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1. Duty to Mitigation of Damage
2. Fair Dealing
3. Economic Efficiency
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1. Duty to Cooperate

2. The Principles of European Contract Law (PECL) 2002, art. 1:202(1); UNIDROIT Principles of
International Commercial Contracts, art. 5.1.3.

3. Good Faith

4. Self-Help

5. Attributable

6. Contribution of Loss or Contribution of Damage
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1. Act

2. Omission
3. Fault

4. Negligence
5. Buyer

6. Seller
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3. for example see: The Principles of European Contract Law (PECL) 2002, art. 9:505 (1); Regulation
of the European Parliament and of the Council on a Common European Sales Law 2011, art. 163
(1); Feasibility study for a future instrument in European Contract Law, 3 May 2011, Commission
Expert Group on European Contract Law, art. 166; Draft Common Frame of Reference (DCFR)
2009, Model Rules of European Private Law, Prepared by the Study Group on a European Civil
Code and the Research Group on EC Private Law (Acquis Group), I11.-3: 704.
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1. Independent Commission Against Corruption (Hong Kong), ICAC Case 85/2002, decision of 26
June 2003.

2. Exhaustion

3. Obligation of Conduct

4. Obligation of Result

A8 a0l e e bl Tl 0 el (Y00 YD) Lasla )l 3 G olsyl sl s 03 e L2 0
The ) el eas |odme ol (alS ol (5 js oS coul Jsdne slaaysa L3l s Gotews ls5l 3
.(Principles of European Contract Law (PECL) 2002, art. 9:505(2)
6. ex officio
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If he fails to take such measures, the party in breach may claim a reduction in the damages ) «—..
.(in the amount by which the loss should have been mitigated

8. Vene Vax Case, Bundesgerichtshof, Germany, Judgment of 24 March 1999, CLOUT Case no. 271.
271.
9. sua sponte or ipso iure
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1. Vacuum Cleaners Case, Appellate Court Celle (Germany), Case No 3 U 246/97, 2 September 1998.
1998.



yyay dum)’ 9 ,,gb Y E)Loaf& N 3)9: c‘:vg.w& d,ja @Yle

S Sl 6m g a (lacaly 4 by e Slaliee OT a5 5,5 55 & IS
et Ol 55 353 o 3ol oS Sy am a b olSsls TiisMod bl oS ol
035 7 ae OT 5l iy 25 4555 med BU 0y oy 035 sham e (VA VIS Ll
oLl Bl e Lyl s ite 12U S oS ol l 1035 sam S5l s T
Ol ame iy UL e aalyl 3 oy b Ble Ll lme cpl oy 5 el s
Schlechtriem & Butler 2009: 221; Ciurtin ) sls 51,5 Jais 55 1) Cdoyu Jool 3¢ opd b
53,5 (uanas wal b 55 Ol e |y LI I aseie o g5 G oopl plu (2015 13
O gaS Hia Ly oy A1 a8 a5 AL bt Sas_2alS ol 5 bl
ol alS 53 23S el Yol s enenad 3 S sld Lol it
UL g s 5 5 edids b S Sl e U L e Bl pa oS 5 4 esls
e el ol &S pl sl 03 S AU S @l sll 4 50 2 4l >
sl 5 Jal s 50y 5l ot ) ey il e T A0 I s sl e
Sy oz 31 el e 3131 S ol pl 7 S o ol 5 g g0 el sl o
Fie s (i Jlme) Jlo mlin s w25 5 ign a5l 5 22 s S5y 5 26 LUl5 S

.(Bernstein & Lookofsky 1997: 103) lat.ils

1. Facts
2. Discretion
3. Reasonableness

ol Sl oyl O3 Jsime) 1ol 03 S iy 1 558 opl L 039 Jaine (Yoo ¥) Lgyl slasls,l 3 5 pim sl ¥
Coale 035 Jpinn aiS 5 sl e el iy slsl 3 Slaci b Uil 5 plosl s Claze obiil S1aS
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.(The Principles of European Contract Law (PECL) 2002, art. 1:302)
5. Trade Usage
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A Al S el S et e Al s O 54 g

7. Independent Commission Against Corruption (Hong Kong), ICAC Case 97/2004, decision of 23
December 2004.
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1. Shoes Case, Appellate Court Disseldorf (Germany), Case No 17 U 146/93, 14 January 1994.
2. Iran-United States Claims Tribunal, Watkins-Johnson Co. & Watkins-Johnson Ltd. v The Islamic
Republic of Iran & Bank Saderat Iran, 28 July 1989.
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1. Cloth Wind Coats Case, China International Economic and Trade Arbitration Commission,
CIETAC Arbitration Award [1989 Contract #QFD890011].

2. Services

3. Internationale Jute Maatschappij BV v Marin Palomares SL, Supreme Court (Spain), 28 January 2000.

4. Steel Bars Case, Court of Arbitration of the International Chamber of Commerce (ICC), Case No
6281, Award of 26 August 1989.
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1. ICC case n°3344, Clunet 1982, p. 979.

2. ICC Case N0.8574 of September 1996, p. 61.

3. Middle East Cement Shipping and Handling Co. S.A. v. Arab Republic of Egypt, ICSID Case No.
ARB/99/6, Award of 12 April 2002, para. 167.

4. Anticipatory Breach
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1. Suspension
2. United Nations Convention On Contracts for the International Sale of Goods 1980, arts. 71-72.
3. Aluminium Hydroxide Case, Appellate Court Kéln (Germany), 21 August 1997, Case No 18 U
121/97.
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4. puctu sunt servunda
5. Vienna Convention on the law of treaties 1969, art. 26.
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1. United Nations Convention On Contracts for the International Sale of Goods 1980, art. 50.

2. United Nations Convention On Contracts for the International Sale of Goods 1980, art. 74.

3. UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contracts, art. 7.4.8 (2); Regulation of the
European Parliament and of the Council on a Common European Sales Law 2011, art. 163 (2);
Feasibility study for a future instrument in European Contract Law, 3 May 2011, Commission
Expert Group on European Contract Law, art. 167 (2); Draft Common Frame of Reference
(DCFR) 2009, Model Rules of European Private Law, Prepared by the Study Group on a
European Civil Code and the Research Group on EC Private Law (Acquis Group), 111.-3:705(2).

4. DT Ltd v B AG (Sizing Machine Case) Commercial Court St Gallen (Switzerland) 3 December
2002.
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1. United Nations Compensation Commission [UNCC], Well Blowout Control Claim, UN Doc.
S/AC.26/1996/5, at 502-503.
2. Legal Obligation
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4. Promisee

5. Promisor
6. Legal Obligation
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