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(44) Andrea D’ angelo, Promessa e ragioni del vincolo, Giappichelli, 119s.

(45) P.Bellini, L’ obbligazione da promessa con oggetto temporal nel sistema canonistico classico, Milano, 1964 ,56ss.

(46]) F. Scigliano, Spunii per una riconsiderazione del principio canonistico ex nudo pacto oritur actio” , in Studi urbinati di sci-
enze giuridiche politiche ed economiche ,123ss.

(47) %:5| B P. Bellini, L’ obbligazione da promessa con oggetto temporal nel sistema canonistico classico, Milano, 1964, p.
290,

(48) Cfr. Paolo Recano, Profili storici della promessa unilateral, in Rassegna di diritto romano, 2006(1), 190s.

- 56 -



WY EY B

BRSO AR TR A A 27 ) I TS IEA X o il 5 (8 29 76 7
BFIREER F X, I LA 22 E 0 I R, RO iz A i 8 27 AR AL X —
AT DA S B S o ) Y R R, A A RN SO, A B — T AR R
Az i 52

BTN, RvE AN EAT , B 7 i BOB SR i85 ) AR5 IR T
ANTR ) R Hi RN AR E AT, OF BB E N &4 T & RSN Rk BE AT, IR 55 T
SN PR R . ANESF AR E R A BT ——P yid fe 1 UG Y 55
W BARE T IARE T R BAREEZ B, W EriR  ZEX P AEOL T , M2 B 2%
2 BRI —RR A LR R IE N E e 2 — A AT ok B 2 Honh 2 3
fEE 45 % (denunciatio evangelica )54 (AR, B ALl ARG & oA eIt s iE” . 5
A M FRW S —BONN 20 AN 25 A5 AL BRI R 5 2 N Bessik
BEFESZ T URVA TP B — IR TE E A LA Y R R AR IR ST,
Bt DA RGN AE S AR BE b B 20U A S8 B i P, R B 5 — S Bk B v, )
TR B2 T ARSE o A, A AT TR A 0 R R D 0 0 RGO BRI &, Jhy Dt PR B
TR AL T IR S TE R LA, W T2 Y IR R DL SE i R 44 S, AR LT 58 S ] T IE
B BRSO, REE R 7 SR (R i), BV T R AR 48 RGN, A i 1Y
1o A sE RN, RE i A TETE F G B BAMRACES = N ACH], R
TETT RE P BART ), HA B 7= A — R it 707 2, a5 il O i AR 7
155 B8 T RGP 2 T80, T T R A2 v N IR Se v NS B AT SR T 8 52 0 A5 K

HRMB LA RKAR N B - 34188 (Pio Fedele) MIYEHATFE AP UL T AR 2577
ARG, Bk P PN ESY ol Z & BT A URA 7 AR R T T REE T i URA T 18 1Y

(49) FE C.4.3.1 FBefyERe b o, BTERMEHTAR I A B b i) BRI T =P R WL o T LR [ 1 265 — e
Wi M TG Y (AR AR TR A AT 2 R

(50) M 23] ik &, AT LLB 1 2 Uguccione da Pisa B SCHR, 7E3X — B¢, Gotofrede da Trani £ Summa De-
cretalis, de pactis ,n. 6 FULTIHE ; “ HUR 0230, (8 29 FATRT A0 AR 7= AR BT o

(51) 2L P. Bellini, L’ obbligazione da promessa con oggetto temporal nel sistema canonistico classico, Milano, 1964

(52) P.Fedele, Cosiderazioni sull’ efficacia dei patti nudi nel diritto canonico, in Annali Univ. Macerata, 1937 ,69ss.

(53) BEARREFEFRM - P EIREHEEDRIE T BRZ 6 5 EE 5509 XA, B AR Z A2 —Fh 58 5 1 vk
F2Z2A5i.” Z W, Santi Romano, L’ ordinamento giuridico, Firenze,1945,155ss,

(54) “HEEH RSP RS LR o S0 RAEE) 18,15, 17 “ M R I 26 LA SRR, ARk 25,
A MRRAE — AL R, 8 AR R OR o BB TR AREEAS TR E0 ST 18. 16 A AT, /R ok 53 Sty —
AN 22, BAEF =AW VR WAE, AR Al sE e . 18. 17 R AN, B4 R E 4 B B H S, A1
GANB AR —FE " X H A3, 0T 2 004 85 - (CHp T 20 50 2 X 30 [ S 3 O R i ), (AR AR B K4 41D
2008 455 3 1,55 80 BT, MRS LK Bellini 1k — il BEHEAT T IR ABFSE, 4L #¥5 % K” ( Denunciatio
evagelica) 5 “ FAl% & 7 ( Denunciatio judicialis privata) /F T #ERAAY X 4. 2 UL P. Bellini, { Denunciatio evangelica)

(55) Fedele. 0. c. , 27ss.

(56) RIRARAEHLFAECQERITHY —Ad, 08 THSE S HARE TR XS], 20 F. Calasso, Negozio Gi-
uridico, WA FFIEM T SO EIL, A RMEAEB kb, IR BCA He 2 i R i IR iR " )%, e B vl i
VA o B R A B AR B R, 2L P. Fedele, Considerazioni sull’ efficacia dei patti nudi nel
diritto canonico ,in Anni. Univ. Macerata, XI, 1937,

(57) A. Pertile, Storia del diritto italiano, 11, Bologna, 1966, 496s.

- 57 -



CRskEird) 2014 £ %5 #

JE— R TVRIA T EERE T, B RAAS & (T8 2K 1 05 B M B, B8 B 22 o0 4 5 455 % 1l
JE” o SREEEITE AR At R R BRI T b A) T R IR A RS2 i
Z B BV R BUR 2 B R s 354 5 DA SGIESE (58 B DL, R i Sk s e
T B — R R — Rl EA (BRI N JE M R . TTIEI T, AN R b 2 5 ANMY
IR TIETE F il se , B2 2R BRI Al 8. SR AE HOp R h i i, < X AP R Ao
R VRA T HEANE T RGP A IRiA 7 o T RE i 2980 feis B A AT RPE, T2
Sk RFTIEWISA A NBAT e 2 5, B n] i i [ ik B4 & R )

Zi b RATT IR B R B S, e R AN OCR0E T 6 fuit A B R 25
(A A T ELSE A RS L A M ORI PR b A B AT, SBR[ 422 S B TS A2 N
WA =R 25 AR, AT 35 S LR R MR . (R, SO it B AR 47 X R B 35 3
A7 AR R F o T o, AT R 2 T, e 8 32 B AR IR N2 1 R B .
HWE 2, R EIMK A SRTE T HARZ M5, 9 HLAE S Rk i A3 AR 40T T, (ELR )
ANREE T RE B BYRBGRAS T Rk B SR G T S0 AU e BB AT I L R, 2
NINAE — B, Foils AASRETR I B 2B 1710 iR R |, fuil AR E L
B Sz B 7= AR 20 AERAE SR O 1 32 Z i i ANATHOR AT LAY 2% e i 60

(=) B S HRE LB R A

T 2 S, AR E T i IS T AU 7T 2 ol 4 iy el sl SEAEvE TR i A
TR TG B o) — A B, RO 3 2 2 R i~ i SR (causa promissionis ) .
USRI B — R R A B A5 R A SR R A LR A AT B
WA TN 2 H W I8 A AETESE TR o BT T 8 15 AR 3, 7K
AN A —Ff B 17 ELRR E 00 2 A R AP435 1 o OO0 P 22 R A R B 4T
&7 (Bartolus ) 7EXT 255 ) (pollicitatio ) 3X — FE AT PEITE I, 4 3K — 0 BE 55 A m LA
P WA TR ) S AN A RO o AR R LR R 2 R D AR vt AR T A
LA X 4, AR Fe b B T DU R R A T, 020 LR B SR IR R 222 < DA% 2 B R 4 O (]
2, B A 6

MR BT R AR T RE T R, AR TE D) RE R L R
JEUF AR A7 AL Fo it B AR 21 Ay B i B T R B SR (BRI L
AR TR, DR RN DL BRI #0AE DA B R 22 v i LR L LO3) i R 1) SR
SRR IETE TR M U, 1 B Y R AR R BV R 7E B AR ARk 18 1) vt 20 B
O AT AR SR LA I PR S R O , AU LA — 8 SRR B B0, X fuids
PIANBATA MRS . SEPR b, W5 — M FRA Tl T DUE L, X — RN H A B E

(58) £ JLiA) 4 Denuncia evangelica, in Enciclopedia del Diritto, XII, Giuffre, 1964 ,150ss,

(59) Roussier, Le fondement, Appendice, 1, 237ss. iZ 2 Z AR T WS & TF AW A B Quicumque suffragio
[60) L. Moccia, Promessa e contratto, in Rivista Diritto civile, 1994 ,829ss.

(61) [SEIM|PE - J AR E QLB SEEA) , P 59, h E R AR RRRL 1993 4R, 55 299 - 300 3T,
(62) James Gordley, Enforcing Promises, California Law Review, Marche 1995 ,vol. 83 ,p. 547.

(63) Anderea D’ Angelo,Le promesse unilaterali, Commentario del diritto civile, Giuffre, 1992 ,27s.

.58 -



WY EY B

SCHVEBEE T A s [N, LR R G A AR 1 Y SR BE— R T #a ik 5 R
E

PTG P R G LA R I LA BIE A H X0 e
A (RIS feve 2 ) , seim AME A R FOR I BA AR ). FAMIEREET v+ X
BLAREN (Molina) A« i T RIERIAK) B M el A BAT Ay S kL A
AT 16 K B EA R Feve A B M ARIE 32, Fu il 93RS 5 i)™ AR 0 3o 2 KI5 i
AR Z I GIRI= A 5 2, B i SUTER AT AR R AT 2852 o AR 5
AR TS A I DO, B AR et e T LU . 2R
FIEAEVFIE TSI BIIE «  Fovm AU R 52 sl SE i S8 52 2901 520 A FF A
KTV, BRAR R Dy Fe i Se i e Sl S A Al 52 1 45 2% 71 B LA Au i AT
FOVE L Z T, T LA BB e fe it

AL Nt 2 By [ v 21 80 Ehik SR — BUif ] B, AR R 222 H B T
e BIBEPE R B FIR & ME— A (5T R 3 — 5 | Il 2 R G TRMA TR 20 R E o (9 (H
e T a2 WA AR A B AR A R A I . L P A TR
TR EIRE TP kAT R B A I S S B R B AR AT
o MG T AR DIEEM SEET FHE S, Bk mZ T IR R A B,
R IEFEET 2 P AR B S S5 S T HAA IR HE A, Tl X Fo v B A F9 418 3BT o8 ) et 57
B ATIZACHRE AL o AL AR IE 0 K il i i fo vl Z P 5 ARk
O, WIS TR R AS = FE VA 0] A4 85 [, £ PR ABL T AR 3 b ki ™
(A A o T — . it oy e v il BE SR 2 Bk B o S, o Sk i
iR A X — S FOR IR SRR AT A 1 5, T SE B T S AEE S A AR A
WG TR AT SRR 2 A HEO A P IS 1 RA R LAz, AR Fe il R A
X — I 5 LASE BRI BT, JEBE S 5 B T B IAR 22 B AR AU )2 O

PO T BUAC E AR TR v TR U Y BR

LB A SN B TEAC B A FNE 2 BIE AT T 284, M ke R 22 8% A
MY AU, W T AR (E 8, PR A B 29 RO "8 X — BB AT S AE k. BT
17 il 72 SR T AUA I, A% O 5 R A 05 A B ok 19 T8 AR, DA R e % A2l
SE LI SZBC T, SR JRRE A BT L 4 PR B8 2 F 55 1 S0 SR RTA N 2R B AR BUH i O
UV B AR AR EIE R, SR TS B SRR B B AR A R T B e

(64) R. Sacco. Negozio giuridico, Giuffre, 87ss.

(65) Godely, o. c. p.80ss.

(66) XfUAtLH], 20 P. Fedele, Considerazioni sull’ efficacia dei patti nudi nel diritto canonico ,in Anni. Univ. Macerata, XI,
1937, 10ss,

[67) A.D’angelo, Promessa e ragioni del vincolo, Torino,1992 ,122ss.

(68) Luigi Moccia, o.c. ,828s.

(69) flhAeg . (VU ik ) , I BOd R 2 it 1996 4RI, 28 6 -7 1T,

- 59 .



CRskEird) 2014 £ %5 #

e, HACER AP EFHHECRS SHFE) 5l < 8 B A AR E 4
S AE RS R 203 (BB AR AN B AT FE e v O, Al 2 Al 5 80 B S PR o b R 1
1o HERT L, JEAT SO Y SC55 S I T R b AN n] A8 14 1E SCR P S5 bl 2 - Y
P, I R A A B 2 (RES B AT 5 i A JE IR BA A ik 00

SE b A ARIE S IR D 1 BN Fe i R AT AT A 1 557 TR
TUR SRR BUA A 1A -ty R LU SO SRR, 58158~ Fe i B A 74 s 1 2
TR RESAIRM L B A% O I ST fe v 2 PR R B8 AR AR B2 ¢ R 0 E 1k
M2 7T 5 2 IR B AR R IR AN TR B AR A T — A (B3 2 1 £ B 1
K, Mo g SO R AR by X FO i )8 < —— R AR © SO0 IR AR ™ (U 42
FEA R BE AR LT U

M5 WL, BUCE RSO NI RS R R, RN SR e LR B )
WA . (HJE, O 1 SR SRV RO X S NS RE B I RS A , A ARIE“2TORE Fe il 1AL
TR RGN _E XA - AR B 2 A R o, FAN REAR I A i B S i
2 A SRR FE R 25 A7, BB A BEAR I A A R 40 5 2 AR X A A
AL EEN 7 ) i 52 Fu i i 2 HARARZAOM A R8I 73 I e FAT AT LLUHE T, #622
75 ks Fe vk RN e 1) 2 ALEPE—ER 2> B B B4 I Fei (R — R
F1R——RIHEERIEAT AR ik 25 20 N7 T2, B 5 WA, S5 fuili A B i
A7 E LS N AL SGREIRIIACH, B B C AR RERCE” 7 Rl feik e BA 2900
(1, EE DN T 32 v AR SR 8 36327, J5 SR 16 P e e 5 A IR AR I 1K — P ot — 20
it AR S A R A BIE  ENHE S A T RO R A R B
TH— N W —Fhtrh, 08

WL, BUC B ARE 50N, BT i R 2 (RIVRT SR 5007 i) JFAS ™ AR £t
1M 252 v AR AR SR A 2R A O R R, SRR BRI E55 7, PR i
S SR A G o O AR 1327 AR I IF AN TR Fuim A 55 (7R 4H , T
SEERE Zi ANl AT AT O I AR, RIERAG “ 2ORIEAT” X — R &=
R——1E R Rk AR B o IR A, SR UBUE A S A C AT RERIAT N & T2
ZPRBPIRZS, A R IF AR T Fu il NAS B 138 S, T2 Fe vt AR N CRIZ v ) B3
7 R, SO R AN N SRS B AR T AR — e g
HARIE SR — P X0 1A B2 SR A B Fe i 7™ A= R0 B IR ) 852 T3 76 52 v AN Fe i

(70) [ RS & W (R SR AT AR SR, E i AR RAL 2005 4R R, 55 183 TT,

(71)  Luigi Moccia, O. c. p. ,830s.

(72) A. Giuliani, Informazione e verita nello Stato contemporaneo, in Atti X Congresso Filosofia Giuridica e Politica, Milano,
1975 ,167ss.

(73) Paolo Recano, Profili storict della promessa unilateral, in Rassegna di diritto romano, 2006(1) , p.196.

(74)  G. Gorla, Il potere della volonta nella promessa come negozio giuridico, in Rivista diritto commerciale, 1956 ,1,18ss.

(75) Gratio, De jure belli ac pacis. lib. 11, cap XI. 3.

(76) AHKFEIEZ DL B. Windschieid, Diritto delle pandette, %7, Torino,1925,11,304 ,nt. 1,

(77) 2 UL Paolo Recano, Profili storici della promessa unilateral, in Rassegna di diritto romano, 2006(1) , 196ss,

- 60 -



WY EY B

(2 % Fe vty NHTIRERSS 77 AR 35T T 3 W AE A2 1 N3 52 se it ™= AR 80T

AL, B SRE2A MR T 2B 2 F R TE5 FA TN R8Oz AT il 1 %% 77,
FAHTX G T i 55007 fuids , S il IR AR T B - el e 32 A BRI ~T s B TR
T3 Feikit— MR SZ 10 ok, PR AR Al 3 AR, BOR IXAE I 332, BT DA 2B Tl E
Z YRR R A ARG U7 T, S o SR W A, B2 LUAM B T fe i
ANFTRE S AR ) X — WSS el o S R I S R A A, ik,
Z AR IR R BB LS R, R B WY B — 07 2= A E 0 E S BE FR A
B TR 24 2 AR B P, B30 FUA 3 35 XU % 37 A B0 or i B R KR A se = 4k
fito ZUb, AR B FRIR Ty i, S ST 55 N H AR 37 G 30 B 324 53
SIEE77E 78

FESEAETR b BUR L2 00 2 B B Ry R 2L o B E gk h, AR KIMT:
fal—A ANEZA LA C RS AT A CEHEXR RN Al EREEIE, 8 B e L5
AR, ASBERE“ 55— M E T 553, R RESSAT H o™ (31 (R, il [ 9 v )
{5195 R AR HIAEAE 1 522 Jr ], (B ] R ) 5 311 25 (st B 1T RN 26 305 4%) ML
SE MR T BT Aot 1Y OC FR DA RS SR Y N AS I, U7 2 g N [l 2 b 221,
A A IE BRAD 1820 2 4% S0 I SR 52 24 I DU B A Aot 2 SR, 3 2 R R — T3 f5t 55
REZDEFERA Y TN, WER T AT DI BOE s 84— e ANTERA RS
SEGCT , BV R A T EOR], g T A S L, 5 ORI , ZE AL S
AR DL AT A 43 B O AR (il 55 B A A0 , R A F B O R A WAUH
KPR , BT AS S A AR A AR BT BRI sl i 550 BRIt IR N il ao A 7
R RAEIREENY , T AL R L

(o R 55 1108 S5 B HILE DISCAH RO I B4 R 2 — 2 55 19 Y
TR o %R SCHE T AR 7 R 35 X 32 24 U] A 75 5, TR O 4 B FL R e, 240
EOCR A, BT E T fuis  (H2, BRAEZ i A B C R G55, 75 W e 2R 7K
VERIFEAE 03 X I 2 3 IRy 52 24 T U] N Ry AR A 4 32 1 e i BV 76 5[] DA A g <53
WA RAEARATRT T, L, 55 1108 S50 B8 T 2 402 “ FEE — D SE PR ™, %
2N AR B AR T 322910 WU 17 8 T R A i B A T A A 2 R
D], 7N X AR EeA B2 249 N FAHH S 55 IIETE AR SE B _F IR AN o O T oG Fh
SRS B AL, DA RERE A AR 2 R A T B R S5 7, AT T < iR
HE” R AR A AE AR AR 1) 3 B R o] AR BN — AN WA T (B UTBR) o Af
U, BSRAEAE S L, 1 AT S A s — R R 28 T AR B R 2 R ) JELARL 3 32 24 s )

(78) Potier, Traité des obligations, 4s.

(79) R. Sacco, Introduzione al diritto comparato ,Utet, 2001 ,83s.

(80) S UL (RIE G BR) , o B BE R kL 2002 4R, 55 28 3,

(817 [ ] ek o S0 2 - P v S ), AR OB P JLIE , T B 2004 4R R, 56 54 - 55 BT,
(82) S ULTEME R , MR DALTE , B A ik 2006 4R, 55 109 T,

(83) R. Sacco, Introduzione al diritto comparato ,Utet, 2001 ,77s.

(84) R. Sacco, Introduzione al diritto comparato ,Utet, 2001 ,78s

- 61 -



CRskEird) 2014 £ %5 #

o BRI e U JE BT Fe v i TR AR B T80, ORI 2 1 e v (B 32 29) 1
SEIIAT T

SER N E A F R IR vk . Bk T i s L 0T TSR A A
54 R B S 2 [ A ORI RS , DA A Fe v A TEAE 55 A 5 TRl 5t il AT 1 2R, AR
RIS AR R A 507 B Fe vt B HA 90T o 5 2, XS0 T2 By ik R E R SEAE
I S 2L AR M) T s DO RS AR T B MR T fe il oy B 2 E
PE

FHECZ S R 4 A Bl (07 I S A BRI, B AT e I it 57,
TP 07 T, XL SRR SR R, Oy AT R B E N F 2
BOE XG5, A5 A FBE LS5 AR T UL A i B EASUR] , TITASUM) B BT o i 50 Jis T 1
THE IR R o5 —J7 T, I Sk S AR RN T A LE ISR B 7, 307 SRl e N
GRLPAT AR PRBTNAFAE 5 TR g BRI 5 [l Jr )t LA st A D, 7R A G 2
B O 2 A R A O M el A 2R )

S < R

Lf LRTIR % Sk S ARAE A X ST TIA A T i RE A K R S AL E
WS, , LR T 97 A2 AN AR N AR th a2 JE SN e i o AN 7™
HER 5055 IR 0T o PEBEFR TERET 22 5 A 500 e il BRI 9 5GTE, A SR AR N
AT ST SR 1A FEARE I 2R e S GORE I L 22 A S A e 2R S A s
TR, M i RN Z M 500 T RS A kAl . B kA KGR fu ik
N R BLERE R S SRR T AR GR I, A 0 S e B A s AL R AR L Rl 4L T
CHUTT AU e R (T 27 R AR I IR X s R AT X — B TR AR R
AR A o A X — 5 T B A Fe i B O s o TS ) AR 2 5
X —PEHETAE AR S MR G, 1l S PR BT R e M O HLIX e T
W Fevh 5 R BEZ B S« AT B AR RIRESR 2 N 18O T2 T 5 Bk
Z 9T ST TR ] G A SO R B A, O AR SRk b B T R A —
RV 1 7N

R AL 1 A SR AR Fu ik 1“7 BRAR 3, AR v fo vk St U A B 32
HIARAHIA, 1M S8 R i R AR A IE S PR R B AR M. R T HRES
SR UE G A, 0 25 8 1 SR A R B R 25 (R 5 B 2 NI ) K X 71
DCEA TSR B e AR i BT TR R A Fe ik o i A T B U 1 5E AN A
EIRBUCE R B~ il ™, O SR A HEY, SRR A T R R T

(85) Zrl 5 ML RRI RO L) (1942 4F) 55 1987 45 (B4 A 74 L) (1966 4F) 45 457 2% Je (e RO L) (1984 4F
AR 1996 AFEIT) 5 1957 4%,

- 62 -



WY EY B

jjgo i H., “ RABIEAFST " R B T Rk e passy ™ S B G R A fig oo o
S NI NS NE K (YD PIW 2 ) A iR E A D

Sebr b, DU SRR AR 78 fe v U AR 25 D se B Be i LS 1 H, PR R kA K
HED LA R P R S =R, O 78 70 Mo 7 12 1 B8 Ao B RV -5 S B B s Sz 5 e
58, HOR SUNUTAE TR SUVETE A I SR 5 v 1 L AR 5T, SRR DR Y kR
R A D S A JE R P v 1 TR AN ] A5 LAk R 18 A, 2R ot aa o X b e LR %
56, BRAAS 1 BT St rp 7o i ) B A SRS AR TR — b D s Al , s Rt —
IET&EI"J%EU%,Eﬁﬁﬁﬁmlﬁ@“mﬁlﬂE@Yi{iiﬂﬂﬂﬂtﬁ@llﬂ R ) — b AT AL S8,
257 18D M DA oA o v [ it v v S22 5 B e v ok A St PR Al 25 (] MAAE HH T RE BG4

[ Abstract] The core of the principle of promise is not the recognition of people’s free-
dom to establish obligations for themselves, but the circumstances under which the law can give
enforceability to promises. In Roman law, the effect of neither contracts nor unilateral promises
took promise as its starting point. In the Middle Ages, the church gave all promises binding
force from the moral and religious point of view, thereby generalizing the moral effect of prom-
ise. Through the refinement of “causes of promise” and by utilizing the system of “evangelical
denunciation” , canonists promoted the all-round construction of the system of promise and the
implementation of the principle of promise. The natural law theorists in modern history pro-
foundly influenced the legislation in many countries by making a distinction between accepted
promises and unaccepted promises: the former were incorporated into the framework of contract,
thus forming the contract principle, whereas the latter became exceptions to the contract princi-
ple, thus limiting the principle of promise. The extent to which the principle of promise is im-
plemented by contemporary laws varies from country to country. The laws in some countries rec-
ognize unilateral promise as special causes of obligation parallel to contracts, thereby relaxing
the restriction of the principle of promise by the contract principle. The historical interpretation
of the principle of promise may point the direction for China in its construction of the system of

contract and unilateral promise under the law of obligations.
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