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torial

years prior to 1981, Buyer's claim would be barred if
he wished to institute a new legal proceeding in State Y
unless the limitation period is regarded to have "ceased
to run" also in State Y by virtue of the institution in
1978 of the legal proceeding in State X. Under article
30, stopping of the running of the period by the institu­
tion of a legal proceeding in State X has the same effect
in State Y and Buyer may institute a new legal proceed­
ing in State Y, subject to the over-all limitation under
article 23 for bringing legal proceedings.

Example 30B: Buyer's claim against Seller arising
from an international sale of goods accrued in 1975. In
1978 Buyer instituted a legal proceeding against Seller
in Contracting State X. In 1981 the proceeding in State
X led to a decision on the merits of the claim in favour
of Buyer. Seller's assets are in Contracting State Y.
State Y would recognize and enforce the decision of
State X but the law of State Y does not preclude Buyer
from asserting his original claim afresh in legal pro­
ceedings in State Y, provided that the limitation period
with regard to the original claim had not expired. Buyer,
finding it easier to sue again on the original claim than
to involve himself in a complicated process of proving
the validity of the first decision for its enforcement in
State Y, decides to institute a new legal proceeding in
State Y. Under article 30, stopping of the running of the
limitation period. by the institution of the legal pro­
ceeding in State X has the same effect in State Y and
Buyer may institute a new legal proceeding in State Y,
subject to the over-all limitation under article 23 for
bringing legal proceedings.63

Example 30e: Buyer's claim against Seller arising
from an international sale of goods accrued in 1975. In
1978 Buyer instituted a legal proceeding against Seller
in Contractin.g State X. In 1980, while the proceeding
in State X was still pending, Buyer instituted a legal
proceeding in Contracting State Y based on the same
claim. Since Buyer's claim arose more than four years
prior to the institution of the proceeding in State Y,
that proceeding would be barred unless the limitation
period "ceased to run" when the legal proceeding was
commenced in State X. Under article 30, Buyer's legal
proceeding in State Y is not time-barred because State Y
must recognize the cessation of the running of the limita­
tion period that had taken place in State X by virtue of
the institution of the legal proceeding in State X within
the limitation period.64

2. Article 30 also refers to article 17, which deals
with the effect on the running of the period of a legal
proceeding that ends without a decision on the merits

83 A creditor who received an unfavourable decision on the
merits of his claim may also consider having his claim re-tried
in another State provided that he is not precluded from asserting
his original claIm afresh in legal proceedings in that State.
Legal rules such as res judicata, "merger" of the claim in the
judgement, or the like, may prevent the assertion of the original
claim after a decision on the merits of the claim in another
State. This is a question to be answered according to the pro­
cedural law of the forum and is not covered by this Convention.

84 Whether a legal proceeding rna)/' be instituted on a claim
while another legal proceeding is pending in another 'State con~
cerning the same claim will be resolved by the procedural law of
the forum and is not covered by this Convention.

of the claim. To afford the creditor an opportunity to
institute a further legal proceeding, in such cases the
creditor is assured of a period of one year from the date
on which the proceedings ended. Thus, in example 30C,
if the proceeding in State X ended on 1 February 1980
without a decision on the merits of the claim, the limita­
tion period "shall be deemed to have continued to run"
but the period is extended to 1 February 1981.65 Under
article 30, if State X is a Contracting State, these events
in State X must be given "international" effect in Con­
tracting State Y and a legal proceeding may be brought
in State Y until 1 February 1981.68

3. Article 30 also prescribes the "international"
effect of the recommencement· of the limitation period
which, under article 19, may occur in some jurisdictions
as a result of acts such as the service of a demand
notice. Attention is also drawn to the rules of article 18
concerning recourse actions and the effect of the insti­
tutiop of legal proceedings against a joint debtor. Under
article 30, the effect given to the circumstances men­
tioned in articles 18 and 19 must also be given by other
Contracting States.

4. The "international" effect of. acts in one Con­
tracting State (State X) in a second Contracting State
(State Y) applies only with respect to acts covered by
the articles listed in article 30. It may be noted that
under this Convention the effectiveness of certain other
acts does not depend on where they take place: e.g.,
acknowledgement of the debt (art. 20) and a declaration
or agreement modifying the limitation period (art. 22)
have the effect prescribed in those articles without regard
to the place where the acknowledgement, declaration or
agreement takes place.

5. An important requirement for the applicability
of article 30 is that the creditor must take "all reason­
able steps to ensure that the debtor is informed of the
relevant act or circumstances as soon as possible". While
in most instances commencement of a legal proceeding
will require notification to the defendant-debtor, under
some procedural rules this may not be necessary in cer­
tain cases. The above requirement was added to ensure
that all reasonable steps were taken to apprise the debtor
of the fact that due to certain acts of circumstances in
one Contracting State, the limitation period has also
been stopped or extended in all other Contracting States.

Part II. Implementation
Article 31

[Federal State; non-unitary State]

If a Contracting State has two or more terri­
units in which, according to its constitution,

85 The close relationship between the provisions of this Con­
vention as to the circumstances when the limitation period
"ceases to run" on the institution of legal proceedings (i.e., arts.
13, 14, 15 and 16) and the rules of art. 17 concerning the effect
of proceedings not resulting in a decision on the merits of the
claim is discussed in the commentary on art. 17.

68 Art. 30 does not bar a Contracting State from giving com­
parable effect to acts occurring in non-Contracting States; but
this Convention does not require that such "international" effect
be given to circumstances that took place in non-Contracting
States.
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different systems of law are applicable in relation to
the matters dealt with in this Convention, it may, at
the time of signature, ratification or accession, declare
that this Convention shall extend to all its territorial
units or only to one or more of them, and may amend
its declaration by submitting another declaration at
any time.

2. These declarations shall be notified to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations and shall
state expressly the territorial units to which the Con­
vention applies.

3. If a Contracting State described in paragraph
(1) of this article makes no declaration at the time of
signature, ratification or accession, the Convention
shall have effect within all territorial units of that
State.

COMMENTARY

1. Where a Contracting State to this Convention is
a federal or non-unitary State, the federal authority may
not have the power to implement certain provisions of
this Convention in its constituent states or provinces
because those provisions may relate to matters that are
within the legislative jurisdiction of such constituent
states or provinces. On the other hand, adoption by a
State of this Convention obligates that State to take the
necessary implementing steps that would give the pro­
visions of part 1 of this Convention (subject to the reser­
vations permitted under part III) the force of law within
that State. Yet, a federal or non-unitary State may not
be able to so implement this Convention unless each of
its constituent states or provinces passes appropriate
legislation. Article 31 is designed to enable a federal
or non-unitary State to adopt this Convention even if
that State could not absolutely ensure that all of its
constituent states or provinces will take the legislative
steps necessary to implement the provisions of this Con­
vention. Thus, under article 31 (1), a federal or non-uni­
tary State may, "at the time of signature, ratification or
accession, declare that this Convention shall extend to all
its territorial units or only to one or more of them".
Under article 31 (2), a State making such a declaration
must state "expressly the territorial units to which the
Convention applies" at the time of the notification of the
declaration to the Secretary-General of the United Na­
tions. The important qualification under article 31 (1)
is that the different systems of law applicable in the vari­
ous territorial units must be based on the constitution of
the federal or non-unitary State making such a decla­
ration.

2. It may be noted that article 31 (1) further pro­
vides that the declaration thereunder may be amended
at any time by submitting another declaration. Such an
amendment should technicallf be regarded as a com­
bination of a new declaratio, and a withdrawal of the
original declaration; article 40 governs the point in time
when such an amended declaration will take effect.

3. Paragraph (3) of article 31 reflects the basic
obligation of a State adopting thi~ Convention to imple-

ment the provisions of the Convention within the whole
territory of that State: in the absence of any declaration
permitted under this article "at the time of signature,
ratification or accession" by a federal or non-unitary
State, this Convention shall have effect "within all terri­
torial units of that State".

Article 32

[Determination of the proper law when federal or a
non-unitary State is involved]

Where in this Convention reference is made to the
law of a State in which different systems of law apply
such reference shall be construed to mean the law of
the particular legal system concerned.

COMMENTARY

In this Convention, several references have been
made to the law of a State. For example, articles 12 and
22 (3) refer to "the law applicable to the contract";
article 14 (1) refers to "the law applicable to [arbitral]
proceedings"; and article 15 refers to "the law govern­
ing the proceedings". In such cases, the determination
as to the proper law to govern each situation will be
made in accordance with the private international law
rules of the forum. Article 32 is intended to clarify that
the same approach should be pursued in arriving at the
proper law where different systems of law exist in the
State whose law is chosen as applicable by the conflict­
of-laws rules of the forum. 61

Article 33

[Non-applicability to prior contracts]

Each Contracting State shall apply the provisions
of this Convention to contracts concluded on or after
the date of the entry into force of this Convention.

COMMENTARY

1. This article serves to clarify the application of
the principle prescribed in article 3 (1) by providing a
definite rule as to the contracts to which this Conven­
tion applies: a Contracting State is bound to apply the
provisions of the Convention to contracts that are con­
cluded on or after the date of the entry into force of
this Convention in the State concerned.

2. The date of the entry into force of this Conven­
tion is dealt with in article 44 of this Convention (see
also art. 3 (3».

Part RI. Declarations and reservations

Article 34

[Declarations limiting the application of the Convention]

Two or more Contracting States may at any time
declare that contracts of sale between a seller having
a place of business in one of these States and a buyer
having a place of business in another of these States

61 Cf. art. 13, where the reference is to "the law of the
court".
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shall not be governed by this Convention, because
they apply to the matters governed by this Convention
the same or closely related legal rules.

COMMENTARY

1. Some States, in the absence of this Convention,
apply the same or closely related rules to the subject­
matter governed by this Convention, i.e., limitation
(prescription) of claims based on a contract of interna­
tional sale of goods. Under article 34 these States are
permitted, if they so choose, to apply their common or
closely related rules to claims arising from transaction
involving buyers and sellers in such States, and yet ad­
here to the Convention.

2. This article enables two or more Contracting
States to make a joint declaration, at any time, that con­
tracts of sale entered into by a seller having a place of
business in one of these States and a buyer having a
place of business in another of these States, "shall not be
governed by this Convention". The over-all effect is that
such contracts are excluded from the scope of applica­
tion of the Convention by virtue of such a declaration. It
should be noted that a declaration under article 34 may
be made well after the time these States have ratified this
Convention. (See also art. 40 and accompanying com­
mentary, para. 2.)68

Article 35

[Reservation with respect to actions for annulment
of the contract]

A Contracting State may declare, at the time of the
deposit of its instrument of ratification or accession,
that it will not apply the provisions of this Convention
to actions for annulment of the contract.

COMMENTARY

As has already been noted, this Convention gov­
erns the limitation period for bringing an "action for
annulment" in those legal systems which require that
the nullity of a contract be first established by way of a
legal proceeding instituted for that purpose.69 However,
in the States which require an initial judicial determina­
tion of the contract's invalidity, the limitation period for
bringing such actions may be different from the normal
period for the exercise of claims based on the contract.
This article permits a State to declare that it will not
apply the provisions of this Convention to actions for
annulment of the contract. Consequently, the State
which has made a reservation under this article may
continue to apply its particular local rules (including its
rules of private international law) to actions for annul­
ment of contracts. It may be noted that reservations
under this article may also be made by States which ad-

68 As to the situations where the same limitation rules are
applied among several State!> because these States are parties to
conventions containing limitation provisions in respect of inter­
national sales. see art. 37.

69 See foot-note 4 in commentary on art. 1 and its accompany­
ing text.

here to legal systems where termination or invalidity of
a contract need not first be established by way of a legal
proceeding brought for this purpose.

Article 36

[Reservation with respect to who can invoke limitation]

Any State may declare, at the time of the deposit
of its instrument of ratification or accession, that it
shall not be compelled to apply the provisions of arti­
cle 24 of this Convention.

COMMENTARY

This article permits a Contracting State to make
a reservation with regard to the application of the rule of
article 24 which provides that a tribunal shall take into
consideration the expiration of the limitation period
only if a party invokes it. (The need for this reservation
has already been noted in para. 2 of commentary on
art. 24.)

Article 37

[Relationship with conventions containing limitation
provisions in respect of international sale of goods]

This Convention shall not prevail over conventions
already entered into or which may be entered into,
and which contain provisions concerning the matters
covered by this Convention, provided that the seller
and buyer have their places of business in States
parties to such a convention.

COMMENTARY

1. This article provides that this Convention shall
not prevail over present or future conventions which
contain provisions concerning the limitation or prescrip­
tion of claims based on the international sale of goods.
In case of conflict, therefore, the rules of those other
conventions shall be applied to the limitation or prescrip­
tion of claims, rather than the rules of this Convention.

2. Such situations could occur in regard to conven­
tions that deal with the international sale of a particular
commodity, or a special group of commodities. In addi­
tion, it has been suggested that article 49 of the 1964
ULIS may conflict with some of the provisions of part I
of this Convention. A conflicting provision may also be
contained in conventions concluded on the regional
level, such as the General Conditions of Delivery of
Goods between Organizations of the Member Countries
of the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance, 1968.
Article 37 permits States parties to such a convention to
apply its conflicting provision only when both the seller
and the buyer have their places of business in States
which have ratified that convention.

3. It may be noted that the rule in this article op­
erates automatically, without requiring any advance
declaration by the States who are parties to the conven­
tion containing a conflicting provision as to the limitation
or prescription of claims (cf. art. 34).
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Article 38

[Reservations with respect to the definition of
a contract of international sale]

1. A Contracting State which is a party to an
existing convention relating to the international sale
of goods may declare, at the time of the deposit of its
instrument of ratification or accession, that it will ap­
ply this Convention exclusively to contracts of inter­
national sale of goods as defined in such existing
convention.

2. Such declaration shall cease to be effective on
the first day of the month following the expiration of
12 months after a new convention on the international
sale of goods, concluded under the auspices of the
United Nations, shall have entered into force.

COMMENTARY

1. Article 2 of this Convention deals with the degree
of internationality which makes a contract for sale of
goods an "international" one for the purposes of this
Convention. Article 3 (1) sets the obligation of Con­
tracting States to apply the provisions of this Convention
to contracts of international sale of goods. Article 38 is
designed to facilitate adoption of this Convention by
States which are already parties to an existing conven­
tion on the international sale of goods (such as UUS)
which contains a definition of "international" sale differ­
ent from article 2 of this Convention. Article 38 per­
mits such a State to exclude the application of article 2
with regard to the definition of "international" sale by
making a declaration that it will apply this Convention
only to international sales of goods as defined in such
an existing convention. The net effect of such a declara­
tion is to obligate the declaring State to apply the pro­
visions of this Convention only to those contracts which
fall within the definition of a contract of international
sale of goods under the other existing convention when
a legal proceeding is commenced within the jurisdiction
of that State.10

2. Article 38 (2), however, makes it clear that reser­
vations permitted under article 38 (1) is a temporary
expedient; it also reflects the general expectations of the
Conference which adopted this Convention that the defi­
nition of "international" sale of goods be ultimately
brought into line with the definition in a new convention
on the international sale of goods the draft of which is
presently under study by the United Nations Commis­
sion on International Trade Law.

Article 39

[No other reservations permitted]

No reservation other than those made in accord­
ance with articles 34, 35, 3-6, and 38 shall be
permitted.

10 See e.g., ULIS art. 1. It is expected, however, t.hat the differ­
ence in the applicable scope, because of a reservatIon under art.
38, will not be so great as might first ~ppear fro£!1 the com­
parison of art. 1 of ULIS and art. 2 of thiS ConventIOn. Cf. art.
2 (b) (c).

COMMENTARY

This article provides a basis for uniformity in appli­
cation of the Convention by prohibiting Contracting
States from making any reservation other than those
specifically permitted under this Convention. l1

Article 40

[When declarations and reservations
take effect; withdrawal]

1. Declarations made under this Convention shall
be addressed to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations and shall take effect simultaneously with the
entry of this Convention into force. in respect of the
State concerned, except declarations made thereafter.
The latter declarations shall take effect on the first
day of the month following the expiration of six
months after the date of their receipt by the Secretary""
General of the United Nations.

2. Any State which has made a declaration under
this Convention may withdraw it at any time by a
notification addressed to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations. Such withdrawal shall take effect on
the first day of the month following the expiration of
six months after the date of the receipt of the notifica­
tion by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
In the case of a declaration made under article 34 of
this Convention, such withdrawal shall also render in­
operative, as from the date on which the withdrawal
takes effect, any reciprocal declaration made by an­
other State under that article.

COMMENTARY

1. Paragraph (1) of this article provides the manner
in which declarations under articles 31, 34, 35, 36 and
38 must be made and specifies the point in time when
such declarations take effect. Article 40 (2) permits
withdrawal of such declarations and provides both the
manner in which such withdrawal may be made and the
point in time when it becomes effective.

2. It may be noted that, under the last sentence of
article 40 (2), a joint declaration made under article 34
becomes inoperative when one of the parties to that
joint declaration withdraws therefrom. Even where a
joint declaration has been made by more than two
States, a notification of withdrawal to the Secretary­
General of the United Nations by one of those States
will render the joint declaration inoperative in respect of
the remaining States on the first day of the month fol­
lowing the expiration of six months after that notification.
Thus, if the other remaining States still wish to maintain
the joint declaration under article 34 among themselves,
they will have to make a new declaration in accordance
with article 40 (1).

71 The 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties pro­
vides, inter alia, that a State may make a reservation, when rati­
fying or acceding to a Convention, unless the treaty provides
that only specified reservations, which do not include the reserva­
tion in question, may be made (art. 19).
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Part IV. Final clauses

Article 41

This Convention shall be open until 31 December
1975 for signature by all States at the Headquarters
of the United Nations.

Article 42

This Convention is subject to ratification. The in­
struments of ratification shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations.

Article 43

This Convention shall remain open for accession by
any State. The instruments of accession shall be de­
posited with the Secretary-General of the United
Nations.

Article 44

1. This Convention shall enter into force on the
first day of the month following the expiration of six
months after the date of the deposit of the tenth in­
strument of ratification or accession.

. ':

2. For each State ratifying or acceding to this
Convention after the deposit of the tenth instrument
of ratification or accession, this Convention shall
enter into force on the first day of the month following
the expiration of six months after the date of the de­
posit of its instrument of ratification or accession.

Article 45

1. Any Contracting State may denounce this
Convention by notifying the Secretary-General of the
United Nations to that effect.

2. The denunciation shall take effect on the first
day of the month following the expiration of 12
months after receipt of the notification by the Secre­
tary-General of the United Nations.

Article 46

The original of this Convention, of which the
Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts
are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations.



---.--- .~__, _l... _

n. BmLIOGRAPHY OF RECENT WRITINGS RELATED TO THE WORK OF UNCITRAL

1. GENERAL

M. J. Bonnell. The UNIDROIT initiative for the progressive
codification of international trade law (1978) 27 Interna­
tional and Comparative Law Quarterly, p. 418.

L. Dzikiewicz. Komisja Miedzynarodowego Prawa Handlowego
ONZ (UNCITRAL) (1977) 30 Sprawy Miedzynarodowe
(Warszawa), p. 148.

G. Eorsi. Unifying the law (a play with one act, with a song)
(1977) 25 The American Journal of Comparative Law, p. 658.

J. Goldring. "Unification and harmonisation" of the rules of
law (1978) 9 Federal Law Review, p; 284.

M. D. Kirby. Uniform law reform: will we live to see it? (1977)
8 Sydney Law Review, p. 1.

D. Popov. The Charter of Economic Rights and 'Duties of
States and its international impact in the legal field (in Bul­
garian) (1978) 2 Journal of International Relations (Sofia),
p.60.

S. J. Stoljar (ED). Problems of Codification (1977) (Australian
National University, Canberra).

H. Wagner-C. Paul. 10. Tagung der UNCITRAL (1977) DDR­
Aussenwirtschaft 51 (31. Bei/age Recht im Aussenhandel).

D. A. Walsh-K. W. Ryan. Harmonisation and standardisation
of legal aspects of international trade (1977) 51 Australian
Law Journal, Part 1, p. 608.

2. INTERNATIONAL SALE OF GOODS

E. V. Caemmerer. Probleme des Haager einheitlichen Kauf­
rechts (1978) 178 Archiv fur die Civilistische PRAXIS, p. 21.

J. P. Corbett. Exchange contracts and the international sale of
goods (1977) Lloyd's Maritime and Commercial Law Quar­
terly, p. 310.

F. Enderlein. Zur Ausarbeitung einer Konvention tiber den
Abschluss internationaler Kaufvertrage durch die UNCITRAL
(1977) DDR-Aussenwirtschaft 52 (32. Bei/age Recht im
A ussenhandel).

F. Enderlein~J. VOIter. Ergebnis der Arbeit der UNCITRAL
fUr ein einheitliches Recht Uber internationalen Warenkauf
(1977) DDk-Aussenwirtschaft 51 (31. Bei/age Recht im
Aussenhandel).

R. Monaco. Relationship between the two conventions on sale
adopted at The Hague in 1964 (ULIS and ULFC) and the
future conventions resulting from the work being done by
UNCITRAL (1977) 3 Italian Yearbook of International Law,
p.50.

K. C. Sutton. The draft Convention on the International Sale of
Goods (1977) 5 Australian Business Law Review, p. 28.

3. INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION

V. Gionea. Les efforts pour la reglementation et l'unification de
la procedure arbitrale sur Ie plan international (1979) 1 Le
Nuove Frontiere del Diritto e i/ Problema dell' Unificazione,
p. 451.

Note. Optional arbitration clause for use in US-USSR trade
(1978) 3 North Carolina Journal of International Law and
Commercial Regulation, p. 41.

P. Sanders. Reglement d'arbitrage de la CNUDCI (1978) 4
Droit et Pratique du Commerce International, p. 269.

P. Sanders (general editor). Yearbook of Commercial Arbitra­
tion, VoL Ill, 1978 (International Council for Commercial
Arbitration; Kluwer, Deventer, Netherlands).

Stockholm Chamber of Commerce. Arbitration in Sweden
(Stockholm, 1977).

4. INTERNATIONAL LEGISLATION ON SHIPPING

F. Berlingieri. La nuova Convenzione suI trasporto di merci par
mare (1978) 80 II Diritto Marittimo, p. 185.

C. Douay. La Convention des Nations Unies sur Ie transport de
marchandises par mer (Regles de Hambourg de 1978) (1979)
87 Bulletin des Transports Internationaux par Chemins de
Fer, p. 3.

K. Granfors. Die Harmonisierung des Transportrechts und die
Hamburger Regeln (1978) 42 Rabels Zeitschrift fur Ausland­
isches und Internationales Privatrecht, p. 696.

K. Gronfors. The Hamburg Rules-failure or success? (1978)
The Journal of BusillesslAw, p. 334.

G. Herrmann. Hamburger Regeln: Neues Ubereinkommen im
Seefrachtrecht (1978) Rechts-Information Nr. 107/l07(a)
(Bundesstelle fUr Aussenhandelsinformation).

R. Loewe-B. Wiesbauer. Internationale multimodale Beforder­
ung (1979) 35 Verkehr, p. 639.

Z. Matyassy. Le trafic mixte fer-mer selon la CIM et les "Regles
de Hambourg" (1978) 86 Bulletin des Transports Interna­
tionaux par Chemins de Fer, p. 126.

J. C. Moore. The Hamburg Rules (1978-1979) 10 Journal of
Maritime Law and Commerce, p. 1. '\

K. Pineus-I. Sandstrom. The Hamburg Rules from the average
adjuster's point of view (1978) 3 Nordisk Forsiknigstidsskrift,
p. 163.

D. Richter-Hannes. Neue Konvention tiber Gtiterbeforderung
zur See verabschiedet-Haager Regeln demniichst ersetzt
durch Hamburger Regeln (1978) 7, 9, 10 Seewirtschaft (in
3 parts).

S. A. Silard. Carriage of the SDR by sea: the unit of account of
the Hamburg Rules (1978-1979) 10 Journal of Maritime Law
and Commerce, p. 13.

174



In. CHECK LIST OF UNCITRAL DOCUMENTS

List of documents before the Commission at its twelfth session

Title or description Document symbol

A. GENERAL SERIES

International payments; draft Convention on
International Bills of Exchange and Inter­
national Promissory Notes: report of the
Working Group on International Negotiable
Instruments on the work of its seventh ses-
sion (New York, 3-12 January 1979) . . ... A/CN.9/157

Provisional agenda, annotations thereto and
tentative schedule of meetings: note by the
Secretary-General ; ~ . A/CN.9/158

Barter or exchange in international trade: re-
port of the Secretary-General. . . . .. . . . . . A/CN.9/159

International trade contracts: note by the Sec­
retary-General on the progress made by the
Secretariat in respect of its investigatory
study on contract practices in international
trade A/CN.9/160

.Liquidated damages and penalty clauses: report
of the Secretary-General A/CN.9/161

Memorandum on the second co-ordination
meeting, held at Rome on 9 and 10 April
1979, as agreed upon by the participants. . A/CN.9/162

Stand-by letters of credit: report of the Sec-
retary-General A/CN.9/163

Clauses protecting parties against the effects of
currency fluctuations: report of the Secre-
tary-General A/CN.9/164

Security interests; feasibility of uniform rules
to be used in the financing of trade: report
of the Secretary-General. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . A/CN.9/165

International commercial arbitration; draft
UNCITRAL Conciliation Rules: prelimi-
nary draft prepared by the Secretary-General A/CN.9/166

International commercial arbitration; concilia-
tion of international trade disputes: report
of the Secretary-General A/CN.9/167

International commercial arbitration; study on
the application and interpretation of the Con­
vention on the Recognition and Enforcement
of Foreign Arbitral Awards (New York,
1958): report of the Secretary-General .. , A/CN.9/168

International commercial arbitration; further
work in respect of international commercial
arbitration: note by the Secretariat. . . . . . . A/CN.9/169

International commercial arbitration; issues rel-
evant in the context of the UNCITRAL Ar-
bitration Rules: note by the Secretariat ... , A/CN.9/170

175



176 Yearbook of the United Nations Commission on International Trade Law, 1979, Volnme X

Title or description Document symbol

New international economic order; possible
work programme of the Commission: report
of the Secretary..General A/CN.9/171

Survey of the work of international orgimiza-
tions in the field of transport law: report of
the Secretary-General A/CN.9/172

Training and assistance in the field of interna-
tional trade law: note by the Secretary-
General A/CN.9/173

State of signatures and ratifications of the
United Nations Convention on the Carriage
of Goods by Sea, 1978 (Hamburg Rules),
adopted at Hamburg on 30 March 1978:
note by the Secretary-General A/CN.9/174

Current activities of international organizations
related to the harmonization and unification
of international trade law: report of the Sec-
retary-General A/CN.9/175

B. RESTRICTED SERIES

Draft report of the United Nations Commission
on International Trade Law on the work of
its twelfth session (Vienna, 18-29 June 1979) A/CN.9/(XII)/CRP.l and

Add.I-6, 6A-6E and 7-11;
CRP.IA

Proposal submitted by Egypt, Ghana, India,
Indonesia, Kenya, Nigeria and Yugoslavia. A/CN.9/(XII)/CRP.2

C. INFORMATION SERIES

List of participants A/CN.9/(XII)/INF.l and Rev.l

Working Group on International Negotiable Instruments, seventh session

Draft Convention on International Bills of Ex­
change and International Promissory Notes
(first revision), articles 46 to 68, as reviewed
by a drafting party. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . A/CN.9/WG.IV/WP.I0

Provisional agenda.......... . . . . . . . . . . . A/CN.9/WG.IV/WP.ll
Draft Convention on International Bills of Ex-

change and International Promissory Notes
(first revision), articles 24 and 68 to 86, as
reviewed by a drafting party. . . . . . . . . . . . A/CN.9/WG.IV/WP.12




