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T 3 AT AxT Ed WF gujE AT Qe HESE A
o] F&AHot. AF7A olAF BHAAM dFd #A8F A=rt A
5ol AT AGs AV B TFx PA2] tistie Bxe A

b

7 AP HA FYoh 2 olfre 2 WHol TR A9 &
7b AL B ohvet Zgaviel F8E AdtEA 23] 2
o A4 € %8 U e APAA dFe FA R
Zoltt.

a3y ZFAREG AdeiAs 2 Uy ZErE 8 9y
ARG GAE 2RAY S Aol o, B ZFXANY HHES B
de AgaAY 24g =gdog FAL vk F ZF2UYLS
BEA KA glojA kel AR AdBA e BH H Fol AFA
ol A AT A AF7} oBHA &2 A5 AT HFE A
ko] FEHA P st AN STIT. T A A9
s02X ATz FIHAFE 275 43 EolF e TRt 1
Ao 2R AFEoldo 7T &aujdd FEIG. Uolrt AFaA
o] 87o] FHIHL FHE o|YP& 7hsd FF AgsAt o|FFTE
dadoz PAY & I=F FHFLEA g T58 AAE /I
AR olgfgrt. o]d G FHAA ZFARUEY AYfA= $8 o
3o AlcksyAc that vl F7HERE oyt A HQA ALY F
dEF N Bt = F83

o] M ZFANIY FHE AGHAY dFL F78t HA
TRl ZFAUHAA ADA BHH FErte HESE o] oY
@ o8 et dRle 7AE AAAEA HF e HlmEdEA

LT

1) o] =&GA “AfaAlge oA “HAd g A"} “HANAE £ &
she URbAQ A9AE e R AT

2) old] thste AAM AL Landfermann, Die Auflosung des Vertrages nach
richterlichem Ermessen als Rechtsfolge der Nichterfillung im franzosischen
Recht, 1968, Frankfurt/Berlin, S. 7ff; Leser, Der Riicktritt vom Vertrag,
Tibingen, 1975, S. 24ff.
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ZZF29ige] AGAASE AES LA ot 53] AgsiAe 2 2
EHE AEFI 4% FuRdozA ALGA ] &A1 2L Ax9
ARl diste] AHRI|Z )

II. AlosiAle} 9 2 A

1. A&

Zgau e ARAGYe S50 BoldHE WYY A2E A%s
A F Ae RIS A vk F 180499 ZFANY A
1184z A1E- “BF-A kel olx FALA dto] 2 AF-E o|PA
Bt A5 dAU QA A BAHORE IFE ALE IR 7F
ShaLd A28 A Ao A% FA3 AAET. AT o|P&
WA g ZARE AT o] o] st Wole AidolA A
o] & ZFAFAY &l A AGHAE HTFE F Je AEA
o] Aot gt} i A3 “SAT YA FFstojor g W
AL g wat HudA Fd71he FAE £ AP FAZL A
o4 o)g} Ho] ZFARHLE AGAE ZFARY AR A3 A4
A Al#o] FAste ‘2UF AR Fi, o|& &A=z (condition
résolutoire) 2 2 FAst gk

3) FA3Al ol o= Dalloz, Contrats et Conventions, 2. éd., Paris, 1988, n°
257; Mazeaud et Chabas, Lecons Droit Civil, Obligations, 8. éd., Paris,
1991, n° 1104.

4) ZF2ANH A6o4R T wedo]l tFAFE EoldT AL n=le] A%
A 25E A7 F IS WA S #8342 ok 28} o] 78L& F
FFAol ol EE FAIL AFHo2 AL Ze ALfAE FAF F
At} (Ferid/Sonnenberg, Das franzosische Zivilrecht, Bd. I, 2. Aufl. 1986,
Heidelberg, 2 G 732).
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ZFARY AL8E AT ‘AxEL 2Rl AHE W
AF7F &g, Q77 EAA de B TS FHE 2308
ol TSR, A2FL “FHAxAL AT o|FS

7L aZ0] 43 Foe Aol =HAF F5ol
= < Aol AAze] oFolnt 3 A=A

o] o 3 @ st} ARSI U
oj¢} Zo] ZTHFATHL ANHAE SHE ¥ Ax7} ok A
z703 FA ow, AgaHAAY T distde FFZA
AEH A E AT ST € “BAR 9wl O AF-E oY
A ¥e F97Ee EEHY #8E T TS EF 3R Aol
AFE olF3tA &2 ¥ AF7t FEs] L2Ed= Aol ofHa WY

of ALEFES AZIstelol AHo] THFY FATL YT

2. slixtEe oy

ZF2RYG AsiAs 21 A TARFE HAETD 87t Ao
Hystd AcksfAlel #FF TFARY AL8LEE AFAA L ]
g el 3ol =do] Hol gon, w3 AgsA ZAN A
o gARY AANE T2 JrE MR WEIHS

1) 20y
2o viu) 5 FRA G tstde Boldd 7T AgHAE
AAsHA FPo. F izl WuitEE ASEA @3 FHEE
53 Y de=dd uigdeA dudise A5 A7 F U
ola FAZ9 W& F7E F AT T vedo] A 7
g 71z el Wi eS AFetA] Row Aol dEHE KWK

4= o

5) Coing, Europdisches Privatrecht, Bd. 2, Miinchen, 1987, S. 444.
6) BB, “BYURBROFERRICHT 22T, "HREE (FHBEHKER), F
28% E19% (1994), 9 LLF.



ZZF2A o)A AksiAl 5

(lex commissoria)°] EFO2 A¢ke] Frtd ZAOE RHYTED o|AL
ojfj Al oFell A B =19 o] S AT Ao E Pt FHow, A7} Ak
AR oJAtel] 71%k o F FHol 25 HAATE APl o
A F8% nirt Ao SH FHA G e 2 Eolg BE-
o F5-9 olPAFTe} BEHEY YT F /HAY AAE A3}
At 2 FAA HEEA ol tist = AGIAAS ko] MFHE
AR E3 B EFES BT E Ao] s1Ed Kol ¢ o] A
|5, ol BEHERD 3 FFo|5 BAPTHY FAR UF
ATt

2 waly

BE BAFAG AgArE dirFoz ABHE AL w3 Y(droit
canonique)dl| o2 Aot AIHIAE A AFE YAAIIE
AL AFAE Aol B2 FARAL difo] Ao REdles AFE £l
B3 B4 Aol FEees AT g o]ds HEFITe FAF
ZZ(condition sousentendue)e] Ak EFEHoOl e ALE K
10 & NFA7E Aks Eoldstd FAF o] AHFH A
TE9E AAsHA g2tk 2EE PR AFAGOERH W
A AFE AdF 2FATIe AHXBAE FFH3] oA 4&E A
717 e AT e thdte k&9 ol FIte BHE
FAstdeE P T2t wIHAE olHE Wirdd § Fof
GALAF Quto] FRE o]dslA] gow AW E A Bde F5

£ oA ¥S HIE 7MY, ol ZF AYS dAY Ags 22

7) Ghetin et Billiau, Traité de Droit civil, Les obligations, Paris, 1992, n°
386, Weill et Terré, Droit civil, Les obligations. 4 éd., Paris, 1986, n°® 481.

Q) fifs, “FivMEbRe nEY k) @ NET, T2, $285 (2003
10), 2519.

9) Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n° 1088; Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit., n° 386.

10) #FR, &Y =&, 262/39; HEEN, §ilA3L, 10H.



6 LEEE (B 158)

Ao Z RBoITHID o] wof AGHA ZAE “AYE A=A A th3}t
o ANeE RE HAdR LEr}(fragenti fidem non est fides
servenda)& ¥R A 739, A XHE F&5S 2GR A Al
24 715E St YRR G&ES A7)1A & A g A=
HEAN Y A4S 7Hde dag R4 78ty Eolg 9 dsja= A
A Ae AFACAA &GS FTFEe Fo] st gtk o7
A AE 2YE& AR ke Axola, bgut ZARY g9 vixdy
AE €71 st W9 Yol Bodrta gt

3) 1804'A O|XMMK[L] =atAD|E

=2 A% (droit laic)E R3HY FFE Tol FA o] it
AAE G2 Ao 48 thd 1641719 Dumoulin(1500-1566)2 =
np g FRA ety Z2gE £3ol5 w@A AL A5 A Gl vivl Atk
A= A&T & FAFATY 1 o]F 16M7IFH 17471d ZA
Connan(1508-1551)2 fr8 A% FEA %o FRAAN FHIA {4
At FgALe] FRoF olF tASGT ol we {AAGE
2% 994 713 Aol olfE BPol5 v g 7hol uE AEA
gz Ut oz HEHA HJThD o] F o3 ¥wAL Domat
(1625-1696) o238 A=<, 2E AFZAA o]l Ats £

PR gl 2 ATE olBse Aol BN AS, 5 AFA

11) sfad, Mo kel Fe £ /NE, THREREEY FREGoaCHEL
FEWDERE, 1990), 7149; Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit, n° 386; Weill et
Terré, op. cit., n° 481.

12) Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit., n® 386.

13) #ifR, &9 =&, 2639.

14) Boyer, Recherches historiques sur la resolution des contrats, thése
Toulouse, 1924, p. 343; Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit., n°® 386; Weill et Terré,
op. cit, n° 501; Scherner, Riicktrittsrecht wegen Nichterfiillung,
Wiesbaden, 1965, S. 12ff.

15) #EEH, JiiBHRsC 11H.
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A7F A4le ARE olPaA EE Wl AdsAY Aol Htm
A ol WEQle] wWEd EAL AXI}X Fe B¢ a2y A
o sAzge] EAEA &g Wz E3 Zrha ek o] W wiel
< gasithd Ags dASAY B 49y 7|3 o]|F AAY
A3, A Bolde o3t BT &HudS St gohle
otz Domates AINFGAAZE 35 AFE oA &= B¢ A
A7 JABEhE & YT, o] 932 WmA G HEHEZE v
Ak SHAS YA HWEE HAZFL = Fest oz §Y
1D gl AGRARE 43 Aol REske AFE olWstE A
Szt Akl E4& FAE & Ao A

Pothier(1699-1772)« &3] 7|& ALHAE Az & &
o2 Hotatdrt ojAL HAE AAZRFoE £ ZupHo HF F
A Ao g Hth a3y Eoldd o djAl 2 FAzAe] B
o dl3le Pothiers H#o] AFWLZ SAE HAudte Ao 7M53nz
Eolgo] A FAH AT sAzAn Az Fo ¥
314 golx Hohil sPTHIY o] 9 e Pothierd] Ade w4l ol
FAF AF o]go] FFALRY] A Fol FAG BolPo] A Ao
HeE ASTAAY YAtel A AR AR F ok oy 4
X Pothier®] A3l AFFALRtS] At 7]z A BFA G oA
2o AF-o 2o FEF wIYPFA Hajet FFY JIEd A
Joki B § Uth19 T3 Pothiers wivfo] #3 RENGNE w54

of HEFe AFHAA ¥ A% ANEF] EANA FolE HEAL

16) Domat, Les lois civiles dans leur ordre naturel, 1, 1 Sect. VI, 1735, n°
11 AR, BTBHRSC 11H F=2).

17) Harst, a.a.0., S. 132.

18) #if, &9 =&, 2749, &6, g9 =&, 7161,

19) #EEEL, FiHwH 14H.
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4) 18049 =Z=ZtADIH

18048 ZF2wigo) 7[2AEL BoldE olfE 3= AlgsA
T14& Domat®} Pothier’} #&EH A Goll AATF FLAHY Hol&dh A
Y Aoz AH3] & 7HAT YA ZopH 74 Afololx A
AT o714 Zrpge HE AR 7HFHSIJAL, 25 Pothierd ©j&
o] ARy A|1184%¢] %QIo 2 o] &HUTH) T AfAE
Eolgio] G AL FEAHoZ b sAzHY AAE 7483 Al
1184% A|13-2 Pothier®] o]&¢ tigt U dstolrt. F Z@2R
Hel 7|2AEL Bl g o]FE ste AGAE A=A oo 7
A3 o] & Tt AGAE FAF 2 At srh

oldl 3t F o Hal= A AAXAS FHTF Al18dx Al
g2 2oy o AAgFA FHT RAolx, HAY &udE FHA
o2 A% A28 € Hdo Ao 93y AV 2 5SS G
I RS A3 wIHAA A AT BTk o] Hjd ©=
A AdALFAL A= FAFAY B FA T A (clause de style)
A@LtHdo] At WEHA & B AAS

EAIZ R FoE Ao Btk Agro] ZA#Age] weEt FA1H

Fold sfAzdL wirjEnt olvE RE BFAGAE IFHA
, olE 3 WA FE|7} Al184ze] HAS} HATRD ok o]¢] ois)
o ZepHAe] AAGTHLE FHAGAT JE&EHA, 2 =2Fg2 F
Aol FAFMAMET AZTo] T EAFERZ AT Zupyde
AAGBAAN FH e vd fetde FAAHQ Ayt g2 EE
AEA L] FAH R HAZAS T = Adle nIPIA
o & Aol o AFA% Ao B AT A"AAA N

c)lGrEL
oo
)
50
_°|l'4
2
K
Wl
A
=

o

K

20) Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 16.

21) )28 Asjd thsle] R}ASHAE Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 17 Fn 43.

22) Boyer, op. cit., p. 378 et ss; Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit., n° 386 et 387; Weill
et Terré, op. cit.,, n° 481.
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sta] A A 2R At 2y AlBLE A1Fe TP
el 71227} Pothierd] ZAsiE olsiA 7123 Aolgtxn FHTh2) o
Zse] 95t Pothiere AE HAZAY U=E OF1, 23 &
oL xR FAFSEN A%EY Fo BIIEA ol B
ojgo] WA AL = vt AT JukstE ZFATHAAE
Hao] AAoR FAE A1 F Yo BEZ HAZHE Aol F7tst
© AL Bgestta st 28y g2 o] 71 E2XE-S Pothier

£ 233t AXAE AdxFo Frlste AL ETLdE
2 FAzA] FAHLZ Ao LFF o] At FAATHA EA)

el A 280 BF Al BAA FHSATE Aart o
o,

29

3. Aefslixel =2

Zgaada AgsAle] oule A1184%e] WBE 7% dHE #
< 7HA T Qo & =Fauy Alsdzd #AE Had 9% At
A WAz T HYd ZAS T Ytk 2Rz X
28 Al AV HF LR oud Ndez FAHASTIE Al14
Zo WEE 7L AR EAEL dgsisd oA B=A Be3d)

=4

(1) sid=d

AAE Bolgol ST Aol Actel SAATT FFAA}

23) &fayp, kol =8 716W,; #EAH, #ifEi#R L, 135, Landfermann, a.a.0,, S.
16.

24) b2y AABRAAA 72900 Bigot-Préamneus 49 (Corps
législatif) o] gk o] Ao, HFA L oA Z FAR= Aol
aRY BEEA e Ade A ¢ e HAZA] Rt AF
& BEdita S THEREN, fiiBR, 138 #F 21) F=).
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FAFo R Fogd Axgte Adfolttd F AT BFAFES
AZdE b Z ZARE el Aol FEste FFE olddie 74
Solgt Aok FEHETGT FAFHoR Fod AoR Erh aydE=
o] A ALeAAd ZAZ AL8FAN AH T&3ch =3 A
A #F  AlERE  IAZez  EAFA AA%H(pacte
commissoire tacite)ol A gt RS E ol A oA A2
fHE(pacte commissoire expres)®t HZREHE Jfdolgtn $th volst
AcksiAle ZgavgE Audte AAR-S] ¥ (autonomie de la
volonté)ol| A frefdhar atod AFFALRS JALE AofsfAl AR
=t 28U AGGARE AR ZA G FEjo) Eolo st A
13 Fon, 238 Z4 FAAE Aol 2 FRE Y3 o]
L A& 7@t 2HERE o|2F A dlollA AAE AFS Eo
ol HA Ao diste] ouFd FAIF Fox WES} A don, A
AAE ABEetr] Aste FAAS FAFH YatE d&3te AL FAE
ke oAatE FHB7E JAoke Hido] Yok w3t Ak Al AHet
A fragthe FFL dudlA Euds 188t aea
o] #Zd o3t AtArE 2R A= A4z A28 ¢ A3FgH
EgEta vt aga SAZRA st RS AFES Al
11832 A1 wet 29 AFHA A FH3] £P3h =g AR

25) Baudry-Lacantinerie et Guyot, Précis de Droit Civil, t. II, 13 éd., Paris,
1925, n° 242; Dimitresco, De la condition résolutoire dans les contrats,
these Paris, 1906, p. 106 et ss.; Néchitch, L’Action en Résolution dans les
Contrats, thése Paris, 1909, p. 14 et s.; Planiol, Traité élémentaire de
droit civil, t. II, 9 éd., Paris, 1923, n° 1309(Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 18 3
Z).

26) Lepeltier, La Résolution Judiciaire des Contrats pour Inexécution des
Obligations, Paris, 1934, p. 72; Maury, Essai sur le role de la notion
d’équivalence en droit civil frangais, t. I, Paris, 1920, p. 274 et
s.(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 19 3&%).

27) Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n° 1089; Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit., n°® 387.
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Aok goldol WFRl B AAzADE AR Dy T
golg e PAAY Ak FHsA WS SJakel FAs Frhge) o
Jolehe 2%E WAAUTHE HBol Utk e oxd AA=AN
& o} AXEA Frns)

o

@ yxsol

AcksiAle Alko]l FESA AR AT 29 Fjud A
(cause)@o] EAJ3HA] ¢ Rolghe Hafo|thsy o] Asf= 4F-A ol
Aol AgFAAE A5 ATz A WiFFY oy S
TE FFog HFE FHhe Aolng 74 AR AF= o
A7 i 4o] Ak 2B ARG Aol A4l AFE £
3 ole FH9 dU& FEF Aojunz Fuge AN FHAF
E WG o o71M 4L AFYAATE AN FFEe T
Hola, sjAl= o3 wlolA dde FEAt Ik EF EolF
o) A% Al FF ThedtAT AR FAEA F5 S
< Aol glemz 7|Ug HhgRr) o|PH A gdod FUiE A
o] FRAFAA HojuA e Aol GAAS Ateta ks a7
U 49EL, AR WiF R Eolgel osto] HA Aol o 2
ofof st=AE WA R F A& w=E FFALEe F
A= WHhFFe] ojde] oz} RthFF AA 9 dJoE DFH=

28) Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 20.

29) =AY QlojA A A7 AHew ALY wet Zo)rt ok
AR, BFE - FAAL oM E W=de FEHEQJIEYFY Y3 4
L& )49 EFAFYFol gonz AekAd XNHAAN Auute )FEI}
EA3A ge A% AFL FadA g (Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n°
266). ol9 st HE - @ EAGF] YAME EAY mFo] B E0EA
o] HA Qo] Hi, FAAA ke oA e HEAY FA At ERET
A5 M3 d<lo] A} (Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n° 263).

30) XA o E Capitant, De la cause des obligations, 3 éd., Paris, 1927, n°
147 et s(Landfermann, a.a.0., 21 3Z%).

31) Capitant, ibid.
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&o] A7 B4, THAVUY A1131F0) w2 999 FFe A
£ FaE WEER Eolg9 WA adEs FHololof drh T
A1184z0] W= AGAE Yol AnT 4 Jorz o9 49}
AkaA L e Eoldd AF AT AALEF} WA AA,
AN AE BEAG it EE 25F fRBolgo] WAz Ql

Bolsgo] AT Ao AFathe Ho] YTh?

@) MF=olHM

AFHAE FHAQ] FHFH g AT AtAY AFE
WALl A A (Santion)E o] s3tE Asfoltid o] Asl= Aok A9
WA A7 BEA kS ol glojA EAse FAHUULY FHo] o}
Uzt A7z ol 93ste ofr|d FHe} WF R Alo]le] FHA
s7Hde s g . F AFATE AN F5-F BolPsid
W FRE ©X 23 AdAE 27t AGA A ¢ Aale FH
HAF ZAZ AHT oP TN R, o|n o|PF FHE B
2 HEY dolof W, adx &7t v A 7t e EIE
g AT 4 ki $oh3d) =3 #1184 A28 A s Aok &3
WS FAG A7 & JoH, AT AGHAE FL 7=
£ 3t o] EolP 9 FRAEE 1Edty Eoldo] FUF A=
Aks AASESE a1, THA B2 Brde SHuATE Fae
2 7R3z ve ZAE v 23y =g2dde JEAY 53

32) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 75, Marty-Raynaud, Droit Civil, t. TI, Paris, 1962, n°
311; Ripert-Boulanger, Traité de droit civil, t. I, Paris, 1957, n°
522(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 24 3%).

33) Ghetin et Billiau, op. cit., n® 389.

34) Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n°® 1089; Planiol et Ripert, Traité pratique du
droit civil frangais, 2 éd., t. IV, Paris, 1952, n°® 545.

35) o9} o] Aol AdE B (réparation) R £ L Frlksle HAdEe
Dalloz, op. cit.,, n° 237; Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n® 1089.
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AHTE ASAY ado® aFetal YA For] 0 3 A A7t
£afuate] ® 319 25 (un mode de réparation)o]sbd £3)7t HA
skA] goElx Zoldgo] Fuig Aol A7} AFHE o]/ B3}
A B3

(4) HAHBAM

ARAEY Ao JAM AAY FRE WNFES A AHHE
2 1 ol M= Hte] FRe F4E 9 &4 (interdépendance) S
Mg Asd 9shd, A A e FAR dke] Boldd 93ty of
719 #8439 S7H4(équivalence voulue)d] o] ZAITAL 3} 3B)
o] Agfoll &fstd FFA A oA FHH T L, FHOE AF9
A doXE FHAUY Eﬂ-"l%"ﬂ A3, E}% Ao AT
o] o3 YoM E FH¢ BFHEY A5 gEFd ARG
o 2 ER AGAZA Y F59 FHH 5730 gy WA
o] A FaIl HAR, $HH o FHRANI FAstS FHA O
g S7H89 FA B71E3A HE BoldS ZAZR o AFaAlst
Ay §39 a2y o] Hile AlksiAlsE AP F ez HAAQ
9] £40) g3t A= A2 A F YA g7 L B0l
o 9% AtHAE HAAJE g 544 ZAZ B F JeA
gk o Fo] Yot EG F-o AP BA (connéxité)7t LA AE
of 93l HAAHE FL A P B(théorie des risques)FH] TE

36) BH 2 Cass. Civ. 2. 7. 1883, D. P. 1891, 1, 302 et s.; Cass. Com. 28. 2.
1972, D. S. 1972, 140; Cass. Civ. 14. 4. 1891, D. P. 1891, 1. 329 et ss. mit
Note Planiol.

37) Weill et Terré, op. cit., n° 486; Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 28.

38) Josserand, Cours de droit civil positif francais, t. II, Paris, 1930, n® 377,
Maury, Essai sur le role de la notion d’équivalence en droit civil
francais, t. 1, Paris, 1920, p. 280(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 27 #&Z).

39) Maury, op. cit., p. 280.

40) Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 26.
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o olgthe wigo] Yok

M. ArsiAle 22

ZFaUHANE AGZAA Aol A4le] FRE o|Y3A god
Ao Hddl AGAE AT F QD 7N AL A7E §
ol 93t AR =Y AT FAA G Eojdo] oj= Fx9
T8AE 7HAok sheA, AR gle Bl Afdx AL AL
AAFHEA 2 g WHOZ Eolgo] Pslodxo} g=rte &
A7} Ak

>
-l
=
8]
i

ro
Jo

1

[
claﬂ =
rd
i)

& AkaAlZE AR H 7] AA T AFBAA Aol A4
o 7 “Bo] 8 "(inexécution) A the A2F 837 o]F HHd
ATstodor dvke HAA Qa7o] FHIE o FrH(EFARY A1184
Z FZx). A4 Boldq 2 HAR oA FH- FHGE Alo]Y] B
ztolE wate ASR AfAlY oY Byl ofz} & dH T
9] 71x7} HH, AGANET ofet FEAGRY] BE THE TS

g & FRES, YA, ¥4 97 s, AGBAY A2 A

4
(

o MM

41) Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n° 1089.

42) ZZ2H e Y] FAFF Eold9 A vizddA #AH
(droit de rétention, A1612%, A|1613%), A A (droit de résolution, #1184
Z, A1624%), A EA(privilege, A2102F 4% 1E) 2@ ¥4 A (droit de
revendication, A2102% 43 2&)S 1A g}

43) Constantinesco, Inexécution et Faute contractuelle en Droit comparé,
Stuttugart/Briissel, 1960, p. 20; Ripert-Boulanger, op. cit,, p. 525 et ss.
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o3 f4gto] ofd dFItt. 2t o] A™SEA Eo|Po XTBH A
H2 ARAT AR Af e AFAY AR gl EoldY
Aoz ASAAE AFE A7 FAE oprjgh
1) 95508

ZF2TY Allsdzd n2d F5-9F7E JA7e AdAe A5
o] ZAu|g Bolq o] Aed= A%s AT & Aok ot fk3td
AFAE Ao FRE AR Bolqg B¢ av ALY FHE ¢F
SHA oAk & 4 §17] WEolth ol2ld Eolsfo] WA A
AAE A1184x A2del wet AFA A JFEFH- oS A A
U s Hdd AGAE A7 & Ak o] Wl HHL AFA A
TR AR FAA7IE FAY oy BAud Eolgolgte o]
2 AksAe ATE ARY & oW

ayy dR-EojP Y A5 ALGNAE U AL A 4= F
7ol ot WA Pothier$t Domate AlGalAIZ7E ZE Eoldo Z-of
7hsd Aol ofveEt Eolq Y A wet JsjE FH7E AAAAA
Ed3 gu7t Qe AT Jhedtvia ok =g ZRATY A
16362% wigQlo] mi4dt Bzl FE3FQ F=o| Je BF 27t F
2335 Edo] gldviatd wimiA kS A ZeA kS Aol A
AAE FTE 5 vk AR 2 A17292E YALO] YAE
S A% WEte AbgEe A AP wEr A AsE AT
TR, o]# g ZA HIFo] A1184%9] AFsiAl= AFu|g Eold
o] Afdde HA3A gton, Boldho] Ao mat HAA A FE g
gui7t JE Aeolwt AT §the) Yoyt TFAHAE YRE
o|ge] A9 AtAZF Bojo] W Ao wet ABIE £ U

44) Cass. Civ. 12. 4. 1843, D. P. 1843, 1, 281.
45) Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 37.
46) Capitant, op. cit.,, n° 153; Lepeltier, op. cit.,, p. 202.



16 HEEE GE15E)

d

1"&:

ofy

=7H] oF Ee & g #Ee] AARAA EIHE
ARIE7e] ARE HTo] AFAZ =gt 2HAE & dn
1:}47)
g0 A7 gHle AFAGY dREo|o] AR A
—?— AR Al AE AR, Fu|g EojPof Bed= AYF
At ¥eth® oy Aug Eojgoz Qg HAA A
NFEOR FAHL FRA 7|FE ZAZ I b wEly, #EHE 4
< F&3t
Eolq o F4

g2ty JAME AGHA L] oA 2N AT FHAL
7t 8FHETH] 57 =AHJT F A1z 7AHE Aot
A AoRde] S dFFATH 2ol AT KA g Eo
P& gAo =z =4 ol B33 (cas fortuit ou force majeure) >
2 FHEE P F gle BFd=E AdsAE A7 + A7 o
27+ BAEH A

g2y Alsdxrt AFAY FAAG fle Bl BeE
ANFAL] FHARR 3 Akt FL3A AR Aok Hot
AFAe FHA gl Bold Y Bz AYsHAE I AS F
#eEobe A E B Gt FAAGS FES A F5-¢ v F
B xpolel A™A Fo) 2ASEE AEA G QoA F FR F
shte] Bolgie wfgRe] A AME AEAIIER AR I

47) Cass. Civ. 11. 4. 1918, D. P. 1921, 1, 224; Req. 21. 12. 1927, D. H. 1928, 82.

48) Dalloz, op. cit., n° 242; Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n° 1098.

49) Dalloz, op. cit.; Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 50ff.

30) o)l el s AR = XA =AF¢)th Ferid/Sonnenberg, a.a.O.,
2 G 733; Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 39ff.,, 44f; Leser, a.a.0., S. 10 Anm. 38.

51) o]o] & | Z+= Cass. Civ. 2. 7. 1883, D. P. 1891, 1, 302 et s.; Cass.
Com. 28. 2. 1972, D. S. 1972, 140; Cass. Civ. 14. 4. 1891, D. P. 1891, 1. 329
et ss. mit Note Planiol.
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Eolg e Aus Ao WAtk st} o]} o] FAAM
e FHEYE Bo¥dx A AL} vt E g F R
HEAHS APAER YEEAHRE A7 TYsT stk =3 &
el ddole AT A1147F0 wE Bojsel AL &
Aoz B AIE AIFL ALNAE st FAAH fle B
o|gj ] ZHg-olgt AL 1, AfaAle} &auFS FA FAT T=F A
282 94 FHA AT Boldo Ao FEgET sith od 4

3ho] THFAFAHBLE A1184%7t FHAARE L3102 3= ST
A AGANAE FASE Jornz AgsAs AFAY FIHAF
g Bolge] Fgolut AgFHolof gtk o I TR FH
457t £t 93t 50 He A #5979 s W
&3 o] B G APH] uidHe] wet FRIES} A9
gtk & Bl o] o3t ol EFo] WASE AFE A F
o R A I A1184F A3l whel FHol o3 AlGFFALA
el ololg WrIE X} §iAl Evhx vk 53] AFA % o]
A A e Bold EAle AYddAAY 9P EB(théorie des
risques) 2.2 FEEEH, ALAAE HFEAY KFAAG e A+
EAJAY wiete] PFEFE AFAY KA gl B9 EAo=
2 AgsAdE AFAY] FHAATE B2 gtk gohs)

3) olg 9 Hx
ZIHFATUH A1184Z = AFFAAL dito] Eolgh L o|fE A LS

2 o Hek BgeUAe Aloreel A8 Ao FANS S E53
FAG PE B5E T2HN B2 dEo] ANZHE ofojel
A% 9dd X3 AL I ALIAS AT ,,lﬂ-(Fend/Sonnenberg,
aa0., 2 G 733).
53) Dalloz, op. cit., n° 243; Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit., n° 1097, Ferid/
Sonnenberg, a.a.0., 2 G 733.
54) Planiol, note sous Cass. Civ. 14. 4. 1891(Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 42 Z%).
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& A7Iske B AugdA F5959 oL HIl(mise en demeure)d}
oJof grhe 84S 7RI UA Gk I olfE MALE AAI F
B3] olgo] HuE Y s AFAqA Jud dart 97
g Zolth. o] o] &A7] AA e it €& MAE HiE A&
Hoz wAD 93t A A} £fulde] Fre] FHE o gt
a3 FEE AGsAE AT A1 Bayol ARHA e Txd
A o] g BHo Fol3ir}0

olofl W3t Allld6x= AAATL HFAL] FH-GF EolghS o
2 &S AFshs A AFAANA olB g A o AFA
02 Qg &dE Fedtn Ao o] 3L 4wkl 54
7HA3 Joerz Bolgd FHF HAAI} A1184% A2 we
Ak A A EduldS HFshe A AFAANA FHYFY o
P& Hiustool gty K538 91457) 3 ooz e AR
A A FH-4FY o]y Hug FLolwt AAAE AFALY Bold
S 948 F = AR WA ALE All6ZAA ol EoUT =
AN AE shte] AT WA o2 2otd Al114627F AH 3
£9g3 3R ZFAHAE AgsAE A1184%0) wat HAA}
AFEAAA FHJF olP & Hu 4 AL AAZ It 3tk

oj¢} o] AT oA AGAAE At LAVIE HAR
e 583 Jue "edA °—‘E}. ol AlsASt A &t
ATt A= =3 2t

rulo r{r

55) Cass. Civ. 28. 3. 1904, D. P. 1904, 1, 315; Cass. Civ. 19. 10. 1931, D. H.
1931, 1, 537; Cass. Civ. 25. 7. 1945, D. 1946, somm. 1.

36) Lepeltier, op. cit, p. 179 et ss; Ripert et Boulanger, t. IO, n° 3526
(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 45 3%).

57) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 181, Planiol et Ripert, t. IV, n® 426; Ripert et
Boulanger, t. II, n° 526({(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 45 ZZ).

28) Mazeaud et Chabas, op. cit.,, n° 1100.

59) Cass. Req. 23. 4. 1898, D. P. 1898, 1, 307.
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() AHltsHmel bix|
ZFAUH Algdzd wE AgAe dFFoz FRAY e
29 2EA %Y EA, AFGAAANA AT ARFe FFIFe
Eolg) ol9e Bz 20L& a73A Feoh 2y MEF At
AofAE ol 249 EAE E73tn 33 2& B9 At
A 7F A2 4 Arhen
1) oAl ot ujAl
AFAGS FFARE AGAAA N BAHA JAFAIZ A 1184F
o] AFHAE WAL 5 Aok A, AYIAAEL FRIF £
olg)o] WIS AL AksAlL AV} ol ©R o|g9 A EE &3
g £us 7Y AL FIE F Aok ol F FArt KA S
oAFE AT FAEH A AT AAY o]gF ZAd
e} HHE & Yoh) ZFxo] e FRF] By A
of A1184xo] W2 AGAAES wiASZ A ANA o] & WA
&gl 27E JIASE ANEFS FAsT AT ZFa
HAE gAQdo] dUiR7IZE T A9 il A A 2 A E}
2 olgo] & &MY & Ee AYNA 22 AT 5 dE A
g FUG AT FAe AT utdH Wiy st FAT
3 3RS
2) BARALl o g wiA|
AL ddpoll ofgt Ao Al wiAlE GARAE Aol AlFA A Al
drH oz oA dYste FFAY BoldAldl AgaA LE A
N& & e AYE IVE FSE 18 & Uoh ZAR Gl 9

60) o]d thstd AMSHAE Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 203 et ss.
61) Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 46.

62) Boyer, op. cit.,, p. 25 et s.

63) Cass. req. 19. 1. 1863, S. 1863, 1, 185.
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& AeAAY ol FPAR Felol A WA AT B ol
ATk of71N WAHe EAB ActalAY TAE BAZ fout
B SHERE AgAAe T8 FET 4 Abvhel dstle
=97t 9ok o] W) AGFARI W o4 AALEL AVHA e
Aelete Heol 2ol Qe A% Akl Er17 Bsel A & 9
OB AW, AGIAR D] $FT TR A¥ES Aviste] 1
AL AP BB 5+ 9 @ AANPE T8 R0E Bk o]
Wol AERAAE ° o4 AFNAE BT F 95, oA A &)
WA 37 5 A ol9) Wiz AR FRoTe ADAA A
2Rl A olqe 2 e el 28 AVse RS AGNAAY
2717k ohithes)
3) e A% WA

zgawy Aliaze] et ATA%e AAE 37 & A A
AUA RS B FHO vl BTHEZF2NY ARIZ olF F
). & 279 2UAE 717L 08022 AFIAA Qo] i
golgol WAR olF 309 F ARNAY £ ANHA o
€ 9 oy At AN & gicke

N

o

i

2. BXAH 24
ZFERYL BolP g oFE = AGMAE HBA FERFLR

A Hae Qe AL 259 BAoz AGAAE BAL F
itk AEAQ Aol ActalAs AT A4S WBL oJHE 4

64) Lepeltier, op. cit, p. 230 et s; Planiol et Ripert, op. cit, n° 427
(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 48 3%).

65) Cass. civ. 20. 8. 1833, op. cit.

66) Cass. req. 25. 2. 1930, D.H. 1930, 211; Cass. civ. 6. 1. 1931, D.H. 1932, 114.

67) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 242 et ss., Ripert et Boulanger, t. I, n° 546
(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 49 Jx).
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o wg}, ou3l r1Fo g AdHAS Had £ JdeA 2z A1
29 A% 2 g9Foz HHAe #ogle] IAE & Jde IF
Aks) Aol thste] Amnz 3t

x|
A

(1)

ro

1) &A7] 49

BEAGS FEGF Eolgo] AMFA AJUe Aol st
A e AP Allsazd A3F] mE} Hdd HALES A
1% 5 Aok 28y BolgE FH AAAI}L o] RFde A
e FE olgstA FoW AT dFHo = AGIAE T3}
A Zeigk, ot AARZE FA]ol3Y el @ (exceptio non adimpleti
contractus)®o] A3 FH-E AFG A T A Eoldo]
A9 EolRTh @A 3 '6‘—9-_6]' Agde 283tA olsith.

4 AT AL FRYFE FAJE AHFE olBsA Be A
T+ AAEES AN F »1%7}-4 A7 Aok Qe Eold-E 3l
AzAOZ F3te ZH2TH A1184E A1) w2, FFARE
279 S AAY 48T F A7) dFd A1184=xe] WA F4H
ZdoA By B{oly] WEo|th 2y o] Ao} FALS Alole]
A% 2 AN AFge R E Bl AFA] Ui AEA F
7124 71%5E 3te AYAAY 715E 13 AT A9 £
S AR 3t AGAAE FEE & S YT

2) Ad7E

AALES BASA} = HAL 254 ST AR £
=]

68) ZRF2ATIHAF FAlolH Y] FHAL MEAYU FEH2, AdAd A1612z2
TR vivdl st uHAD 2 25 FAHY FHAL
Stz galoA dutdFoE AFH: Qi)

69) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 274(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 51 Z%).
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#vFe] ezt

FALAE dido] BAFA G FRE AR BolPdto Aol olF
OofZ MALEES AV S WAL B SAFQ ALHAAE #2
g 4 ok oy ZEAUE A1184% A3Fge HAo] vudA “A
ol e}’ FRoF] o] 7jhs BT & J' AHE #AH3L A
o} olg§ “Fd 7171 (délai de grice)d AW A|1244% A28}
Mz EAE, A7 Bds Aol wEt Ao FHRE F7]d o
P& & A 8 AFAE B35 8t 73S 3otk 0 gyt ol
& Frol 717 Foe FH9 ojdqo] 7b5d AT ouE YR
gtoh oje} Zo] BERA GG FHYFIF AF EoldqH Ay HHALS
ANAAANA AkHAE AFI}AY Ee F471HE FAF 5+ Uoh

TH R Eo|g9 AL HFL {ol7|zky Fof o]efd Eo]go]
Ak AE AFs & BEE FAg A7 ARE ZAYE 4+ e
AFAE 71t Bolgo] Aug A9 WIS HAANA AG3iA
Ao EoldS o] E e &S AT F Aok AVIA JHE
2 oug 7|Ed wet Al At Ak FAS EulEE A
A7ke) EAZE Aok oldl ddte ZFATAMF #EHe FFY 5
olgjo] AMARANA PASA T Ao AAE A3, An
Eolggo] AL AkAE QAF3A i &g A1 g

RV A T

(2) ofl<]

ZF2UYG Boldg olfE de dAALEE dHFHoZ Y
9dte] BAHolof i A1184% A3 FRAAE BF3ln 3
&7t AFH o3 Az HES FF L BZARY FAHd 9
& A 28 ol A 71ZsA &L 4EH AgAAT ¢
=3

70) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 286 et s(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 32 &X).
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1) HE o3 A
a0y A SEHole A3 Aol vgte] HAe #FAH
o] AlFGAIAZE AGHAE AW + Je AAol Aok A7lde A
AYUE Aol A% B9 A HEA 3t At AsL 3E 9
&, =5, At S TFARB(R1722Z%, A1788%, A1790%, Al
1867z)01 Utk o|HF ZEEL Al184E A3F e 22X HAo] A
T21el AYdgle Eoldge Aoz FHET & e Aol ARH
o. 53 A2d5F F4e) 73 ¢ FAEAE Atolel gel® $#7]
g =FE wixle ASAAES Hdd FF3A & FAH vl
A BTE F AHA16572 Fx).
2) AR A=
Ak AA HHAe BAE BAZ IE A1I4ZE A3 AFFALA
o] oxte] 95t} BiAlE 4 Utk & YBT FHAFY EolPA A
2be ASAHTY 93¢ 2As A1184% A3 A g 4
Ao g Ao%kE AT F IS FAY & Uk o)HT AT &
FATG vl &S HAGE F Jdon, JHo] ALGHAE FHE oFE
717 AY Be AFAAA o|F e F471HE FA3te AL IS F
A7 W&o AAAAA o] Frh volr} dHe] &5t A A
7b FEIA G2 ALT EoldqY Aoz AgHAY viter &
Z Atk o]y 3 AR W} ARME “ZA)s|A1%23 (clause résolutoire
express)©] Az o2 AR
3) @A AofalAl
zFagdEd 2w JE e A FE0 gle Bz dFT
AE Y] A Bolg S olfE e IHE AYGHAE AR oY
3 A HEe HEY 7AGE AXNEY. F ZF20Y A1134F

hd

71) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 58(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 73 Z%).
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A1g 2 A2 A1184=% A 3] WEH A FZFAAL Alole] HHL
HE o3, Zolde] A e sy sAEt FAF
azirg Bdd HETFAHY JARAY FYel 2AA @S dwF
AfAE &EA gon AGHNE HFHAY. 2 BFA G
EolgA] Ak FASAlE 2R 3E&HA oy 4 HHY Add
utelol gthe HARL YA/ 22 IEsA g AFHE g
T 32 gAY, Azte g AFE ALY B sA) B 5
TARo] glenz BolfS olf= d AgsAle B Al1sdzd] w
2 WA 93ty Ao ok e Eio] Aty o) EI AR
9] ojoje] AHH oz 9Fd W3 FS IIFH ALHAET HAR
A7 7A B gk S A4z A3FY FALS AHF 1A Y A
o] ¥y HES AT & gle FUF 7IXE 7HA #H0] olyE=
o|H3 oA Ivtd AgsiAY d9v HEHETGT FhB

V. AcksiAle] &3t

1. Aotel 238 25

ZHFATIHL HANAY B B AHY #AHS T UA &
ey Az 3 E MABE FA1F s)AZ D (condition résolutoire
sous—entendue) 2.2 HEE= A$ A1183x%9 FAo] EAH Az
ZgE)h 2B Aok AT At Ald o3t “xFIT EA)
3R FE B FYEH HEHE BEFHES I E3tofof FrH(A1183%
13 ). F AgsA &3t Ak BE AFo] Agdte FaV}

YW obf olRsA e ARE FRIRE £FHOE £8HI,

72) Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 75.
73) Landfermann, a.a.O., S. 78.
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oju] o33t FH-E& WtEsloior JTh)

Aleko] A= o] ou] o]P3t FRE utF3io]of = F$ ukddte
of & FHE 9o w3g F gloHW Ay BAS UM B3
ol5 Weld wel 7t o g wistdol dt) o7|M EHE o]&ef b
7} ALg-ol Y HldE Aol EAFA GhoW UAUS FEHZY I
S AFERE EHEY gk Ao gt S5HE f4 ¢ ol
o g ti7tE EFeth 28l FHY W s AFH dE2RY o
A7} AgEojof g7

2. 23X g1t

olm| o|Fg FH-Z AgaAd oste] dFoE wEstE A5 w3
AFEAE EFEY AFEEL G=F AoA AR w3t} i} o
23 E9F 592 Z@2Tyo] P IS ol £FAY 4=
of &3t AAPAY AEPAHE FEIA FT ‘O FIx: AF
£ A ¥3"(solus consensus obligat)e ¥FL RS Aoty =
el Al kol )3t wiujE-AEo] wjgRloA F=EHT AGFTAAY &
A o3ty EFHEY AxF E AFA oA AA7} AT
(M1138%, A1583=% %), 2HEZ ujujA koA wl4=20e] djujd)&
S AFsA Fot wizdo] A%E AAAE i HHEY AFHAL &
319 =LA ALITED

&9 A9 EAF 5E€L AGHAAREH AAA BAAAA 24

74) ol¢} 2 AGHAY £FEE “ALF A YA (contrats sucessifs)ol =
o] glom o] A$ AFA(ex tunc)E 7N E A %8 A (résolution) 7+ oF
Uz e a3 (ex nunc)& 71 8 A (résiliation)THe §01E AHEFh

75) Dalloz, op. cit., n° 236; Mazeaud/Chabas, op. cit.,, n° 1101, Landfermann,
a.a.0., S. 79f; Ferid/Sonnenberg, a.a.0., 2 G 740.

76) o9 théld = Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 80 Anm. 177.

77) Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 81; Ferid/Sonnenberg, a.a.0., 2 G 131.

78) Mazeaud/Chabas, op. cit., n° 1101 et s; Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 81.
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& ST A3AY AYoE T, F R4l A9 o]AFHEAR ] FH
S 7} o) Tl At Ad 3ty FAHE BF W& AST A3
e EAY ARFEE AFs AR 2 ojHd EAF &
< FAS HE3hE A3 A HAS Yol EASHA At 1
22 A3z BEE A8t Aoz Fid distde FaHAY A
gH5 #F A22792 A1FS FAG a3 FFid dstde
AAZ 3 24 oo L3 Ao wt F7g S wiwiF 2
EAFOZRE HAG R4 AHEAS A3AAA FAS® PALE
F A FJke) =BG XY HEAIT D9 A3A9L ojH £
SR e #AF o AetA(A A, AHELHA, EAUdHA ) HEY
AE AZS A¢ 2 282 =9 A= EFda dx¥e=
FFE R Getiad “BHITHE"(actes dadministration)). 1 s
olH3 AG e 53] A9 A3zt o]eje] mEFHEH ok FtEE A
ofo] SAEAAE T HEF AN TS VXA %37 wEo|r}s

2

—

3. &oliuieE

4

=

o

20 g HELS Al Eolgo g I E AL ANITARAA
AL A o]ejol= A TAS FAT 5 JHA1184=E A23).
ZF2TEE AgsfA L £ FHA AR L Eojd ojH A
B (status quo ante)2 YAFE3}7] 913819 AAHE A2 oo &
AEA #38) Bolhoz 3t TR MA@ &3 AksA

79) ZF29] A dele A3x o] Uigt EEF ago] HAd o3 A A
ot ol BARAL Atolef gheld kA & A (résolution amiable)d] - =
dAS T 3

80) BIx, Art. 2279 I: “En fait de meubles, la possesion vaut titre”.

81) Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 81f.; Ferid/Sonnenberg, a.a.0., 2 G 752.

82) Landfermann, a.a.O.

83) ZFx Yol AFF o] HFF o] MEg FEIIA gv=
AL uH3toof gtia dtHMazeaud/Chabas, op. cit., n° 1094; Landfermann,
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3te] 4Hs 2EHA ke FFE AR g0 doh gt &3
HgS 98] M e A%S AFHIFA F2 FAAE Bold o i
& FHAIL A= Ho, 7] P2 o2 3= ANS &
i rdae 833 Hed B el H&ddn ?'S‘FE}S‘D a
23 TFATEL BEAGY EolPE FF9 AAANA Aoz

B gy JgdE E7sta AFEY oS F+E F e ‘?j
H AR dubH o s QAT ofd wEh ZFAYY A|114729] I
o A FAHAA B0l L olf = e SHMIFFEL 1
BAET £ oA A1184x A28e] AoFsA <} ¢H3] FHsiTi
) F A} el dE FHALE AAste Alsax A2
2 A S el B dntxdE A3 Ao B, £l
g °JFE ste &AMAATE AAE A1147Z olstel wEt Ao
I o aER ZFATHE AgaAd st HE Aefe] FE
7b HAEA T S s AT AABAA 2ART=
o o]&c] glrh. olo wel A= A% AL AFE oo
g A7 & Uk

r1r

£l
Sl

A LS

T QojM AFeAY d8F 2AE 7 WHY A
At o2} 7hAe ZolHE FHAL Avh I FToAA ZFAUHY A

118429] AFAAS -2 W AsME R A51629] AkAA Ao
Mg 8 Rele vedt 2t

a.a.0, S. 65 Anm. 89, 90).
84) Lepeltier, op. cit.,, p. 293(Landfermann, a.a.O0., S. 65 Z&X).
85) Lepeltier, op. cit., p. 293 et s(Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 66 &%).
86) Landfermann, a.a.0., S. 65f.
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AR, TAUY A118dz A1 AGaA 2708 “Bo]g o]
g g9vtzg S ARFeEZN FEANY RE FHE IFTY + A
t}. oldl] thate] -8 W A544% 9] oA A 9} A|546% 9 oY V5
g Bdxolsde] AL ALAS AT At o]HF HE ==
AR-Eolgo] oAm FEoA ANAE FEstst=rte] £A4 Aol
ou7t Aok ZTFATHE FREojgo] I B BE FFE
#3te &gl AFAAA FE3] £ FRINA R #
He do] dFHo 2 [ AF we AGHAE T F A=F
T Atk o]y & VES U o|FA AW ofgt F BT VI
E A% Aoz HEHT o9 o] ARA G Bo|Fol
S A A # vz NEAFFRY 1 Aol fYIRE
g2 g vugdoez 18 /X7 dokn 2o

B4, ZF20H A1184F A2%-L o|PATE Al AeHo
2 37T & 3, & SR 7T T UEE 1A%
Atk & AlksAS] 270 FHIHIL AFAY o|FE M B F
A AYHOE FFE F AEE HRFoEA AL A L P
E 55 ANE 1A ARZR ofdt Yt} ofd] i3t -7 ¥
Aoz e g 43e 7I7He st 1 oS Husn 1 V)
Rl o] PR ol g dol= AYE AAY & A’y A3} A
o} ol& AIAFLZ AALa ] wid E olAS FF3IL oA o] FbE
34 ¥ AS SAE A2AF WPz uEa e Hol zg2w
Ha 2ok Aq7jx ZF2TEE Eolgdo gt Edd FAWHOE
A olgPATE & A e oldd H FL RIH ukEhe
A A= “F&E AINA G2 Ao st &S AZE vt 9l
e odel B #& Aot a¥Eg ZZAUYHLE AGHAS Bo
goll gt AA7L bz} Bolse] Aol Ao Hod F I=EE
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<Abstract>

Rescission in the Civil Law of France

Chung, Jin-Myung

Various systems and the legal regulations on rescission have
already been studied. But special research has not been done for the
civil law of France, because of the difference of the legal regulations
and the legal systems between the civil laws in France and Korea.
This paper surveyed the regulations, the chronicles and the requisites
of rescission in the civil law of France and compared them with
those of Korean civil law.

First, while they have the regulation of non-fulfilment as a
requisite of rescission in France, Korea has the separate regulation as
a delay of fulfillment and an incapability of fulfillment. Secondly, in
France, they can also selectively require a claim of fulfillment of
rescission but Korea admits rescission only when a claim of
fulfillment is not possible. Thirdly, while the civil law of France
states that rescission to be required in a court, our law admits
rescission to be done by one party’s own intention.

Therefore, the research for rescission of France is useful for not
only the comparative evaluation on rescission of Korean civil law, but

also for the union movement of international contract law.



