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conclusion of the contract" is not applicable if the non-performance of
the contract was due to the fraud of the non-performing party. How-
ever, no such rule exists in this Convention.

Article 71

[Damages in case of avoidance and substitute
transaction]

If the contract is avoided and if, in a reasonable
manner and within a reasonable time after avoidance,
the buyer has bought goods in replacement or the seller
has resold the goods, the party claiming damages may re-
cover the difference between the contract price and the
price in the substitute transaction and any further dama-
ges recoverable under the provisions of article 70.

PRIOR UNIFORM LAW

ULIS, article 85.

Commentary

I. Article 71 sets forth a means of calculating damages when the
contract has been avoided and replacement goods have in fact been
purchased or the seller has in fact resold the goods.

Basic formula

2. In such case the injured party may "recover the difference be-
tween the contract price and the price in the substitute transaction",
Le. the price paid for the goods bought in replacement or that obtained
in the resale. In addition, he may recover any further damages recover-
able under article 70.)

3. If the contract has been avoided, the formula contained in this
article will often be the one used to calculate the damages owed the in-
jured party since, in many commercial situations, a substitute trans-
action will have taken place. If the substitute transaction occurs in a
different place from the original transaction or is on different terms,
the amount of damages must be adjusted to recognize any increase in
costs (such as increased transportation) less any expenses saved as a
consequence of the breach.
4. Article 71 provides that the injured party can rely on the diffe-

rence between the contract price and the price in the substitute trans-
action only if the resale or cover purchase were made in a reasonable
manner. For the substitute transaction to have been made in a reason-
able manner within the context of article 71, it must have been made in
such a manner as is likely to cause a resale to have been made at the
highest price reasonably possible in the circumstances or a cover pur-
chase at the lowest price reasonably possible. Therefore, the substitute
transaction need not be on identical terms of sale in respect of such
matters as quantity, credit or time of delivery so long as the transaction
was in fact in substitution for the transaction which was avoided.

s. It should also be noted that the time limit within which the resale
or cover purchase must be made for it to be the basis for calculating da-
mages under article 71 is "a reasonable time after avoidance". There-
fore, this time limit does not begin until the injured party has in fact de-
clared the contract avoided.
6. If the resale or cover purchase is not made in a reasonable man-

ner or within a reasonable time after the contract was avoided, dama-
ges would be calculated as though no substitute transaction had taken
place. Therefore, resort would be made to article 72 and, if applicable,
to article 70.

7. If resort is made to article 72, the difference between the con-
tract price and the market price is calculated as of the time the party
claiming damages first has the right to declare the contract avoided,
which is also the earliest moment in time that the difference between
the contract price and the price received on resale or paid for the cover
purchase may be calculated under article 71.

) See paras. 8 and 9 infra.

Additional damages

8. Article 71 recognizes that the injured party may incur further da-
mages which would not be compensated by the basic formula. These
further damages are recoverable under article 70.
9. The most usual type of further damages to be recovered under

article 70 would be the additional expenses which may have been
caused as a result of the receipt of non-conforming goods or the neces-
sity to purchase substitute goods as well as losseswhich may have been
caused if goods purchased in the substitute transaction could not be de-
livered by the original contract date. The amount of the recoverable da-
mages of this type is often limited by the requirement of foreseeability
in article 70.2

Article 72

[Damages in case of avoidance and no substitute
transaction]

(1) If the contract is avoided and there is a current
price for the goods, the party claiming damages may, if
he has not made a purchase or resale under article 71, re-
cover the difference between the price fixed by the con-
tract and the current price at the time he first had the
right to declare the contract avoided and any further da-
mages recoverable under the provisions of article 70.
(2) For the purposes of paragraph (1) of this article,

the current price is the price prevailing at the place where
delivery of the goods should have been made or, if there
is no current price at that place, the price at another place
which serves as a reasonable substitute, making due
allowance for differences in the cost of transporting the
goods.

PRIOR UNIFORM LAW

ULIS, article 84.

Commentary

1. Article 72 sets forth an alternative means of measuring damages
where the contract has been avoided but no substitute transaction was
entered into under article 71.

Basic formula

2. Where the contract has been avoided, both parties are released
from any future performance of their obligations) and restitution of
that which has already been delivered may be required.I Therefore, the
buyer would normally be expected to purchase substitute goods or the
seller to resell the goods to a different purchaser. In such a case the
measure of damages could normally be expected to be the difference
between the contract price and the resale or repurchase price as is pro-
vided under article 71.
3. Article 72 permits the use of such a formula even though no re-

sale or cover purchase took place in fact or where it is impossible to de-
termine which was the resale or purchase contract in replacement of the
contract which was breachedl or where the resale or purchase was not

2 See para. 8 of the commentary to article 70.

) Article 66 (1).
2 Article 66 (2). If the contract calls for delivery by instalments, ar-

ticle 64 (3) allows avoidance of the contract and a demand for restitu-
tion in respect of deliveries already made only "if, by reason of their in-
terdependence, those deliveries could not be used for the purpose con-
templated by the parties at the time of the conclusion of the contract. "
3 If the seller has a finite supply of the goods in question or the buyer

has a finite need for such goods, it may be clear that the seller has re-
sold or that the buyer has made a cover purchase, as the case may be.
However, if the injured party is constantly in the market for goods of
the type in question, it may be difficult or impossible to determine


