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Abstract : 

This research focuses on the effect of the reception on the contractor's commitment to 

guarantee construction defects, and we ended up using the analytical method to consider the 

reception as a critical step in the implementation of the construction contract, the employer 

is allowed to control the contractor's implementation of its contractual obligations, from this 

moment, the contractor is relieved of any liability for apparent construction defects not 

retained, and is also exempted from the guarantee of apparent nonconformity, and is 

responsible only for hidden construction defects, which involve either his contractual 

liability of common law, or decimal. 

The reception in this sense is not a presumption of good performance of the 

installation by the contractor, who remains liable to the employer for its poor performance 

of its obligations after reception. 
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