AR EREF sl HFHMKEERS
XSRS #EHAR

Banco General Ruminahui v. Citibank International S# %4

&
B
m

K i

BRI
FHRREN FIRAT
PG

W

<=H=A-

L. &

A4 AQdgd ol FARGE FaF AL &% A A
&3, 53 487 Ndeye] Aol o F ]5}3’- Aol A8 A
B&e] HAAR A9EQ ASFEAFAL AAA Fd9 AT AW
A wel APEFLIPA A52AMe AZ4 FARXELY A Y (interna-
tional standard banking practice)V® EZ#3j(standard practice)?olgte 7dE&
=98t ALFAYNN &3o] FFstolol T P9 FH-& At A

AL dTAYY AR HEE AT %ﬂlﬁ%%ﬂ:"&iﬂf’—l g et 7H3
FLERA A5 23 ET“*‘EJ Mde a9 B0 des] dizoln
ArAo7] BEd o= AEY FEAol FdHE #HF &IEclH =

o PRI KEME HSEE EIBE.

) NEHEYTA AIZE @) B0 AN AR R Wede) Az A
e Gz 2 e wdd %ﬂl& ol mekol @t

2) AATEALED A5 108(e) &AL A§Fe TR FASE F6
o] REU WS T rotelo} Gk

—515 -



516 TiTBeEHIZE 4513 45 (2000. 2), 5 34R ERRHBHA

= oMo o] £ ol F&stn e BYA AR AFHAE Udd
dA% 71EYS ¢ F Uk olHB MFHEAA o] ML AA[F
24g BEostn Y 28 A A4AAGEEA UMY £ARe 4A
ol ] 7] &(strict compliance standard)® Z&A1717] 1§ Ao ol & 7}
AuA FRAolge BAA A8 vgdsly] AT Aol £ 4 Srh

NEegde NFHAEES 9% T4 71499 79 ool A&8 A7 B
2 A £ Be NF $EAA A%3] TR Folof M o] H
s & ASole 3ol StAMFE FAF Ao FAHD, T TR W
dofl 71&8tx] 23 BUA Atgo] JOH AF ol & o] fFZE dFAFE AR
& 4 gk ol Zo] AM LYo AFF 24E FHAste =2l 29 AF
g 98 2 F9d Hed a2 2AE F2 dva BRth

HER 49 dEl(doctrine of documentary cure)@d Fz7t A& MFA
o A7 UE W FAdR dFIFde AL AdAAY FEA dE
*ZAA & BHoz FARAR o7 Za AR sAMNGS AL F
2719714 X § T Bgdto] A A (re-presentment) EE & 7|3 & Fo
o] &4 A W FA2MY ALFAR RG] S&4YNE

Sk fob - off
N
.ﬂlrlo

)

rZ.
p

W ] (doctrine of estoppel@ ©lul FA 3D gKo] o= Uwol 7
Tolu 92X noHog JUWeR g o= 539 AMdE R
o ¥3 FFd 2 AEE HEE & Ao 422 A8FAHA
HAQ dzAe HdLedol e FUF FAAete] A A
2717 A% A dE'E HFE o9 flo] #2 & oo HFY ALFAYA

H

22
L 4o lo oy & e
d

32

3) Bt} 2AAME WRe A7), “AgRAd TS A ey ¥Heo FEYHA B
3 FHE d, RIARET, A1, 1998, pp. 308~313 #FZE; Milton R.
Schroeder, “The 1995 Revisions to UCC Aritile 5, Letters of Credit”, UCCLJ,
vol.29, 1997, pp. 346~349; Joseph D. Gustavus, “Letter of Credit Compliance
under Revised UCC Article 5 and UCP 500", UCCL]J, vol.29, 1997, 55~71 &A=& ;
Boris Kozolchyk, “Re UCP Article 13(a) & the ICC’s National Banking Practices
Initiative”, Letter of Credit Update, vol.1l, No.11, 1995, p. 32 ©}&} &=,

4) Toyota Tsusho Corp. v. Comerica Bank 927 F. Supp. 1065(E. D. Mich. 1996) £l
% Letter of Credit Update, vol.12, No.10, 1996, p. 18 ¥ Z.

5} Gerald T. McLaughlin, “Letter of Credit; A Solution to the Problem of
Documentary Compliance”, Fordam Law Review, vol50, 1982, p. 887~8%4 F=.

6) John F. Dolan, The Law of Letters of Credit, Warren Gorham & Lamont, 1996,
Section 6.60(1), 6-29, 6-30 %% ;Burton V. McCullough, Letter of Credit,
Matthew Bender, 1992, 4-87, 4-88 # X,
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A 5 AR £ ALIGEA, e 49 AEE HFAY sAE A
&R & F AFeA Y T U2 SRS o fE U9 AFE
ARRGEA e Ao F9d Hest 9

239 MY NF AEGE A} deA] AA o ok st A4HA
PAFo 9o AFE F 7HA9 g 2 Hale dEEA M 29 7}
A AL BAR e Adols] WEo 2B 72 T% dAHo =z 1 3§
A Ao 4ol AFHY o3 Y W3 v sMggelzt & 4 3
ool F A8 HIT MFXNS dele Skl Pl g 71EY SN A
& Wy £F AN NzE A3z E YA F 34 st #e J4
ol n]ZFo2RE HusHo FEE Ta ot

E dFMe Fa) ddAdE FHoE ALAELTE, nl79 MPFY
AUA A 5ZE, a8z USCIBY 29 71&9] #d #HE vz BAFeR
W ool RRo] Ud 77 FelAHQ fMuetE mAs R g .

0. FEMHE

R. M. Wade & Co., d. b. a. Wade Mfg. Co. (¢]3} lo|= AhEe BNF2E
¥ (irrigation products)& A X - Avfdte 71de2H 1919 94€ dFx29
gho) 4} Ribaldalgo Agro Consultores CIA Ltd.(e]3} 2lg2m AHet dlo]l= AL
o] BAF2LEEL Bojdte oAt AFsHT ol WIAALAL F
285 A4Fog U2 stfm, Fa AEFS 42 AR A8FFLT
2o EAIIZ 3 Th

1L 12 A8 A

19919 11€¥ 149 FUEAQL g Ate oAdF =29 A E(Quito)A o
of E£%-& ¥ Banco General Ruminahui, S. A.(o}s} HzAUE &3)2 N4
ego 2 stod AL FA US$446,000, £AAE dol= AlZ de AT S
7HAd 8kt



518 TTSEEHSITL A 13 % (2000. 2), B 34R BERE SR

) Agae Mo $aAUY dqn BAH HZAA F| AAE
Z ulo|ojjujo] 9J¢J4E & Citibank International(°]3}
g

& Aege 24 FdE del= Ab7F1991d 124 31 %7}11 AGEEY
BASF2LES HA T, ABLAYMYG AEREY SFHFE TH o}@l il

e o Edgn Ab (A8 F 1 USH 446,000

Aesy  daAuad ey [184 24 O AFHH7IY 1914 12€ 31)

T 9 2k dlej= A @ AAHNFAANZYG (AHF 159 °H)
geles : A 29 Q@ #FE71Y (19924 1€ 28%)

z9xQl glo|= AHe 444 247 ulge] wek HFAH/LY 1919
129 31 Y] ALEE] A2 g8 A8d F 159 ouigl 19924 1
9 1499 Aol AL BANFE AT
gol= Ale] AZMEE AEY AHLHL B3 AZMF Wiol AEA
z13 BdAske “2 A4 st AlgE A WAAT 1992 14 22
A, dol= AloAl SE@ AFglel RS BA FA F2 A

(]

AF8 FAAT 12} NEA Ade AAdedod AdeHdezRE o}
7 ZFegglol %éilﬁi‘:} 39, 13 ALAAYAA AT F UAD A
fol o AL el fobelw thed 2
[E 2] 1 A A% AHa#jollMel MFel SHXHA

A Sin Al =24 3} & A &

53 - 5070¢] ol o F

Z3m A A | Consignee = Banco General | Consignee = Ribaldalgo

EAPAXM - rdeels F @ o) 1298} St ZIAE
FRHAA /e o7 ABoletes B2 |7 Q&

EAHAA Huston Houston

ZE AR Banco Ruminahui Banco Rumi Ahui

AalEd 25 MY 87 59 A9 v
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2. 22 287 A

19923 49 waAUE &3 US$400,000 439 N44e oAl Hdst
At

Agg z2AL o= A7b 19929 649 0 UM BAFREEES AHD
Fo MAY F 15 o, 22 FE71EA 1992d 849 4 ool A
F2 ANAEE ste Wbl XZH] AL, F7HHez £ AHo| 3 &
o0 AELYL o] A44S FAgch ol F B3 AEFL WAL
19929 7€ 3092, $E/YS 19929 89 21d&, 233 ¥FFE VH
e A S gos @ 24 ¥Ao o] Fo Atk o] HHI 29t o
3 2.

[E 3] 2% 48T A
A7 34 USS 400,000
Az letEn A |NEF =7
MA&P g aAA L L8 D HZHMH7| (199236 €30 U—-199237430 %)

2 o Aol A} @ AAAFANNY (AHE 159 o)
shel e aiAlE] &) ©® $E719(19238Y49—-1992'd 8921 ¥)

@ EY A3 8

Zoxtel ol A 199298 79 789 ASGEF dFE AHstxn, A
A BRI ntg 8% A 79 21 doll AE 2 HFE AEst
29 AEFE st 2y 1902d 79 179 dAEE FARAY
(Ecuadorian Criminal Investigation Department)dl A& BHFEAH o9
838 o idm A A E, gegdan e Qe FHdte 2AE
WelAdl 8 Aty 2Astga, old o %2 gddgn Ale AE - AFe &
3 AAE A} o]2RH 49 ¥ A2 F§7 5T (Ecuadorian Department
of Banking)olAde waAUE 284 2ddn At AEF A4l Al
ANEFA HEe FHes WD, od we FEAUYE P A &
A HZALYA AgefoA dol= At AEF AL BAAMFA Ha)
PEAFE stA GotdEtn 88 & A ACH

=]
o)
=2
=2
x

L

_



520 TREIEHHIR, H134 (2000. 2), #£34H EIRESHRHE

#80 golT A7} MFE AEHA o]Bo] A F 7H 3%, AE YL
dole A7t AEF MFo| AL 2P BYA Aol UF wWol £33t
o] Yute AL o] HE(F 4 FX) dol= AbolA ANFAAY JAE FHEA
o gole Ale AEl o2 RE FH e 3t A A (statement of discre-
pancies)o] Qztated st AFE SEEA A& - BEdte A 7Y 2447
79 274 Zzt 2ebd AFE AFAAC

Ag e Az AANE AF7E FstA A - LIHAA B AR
o 27 2 e AANF AAILY AHRE olfE G MR FE
AdsA

(& 4] 2% A% AHéolMel MFe SR S

AW A84%3 =3 3 & AL &
A 24 Guayaquil / Ecuador Guyaquil / Ecuador
A3t Fd +5U AW &7F 5L A9 ¥
e FEH#16 3/4175 3/4 175
AAEd FEHT 1/2175 1/2 175
A4 FE427 | CODO DE 12x45GRADOS | CODO DE 12X45 GRADOS
E3 G LRI T4 AR LR 5

3. 24 ZARES 8 F73

o] AL 9w TdF Auhd A(district court)ol AEB & A
A=e] A oM (motion)e] wet o] &9 F4E B A 2 v} Frh

Fozel gol= Ate Fao] wa2™

AR, Nl A& AFL 5}1}“ AtA % A(immaterial defects)©l
71 W&ol 3 WA Aol ALFANY F "d”ﬂ Aol Aol Alg-Arol A
ANEedo] IFAEL Adste AL BYsitte Aot

=4, Agesge = WA Ao 447 e AEd AR A
2 o]8E YIAEL ARG AYst ke Aotk Auskd ol *]E]°33
o] R W AgAAAANN F wx A&F AdAM L FAE A M7
Zelgitte AL 19 e dAE £UAGE Yoy, ole & F ’?i“ﬂ
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AggARANe SAA Tl AP NFASTAY A E7l(waiven & ]
3 Rol7l WRolde Rojth

AA, AHES FEe) YL Al U ALFAZAG 487 @417
2 2AREe AHLRT $RAUL 99 JIAFAL ARt 9A 2
e Roldh

goeqd Agegd F3d ue

AR, AEede HRAEA ol %%ﬂ%a% Zosta Qo) WEel
SRzt AN Aol AT AL Wole B AF AELAS g o3

AFE ARE & Uthe Fojth

E5, o]de AgFAY A & & A FAAFE }"’/]ﬁqt o] % 38t
Ugto 2 3o Ao 244 237 dAste AFE .78 Az
Fdddn & & dde Aol

Mgl waAdd 289 FHd 2,

A, qEge] dAUAALR e FF9 olAP o] o Fuidel s =&
Aoz #geleael Algye FHH IXEH ofLd,

R, ALY 24L& dFx2 e 3oyl Wi AdFAEE FTF
o] WP} 2o uatof T BRI} Jom2 ol T FAUAAE(so-
vereign immunity doctrine), =#|d]%(international comity)e] 2|¥ #Hzte
o)A o zHAle WA= Ao

ol 4% e 2 FARES dE FA s Tzed AMEddAE o
<3 22 #AE YR

AR, NEHES dALXNLH 594 B A A %333’4' AL

e8] o 9oz Foitte YAl HatM V& -‘+ 8-l
2o 3= FAAFE AAT dol= AtedA A FE 8HA »%’-?: e A
23 2 4+ 9lth= Aojr}

25, 2 Algegde R HA ALF A dol =AML AAE skt
Agol da olwd ooy £x| glo] ad ANFF A3 7 A A&F A
oA dol= Al A MF AL E FAE F e 1ﬂ7¥ 27148 ZAojth.

AA), ALFEdFR oY njZe] FYNYPA A 520 B2H 2382 e
A 7] zFU o] (within a reasonable time) A& AESH & & /\}3(}01 a5
W 23 gl o] (without delay) B3} StAAEE £Ax £ AF AANAAA &



522 TRBREHSTR S 134 (2000. 2), 34 BRESRE

HIEE FAstm ok 2Ev Al T A A8 A FelH
Z1Zb0 el A8 PFA RaAAR, shAe TR M= AAgle]l TEE
of dtke 81 & Eodted AAF Aoz Eode Aon Jushd 19924
749 219 dol= Ate] AF 12 AA el AE&3e] 749 23U dol=
At Al A9 atAAbERE RS & ul o] W olv] ARAANE AT HTF
71Zbe] FRELE 77t Fej7t WA Algke] HY, ol FFHLE A& A
He] BRE A4 MF7E AA A=Y BAQLCl MFAAS FEIZH F
857] Aol o] FolAol FAQ dol= e YHAM MFE Af - Hed
A qR71 Q' Ao, o8 As AL dol= AdAl A MRS
Betstel A& 7188 Folok = Eetn 2T 713 E whEs M
A7t HA7] W2l A2 FrhEer a9 22 AYdS 1Y F o
= #AAL Aot

oo 2Ad wet E2t AMPLLX dol= AA s& BES
Weln AEege Aide F7E Z1gstiou, AEd G % iﬂlﬂ =3
2 old &8, Fasdtr]d] o] & Rejrh

M. #EFRY} FIRAR

1. AHAYE
S 99d FaugdAE et 2e A AR AW ARE AH%

AR, T 4R AEF A oA o= Abe A4 FEZIE Rl A

AALoR EFAFE BE & QeI

B A A Al 2go] dol= Ate] YA
Ae A Hed Agdvin #EE A
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Pade BEe §HEN

4
AEd A AR AR WY FaP49 A wee e 20,
2. A LA

(1) M2l H Al{document presentment)

ANg g gols At 5 wa A4% AddM &4 2NN 87
e gz AEE AR 2agr] WEd dEAEE ARsdens 39
Fotm A Uk AL AL HE AFES A8 F 159 oiel, 2
g §E571Y Wol AAolor drtn FHH U1 HEelT.

2R A8 A o A7 dAYALFE E552 SlE W 9
o= A7} e AL JALXNLAY ARyt oie, A e MFE
AR7A Aok e} St 84 td Holrh TAl B dol= Ae
B2 AL% Ao B8 AFNFAENIAA AeFzAT WEd dAS
NEZ A4 280 d FE21Y0] ol Johd 33 FEZL7A
NeR 2733 Wgol I HFS AZEE €oe F4E 2 Utk
A2 gol= Al ARAMFAN/LY HFL MFE AR, FE A
A% Bgste] SEANA AESATE AL W AFAFAAT)
3 Farldse] AARIE 29 "MF A H71%Hcure period)s 2 F "

AdE FAA Aot

gl gjol= Ate) FAUR MAMFAANIYTE FENLES B, A
AN BANNLL B2 82 Qe AFY 13 AN L2A % vl &R
2ale 277 9 Ao, £9RE AN MF FA YF= FAERE
298 £ J2AE 2ede 83g dbe AN FHdM 23y
a2 Fob e |FENL Wl FYAIL SAAATE AF - BAT F A
NE MBS Ude) AES Fojof gt ARE 2PsA B Rolvh meby
FANBE AN o= A A FENY #A7A B8 FAE AR - BEA
Jr 2ARH RS BdItE RS APNFAAIGY £BEE FoAME
A & W ole Aoz MFY AALYXNLFE eiMIA 2 Rel
2o

4 n2 :lg 2 =
i



524 TSR 1345 (2000. 2), 3 4m BREHRE

dol= Ale gAANAR] Auste A8BAN oA o8 34717
ga HAARANILAA AAHEE AgokL Pn, HFE A% - ne
g & ok Ade edox i ARE WENL, HAE FuAld 3
29 A2H A48 Poi@ Folok ML Poige A AT

mebd slolE Ake AAAFAANDAA 183 223 Rgd YA
H5E AZaA 2adr] AEd Agedd sol= Aol g EAFe
Ade BYscia s

(2) AHz2lZ7|(waiver)

= ws AEF AgoM AlEede AEF 4% yie dXde MF
2 7% A} ULE a3 dol= Atelte] A HA A&F AA
& 3 FAMEE AFaATE ol w2 B AFAR st FEHAAGT
BAF Aubigde o yalsde et gldn BA
14A4EdFE e i 2 A4 A B E7(waiver)E T
A e %ok B A& AgdA 29 AW HAA FAXI/F
W2 A4 WAE 243t JE AL AHdoAT £ ARte] A5
A ¥r9 HE Agartde 49 FeA7t s A 2ok
o= 9xold old Aol dALANLH Y £4E AANAE 71
gAge AEe AGoM dA4LANLH Y £48 F4Y st 2714
e ohjgtm Moo} & Aoltt B YAYXEE AR AEE 27
} Adgga ddd dedstn B3E 34 ARe AFste 239 o
A ol Wojd Rolg BAT ojgt 2 AAelA AE 3ol A
18 4AYN 2L HFE & A FPPde olfFTez doj=
Arote] T WA 487 Al A4F A Yo dAde AFE 27
g A7t Aol Adae & ¢ o A

>

Z Hu
K

<

A

o x2

27

(2 o
2 2
>

7) A" a o|nje] ALA Azngol Yol ALY AHNF A&y|de] YA A
olst: AE AdstE AE o RolE WA Fa3e AP dFEY 2
F-o%-mMYde A HFAAY FFUol B

8) Courtaulds N. Am., Inc vs North Carolina Nat’l Bank, 528 F. 2d 802, 807(4th
Cir, 1975); Texpor Traders, Inc. vs Trust Co. bank, 720 F, supp. 1100,
1115(S.DN.Y. 1989); Alpargatas, S. A. vs Century Business Credit Corp., 183
A. D. 2d 491, 583 N.Y.S. 2d 441, 442, appeal dismissed, 80 N.Y.S. 2d 804, 622
N.E. 2d 305(1993).
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(3) & eted(estoppel)

A82Ed ﬁLZ‘(42} MA) 16 ZollA = Futds BdE F4o Y9

NELYLS HFE HES AalM e ARE T A7 olE A
AE AA7E AF Zo] 27 fAstd FeH J1nE JHE £ UA

‘T Ad2dgol AFE ARz ARIUE, Nd2Y2 NRE 7
it & YA FEFLY) Ee AFE FAREFH AH AFaled
gt A AAYol A7) FAFdolY B IR EIMEE & A& F

dog a3 Eg FAstool g

‘g A2l ¥ 29 o) FF d)FY A FI3A RAAY Ee
A7 ALY 49 ARE Adtd AFE BHSAY MF AAAAA
A & & wole, HE2YL F AR AL 243 W8l dA A of
Hgge Aol g 3 A7le dzFd WAl

Ao AN & £ U] MNP AdL2Y2 AFE FET F4
A 7S AN, B B MFE ARAIZ 2R Aol AAe] 2
A AHE FHEI o} doe Aol

2 Atdel A dols Ate MFAZ 71239 uhd 8§ Aol AlE 28 A
FE Az2E AAS L, AELY L 221H ofF F Aoz T Ae
AR7E AL 223 8o LA dotn FERIIAG. o] T e W)
A AN E AESH L F2F 7% Wl HFE HEA E A, vot
7} statel FH Al AAel FEA RHATL BEEHA

ddA oz gdd £ W A8 AdAdM Foo] Y NARAE 713
A7tete B 239 NFAE BYPL B4 o224 AFE FEold
azla ol 2R S AME & At 44 - 54 a3 F% dE 9
A £Ao] £t dart sln o2 F@ BHAA AlE Yol FelH 717
o AFHEE 3 WA Ridcte dd2 A3 WE< AdE 452 3l
7 Zotud 2342 Hid.
% Slol= Ale AFMF AZ o3 o7 A 19923 749 21 4 AlE
oz ARE Azt AEP L I2FH °|§ F, AAAR AZ 7

[
oy

9) A8 Y THEA AAH) 16 %E c), d), e) F FE



526 TRERGHHIR) 1345 (2000. 2), F34ME BRRR BRI

Aol st A 19929 79 239 AANE A F 3R AES FTHIAN
th. 2 A3} glolE Al MFY AAE ART 717 wEHo WRAT, 4
U oulg g2y s)ztelzt #e oAt MFE Af - BEste 8739
FEIIT e AANF ASNIAA AR AFE AXNE 713 E FAE
2 N7 AEE Aggol ste 71E st AL ok BN

w2t AlEl23o] o] MRAEE AA AR A FEIATUE A
o] @A MFAE uprIRe] oln] Ad Fee ojfTe FH NRAHE
71748 256 2he B9 249 &4V Jlvtn Be Aot

Az 19939 53 /A AEFELdTE A 132 b)FANE AFRAEE
Felz 712t 798 Fgstn e AL B o AFe H5 F o] ET
NEAEES ¢83ld Aszlele A7) BALEE 54 A APE FEE £
AEl2go] dol= Aol 97t Futd yeld A Ldria #AE AL
#4e gl M9 st dvkn B

V. 3/ 982

2 oAe ERoc Awdee) Bde Fa¥ecN WEse) ARson
t Adedn waAYE edo) 48 RN L A Fr FoT

AARE 2 dest 2e 5 A9 w9ael Ausgced Aa 8
Ak,

1L AE/] 2 S8 HEe] A8

2 Azlo] & A WA Fa8 AAAE AFAA T Ashrt TRk
oul £ #ale dHo] AFH) KW AL Al YolHel o AP
of e 2w, Welzh MEd FPEUTE o dvkn 2AG.

$2) vhgbel 3lo} 1985d0] hERN BAY F BAOAAE ThH 2

10) 1985. 5. 28 Y 1% 84t}7} 696, 697(2) 823 o) FEL3Y] N A
FAbA). ol WE F 9 AAF &L uoigl, A8, HEAL 1997, pp. 586~
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o] AAFo =M AL A UAME &9 o)A B oM Futd
PAE AR vt Utk & o] AEF Al Ao 22 MM A A
gl wet 153 A o] AdT FFY A84F AWE stn dudA A&
Zdgs AFE F HHYERICZRE EAS ol AAE & Aol Ue
g, 9] AAlE o] A Aol oAA g o] A8F 2o AHE 4
AEFE 878t ARV durt A FYEFL Ago] ofd 179
719l ® Aol AUR, E A AH F 83& MAYAY HAZT A&
£ ‘Lami Ind. Co. Ltd. Seoul, Korea'2 7|A & o] gl vhdd] 937} A3
444 A e ‘Lami Industrial Co. Ltd. Kyeong Gi Do, Korea’ g3 7] 4] & o}
Agde BTt Jue A% 22 AFY EFAE A AR opsta 9
2ojAl A8 dEE AFstd AA L AMde] JIFEY AG4AY FdR2
FE 3ol &g vt A&HR o A A NEF 2dH o
F BT AFE ofFd o7t glo] AEF dge AF il siow
ARZM e Yo 22 AFY EFANE FAsta ALG dgS AAsdL
Hu2go oJa AFHA & Aolge 7 dol ol FYRZEH ulY
sttt & Aoz d1u &80 o Al A8 AYdA FE A4 2L
MFe EFAE o|FZ dndA 87 A3y AFE AR A Fuy
o] Alglet o]ojs A3 wj A of 3t PYPEZN AejJHe] Ao Wil
Aatet B2l @S ¢ vk (FH), @1 BAToZN Y AQAR BF
Aol dste 239 kA Ao dAE FteiAh M7 A9z dE
20 2 Schweibish v. Pontchartrain State Bank, 389 So. 2d 731(La. App.
1980)$} Titanium Metals Corp. v. Space Metals, Inc, 529 P. 2d 431(Utah
1974) ##jdl A olgt e A9 | Ao EEHA AT

23U ofA oA} Ze A ZuUlY e dHL o o] ofFH A
o] A= e P8 ez Bt fustd dEse A8FELTHY o
" 2T olHe FAXF FHIHA AAY A MFE d=x -y
A HEsoF gthe o F o] gl B ol &9 NEAAHYANMY F
NEF2PAPo] AFAdelgn £ ¢ e vix9 USCIB'WL 22E BF

500 #=.
11) USCIB= 7l WelX IAFAA o] Fad=e A PPFE T3
2 748 se718d3ey o9 Yy 23
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Aol gAME AR 7ol FAHR R FARGE 2FAA R 1997
Mg - FEE BESE FUY AL ANEAY AR TLIHA A 52
T 2 AIKAY #HgAE AT vz A Fa U] gEolth £ o A
A3 BAHE}EE 3t

AA, 42 AR ALAEAFH A 16X (0), (d), @©F G2 NE ALAS
A7E A 14x (), (©F) o HFn de 2389 A LE 7S (preclusion
rule) £ 4A3% ofvj9] Fur(strict estoppel) Hele oA Ao A7
Mo A diy - A &5 ol ol 2 AYA Y& F Ut A AR
Zet 4 F = MFE 7 AFE A% 2 AR 7AEE FUeEA TR
gt 9uldl AolA stA%le MFE Fel8 A% 2 AL o @ Aol
dx g7stn Fedtdthe A7A FrRIEE gule ofr] g, AF
o $4& AddH FLF AEH A 4 A= o]d ANEA Afol
5o 24 v 7He gdn BEAC

ER, QFF 289 ALY F& £x A 9l vt He, & )
ded 2 gage MFAES A7 FEA 7IA 79 ol A28 A
#9 BYA AFE FARA 243 TEIY Folof i, o] & Ejnt T
Ao e B3 A AF Ui AE TP AR FUHI, FAY TR
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Interpretation & Application of Documentary
Cure and Estoppel Doctrine in Letter of Credit Transaction
based on the Banco General Ruminahui v. Citibank International Case

Kim, Ki Sun

This study analyzes the U.S. case law which challenges the legal
conclusions of the district court with respect to the applicability, and effect,
of the doctrine of waiver and estoppel in addition to the doctrine of
documentary cure.

The impliations are as follows.

First, the documentary cure requirement can not be interpreted to mean
early enough to allow the beneficiary to cure and represent the documents
before the presentment deadline or expiry date of letter of credit. The mere
fact that the presentment period expired before the completion of bank's
review and notification process does not compel any conclusion about
whether the examiner spent a reasonable amount of time examining the
documents. Indeed, the reasonable time requirement does not imply that
banks examine a presentation out of order or hurry a decision based upon
particular needs or desires of a beneficiary.

Secondly, even if the doctrine of waiver can apply to letter of credit
governed by the strict compliance standard, a one-time acceptance of
discrepant documents by a bank does not waive the bank’s right to insist
upon conforming documents in all subsequent letter of credit transactions
between the bank and beneficiary. Revised UCC Article 5 is highly
persuasive on this point: waiver of discrepancies by issuer or an applicant

in one or more presentation does not waive similar discrepancies in a future
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presentation. Neither the issuer nor the beneficiary can reasonably rely upon

honor over past waivers as a basis for concluding that a future defective

presentation will justify honor.

Key Words : Letter of Credit, Documentary Cure, Estoppel




