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Abstract

In most of the legal systems, the non-breaching party has numerous ways
to deal with the breach and its resulting compensation. An important
question raised in this case is whether the non-breaching party can choose
between the related remedies and select the one which is more beneficial for
him. There is a doctrine in American law, known as doctrine of election of
remedies, based on which a person not only can but is required to choose one
of the available remedies. According to this doctrine, election of a remedy
can be final, binding and inalienable, even if, it does not supported by
consideration or is not by deed, or even is not relied by the other part.
Notwithstanding its precedent in American law, this doctrine has been
criticized over the history. Contradictions with justice, differences in judicial
procedures, principle of the accumulation of remedies and their
changeability as well as lack of independence are among the criticisms. As
regards the Imamiyah jurisprudence and Iranian law, it should be stated that
on one hand some of the results of the aforementioned doctrine are obtained
by similar institutions and foundations, and accordingly there is no need for
the doctrine. On the other hand, some of the other results of the doctrine are
rejected by the Iranian law and are not acceptable.
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1. Doctrine of Lache.

2. Doctrine of Waiver

3. Doctrine of Estoppel.

4. Res Judicata.

5. Doctrine Election of Remedies.
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3. Reasonable reliance.
4. Consideration.

5. Deed.
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3. Restitution.

4. Expectation damage.
5. Reliance damage.

Sk us

L}

_r/ iy ri Jb_hf/’;(M&;"

Wy~
.y




%

e

) -’/?‘V"))ﬂ";"d/

I B

IRy,

T

A 9 A1,

SOT alax 135551 0T 5 5515 (6,505 3,050 555 e Slslimt s o gDl by o ai @
VAJA&JJS:)\VU%JJ@@H{MJ'%Q)L«&O\Je-o},iéﬁngugﬁ\(}ﬂa\f
“a B3 Glogd & Ju s 4 35 o3l Ol o i 933,58 D) g Sl Ol
CILI it e o sls 7 4b Olea G 5 .Sl Soylust S sdoes O 4 e
o g sblize 3l Olalyt S 5,8 o Syse Slej obh el wals 0L g sk
Ol (sl V5o K LT Co o 6360 Ao g 05,5 Olswsl Bl &7 5ol Oy
AAS ol Uasl Olal s a1y o 50 iz eals ) 3 OOy

Shao st aids i WL 53 6 2S5 lanyza 5 eses ol gle L Lo, o
Shcal e gyl 3, 5 a5 Sy slac )l o5 Ol (s O
Iy Gl Gosed ploa Ju s G 5355 pile s 5 adsl sl O o Olal =
LT 03,50 St nlin Ol or 40 i Jor 53 5350 030d 7 (o 3 oy Zoos
sle &S b Olan a7 Jb= 5 €558 sad agalae 3 5l L sl O (sbro s Ol
Olal g S d b 4S™ ol O Syl Oy (slbo g Cos Lilos S 0L O s 5
S5 Canss OT 53 Ol (b5 S o 1l slayl 3 T8 das Hl 5 aabge 4o
.(Schmitz, 2012: 608) .ils

Jlal dea 31 s Db ki 51 S b Oly e 3 1) blie Db (5ai> Lai> (sl
03,55 Caley 1) Gl delsn 503,87 (AL ST Olal g o7 gl )3 e 3 g0 S
0303 0B Froasle alal y 358 oo 5l o G adllas 55 Jleal oy ST bl
S ol 53 . Swllges ool b 5y Cage Uges i s AL S UK T Iy
T 3 e otd Sslas el lzel oy ST el 0350 (b LSl B 1y glpes Olal
Oy 05 SBusl o 2575 55 4 3530 b S g 53338 (o 1583 s s
35 Oope Bl b3 bl LSBT gl il bl (Ol

1. Supreme Court of Illinois.

2. Crown Life v American Nat 1994.
3. Full Reparation.

4. Failure to Prosecute.

5. Involuntray Dismissal.



Ol Olal g aslsyl 5 &K Lol 4o & A 5 Jks gl (Sheppard, 2006: 63)

*

g Y P PG P Ty W NUPE RS PN J e
95 03 Lol Ll By Dol adlle 5 Agad e Gl @ gl Sl Olal G
sl 413 1y odidie s’ e ade 058 (glgen 5o UL e Olps 8 SLas
55 0Kl G g 53 ol 0k DL ol e 31,8 s 55 55 ok ren 4l
2l 530l 25l 5 (iles ST USTT Sl 035 BT o5 08w 5 51 5
Sl bl cdsl sl s 5sTplH STOT sl Sl ) ol axils Oy o g

(Stone, 2009: 244) (wsL 43 § &) o 3li> oles

0T Goi> 39 4105 (Jad o> .0

S i w53 L KT Gai 3 4l ol G oKl o 3
LTS L Y PSR O R PP
Hgho ol -0

el 0l dl e B sim Slusl 53 (503 28l Slalanl b Sl o ST

Wy - (/ a- ri Jb_?«/irﬂfﬂé}’ﬁ‘}"‘o}/w
o . ®

2> gl Jo )3 K 6T i & dilails Ol o sas ol 53 OB i 5 |
5NN ol Y iy 4y lealy ol 53 5 03503 pmita |y sl Ol 0 50d Sl
Brooks and Stremitzer, ) A les o sbawl S 6T (65l JSKEI doze 0 56 (YY)
Sy ge 3l & ol o @i men (2010: 701 and Schmitz, 2012:612
33domn (6 855 D jhe 5 el pll 3 oS 0T a5yl olpon 4y 1y x5 o1 a8 8
55 om0 (S.P1932: 208) AL 5 g pe frbd Ll b & oyl e Sl 238w b
S 505,57 gz a1y @3k Gl Eom 5 S| Slssl o S5 S 3l 0 O

S s (s sade 4 (Corbin, 2017: 39) 355 0 slad 4 (535,08 2 S

1. McGibbon v Schmidt, 1916.

2. Rowell v Smith, 123, wis. 510, 102, N.W, 1925.
3. Richard Stone.

4. Uniform Commercial Code( 0OF




*

e

Y B

&

um‘j}’;/u;"@-t’&k:ﬂ,!w :;':ﬂ/’d“:’u

3 8 e Bl IS 55ba Lot it Dol O 05 Sl o S5 S
Witkin, 2008: ) - 5 .(Glesner, 1995: 599) 35 oo joslu jluw Waslsyl 3 (5 yi
Jl 53 5358 i pike 35 agl Ol oo 4 Olal s & Sl dizne 5 (184
258 5l 55 5 T 51l 5 gn Ol o8 Azed 635l 50 0 Fpe J 23 Gt ol

NS oS glalamal ) Sl O o (Slae s i 5l ol goals =Sl G- 2
el 05 S adllas

3ol ales b Sos 21585 £ a5 5 03w 4B BB 4T g0 51 ol il o Y
by ps et by e ) e

31 oraz) O s 5531 (5 slosl DM oS ol 55 S G
Ged 3okl abpdy Sl Ol Sl st mer b (157 YA OB iy
o BB slayl 5 b dho bt Ol slaegd ple b bt alllae bl
(Treitel, 2003: 976) wil
ilgd Y-

Stz 056 3,5 o581 OT 4 O3 g0 S (gago ) ke c I 5 o) )
53 il p 4 1y 0T KT &8 el VLI I LI FR &S (UCC) K 0T (sl
S 333515 SaB il 53 b 3l el S il pkir 55 de 050
5 O s 5 o8 8 (5Bl (VAFLY) e3le Comgn 40 ool 0l i iy (5,2
b alelae gl Sl 5L ST 015 0T By b led ool VIS (58 0y Sl e e
G gr ekip b kS g linal G b S sl 513 (sl |

ST (635 g dlalan 358 ke 311

ﬁ’u‘éﬂ;kiﬂ)‘}&ém%6%‘%@“))&*4{6‘JYK&PJ-*
ST a8 g0 Sl 03 e

las adllae 5515 0T 51 a0 Sllus 5 is 350 1) alelee 3550 W

ood slad¥ie b dalgn Sl VIS (38 | 1l 5 plal ol F

S adllae | alelas



led g 5l 5 (5 g 31 OT (sl pde e w1 515,51 50
j\\)cl{hOT}\éJ\o.\L&;ﬂ\jM@&Grﬁ\{é}ék@ba\q—j..\ib'
Ol Slogd mor bl 55 LIS UCC 3 S oi py e K05 slais)
Bongi and all, ) ol s 4 1) OBl p 2S5 dd US 5 odd 4 pdy Oyl

(2016, no 18.57
L &gy F-0

Leosd oo slaul aie oS3 4 5 e ST 53 o 5 SLB 45 3 42 S
sdalie Ol 5 oo SIS s SLB a5 53 1 ssse 0S5 5l 15 8055 Jl iy
ade 015557 Gles 53705 (B8 UK 6T il s LT L3 Jle gl 35
23 I o S ol dleel 4 (hles SIUE ul slaelSsls oS uals pSel” g
O 8 lses 5 el odks 015 K55 sarze 23 3 SLS g, 5 LLANS L
Ol adlan G 1 mle 313513 b 4 (S o5 58 e o8 s157 0 55 0 1350 ade
Csls Ol b BB T, 55 e o8 sls 5565 ,T CIUT 53 s dal b & jlust
5 S Sl s ol 3 SIS Ll Olail 5 Llde plie Szl o 2Sa) oS
5268 STl a8 ol S i L 5 0T wsls ol 5 ea gy is
Pl 03 505 Ol 1y wline gloids Jle Ol g

sela 5l 3 a5 o501y sgie (S s OV SIS ey a5 L b ol L
w5 cpl a slael (VL Las T 1 S s ol e Jlesl 1) 0T Olores
ESS adeo B a8V lls Ol (6 g SIUT a3t o sls alax Dsd oo odalin

Olomen O jlast Ol o 0 5ed OBl o 2875 (LTl Jlo Ol s (6 5w 51 ol g2

1. Brown.

2. Artisan & Truckers Cas. Co. v. Thorson, 2012
3. Loan Assn v Martin View 1977 .

4. Garrett v. Mazda Motors of America 1992.

5. Caruthers Tanouye v Underhill 2014.

6. Slay v Burnett Trust 1954,

7., Whittom v Alexander-Richardson 1992

¥

L}

Sk us

_r/ iy ri Jb_hf/’;(M&;"

Wy~
.y



http://wicourts.gov/ca/opinion/DisplayDocument.html?content=html&seqNo=76637

*

e

Y B

&

um‘j}’;/u;"@-t’&k:ﬂ,!w :;':ﬂ/’d“:’u

odalive o 573 cpl Jlael 1 86 (oF )3 Oliman SILI cpl 53 5535 o Jles!
(Glesner, 1995: 599) 53 £

ST Gt 53 45 55 Ol b HsSde s dan & ol L JS 5k o
sl s olal g (Garner, 2009: 595) ol 4 515 slasl 350 Szl o S
Oy lae st Ll 55 a5 AiL o 63137 5 5Lesl Ghls sla,l 3 Lal Of o (slae sd
Al Jles!t T e 5 e b Tratree 5 Olojor Spgo & 1 13503 Lk I 50
9 ilbe G168 4 Olalgs o131 S 550 Ole3l LU LI L(Kalamaees, 2011: 64)
Ceoman g G Sl o1l p ST cedd glas el lasl ST s e Al e 5 gl
L8 15 g s bl & Az @)l e ez S kel S
.(Rothschild, 1929: 141)

Ol G g 48 2og0 .7

B3 5 s o 5)ge Gk 5 ais bl g3 1 Olg e 1y Obsl o ST
5 RTe Cd 4 O alin Slaslg Compe 4 01l Gl 5 4B )3 Hpie 4,k b
35 g sl o 575 ity (5505 Lol
<o o )1 N—F

Aokl edeld) (5B (So a8 S iman 5 plbl ool o Dl 4B e |
13 oo o 1y 313513 (a8 Ol o 0 g Sl 4 5wl 2u s (p e
pInd ous .\ —V\—F

S 5g cpl Obzl gk sl Slslas) j\éﬁ;y; sdalive i Ele o
RS 5 G bliel s il K Gl S L e 4l mB S Sy
el 3 3yl Ol OBl Sy Jle gl AT e Sas G adlas 53 Jleal

G kil o3 S5 ale, 1y Sl delse 5038 abS Tees 5,80 5 Ol oS

Oy oged bl oy 5S> Jlael b Skandia America V Financial 1993 oy, 5 o sls Cpas )

ol 035 358 81,07 Gla s 4l 4 a5 Oacy Oyl



S 0T Jlo acsls dal i 1y (6,505 0 get sl Ol 5 0315 Cows 11y 1503 ins

*

AT s 5 G adllae > Sl 4 5 Lo 5 ) g5 e @zl Ol 4 5 A5 5o

Q)L& C‘Jj| C;.w‘ C\.\S\ LSG'BJ odels ))T.\LL )‘}JJA LSLGJ;)K ‘4:.6‘.5‘ 425 J.k..d )\

Wl plBl Lt g 58 3 el g el b Jile 5 Wl ass S ol ol §
‘bz*
gl (Slls; ks 1 Flizes 5 &S 5le 4l o3l ool ()2 Y IFVY 03lils Gioms) ﬁ
3,0 95 51 S anlel Glgid SLUS @ anl o ol 4 15 Mie glu 5 i Y
T
5SS g 1l el Pl ool @ oS 55 93 a1 45T 05 pll edels I sline ?
33 i Ol o (OF NFAY (L Agd 5 FVA VFIV (2l j0) Sl o3lizul 3550 Oles %
by
-
s Glogd 4 Jy adls Iy Sl Ol 05ad &5 Ol G Lasd 5 Il :\r

Sy pdomn Aol Solust Ol 0503 &K (6,80 1 o (gl 53 b Sl 0dd fur e
2 s S 53 (Sl 03,57 (AL ST Oy S 5 Sl 03 57 0 Zuley 1) Glej sl
Lo 5 g dal i Cadle a6, 05 ased ol ol 51 Sl 03 87 o8l 2y
o5 I L 5 Sl )5 w6 L 1 8 e b S s 0L s wl SUI s
spe ekl wdls L dlesl gl B Co b G 63 (B o o Sl e O
55 Olbeatal 4 s Gl Jlesl s L2 s a0 Glist b gl ) L6
Blle Lab ccads s (FFF DRI (lle ) (Sl dalgu sl
d R 55 pot o) (Slme 4 (Dl 4315 5 @B (6l (BT Lo 3 &S paid
6 5> i o Y\~

S 3L a sl i oS 5 0T Ol o ST en,ly Sl 51 Ky S
5B (S B o bl (g it I3 5d e ol 5 edd sl l el
S SN als & oo 53 0del o gaas 35ls Ol oy S5 L plie 5 SIS
s 0T Lai 0l ¢ ol MalS 5 050 53 52 35,5yl Ll 2l daly 56

23 A il Sales b oS cdml sty psls gLaS (S 55h . Cubls dal

)‘_)3 @f.ﬂ} J)}ow&,o::.aj\ (S AR C’l\yjb uﬁ)‘\.«:lsﬁéja caﬁjsuwf\



*

e

Y B

&

um‘j}’;/u;"@-t’&k:ﬂ,!w :;':ﬂ/’d“:’u

35 o Ol pde 4y by o (6 505 5 (50 Dlio Oy 4 by je (S5 8 8 8
5 S58 pilse LAl 2B S Sl ol Olaw Ol s ol
2k gl Kos (56 4 ) 35 (slpes LilS (8 cmelie (bl g )
oo 033 (2 bl Clge K3 B 4 gy o sast 53 Dleslie Sl 53
(AN (IS (g g JoB) uS7 035 15 Iyl (56 WS il 5

GMb! takozr 1 el ol Ol (gaudxte Jy¥5 55 daSTbus ke Slgr pde b 5>
(ol o) i e oy Aile iyl CIYs (S a8 Cu oS (g1
glol lesl 5 YY VA ¢ o VI (g g godl) pllsi 55 = 50 5 2 8 3wl (OYFIG
40 s 14aS bue s Sl pde 3505m o Fege S (SSLOF YR ( JLasT) Leis
Mol 5 ol a3l dhad aid (Jyl 56 slias L &S > Sl Ble slges OAS
5 d 53 sl S g5 K s (S o5lgs Ll B Ll e (BL o 55
() Wbl 5L 5 SLaS bl sl oa e b 5 e 53 OT ar 1,1 1) Juad
(28 S o3 Sl dm 5 (5B (S a5 S o 0dels plul ] ol (VY R
Sl S5 4 g 4 3L 5 I s Tses Ol sdme £ b OGS0
g dal
SO o 31 .Y-F

03 e 5 3l Gl dile ORIl & i Ol p) B 53 &S b S L I
QLS 5 oo g 3B ol 0l 5L )08 Sjsm 4 e o0 S5 5l dlie &K
6 G3L U5 55 4 Ol G 3 45 das e Ol el 5 8 Jle ol L A(Ye APAY
5 bolg e w4k mlE S S S OT Jsl s el bl 4 k5 0!
S 53 Lol piim 4 o5 s 31 (50 o7 0T 53 T o s s il (Sla ol
B (o By LB 0L
ol 9! G9i> 39 wlive g3l N—Y—F

o S Ay w55 dls Ol 0y ST b alie 63 5,5 & plaslg

s



Podw yol jlist onsld N —\—Y—F

*

15 r LSS s 1y gl 2 psmn ol slasl sl ulul Ol 5l Bs 5o

L (FYY VAR ¢ n) 555 0315 OLL ol adas (51 SLESS 552 50 £15 5 5 505 40

ERSEE sdalie . Cowl 03,8 0 Lal ol cpl a3 4 Ge w)sls G5B (AF) esle & oy
N

w}.iaksgz.aVS))MQSQ)MQ\JTQ-@}?Z&.Lgﬁiﬁ»g')l&d\cﬂffbwb\ x%
L Olsl Gai 53 S8 05 (oo a8 OT o i3 oo o 515 135 O sdoma = b 3> o)
T - .. - ;
PS4 W ol 53 0T 5 SHE 5 edd Splas el Hlael sdels 5 ?
335 b ol Ozl 2

S 96 33 o Sloj scusgae JV-Y—F .y

Ol oged &K 6,80 5 bl 3 &S Jlalgs obusl o S alul X
.if

S 3l (& 5 el 03 S5 Saley 1y (B oo b SB Glojdelsn 5 Ol ae csls

I )50 S Glosed OBl | Sl O 0 ph Olen (6,8 Hibe
5 4 5 o0l ased Skl 3l ge 1 (ol 03 55 Ol Ge 56 133 8 s
4 god ol 0 3 gukoe Sloj Blond 4y cns plowil 5 ol dal g o o7 Slal gt K05
)aé&dwloaﬁgjfrjjcaj\sgua!&ﬁsgwdaﬁjlfii}bc\chTGu
5 ol ol e O (FFe) 5 (FFD) ((FY+) «(FNB) 5l gn ol Syl 51 5
Capp el (Sl dals g Hen 03135 b plie o Olalgs & Wil
iy b 3 gudmals 1) Olal g 55 U3 0 oS Sl gy Ll Sl b o oo pgite
S0 w3019 (56 4O welgo F—1-Y—F

Lld 4 55 G Jlel j Olalgs 55 Sde cw)sls Ol s (Sl 056 Ailen

L ges sl mul 4 bU s gumae Sl gy sy gl Cusgdee L Sl

o g (QAXZ PO slge) cwysls OL = a0 B & V0V e3le) Sl gsls
31 slitee (FAY P 08 sl50) Sl oyslo T 4 Lol el 4 bU T 51 Glodes
dal e 9ol Sy Blod 4 555 G ol >l s el oS Sl OT 50 Ael e

C;.il.c) (-.)J} 3 (P VJ:.. Lo c&..u LS"'J""’ oJ,aT .Lc\}.; ke uL"YJ 4§L O




*

e

B

&

-

-

IRy,

T

A 9 A1,

S el ply AL B (plals gdoms o st () 53 45T AS 0 Sl 0kl B sl
Aebs a5 g 0 g OBl 4 S w5 et
Ol G5 30 iy BByt i Y —Y—7

o i Ol 4 bl Com go 4 &S 2wl I S s o0 Ol O p) B s> 53 S35
Sl b (57 O ) B sl e 51T o0 s 4 )bt O
O yld ol > sBogus 99 &0 JB N-Y-Y—F

o kel 5 538 1 (6ol G L3l 4 35 Olpl Gak 3 o Ul
Sl ok wbpdy o b ,\?,'Lw‘/c))\.ﬂ; Ol Glesd pex b fol EIN]
0 Oly ke 056 3 bl i 2 S e ool () IVYAF (O, 5 sl l)
2 ¢Sl Jpol & s g L e (sl 355 o0 blizal ot 4 056 ol a5 5 bl e
55 0T 5 ol a6 b G oo 1 lao s b b sl O ¢ gike 3
S 1y Shlus gx T 4 s Ll (63 Ol L (b G &S Sl
445 ol Ll tdlad o Ol o s p (53 4 3131 & (sn sl dauly 4 ol Seas
AYAY OLn 5 b)) Sl Ol BB 55 LEL edd s)lg sls,l 3 Lad abaals
e 08B (YF0) o3le uoman 5 (YYA) (YY) 310 4 Ol 5 oo a5 ol A (sl VOV
Cils oo Ol &S Sl Ol 0 gl Ol oy S o e ) ol ply s ged slzal
B (a5 4B iy Ol ) B g 3 5903 e Ol (ood Ly Dol O 0 ki b o
Oyl o o SBogms 999 i JB .Y —Y—Y—F

Ol 5 gt 45 34 opl 315,415 a8 ol Ol 0sed bl 4 5 1 slits
S Slosl js Sl ol LL Cﬂ‘u ol A& sl ums JB e g alad ol
313 55 (AA) osle &y slawl b O jlust Ol lao sl 055 juis LB ol (O )
Ll o Ol S e ool 4 a5 bl ol w pdy ol 5 Soles by G

S olite Susg 5 bl .bfi‘u.j_lfrfw);b Jlm plas 5 1) 25wl

1. Principles of European Contract Law (also known asPECL 1998), Priciples 8-102.
2. Cumulation of Remedies.



);Jur.:al.iajlc\v\fja.J.a.sj:gb”\).sjd-b\f&\f}oﬁk%\%:;ﬁ-m\f

*

shie A3l el i OT (Ol 3,3 Ll iph gr o guima 1583 )3 ol (255 4

(YA AYAY (530 50) ol OT o 5 Lo Lol U 05 g g0 il asal 5 s |

03 8L 03,8 Oy A e (sl @l ) Cnlals 53 sl g oS Sl 3;3
ade 35 0L 1 S 15 e Al ek S35 s 5 ed G S Sose £
S gy i Syl B b pDlel il s atwl g g0 S b |y als ) 3 sls 3y
23 (g s i 313515 d el | 5 a5 ;c«ﬁ/J BN 3
Sty Jolpe ple g wul g ks g ady S35 opl 51 SIS 56 slse S S By
LU a5 (055 ran YHY o3l | ) Sl By 55 1 o Al e s alax
ok Ol 05 oS O jlust Ol 0 50h Ol 0 75 0 ggie | Ceand 0T 3,8 0L 7

R

-
s oy BB Ol Sie sl G bte Sl ils o Jgde B e g A8 1, R

>

S5 Ao

35 Ol Ol oged cpdiz w3l 3 LAk Sl etis0b 3,00 3l (Solbem > -
ogd DBl o T 4 & (el i e w0 IS T G s iy dal L]
b N e Sbesd o 5l AL pakd (ol st o)l 2B Ol
3 laesed plo 80 5 i sl 1 3 G o S8 bl L wles Sl
305,55 o sline 4 Sl 6and &S Ol 05 o 4 305 Al s
sl o gt L

W Ol o o 51 Sl 5 sla5l 3 ek pl8ia 55 o S5 ol Gillas -

Ug““‘r-“bQ)L#O‘F°}:*:‘~L?l{}-5¢°>ﬁ-’}—u‘-)l’=b‘0‘)3@‘)°j:*;'e-§,’,

S el pl 3 el S slast Ol o g i b g adlls Ol OGS L3 g sl
sl 5l b (g e sl 5 et le) sl 5Ll SuS L 5e sl e
(o)l adllas 5 5 uSle)

Sy pr a1l 6,8 sl grme ol Ol5 o b w5 ol Sl o S -

2 ol flie O3 b 3 g Lo mman 5 S last S 0 b3 Ol e 05 28 5l



%

e

) -’/?‘V"))ﬂ";"d/

&

-

-

IRy,

T

A 9 A1,

el 03 8 agrlye SEUE Glaslisl L Sl o T (S T G -
(o blanl il o S5 wile) Sgim slap 575 ple 51wl ol Izl O1AGS
5 oo S ol oy clie b O plae an g ol el 5 G adlae s Jleal
At e 5l e 4l oKl 4 e 5 s 5 Sl Ol (Sl st i
REIRPN

G S oK s 4 Ol e bt 93 SOl G g ai Ll I -
) o3I 9 syl s Ol Bt 9 add o 4 b ol aline cdelsd 5 Laslg (o b
r.<>uéil@f}r\.&\awﬁdﬁjbji.aﬁ@wW|oi,\{ngL;}LLw\w
5t (el 53 delse Suley poil p e ol Hlasl ool Ssa e S oS8
b 5L e 35l cpl ez 1 Ge 058 )5 Slej alysgdoms (S romen
S ol ez 5B (o oy BB 01T Gl 53 s 4 s 1 S S0
ol Ol o5 &G OBl el Ol Slbe sl maxr ok fol olel
St adllas b geud (e Ol 58 4 5 S OT L 585l (lae eyl 4y Juu g 51 e
Sslest Ol Slaoscd i SoblB ol 35 e cy315 056 53 ool par 6
Sl 03505 OBl |y Sl Ol 05l &G 887 Sl s sy pl ) 5 ok b pdy
a5 ) OT (213 0L o b 5o ol 1 (5 ey b Ll 55 e

o gt Ol o 2S5 s S 51 S Ol Gt s &S 5 S sl Lb adl
ol Bly s 3)5m can b OB SLL slae b 0355 i BB i o plust Olpr
03,5 313513 e 4 181 Dlal gt (e Ol gie & oS G50 53 ool ren 5 ool

b a4 s sl 51 e e sl ) Lol s sl

&bo
'°j>."-€J‘)"> Q‘)L’Lﬁ\ crﬁ ceLadll u‘.:f cui““;"‘ c&w},\w gL;,L::,.;T (\
53 el 0o ey p (BYAY (50 il S3ked 5 5008 e e Bl (Y
X b e Ml o (s (S T 5 eSS G i



(o 5 el s (g canat) Jilag (B g ¢l o damme ¢ ol ol (Y
Ay

Aol o5 S al S Zliie GVFYF cdas o sl deme ((Joldl i (F
AY Ca@)?\.w\ Olylasl s ‘("; 4l

N g AN O (b ¢ eladll SLS G BVF ) o 1 e o 235 (0

A0 7 S35 Ol ¢ ab iy 0y55 (Gia g3ty T ¢ BIYAD e et (7
Nz

ol dndge (o3 plgYl Sle G INF (ol 5 el (Y
A

DB 55 5 bt 3o 01,6 cam 8l a3V (e IS L5 (A
Y¥ G‘(o)) Lf"f-'“’. (al.a\

cOlj.g.? cuj};z.> GG) cu.S..,LA LE}..E:- u.?La.LEA 69> cui\\‘/\‘f c}.pU LQL:)}:K (‘\
MYz olisl plgw oS8

(Dl ke 25 55 e (Ol g e el B AVPVY ¢ gilaas b lols Game (M
Yefz

N g Dl Slasl 23005 ¢ slall (BRI (rlidllie st o (210 (V)

A Gc.b.r./» Ol (G yads dgas ( SIVAY (s i c‘_;Jé.B.a (\Y

T S SDl)siie oF ccladl B GVFA (o Sle dew (usyl spese (VY
)

wdss 18U bl a ks ey SIWAF elewl (@l Cwn (OF
\‘u& ARYSTT cuj:.:.bj' é,&;— LSLAQ':'AJ}L

Oladllae (s )laze slazel a b3 A 5 5 me ( SVTA0 ¢ fuslowl (gl S (V0
.Yg}c‘/a)j.ﬁckss.:ﬁfé}b

(&S mie) NS delg ikl ) ( SVTAY bl (oSl ol i (V8
u.ﬂL.&)Lf Mbd\i‘i c‘.g:))‘ 9 Q‘Ji‘ d}b B J\JJ‘J; LQ‘J"\ ru\.ﬁ Q‘Jo- Lg\.ho}:i
-v5°‘-<5-3‘>¢y}¢5-d}5>-413)6-&5)‘
17) Anson (1998), Law of Contract, London, Oxford , 27" edition.

*

Wy - (/ a- ri Jb_?«/irﬂfﬂé}’ﬁ‘}"‘o}/w
o . ®




*

e

Y B

&

um‘j}’;/u;"@-t’&k:ﬂyw :;':ﬂ/’d“:’u

18) Aramburo, Felisa Baena (2005), Scope and Limits of Performance
Oriented Remedies under CISG, International Review of Law and
economics.

19) Barak, Sigmund (1938), Election of Remedies in Missouri,
Washington University Law Review, V 23, No 4.

20) Bongi, Anne M. and all (2016), California UCC Sales and Leases,
Okland Claiforna, Continuing Education of the Bar, CEB.

21) Brooks, Richard R.W and Stremitzer, Alexander (2010), Remedies
On and Off Contract, Yale Law School Faculty Scholarship, 4-15.

22) Burnett, Rachel (2011), Commercial Litigation, the Consequences of
Breach of Contract, Damage and other Remedies, London, Marston
Published, 1 edition.

23) Columbia Law Review (1938), Election of Remedies, A Delusion?
Columbia Law Review Association Inc. V 38, No 2. 292-321.

24)  Corbin, Arthur (2017), Corbin on Contracts, Restitution, Specific
Performance, Election of Remedies, By Joseph M. Perillo, V 12, USA,
Lexis Nexis.

25) Garner, Bryan A (2009), Black law Dictionary, United State of
America, West Publishing, 9" edition.

26)  Glesner Fines, Barbara (1995), the Doctrine of Election of Remedies
in Missouri, UMKC Law Review, V63, No 4, 599-613.

27) H.L.K (1916), Election of Remedies: Effect of Previous Action on
Inconsistent Remedial Right. Californai Law Review, Inc, V4, No 4,
346- 347.

28) Hartog, John, A., (1999), Ins And Outs of the Administrative Trust,
25" Annual Probate and Trust Conference, The Law School, University
of Southern California.

29) Hine, Charles. P (1913), Election of Remedies, Criticism, Harvard
Law Review, V 2, No 8, 707- 719.

30) Jaber, M, Hashem (1990), The Remedies Regime under the United
Nations Convention on Contracts for the International Sale of Goods, A
Dissertation Presented tothe Faculty of Law, Thesis Requirement for
Doctor of Law Degree, University of Ottawa.

31) Kalamees, Piia (2011), Hierarchy of Buyers Remedies in Case of
Lack of Conformity of the Goods, Juridical International, University of
Tartu.

32) Leroy Miller, Roger and Jentz, Gaylord A (2011), Business Law
Today, USA, South Western Cengage Learning, 9" edition.

33) Liu, Qiao (2011), Rethinking Election: A General Theory, Seminar
on 5 October 2011, and University of Queensland.

34) Mckendrick, Ewan (2017), Contract Law, London, Palgrave, 12%
edition.

35) Rothschild, Jay Leo (1929), A Remedy for Election of Remedies; A
Proposed Act To Abolish Election of Remedies, V 14, No 2, 140-158.

36) S.P (1932), Election of Remedies; Election of Remedies and
Estoppel in Conditional Sales, California Law Review, V 20, No 2,
206- 208.



37) Schmitz, Andy (2012), the Legal Environment and Foundation of
Business Law, Hittp;//Lardbucket.ORG.

38) Sheppard, Madaraka Aleka (2006), Demystifying the Right of
Election in Contract Law, 18 Sacli.

39) Stone, Richard (2009), The Modern Law of Contract, London,
Cavendish Publishing, 8™ edition.

40) Tamez, Jorge lvan Salazar (2007), The CIGS Remedies of Specific
Performance, Damages and Avoidance, Compared to the Equivalent in
the Mexican Law on Sales, a Dissertation for the Degree of Doctor of
Philosophy, University of Tulane.

41) Tepper, Pamel, R (2012), The Law of Contracts and the Uniform
Commercial Code, United States, Delmar Cengage Learning, second
edition.

42) Treitel, Sir Guenter (2003), The Law of Contract, Sweet, Maxell
limited, London, 11" edition.

43) Valente, Dena (2010), Enforcing Promises, Consideration and
Intention in Law of Contract, A Dissertation Submitted in Partial
Fulfillment of Degree of PHD, University of Otago.

44) Witkin, B. E, (2008), California Procedure, Vol. 3, California,
Witkin Legal Institute, fifth Edition.

*

Wiy - (/ a- ri Jb_?«/irﬂfﬂé}’ﬁ‘}"‘o}/w
i . .




