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A Study on the seller's Fundamental Breach of contract
in the international Sale of Goods
-Focused on Provision of 34 and 35 in CISG-

Jo, yo-seb

Department of International Commerce and Logistics

Graduate School, Pukyong National University

Abstract

In the CISG, the concept of fundamental breach of contract, which is stipulated in
Article 25, is the most important regulation in that it is the standard of remedy.
However, the criterion about ‘substantial loss’ which is a requirement fundamental
breach of contract is abstract, which has been abruptly abstracted and has become a
problem for the victim’s remedy. Meanwhile, seller's major duty in the CISG must
deliver a buyer product agreed with contract and documents must be issued if
necessary. The most inconsistency among them is the CISG Article 35 physical
suitability, and Article 35 distinguishes between cases where the specification of the
goods 1s explicitly specified and those which are not explicitly defined. Most of the
disputes arise out of disputes when the specification is not explicitly specified, so it is
necessary to judge the criterion of fundamental breach of contract in order to enhance
the legal stability of the CISG and the predictability of the parties. In addition, since the
documents are frequently used as means for linking with the goods, hand over
documents duty in Article 34 of the CISG must be additionally determined.

As a result of the case study, CISG in Article 35 (2) (a) indicates the possibility of
resale in the buyer’s country, (b) an expression of the buyer’'s intentions to use for
particular purpose, (c) consistency of secondary quality, and (d) product standard of
packing to protect, Article 34 of the CISG determines that the documents related to the

use and delivery of the goods are the basis for fundamental breach of contract. The

_iv_



purpose of this study is to confirm the judicial of standard by adding recent case and
domestic case to Article 35 (2) (a), (b) already studied in previous studies and (c), (d),
and Article 34, which were not made in the previous studies, could be used to provide
assistance to the parties in future disputes in that they conducted the case analysis in
relation to Article 35.

keyword : CISG, Fundamental breach of contract, Substantial loss, Article 34 and 35
of the CISG, Physical suitability, Document
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128) CLOUT case 724 : Oberlandesgericht Koblenz, 2U923/06, 14/12/2006
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Western Australia, 24/05/2004,
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134) CLOUT case 1164 : China International Economic & Trade Arbitration Commission
[CIETAC], 10/12/2003

_59_



HAl AL itk

o

SENEERET

=

14 7

on
"

o

CISG A|34x AHdl

Supreme Arbitration Court of the Russian Federation (VAS), Case

No. VAS-11307/09, 15/10/2009
@ COMERCIAL SAN ANTONIO, S.A. vs. GRUPO BLOCNESA, SL,

Audiencia Provincial de Barcelona, 12/02/2002

® [1981] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. p.337

(Fourteenth Division), 12/02/2002
@ CLOUT case 1110 : Russian Federation: Judicial Division of the

Arnhem, 17/06/1997
@ CLOUT case 488 : Spain: Provincial Court of Barcelona

(D UNILEX, Bevaplast BV v. Tetra Médical SA, Gerechtshof’s

.ﬂo

N

o A A=
A AFF 2 Feor A gt wekA A

CISG A|34=

oo
)

Hn
Al

-

ol

227t

o

7ol
zr

o
Bl
A

nF

AL A3 Abdel M= A

=

_60_



o

[e))]
H

19 Wl 4 e 2 A} 1553

A ALV N 5

I3

A

FEREE

=
]

2¥e

b gloe), 7hs3

°©

A3 Aol A =

Tt
714 AU AF71136) 0] A

o

- RS T oW T ¥ B T
o ® WO = = o ® o O
= S e o oo ow 2 g S =
Ca = ok = I 5 o M
ol ® _ oF = =) o) o er M
T g X ogr = oup =e oy F =
©n o= T F = N e
X ey T+ o ol oy o &
X 2 BT ®o" Zo o~ 4
) = W WOy % T = o O
— ‘1L__/|m up gl = m_ol B T s T
° < ME Hoow
55 L T ® e AMES )
ujp 5 Ny Mo oy o M ol W e
o 0 < ! _
" 8 | AR KB | W v T
5 = mw i - L
—_— B o H X [ :
7 f.% fmie ghus
0 — N lo}
0 .8 R vE o - = il
ﬁ 13) E et dﬂ 17_A| EE mﬂ ,.X_.ﬁ X ﬂrL
I g YN\ e TR BE o "W
0 _‘_ s [— T
& mg?@%%%u L) i
T = o o To- S
N T 7 . H R N R YR T
o T 8 W w M%%%%%@
0 ) = o KO oy — < e
T iR Ii P e TR
BR < w o) e H 7% i o < 5
B ToF L opm W N B
HE D S e ®OROX GG - <
oW 5 g Wmmr@rﬂ?%ﬁ% L o
o o =
g CpfaZlazzgs T
_ : ~ o 7P "
o Wr . I N o) o W W il
X oo 8 =0 W W AR T w X
VT 5 T T o TR NGO o

Supreme

VAS-11307/09,
Audiencia

Case No.
S.L,

(VAS),

Judicial Division of the
GRUPO BLOCNESA,

_6‘]_

Spain: Provincial Court of Barcelona (Fourteenth Division),
Russian Federation:

CLOUT case 1110
Arbitration Court of the Russian Federation

15/10/2009
137) UNILEX, Bevaplast BV v. Tetra Médical SA, Gerechtshof’s Arnhem, 17/06/1997

138) COMERCIAL SAN ANTONIO, S.A. vs.
Provincial de Barcelona, 12/02/2002
139) [1981] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. p.337

12/02/2002

135) CLOUT case 488 :
136)




A Aokglurel 249 AAHQ vl U@ wrlFEe] FAH ol
2 olol CISGS] Wb

i
oft
>,
X
1o
2
\
LY,
p
%
o
ol\
=
o
do
%

gk 2 77F ol stk
mul Al ool A miEQle] FQ o= Ak dAE= B
A WFAe ojHstojof dtefor s, 7HF B B
A7} dAYsta HEo] CISG AIBEe BF A ojo HFste] w
Aok o9l A34xze] MFaly-olFoltt. ool CISG #135x<F 34

%
sHow 2AH Akt AT ES AeuH GARRE 7He] A Aol
=]
=

ot
5
A
2
i
B o

=
=

9o Az TR gled AdaA)

CSIG A3z 28 (a)z oA “EFc] Sz AMRHE H4d A
dlof st ATl @ FuiAel wet

=
g 7tAor Acks AAsAs AJA I ofF, @ HEHA L] AA

_62_



)

=

M A, Q@ 7l deEdR =

ox

™
fite)

e

o] AHg

ol
oy

=3 A v v A 2 ol A

-
o

S
LA

] A

9l

e
o

;OL

i

Al Al

ol A

|

—
=

e

71

pra

e ERRCE RIS

=i}
=

]
R

)
—_

el
i
ol
o)

—

O
Ho
)

0
Bl

+

oj
B

—~
10

o

—_
fi%e)

we}A, o)

0
N

4
e

o o5}

oA EFAE 7Hs

[e))]
H

=

9/]

=

Al
Al et

Al

hya
ar

Jo
o =

P2 oga)

°

il

gy
o

bl ok

S AFEA &

<
T

_63_

Aol g F8
o “ARom A

e

} ()

[}

kel

0
pad

1o},

AE waA

bof of

°©

9
CSIG A3z 2

[e)

i



CISG A34zx9] AMFFuk-oFo] Ago= 27k Aoz 728 ¢
el AFash wjuA kel &E 3 A kAt BekrbeAdel Sl
=N

A% AgSlne FAHA vk AR

A35% 23(a), (b), ()&l weh A|34x9] 224 AFeInke] 7|Fo] 43|

o2 JetejA Al eFel Al =

A5 o] BHAURES FwasE Fet.

ﬂl ﬂl
ol
o
k=l
to
&1'
_Lu
do
E
==
oft
~
ol
>
=
X
b
o
Ll
=
ox
Ot
o
rlr

_64_



A2 ANFIA SHPor, 1 ANFES W5 FANA Awoirt
54, BHALERA U v GAEA, FEFDY XY, LY

oA o] FAAA FUY (¢), (ZT e} A34xe] MFuFoFE A3BE}
gdste] Ate 24 AANTE Aol FF 2D 5 e 24N

PAAEAN N FAZBEEAA AZH5HS ATT 5 AL Aol

A2A AT @A L FF AT $F

o443t o] B A FABFu AN CISG ABE] BE 27
Agelnel Az AFarelrE FHom BAR Ackaw wulz
2 AdE B4 AL Jout B AFelAE tdew 2o dAHS
A 9

AA, CISG Az ABEE FHo BAH Ackewre] Bur]Ee
AAsaA ot 1 WAE ANSA Bk CISG ABEE B2
A Ackelnel ol AR FAsT ded o e FYL wels
of MeE Aorhe AW o) TAE Arka Bekste] RAH Aopg)
whel WIS ANSA gtk FF BAH Ackewel A WA A5
of WelE FAATY ov dt A¥ 9 Aow Az,

=4, M=) MFaiol o] A4 Abd7F F-Heho] dnbstel o gk

Ao



N

A7F Ay 5 o CISGAHI34

)

i Abal s

3

A o2 A353ke] H]

7ol

ol

ol

o

EER I

ps

37 <]

el
oW

B/

—_
o

rvzel

X
o

FHAE

A

4974

]
&

bolof 7] w#el §A

2%

_66_



< g3y >
$HE FOAGE HE A
Fget, o9, vk A FAgF29 A AL

A ZFA FAEEF ] u A 2Fol] B3 UNCISG(CISG) ] a4 3 28 A AL,

<IH AT+ >
s TH2015), TAEFA AN TS Ak AA V| BE A
T, AP gl BRALEE 9 =

A8(2014), fFrd=A=FooldotllAel =59 AFAg, FopHs
(62), 2014, pp. 433-459 (27 pages)

74 7H(2011), Incoterms 20100] A &= =AEF wjujA ol A CISGS
Eele] &% Ak oF P AFA=Y Tl ek w3, mEpgik
(International Trade Law), 2011, pp.127-160

A Q5(2004), FrIAIEEel AolA Akl sfiAl, HAT #1449 AL,
pp.124-144

A 34(2013), CISGolA o] 2422 Alokeute] FA-mj=lo =FAF{A <
ofNke] AS-E FAHoE- xmARHE S, "WARHE 64, 2013,
pp.b61-603 (43 pages)

W3] (2012), CISGel dolAd =F¢ FHF3 AokefAl - CISG-AC
Opinion no.5¢] a2 o] lojA L= Aekeute] oqnjs FA4 o2 -
<FZAAHHAT> 21915, pp.103-132

=FA2010), wAEF oA el ¥ Fll Fopdol whegle] ShAtE ¢
H, #AIE3 A, Volll No.2, 2010

_67_



15231 (2014), CIFAIFoll A wir=1e] M FAle oo w3 A+, BIEA
47(2), 2014. 141-158 (18 pages)
U H(2013), wAlSEE A o o] BRI R B A Fagol #gk wjeQl
o] offo] #3 A AT EFRATAKISTD, F37+d
T (=59 74538H3]), 60¢ 0%. 2013 pp.3-26
A FA2006), wAZFwEiA kel #FHek A AT KCISG) e EH A
Alokeigt, gt W{EAT A, HI=F>, 239 235
pp.437-479
A(2011), wA=F ol FoHCISG) = A& 57 HHY LM HE,
BAFR LA S 28 20 28 1 5K, 2011
AEA, ARL(2008), =AGAAI kel 3o AlkEold e AATVEH 1
AgArdel #e AT 1 GISG, PICC 2 PECL¥He] ®lalys 13
koo eks] 798k %] 33(5), 2008.11, 253-274 (22 pages)
o] (2015), CISGZ miwi &4 &9 5244 4 (Fitness for Purpose)ell
g AT —oxd 2 SARAEE AR, BEREAKEHE B
2418 ZH19%, 2015
o] [ F47(2010), = A& &l wl Al kol A Al ksl Aol 23 & o #HI A
CISGE FAHLe=, d=x2tdZdAsts] A7|stedads] =&y
2010, 2010.12, 791-814 (24 pages)
2A&(2007), = AlEF vl Al kel #E UNY Y AkAdAAe 543
AlekeIntel g3k wm=<le] ofFenke] gk wjle FAEES
© 2 Vol.23 No.3 [2007], ¢33 dgtw H
ZAA, W 5(2015), = AEF A kel A wl Qo] o] 3 o] F-q
Hl A+ - CISG, HEGRHE, = UHs SR, 4974
A A48F A1z, 20155, 67-97 (31 pages)

l

o2
£
o

ol

s

_68_



o141 $-(2015), AT Qo mA AFsAute] Frhgol B wawa
T, a#HE Vol 77 , 2015
5 41(2005), A1 F ol A kol e UNGF ksl 4, ¥ F-3(2005)
HF4(2004), FAE
e B, Vol11l No.3, 2004
SAAQ007), FAZEAN FES Aol B nB-CISG A2

N

N
:"é
=)
)

]

o,
=2,
g
rot
Ho
2
ol
12
&
o
AU
L
o,
I
£l
X
)
il

l

TA O, R ets], <F-98E] x> 329 23, 2007, pp.399-420
5743 (2012), CISGHS] wh:=gle]l 242 7l oFente] ¥k Heo] Abgl o
2, FAARE ], <FAAHEATF> 219 135, 2012, pp.79-101
431(2016), Flvet 714 el CISGH -&At#H ol w3k &, T 5 a1 JE,
Vol.69, 2016

S 2008), A5 Tl A AN B G HEIS] AT A Fe) ol
#F AuF - ARFAS FHoE-, AR/ EARATY

(KISTD), F945FA (gh=F533]), 374 0. 2008, pp.61-85

& 25(2011), sidEmulol A EAXAFEZ A3 wjujA ke EAA §
Wb gl owj i) Ak A, Sl AbEAl AT A, <3l gE>20119
1%, 2011, pp.153-161

A R(2011), A =F v vl A F(CISG)ol #3 UNF kel 2 Alg ol

&25(2011), = A= F vl wl Al kel #SFUNE FHCISG) A w1 A&
WROF EAAGH AT Vol.13 No.3, 2011

A1 (2009), CISGA & = AEFwulol A = AP #gk A
BEEELA BAA #EdE Aoz FAAT 19(1), 2009.3,

W3] (2014), CIFAICF A wle] A FA|gol ol w3k A, A A
47(2), 2014. 141-158 (18 pages)

_69_



<=9 47 >

John O. Honnold, Uniform Law for International Sales under the 1980
United Nations Convention, 3rd edition (1999)

Harry M. Flechtner, “Funky Mussels, a Stolen Car, and Decrepit Used
Shoes: Non-Conforming Goods and Notice thereof under the
United Nations Sales Convention ("CISG”)”, Boston University

International Law Journal , Spring 2008,

< ZzxE A >

CLOUT case 720 : Nederlands Arbitrage Instituut/Netherlands
Arbitration Institute, 15/10/2002

CLOUT case 204 : France Court of Appeal of Grenoble (Commercial
Division), 15/05/1996

CLOUT case 272 : Oberlandesgericht Zweibrcken, Original in German.
Unpublished, 31/03/1998

CLOUT case 150 : Cour de cassation, Sacovini v. S.A.RL. Les Fils de
Henri Ramel, 23/01/1996

CLOUT case 999 : Denmark: Ad hoc Arbitral Tribunal, 10/11/2000

CLOUT case 123 : GERMANY Bundesgerichtshof, 8 March 1995, VIII
ZR 159/94, 08/03/1995

CLOUT case 418 : U.S. [Federal] District Court for the Eastern District
of Louisiana, 17/05/1999

CLOUT case 734 : Audiencia Provincial de Castellon, seccion 32
21/03/2006

CLOUT case 1256 : Court of Appeal of New Zealand, 22/07/2011

_70_



CLOUT case 724 : Oberlandesgericht Koblenz, 2U923/06, 14/12/2006

CLOUT case 977 : China International Economic & Trade Arbitration
Commission [CIETACI], 19/06/2003

CLOUT case 483 : Spain: Provincial Court of Barcelona (Fourteenth
Division), 12/02/2002

CLOUT case 1110 : Russian Federation: Judicial Division of the
Supreme Arbitration Court of the Russian Federation (VAS),
Case No. VAS-11307/09, 15/10/2009

CLOUT case 808 : China International Economic & Trade Arbitration
Commission [CIETACI], 04/06/1999

CLOUT case 1194 : Compromex Arbitration, Conservas La Costefia S.A.
de CV. v. Lanin San Luis S.A. & Agroindustrial Santa Adela
S.A, 29/04/1996

CLOUT case 1164 : China International Economic & Trade Arbitration
Commission [CIETACI], 10/12/2003

CLOUT case 867 : Tribunale di Forli, Mitias v. Solidea S.r.L,
09/12/2008

CLOUT case 905! Tribunal cantonal du canton du Valais, 21/02/2005

UNILEX, Schmitz-Werke GmbH & Co. v. Rockland Industries Inc, U.S.
Court of Appeals, Fourth Circuit, 00-1125, USA, 21/06/2002

UNILEX, Oberlandesgericht Graz, 6R194/95, Austria, 09/11/1995

UNILEX, Rechtbank van Koophandel, Hasselt, AR/05/2945, Belgium,
14/09/2005

UNILEX, Landgericht Berlin, 525247/94, Germany, 15/09/1994

UNILEX, Summit Chemicals Pty Ltd v Vetrotex Espana SA, Supreme

_7‘]_



Court of Western Australia, 24/05/2004,

UNILEX, Bevaplast BV v. Tetra Médical SA, Gerechtshof’'s Arnhem,
17/06/1997

UNILEX, COMERCIAL SAN ANTONIO, S.A. vs. GRUPO BLOCNESA,
S.L, Audiencia Provincial de Barcelona, 12/02/2002

UNILEX, International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes
(ICSID) 04/06./004

UNILEX, U.S. Court of Appeals, 2nd Circuit. 06/12/1995

[1981] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 337p

ME&FT A 2008. 12. 5. 431 200771H19698(2H4 )

<A E>

UNCITRAL : http://www.uncitral.org/
UNILEX : http://www.unilex.info/

_72_



	제 1 장 서 론
	제 1 절 연구의 배경 및 목적
	제 2 절 연구의 범위 및 방법
	제 3 절 선행연구
	1. 본질적 계약위반
	2. 물품의 물적 적합성
	3. 서류교부의무


	제 2 장 본질적 계약위반과 매도인의 의무
	제 1 절 CISG에서 본질적 계약위반
	1. 본질적 계약위반의 개념
	2. 본질적 계약위반의 요건
	3. 매도인의 본질적 계약위반 효과

	제 2 절 CISG에서 매도인의 의무
	1. 물품의 물적 적합성
	2. 서류교부의무


	제 3 장 물적 적합성과 서류교부의무 사례
	제 1 절 물품의 물적 적합성과 본질적 계약위반 사례
	1. 통상 사용목적에 적합해야 하는 경우
	2. 특별한 사용목적에 적합해야 하는 경우
	3. 견본과 일치해야 하는 경우
	4. 용기 및 포장이 적합해야 하는 경우

	제 2 절 서류교부의무와 본질적 계약위반 사례
	1. 종속계약에 관련한 서류교부의무
	2. 물품의 적합성과 관련한 서류교부의무
	3. 물품인수를 위한 서류교부의무


	제 4 장 유형별 본질적 계약위반의 판단기준 분석
	제 1 절 물품의 물적 적합성과 본질적 계약위반의 기준
	1. 통상 사용목적의 본질적 계약위반 기준
	2. 특별한 사용목적의 본질적 계약위반 기준
	3. 견본매매의 본질적 계약위반 기준
	4. 용기 및 포장의 본질적 계약위반 기준

	제 2 절 서류교부의무과 본질적 계약위반의 기준
	1. 서류의 하자보완 가능성
	2. 서류교부의무의 본질적 계약위반 기준


	제 5 장 결 론
	제 1 절 연구의 요약 및 시사점
	제 2 절 연구의 한계 및 향후 연구 방향

	참고문헌


<startpage>10
제 1 장 서 론 1
 제 1 절 연구의 배경 및 목적 1
 제 2 절 연구의 범위 및 방법 3
 제 3 절 선행연구 4
  1. 본질적 계약위반 5
  2. 물품의 물적 적합성 6
  3. 서류교부의무 7
제 2 장 본질적 계약위반과 매도인의 의무 9
 제 1 절 CISG에서 본질적 계약위반 9
  1. 본질적 계약위반의 개념 10
  2. 본질적 계약위반의 요건 11
  3. 매도인의 본질적 계약위반 효과 15
 제 2 절 CISG에서 매도인의 의무 18
  1. 물품의 물적 적합성 18
  2. 서류교부의무 20
제 3 장 물적 적합성과 서류교부의무 사례 24
 제 1 절 물품의 물적 적합성과 본질적 계약위반 사례 24
  1. 통상 사용목적에 적합해야 하는 경우 27
  2. 특별한 사용목적에 적합해야 하는 경우 35
  3. 견본과 일치해야 하는 경우 38
  4. 용기 및 포장이 적합해야 하는 경우 39
 제 2 절 서류교부의무와 본질적 계약위반 사례 41
  1. 종속계약에 관련한 서류교부의무 43
  2. 물품의 적합성과 관련한 서류교부의무 46
  3. 물품인수를 위한 서류교부의무 48
제 4 장 유형별 본질적 계약위반의 판단기준 분석 50
 제 1 절 물품의 물적 적합성과 본질적 계약위반의 기준 50
  1. 통상 사용목적의 본질적 계약위반 기준 51
  2. 특별한 사용목적의 본질적 계약위반 기준 53
  3. 견본매매의 본질적 계약위반 기준 55
  4. 용기 및 포장의 본질적 계약위반 기준 57
 제 2 절 서류교부의무과 본질적 계약위반의 기준 58
  1. 서류의 하자보완 가능성 59
  2. 서류교부의무의 본질적 계약위반 기준 60
제 5 장 결 론 62
 제 1 절 연구의 요약 및 시사점 62
 제 2 절 연구의 한계 및 향후 연구 방향 65
참고문헌 67
</body>

