEANAE 71 e BARAE Ad=e RAol22 o Ak
A w3 Yol AL AU/} st EFHA] wl$ Z7] wiolth wepa o]
BG4S AA] A8t IAZALFAA ol BAAES BARRMe] A A #
do] gl FHAY A39 I7ke] WS AFFAY FALER stdE F=o suHdH
FBFLERE HolU IAFHolnx FUAQ UHT FUES FLES 319 B 2
AL Az st Uk ole FAANY ol TSt wet SAAYEAE &
g H3 glon, oz g tYe A9 2 HAede FAYL oA 5 Iy
A oeide AdE F An FHEIANE ol 237HA HAA O st )2
2 ¢ e Ae guigdta B F Yoty

AZAAY v FAE A29% A1 oSt @Y 282 A1ge] Y i (rules
of law)'gtx AL e Folvt A=e AXGHAE vInE w, A29= A1ge] F
ARl A WS BR M) EF I HELS EE lex mercatoriadt 2
H5718 JAAZRA Efste 2oz Bo] gsittn A rheo

42) o154, gl =%, UR; A3, “ARSTARY 2 7HA FAF” 4884, Ovt MBE ase KUY B
A A9 AIANE FAUQEC] 714 HAsdn Hdss ‘Hif(ule of lawyE FE3e Brd A
Al A4 uAY "ot gvta s

43) F7E, NRAFAE 47, "Ah A, 2004 493, PIA A3, 2004, 1148,

44) BodF oo I 919 o]lE4gl, 4o =&, 149; AP, “ANASAHY E JkA EAA, 4857,

45) FR - v AZ - F71E, Go) A, 4041,

46) [y 29F, <o #, o1d; N34, “AAFAYEY 2 717 ZAH”, 4857,
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4 & 5 devte EAdold. AAE EAY DYl ¥ (principle of unity of governing
law)ol2} 3tn F2E FAYY EEAF(EE £l k. & =AY EZAF
shtel FLd HERA doN 2 BEBAY AN 84, S A% FEAHF AL
ol T tietd Z4Z} tie uvhe] HE ALshe S WaTh olo] whl At HH
3 YA 22 ojEut Age] HdAE GddF EAYC it FEHo ok e A
‘EAYW EL2] Y (principle of unity of governing law)’©]Z} 3tc}.

A9 BEARL £ ADASY AW Beld P 5L dsle EAH
I=F AU, At dFE AFAMBAH e FEL AdelPA g Q==
st AF BE PAEAER 4xe] o Fo #ste Aold FAWES AF e A®S o
Axth oAd ZAANY DA Akl INCOTERMSE {83712 &olgd A%,
FOB(Free on Board)*»A 2kzt CIF(Cost, Insurance and Freight)S0)A|2ke] 7A-9- vjwole] &
FAze] T vieQlel Ex(Felpade ARt o Foldgy3td Mzt mieqlat w4l
9 o= 3 It Ho] ALHE o FHHI] wEd 28T Al o|Fo]Fd

€ 2Ade 44 AR 4E ol 3432 F Ut

EZ AL Ao ARl BIAMT EAYE MEsta, Ao yeA FEd B
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47y =Ael Mt = o8 A HE3I w= FAMY st sy x ok
48) ol& AW Aozt sl EAYY BEEAA(EE 2O g4 TS AUt Yok &FF, =
AAPE,, TH2E3A), 2003, 3729,
49) FOB% Wzele] B5-& o8 AAFA oj=gle] AEF EAMol AmAdA)siob sta, 1 AlFEAAY
Fo @3 vE 2 YL BdshE vidzAe ¢Eg
50) CIFE} dzele] AAY EFA7A EEL $$iker e uE ¥ 9& NFEHL, &4FY EEY
24 Ex &4 980 P AYRYS Fred RYss AFehs Adade 2
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A ABAQA ZA JHES e A= AW RIAPoE Bokh
2. FAXPYRY EAYY] L#-RAA
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FAM EEXH B3t o5 e ZAAPHCIY FAFLFEL o8 BAHL
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o &g o ATx AYE FAYUY EEAHE HAHdoR FHEstn vt =} IA
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T ¥4 viviAIGe A wiufA ol EAPsh w1 viele]l AR o7, F
BYThE sk, Aol KRS #&A Feda AFEaE o Adx), =
Acke] AHE TR A2V Aok wE FAIAe) @) - F, F FFHE FHI A3
A F o= A HE&E viAS s FEE & + JdT T YevkE 4 ANz
A3, ool o3 FHEL Ak AY, 5, FFEAol A Wt o8 F&2
T LS 83t gle Aol
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=

(2) F-=ive SAAPE e 4

FA Feute] HAAPES A9xA BAAAA A o WA Bt nt wlg- 3
g8 A ARE ¥, ol AHFF =HA EAMY EEAARA B BAH T
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ole] tist FHL2 FAY EEAYPL 8 Af 7 FES st PEA
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Ty AFE FAAPY A25E A2%E “GAAE A%e] AR BT EFAYES
AT F P a st EAMY EEAE S BAAHLR F&stn e, ol #
AR 24 AAE GAAY] Aol 271 ol o e BItd® BARA A g
e Foshe Aol Aol Ux, EF EIAH digd AR o]z EAE

51) Bernd von Hoffmann/Karsten Thorn, Internationales Privatrecht, Miinchen 2002. § 10 Rn. 33.

52) FEA, "ITAXNEEE,, TEAL 1996, 1119,

53) A g, “FTAAGY, TTAPIAT, AE, TAGSE, 1999, 3919; 4, “FAAEe) FAYR B
g 2 7HA =37, "IANE T FALE, A, wedAl, 2002, 199
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o o3 7] FEEA e BHE ol UEA HEES st 3 Zeo] WAshe

A5 ASolE HAEHA Fevkn @ Roltho

(3) FAZAFAHA ) UM EAY ] EEAA

e viel ol ARG dtdoz AT JE FAYY BEAHl IAFAE
FARAS] AR oAM= adz Hed 5 devtd dEiA el&e] A7I8 +
el ole FAAEY AR g felvder FAWe] old #F HAA TS Fi
A &3 U7l wZolth olo] B3l ofefelA e RdHA HLdH A EH} Wwsie
kg-i3es

1) Zda 59y A2

Aed kg o] E¥ A28 A1gL "FARAHFE PAAEC] £ Bl A
L3S NG Wi (rules of law)o] met WL Welol drhratm e, ZAREC]
AEE # Qe 7HE ‘law il = A ‘rules of law gl FHdEa Utk old Fa}
o UNSAANEALS S ALETolA W sjidrdle 2y A28% A1de] “Ht(rules
of lawygte FHE L olff= o® EF=7Ie HAAT AAse Aol oz} =
ARz AFHE JHE TFAA & o9 FAA 73& H&l=eE FAd + 3l
7] W&ozt k) Ar]oA Folite] WAA Y AL FAY + e RE 7
ALY EA o AAC] o) H}‘:/\] ©dg FARol o}, HEDA FEZA EA
o FAYNE T T & A&E 9ngth
54) WEE, TSAAE AL, 9098 o)k
55) ti 1998, 7. 14. AT 96T}39707 : o] WAL “o] B

HE=
© oHE yliEE 7o) Ylfels Bt of By
3 BEol ot aEls AHE R A ] g2y FAW

de Yol S 2 ol B9ERA 4
QAlel ARAT D Aol B FRe ¥
P R R
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PRARE AR
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Ax G WEF ATo| MErl ¢ HoBE ¥
o wohn BAGO A oler LEARA me Ay
56) 4FH, “FAAEL EAM B F A =47, 199,
57) UN-Doc. A/CN.9/264, Art 28 § 4; C. Calavros, Das UNCITRAL-Modellgesetz {iber die internationale
Handelsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit(Diss. Bielefeld), 1988, S. 122; G. Husslein-Stich, Das UNCITRAL-Modellgesetz
itber die internationale Handelsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit(Diss. Koln), 1990, S. 142.
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ALT =Y PAASH(EAT) A1051% A1 AEL "FARARE AR}
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TEE A9 v §F37e] YAAE Adsted FFEHA E3 I SHHe=RY
HAEE AYsAY FAHA AdoA Bl AAF e A9E = IS dndn
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2) St FAYYS AR

278e] $UAAE YA E Bgan e AR FAT o) et 3
W ADZE AIFe FARY 2AFE PAD A 23 Yok =R BAYY Bkl
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7 dgel Sl B AYES v A%, ST AR BEe Ao
2E AR 98 FARY $EARL H4Y F 9A "k olg BARS et
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esith T o 1998 7. 14, A3 96T19T07RAE FAMel BE AFE ARt

58) BT-Drucks. 13/5274, S. 52.

59) Klaus P. Berger, Internationale Wirtschaftsschiedsgerichtsbarkeit, S. 385; Abbo Junker, “Neuere Entwicklungen
im Internationalen Privatrecht”, RIW 1998, S. 745; Herbert Kronke, “Internationale Schiedsverfahren nach der
Reform”, RIW 1988, S. 263; Denis Solomon, “Das vom Schiedsgericht in der Sache anzuwendende Recht nach
dem Entwurf eines Gesetzes zur Neuregelung des Schiedsverfahrensrecht”, RIW 1997, S. 982.

60) FEAE, o9 =&, 1149,
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ABSTRACT

The Party’s Autonomy Principle on the Choice of the Applicable law

to International Commercial Arbitral Awards
- Focus on the Choice of the Lex Rercatoria and the Possibility of
Dépecage by the Party -

Seog-Ung O

Currently, it is the general trend that the party’s autonomy principle is applicable in
determining the applicable law for the international private law and the international commercial
arbitration.

The purpose of this article is to make research on the party’s autonomy principle for the
international commercial arbitral awards. For this purpose ist to analyse regal issue the
applicability of the lex mercatoria and the possibility of dépecage relating to the party
autonomy. In this Article ist dealt with Art. 29 para. 1 of the Korean Arbitration Act in
comparison with Art. 28 para. 1 UNCITRAL Model Law and Art. 1051 para. 1 of the German
Code of Civil Procedure.

The Art. 28 para. 1 UNCITRAL Model Law and Art. 1051 para. 1 of the German Code
of Civil Procedure provides equally. “The arbitral tribunal shall decide the dispute in accordence
with such ’rules of law’ as chosen by the parties as applicable to the substance of the dispute.
Any designation of the law or legal system of a given State shall be construed, unless otherwise
expressed, as directly referring to the substantive law of that State and not to its conflict of
laws rules.” The term 'rule of law’ used to describe the applicability of the lex mercatoria and
the possibility dépecage.

Unlike Art. 28 para. 1 UNCITRAL Model Law and Art. 1051 para.l of the German Code
of Civil Procedure. Act, Art. 29(1) of the Korean Arbitration Act provides that the arbitral
tribunal shall decide the dispute in accordence with the "law’ chosen by the parties as applicable
to the substance of the dispute. However the majority view in Korea takes the position that
the term "law’ should be interpreted broadly so as to encompass ’rules of law’ at UNCITRAL
Model Law and the German Code of Civil Procedure.

Key Words : international commercial arbitration, applicable law, party’s autonomy principle,

lex mercatoria, dépecage



