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Who has the power to solve a breach of commerciabotract -
European Union, Ukraine or Russia?

With the increasing of globalization, more and maaentracts are concluded between companies from
different countries. So, in this situation, andreases the number of breaches of contracts. Tnd twvas the reason for
writing this article, which aims to find out whopewers allow settling disputes related to the bnea®f contracts, and
the extent to which such disputes can be resolvedreparation was analyzed the experience of WkraRussia and
the European Union, in particular the United Kingdécommon law) and France (Civil law). It was foutlct an
important role is played by the parties to the dispbut it also depends on the phase of the psoddso, important
external key figures are a judge or arbitrator. Poevers of each of the parties depend on local,lassvell as the
accepted agreement. Therefore, breach of the obrifaone of the major challenges that may facecthatracting
parties. To further investigate the interestingstioa of which party receives benefits based ondheof any country
included in the study.
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The problem and its importance For the moment, the active international coopenan different
spheres deals with many problems. The questionshadrie linked with international law need some &dec
attention. Any country is interested to guarankeedualified juridical support of commercial comtiat the
international level. That's why it is very importan know how the procedure of commercial contlbaetich
must be put in practice and who has a power togakh a decision.

Analysis of the research into the problem The problems of the commercial law at the
international level have already become the objettscientific investigation. Among the most imgort
works we should note Russian scientist V. Orlow [4frainian investigators N. Mykolska, A. Makhinova
[3], S.Bigun [1], and French lawyer C. Debourg @&jd others who had considered some aspects of
international commercial cooperation connected witinmercial contract.

The material of our research is limited to contracts for gooul aervices we won'’t take into
account: commercial premises rent contract, workiogtract, and contracts in Intellectual Propeigydf
We will focus on international contracts because ihore international law study.

The objective of this articleis point on that the knowing in advance who hasgbwer to solve
breach of contract is very important for firms, esjplly when they negotiate their contracts, beeabhsat
helps them to prevent and to limit risks. Also tloay change their usual contractual terms in dadereate
solutions when problems occur in the future. Knawihalso, allow firm to know what to expect when
finding prospect in new countries or when a firrmtgato expand in a new country.

We will analyze it at international level to be altb give guidelines to international firms and to
firms who wants to enter in new markets. We wittide on who has the power to solve a breach of acintr

Breach of contractvas defined by Sir Guenter Treitel as «a breaatoaofract is committed when a
party, without lawful excuse fails or refuses tafpen what is due from him under the contract, perfs
defectively or incapacitates himself from perforgw8]. For Europe Union, we will consider only Rca
and United Kingdom in order to have one civil laguotry and one common law country. We will consider
Russia because Russia is European Union biggeghbwi and Ukraine because it is «a priority partner
country».

The power to solve a breach of contract belondeeeit the parties to the contra@ orto external
body Judge or arbiter@l) .

| Parties themselves have the power to solve breflachntract. Regarding the power of the parties
to solve a breach of contract the question to saleekWhenx» the parties can é&) and «How» they can
act(B).

A) the moment the parties can solve breach of canffaés power is given to them at two moments:
while they are still in the contract negotiatiomgess, because they can add to the contract meohaither
to prevent breach of contract or to solve themdwaace. The second moment this power is givenédo th
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parties is when the breach of contract occurs. Taeydo it either just in case while negotiating tlontract
or take action when the breach of contract occurs:

1) The parties elaborate solutions in case of futweach of contract while negotiating the contract.
The difference will come from law systems and motrf geographic or membership of European Union or
Commonwealth of Independent States. During negotidhe parties can add to the contract the contshc
clause which will be used in the event of a breafotontract. It is not possible to make a list hessathanks
to the principle of contractual freedom: the cotcactors will decide what they will add to the c@at and
there are no lists available in one of the fourntdas of our study.

We will give explanations on the two ones with thest consequences: the choice of law and the
choice of jurisdiction. The choice of law: the gacan choose which law will rule the contractsstbinoice
is very important because, in case of breach ofraots, the consequence will be different. For @mis the
basic rule is the freedom of choice of the law whigll regulate the contract. This is stipulatedtbg Rome
European regulation number 593/2008 which is usedhe contract signed after Decembel' 2809. In
Ukraine there is a special law allowing that fotemational contracts: the «Law No. 2709-IV «On
International Private Law».

The choice of the law by the party is not fully qaete: the party cannot choose that there won't be
any country’s law that can be used for the contia¢he parties don’'t choose any country law whveli
rule their in their contract, a law will be chosancase of litigation following some mechanism. Thdge
will decide which country law will be used followgreome criteria established in the national law.

Some kind of contracts, are regulated another iiast of all, the selling contract which are
regulated either by the Hayes convention of Juee¥h1955 or the Rome European regulation number
593/2008 which is stipulating the same for sellogitracts. In that case the law that will be retjo¢athe
contract will be the law of the country where tleflex has his «habitual residence». Therefore larselho
knows the other party will never take the law of bountry, can negotiate that the parties won’'bskedaw
for that selling contract and therefore in casétigfation he will be sure it will be his own lawhich will be
used.

Second for international transportation contractggbods 16 if no law have been chosen to regulate
the contract, the Rome European regulation num®2f2608 which stipulates in his article 5.1 that kaw
which has to be chosen is the law of the delivexiptp The party can only choose one law for thetiean,
this is the mandatory limit to «forum shopping»giige and to make judgment possible The only lifhis
possible to choose another law for the arbitragioycedure itself. Similar mechanisms are also fsethe
choice of the jurisdiction.

The main difference is that some States limit therdifferent fields but contracts are not included
for example French civil Code article 3 makes & &6 the fields where the choice of jurisdiction is
impossible and contracts are not in the list, thigeethey are not included. For the choice of gidgon the
power of the parties is wider as it can happenngucbntract negotiation and also while litigatioarts.

Also a party does not have to make explicit chaica,party does not contest in defense the choice
made by the plaintiff that means that party agréés choice of jurisdiction is a very good advaetégr
international contracts because it allows the ptrtgelect the jurisdiction which offers the adway# they
search, like the speed the decision are takenatigage used by the judges. This is the fruitegfatiation
or an agreement between the parties, thereforedtires must think if it is a good solution for théecause
it will be the one selected to solve a breach oftawt.

In Russia several possibilities can be used toeam® the strength of one party For example: the
Civil Code offers «several methods of compelling frerformance of an obligation» [...] one method is
generally known as security devices» (article 38%he Russian civil Code) [5].

These differences have to be carefully checkedkaongvn by the parties in order to avoid being in
the weak position in case of breach of contractshds to be thought before negotiation procesd atad
the negotiation goal must be a situation whichnisugh good for a party to sign the contract withmimd
the consequences they expect in case the other pate a breach of contract. Different options are
possible for the parties while they are negotiatimg contract, they have also power when the breéch
contract occurs.

2) The parties use solutions in case of breach dirachafter the issues occur. We will look at two
ways which happen when contract outcome is notetipeected one: Liquidated damages and unilateral
breach. While the first one can be considered #&snaatic sanction for a breach of the contract wtiak
been planned by the parties in the contract, thergkis a breach of contract made by one of thiy pthe
contract without the agreement of the other one.
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Liguidated damages: a way to avoid any intervenfiom outside the parties is to use liquidated
damages. The condition: it has to be added to dh&ract by the parties during the negotiation platas
similar implication the Civil law countries we studn this article, but not in common law countries.
Liquidated damages exist in France, Russia arigidkr They are in the Civil codes of these thrasmttes.

For France it is articles 1226-1233. In Russiaiaiticle 329 and in Ukraine article 549. But inrélke
regarding business contract it is the CommercialeCohich has to be applied and the article 23thef t
Commercial Code gives more possibility to clainmuldpted damages. In Russia «liquidated damageeis th
most widely used security device listed in arti@®9». But contrary to common law, «Russian law o
the twins U.S concepts of liquidated damages anthlfes into one omnibus security device called
liquidated damages». Therefore if a Russian firmt&#o set liquidated damages in a Common law aontr
with law of United Kingdom as law of the contrattte firm will be less protected than if it was theme
notion in Russian law. Except on the amount of ilgted damages because Russian jurisdiction have
decided they can decrease this amount if theyitfégltoo high thanks to article 333 of RussianiOdode

[5]. Some differences still exist, in the way judgeallowed to moderate this liquidated damages Hiifirst
can be a surprise, because liquidated damage weated to allow the parties to create a rule whikirt
contract and to solve the breach of contract withliquidated damage.

A judge can still modulate the liquidated damageam thanks to a principle of law: the justice
must be checked by the State. In France also fonmrcial case, the interest which have to be paihse
of late performance are not liquidated damagesthecdkfore cannot be decreased by a judge, who based
their Decision on article 441-6 of the Commerciad€. If parties choose French law and French ¢oure
the ones of the contract, they will choose a soitutwhere judge powers are quite large and arevaisien
in the Civil code, article 1152. The judge can @age and decrease the liquidated damage. The Godeet
two limits, one for the judge who can only do timsrease or decrease if the amount is really tgh br too
low, another one for the parties who cannot agrgedvent the judge to change the amount.

In United Kingdom, they might exist in the contrdit they won't be enforced. Because common
law system forces the parties to prove the linkveen the damage and the breach of contract beifarag
them damages. On the contrary, Civil law systens tisis proof as a condition before giving damagenvh
there is no contract a that is to say tort. In tase, we noticed the choice of one civil law cougives
many advantages in case of breach of contractukbecthe solution is automatic, fast, and effici€nance
offers more protection to the other party becatisdlows judge to check if the damages are nokeitbo
high or too low. Therefore choosing civil law shibdde done if the risk are too high, especially nigira
financial crisis, in order to protect own interests

If the party own interests are not to get amoumhohey to compensate the breach of contract but to
leave the contract, they would better opt in foactky opposite choice in the country’s law for theantract,
because it would help them in case of unilateraabh. We will one more time distinguish betweentkinee
civil law countries of our study and the common leauntry.

In Russia: the unilateral breach must be intentiéorathe liability to be searched and «the Civil
Code expressly provides that a contract (contraphaision) excluding the liability for a futuratentional
breach is null and void (Article 401.4) ».

In Ukraine, to summarize the explanation providgd\o Mykolska and A. Makhinova, there are
two kinds of unilateral breach of contract possile The first kind is with the judge agreementciase of
significant breach (from other part) or significahtanges of circumstances. The second kind, sfatlowed
by the law or the contract.

In France, unilateral breach is not possible, eémpone kind of contract: the long term contracts
and only for future. French states law tried todfithe balance between legal certainty and agreement
unlimited in time. This was also needed to matehdtration of a firm.

Regarding the solution chosen by common law with élkample of United Kingdom: unilateral
breach of contracts are possible and they can lesarsed in case the other party says it won't cpmjith
contract requirement. In that case the innoceny eas the right to claim for damage as it is aticgratory
breach from the other party.

In Russia, the party who is victim of the breacltoftract can refuse to perform his obligation. To
explain that point, V. Orlov uses the expressi@aadmissible», which means it is a possibility dtebut it
is not mandatory [3]. The parties can act at twifedint moments to prepare or to solve breach of
contractual. Their actions have specific ways aue fimits:

B) The way the power of parties can be used. Tovghe way the power of parties can be used we
will see the nature of the request the innocentypzan make and then we will see that the powdhaf
party is limited:
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1) the nature of the request the innocent partyaskn The nature of the request is directly linked
with innocent party’s power because what she crisaghat she has chances to get. Regarding damages
French, English, Ukrainian and Russian judges diamwalamages in case of breach of contract. «Sjgecif
performance and mandatory injunction are exceptiomd&ngland, This is in contrast with France». In
Ukraine it is possible to find very detailed speciperformance. In Russia as Ch. Osakwe explains it
«specific performance will be only awarded if payinef damages would be an inadequate remedy». Even
the innocent party can act at different momentpawers are not unlimited [5, p. ]

2) the limit of the power of the party victim ofetbreach. The limit of the power has the link with
the choice a party can make or does not make. Wemalyze it from a negative point of view to gbe
different consequences and the risks.

Not making a choice can have opposite consequemtdle power of the parties. Not making a
choice on the right time, will have dramatic consages for the victim of the breach because soghe ri
won’t be available for that party. This can happgmot making the right choice during the negotiagpart
of the contract. Like we will see, arbitration issgible in France, United Kingdom and Ukraine ahthere
was an arbitration clause / convention betweentwlee parties. This can also happen after the bredich
contract occurred, when the party takes too muunk to act: «innocent party will lose his right tonig a
claim for breach of contract if he delays for ataer length of time». Also in United Kingdom thasethe
Limitation Act 1980 which «provides statutory limiton periods».

Not making a choice, can be accepting the partgrothoice during litigation especially about
jurisdiction choice, if the other party does nohiast the jurisdiction chosen, it means they acitept

Not every choice can be made. Sometimes alternetioes are offered to the party therefore when
they choose one, they cannot choose the othereTdiesces are valid in all the four countries of study.
The French research center of Paris Sorbonne Uitydras created a list which divides the sanctions
breach of contract in three categories. The Sametihich aim to keep the contract, the sanctionsiwéaim
to make the contract disappear and the sanctioichvalim to compensate this list was establishdohiked
with European Union that means two of the countakesur study: France and United Kingdom. But we
think it can be extended to Russia and Ukraine lmethe same kinds of sanctions exist.

The parties cannot have all the power when a brehdontracts occurs, because self redress is
forbidden. In France and United Kingdom self redrissbanned because «it is banned in all MembeesSta
in European Union. In Russia prohibition of privatégenge started in Russian law from the™aéntury. In
Ukraine prohibition exists but some Professors firftas come back indirectly in case law. That ig/wthe
power is given to an external body a judge or ditrator.

II. The power given to external body: judge or arbitraWe will study the actual system in the four
different countriegA) and then the trendB).

A. the actual system. We won't study in detail thdggl power and arbitration in the four countries
of our studies but instead we will explain in gexidroth co-exist and then introduce special situnetiwhich
limit the power of the parties. While both are pbksin most of the case, there are special sitnatboth
are possible. For France, the situation is simfleeethere is an arbitration clause between tte parties
and it will be arbitration or without any clausenilll be a judge who will settle the case. The skgan be
within the contract or it might have been agrequhsately. For United Kingdom, the Arbitration Advgs
the definition and the rules for arbitration. Fokrbine, «the law of Foreign Economy Activity [.allows
the parties to a commercial dispute to select anfidior its resolution56» and this include arbitatspecial
situations. For the Russian legal system only &atditn courts are possible for commercial law, thety are
State ones and organized like normal courts. Andops of the courts there is The Supreme Arbitratio
(Commercial) Court of the Russian Federation, déries imission is to «One of the most important éirie
the activity of the Supreme Arbitration Court ofettRussian Federation is to ensure the uniform
understanding and application by all arbitrationrt® of the legislation in the sphere of econoralations»,
which does not exist in other countries’ arbitrati8o Russia is the example of a hybrid system.

France and United Kingdom are European Union merstaes; therefore we have to explain the
specific role of European Union judge regarding regter. There are two ways the European Uniongudg
can be involved. Either by preliminary ruling, likden the European Court of Justice decided that sait
injunctions for arbitration agreements are incorfgpatwith the Brussels | Regulation so that they ao
longer available so as to counter-attack a tor@ation brought before the courts of a Member Stadesby
judging cases when they reach the European Uni@i, l#hat is to say when all the domestic remetiase
been exhausted.

The European Court of Justice has set some gu@elfior example about the choice of the judge
when there is a contractual breach: it must bejddge of the location where the breach happened.
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Regarding Arbitration at European Union level, ded not exist. There is no arbitration institutiand no
equivalent to European Court of Justice in arbirat International conventions apply to all the rfou
countries but they are limited to specific fieldtie Vienna convention is the most famous we wiltlgt its
field of application is selling contracts betweemfpssionals. In this field the solution are thensafor
France, Ukraine and Russia because they ratifi@ddtit has entered in force. But The United Kingdwas
not yet ratified the CISG. The parties must fulfile condition set by the convention that is to &y
mistake of the other party must be enough big, #eh four remedies are possible, they have been
summarized as: Exception of non-performance / Sipgoerformance / Unilateral termination / Damages,
price reduction, default interest.

B. the trends. In France: to make arbitration th&esa way including international arbitration the
goal is to attract business making contract to sedérance and French law.

This is made by French state at international let/ednce is the most progressive regarding
enforcement of the arbitration agreements, becihiseven more progressive than European conveiatin
Commercial arbitration and then New York conventiBhe same evolution is seen at national level: for
Arbitration there is an extension, since the dedamuary the 32011. It extends the field arbitration can
be used and also who can use it. The French ctalibsy the same trend by case law, for example they
judged that arbitration agreement was not rule@rby state law but has only to follow internatiopablic
policy. In France it is possible to create tailoade solution when choosing arbitration, for exaniple
possible to choose one State law for the contnadtane State law for the Arbitration conventione$é
changes are made to increase the number of artitiatFrance and to attract more arbitration fraionoad
by making rules more liberal and easy to use. Wilsertainly increase the number of arbitratiorFrance;
even it is too early to be able to notice it.

Ukraine has opposite trend compared to France,usecaccording to PWC Ukraine, there are not
enough skilled arbitrators. It can be inferred tmatreporting this point in their report they inelitly don’t
recommend Ukrainian arbitration. Also not enoudbiteaitor would mean there are delays and this woeld
against one of the advantages of the arbitratioishvmeans faster solution and that is importanafbreach
of contract, when the parties are expecting thedalition to know if they will continue to makerdoact
with the same firm, they need to know the outcomgrevious breach of contract.

The Discovery of new dangers in arbitration habddn mind for the parties when they choose the
arbitration way, especially when there will be adwh of contract. The multiplication of proceedifigked
with the same case is a tendency in the arbitratdonl the situation gets more complex when arbdrat
decision is canceled by national court and thatideto new arbitration decision with opposite result
C. Debourg introduces it and gives famous Frensk tawv examples of it [2, p. 1]. Therefore theatiton is
real and increasing with the argumentation of ahdac arbitration.

The language issudt appears if the arbitration has to use the Néwk Convention on the
Recognition and Enforcement of Foreign Awards. Tdatvention was «adopted under the auspices of the
United Nations», which means six official languag&sstudy made by Paulsson in 1998 discovered that
French and English version don’t match fully, whRessian version matches English version [6, p].229
Therefore, it can be sometimes tough for the pargelect arbitration especially if they can acdesstheir
own language (English or Russian) while the artmtr&as another version but with different wordslevh
the three languages have similar values. Some imugfsomore far than this consideration like P. Gleo
thinks «choice of law is a costly and inefficiembgess. Particularly week in case of second-ordeflict of
conflict rules and in cases of tripartite relatibipsinvolving mixed proprietary and contractualtigas» [7].
We won’t go so far because we think parties mugktim advance to be ready in case a breach ofactst
occurs.

To conclude this study has shown the power belong to thegsaat the contract, and they have to
use them on the right time Then judge or arbitra@ given the power by contract or law to solve th
problems. Regarding all these points, France, dritmgdom, Russia and Ukraine have created difteren
solutions; most of them globally use similar medhiam Knowing the difference and choosing as thedaw
the contract the law matching the interest of thetypwhile negotiating the contract would give diniée
advantage. That's why this study has shown sontieeodlifference to give some clues in the choice.

Further research could be done by studying more countries withindpean Union like the former
Soviet Republics which are now European MembereStéEstonia, Latvia, Lithuania), and also counkg |
Kazakhstan to see if the solutions are closerédRissian ones. Studying Croatia would be alsoasteg
because it has just joined the European Union loproing its 28 member on July the®2013 and it was
part of another supranational entity: the Formasi&ist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.
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Auumun M., Pagdpre B. Komy Haje:xkaTh MOBHOBa’KeHHsI BUPIIIyBATH CIIOPH, MOB’si3aHi i3
NOPYLIEHHSIM KOMepUiiHOro KOHTpakTy — €Bponeiicekkomy Coro3sy, Ykpaini uu Pocii? 3 nommpenssim
nporecy rinodainizauii Bce Oinblie KOHTPAKTIB YKIAAAE€TbCA MK KOMIIAHISIMU 3 Pi3HUX KpaiH. Biamosiano, y
CUTYyaIlii, MO CKJayacs, 30UIBIIYETHCS 1 KUTBKICTh BHITAJIKIB MOPYIICHHS Ta PO3ipBaHHS KOHTPAKTiB. Taka
TEHJCHIS] TOCTYXHjIa NPUYMHOI0 HAaNKCaHHA Wi€l cTaTTi, MeTa sKoi 3'scyBaTd, YWl MOBHOBAKEHHS
J03BOJISIIOTH BHPIIIYBAaTH CIIOPH, TOB si3aHi 3 pO3ipBaHHAM MNOAIOHMX KOHTPAKTIiB, 1 A0 AKOI MipH Taki
CyMepeyKn MOXKYTh OYTH BHUPIIICHI. Y XOAl MATOTOBKH OyJIO MpoaHaTi30BaHO MOCBin YKpainu, Pocii Ta
kpain €sporeiicekoro Coro3y, 30kpema BennkobpuTanii (3aranbue nmpaso) ta Opaniiii (poMaHO-TepMaHChKa
npaBoBa ciM’ s1). Bysio BCTaHOBIIEHO, L0 BayKJIMBA POJIb BiJIBE/IEHA CTOPOHAM CIIOPY, ajie BOHA 3aJICXKHTh 1 Bij
¢azu mponecy. Takox Ba)XJIMBUMH 30BHILIHIMU KJIIOYOBUMH (irypamu € cynas uu apOitp. [loBHOBaXkeHHS
KOKHOT 31 CTOPIH 3aJIE’KaTh BiJI MiCIIEBOTO 3aKOHOJABCTBA, a TAKOXK MPHUHHATOI yroau. ToMy mopymieHHs i
PO3ipBaHHA TOTOBOPY € OJHIE€I0 3 OCHOBHUX HPOOJIEM, 3 SIKOI0 MOXKYTb 3ITKHYTHCS CTOPOHHU A0roBopy. s
MOJANIBIIOTO JOCIiIKEHHS LiKaBUM € MUTAaHHS MPO Te, AKa 31 CTOPIH OTPUMYE IEPEeBary, OMUPAIOYNCh Ha
3aKOHOJIABCTBO Ti€l UM 1HIIOI KpaiHW, BKIIFOUCHOI B JaHE JOCTiHKCHHS.

KirouoBi ciioBa: mopyrneHHs/po3ipBaHHsS KOHTPAKTy, CYIAs, apOoiTp, MiXXHAPOAHMI KOMEPIiIHHHUIA
KOHTPAKT, TOBHOBAKCHHS.

SAunmun M., Papdbe B. Komy npunaaiiekat nmoJJHOMO4YMs pa3peliaTh CIHOPbI, CBA3aHHbIE €
HapylleHHEeM KoMMepueckoro koHTpakra — Epponeiickomy Coro3y, Ykpaune wiaum Poccun? C
pacnpocTpaHeHHEM Mpoliecca r1odanu3anuy Bcé 00oblle KOHTPAKTOB 3aKIII0YAETCS] MEKAY KOMIAHUAMH U3
pasHeix crpad. COOTBETCTBEHHO, B CJIOXHBIICWCS CHUTyallMd YBEIWYMBACTCS M KOJIMYECTBO CITy4acB
HapyIIEHUs U PACTOPKEHUSI KOHTPAKTOB. Takasi TeHACHIIUS TMOCTY>KUJIa MIPUUMHON HAlKMCAaHUS 3TON CTaThH,
LeNb KOTOPOH BBISICHUTH, YbH IOJHOMOYHMS MO3BOJISIFOT pa3peliaTh CHOpPHI, CBA3AHHBIE C PacTOPKEHHEM
MOOOHBIX KOHTPAKTOB, M JI0 KaKOW CTEMEHW TaKhe CIOPBI MOTYT OBITh pa3pelieHbl. B xoe MmoaAroToBKU
OBl TIpOaHATM3UPOBaH OMBIT YKpawHbel, Poccuu u crtparm EBpomeiickoro Coro3a, B YacCTHOCTH
Benukobputanuu (o6iee nmpaBo) u Opannuu (poMaHo-repMaHcKas MPaBoBasi CeMbsl). BBIIO yCTaHOBIICHO,
YTO Ba)KHAs POJIb OTBEJEHA CTOPOHAM CIIOpa, HO OHA 3aBHCUT M OT (a3bl mporecca. Takke BaKHBIMU
BHEITHUMH KJIIOYEBBIMHU (PUTypamMu SBISIOTCS CyAbs Win apoutp. [lomHOMOUNS KaXI0i U3 CTOPOH 3aBHUCAT
OT MECTHOTO 3aKOHOAATENbCTBA, a TAK)Ke NMPUHATOrO cornameHud. [loaTomy HapylieHHEe U pacTOp)KEHUE
JIOTOBOpa SIBJISIETCS] OHOW M3 OCHOBHBIX MPOOJIEM, C KOTOPOW MOTYT CTOJIKHYTHCSI CTOPOHBI loroBopa. s
JATBHEHIIIETO WCCIeIOBaHUS HHTEPECEH BONMPOC O TOM, Kakas W3 CTOPOH IONydaeT NPEeUMYIIecTBa,
ONUPAACh HAa 3aKOHOJIATEIBCTBO TOM WM UHOM CTPaHbl, BKIIOUCHHOU B TaHHOE UCCIIEIOBAHUE.

KiroueBble cJioBa: HapylIieHHE/pacTOPKCHUE KOHTPAKTa, CYIbsA, apOUTp, MEXKTYHAPOIHBIH
KOMMepUYeCKUi KOHTPAKT, IIOJTHOMOYHSI.
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