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[Abstract]

The Issue of the Agreed Construction
Contract Without the Invoice
in the German Case

Kim, Hyung-Sun”*

With regard to the tax take, etc. - on problems in various areas - social,
economic and legal. The international cooperation for the purpose of
fighting against tax evasion is currently more intensified. The case of
undeclared work in connection with the tax evasion is a principal in the
German civil liability issue. In Korea, neither case law nor a legal theory
to these problems so far emerged. Since the Black working principle,
subject to public law, there is in Korea to her no civil discussion. Therefore,
it is necessary that our object is discussed on both the legal as at the
theoretical level. In this context, this refers only to Germany. In this paper,
this task should be represented as follows: In the first part it comes to
outline the German case law on the breach of the law on combating illegal
work. The second part deals with the legal basis of invalidity. The third
part is dedicated as a legal consequence of the invalidity claims to the
independent contractor and the employer as well as the relationship

between unjust enrichment and the principle of good faith. The fourth

* Senior Researcher, Institute for Legal Studies School of Law Konkuk University,

Dr, jur
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part deals with the validity of the contract by the subsequent agreement.

[Key Words] illegal work, work contract, Guarantee because of defect of the

object, Principle of good faith, Unjust enrichment





