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NEWS FROM THE CJEU 

Deduction of input tax by a 
founding partner in a 
partnership (GbR) 

CJEU, ruling of 13 March 2014 – case 
C-204/13 – Heinz Malburg 

The ruling of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union (CJEU) was in res-
ponse to a question referred to it by the 
German Federal Tax Court (BFH) on 
20 February 2013 (see VAT Newsletter 
May 2013). In it, the CJEU states its 
position regarding the conditions under 
which the founding partner of a 
partnership (GbR) is entitled to deduct 
input VAT. 

The case 
The question relates to a partner in a 
partnership of tax advisors (the “old 
partnership”). The partner purchased 
part of the client base from the old 
partnership when the assets were 
divided in specie. The sole purpose of 
the purchase was to immediately make 
available the client base free of charge 
to the newly-founded partnership of tax 
advisors (the “new partnership”) for 
use in its business following the 
dissolution of the old partnership. The 
partner had a majority holding in this 
new partnership. The client base did not 
accrue to the assets of the new 
partnership. The matter in dispute is 
whether or not the partner is entitled to 
deduct the input VAT from the purchase 
of the client base from the old 
partnership. 

The ruling 
The CJEU ruled that the partner was 
not entitled to deduct the input VAT. 
The client base was made available to 
the new partnership free of charge, 

meaning that there is no direct and 
immediate link between a specific 
input transaction and one or more 
output transactions. It is the existence 
of such a link which gives rise to the 
right to deduct input VAT. A notable 
example of an instance in which input 
VAT deduction is possible is when it 
has been proven that the partner pur-
chased the client base himself as part 
of his activities as manager of the 
newly-founded partnership and that the 
costs resulting from this purchase are 
general expenses stemming from his 
activities as manager. The CJEU made 
no further comment on this example, 
as the BFH has so far not examined 
the possibility of such a scenario. 

The principles of the ruling of 
3 March 2012 in case C-280/10 ‒ Polski 
Trawertyn (see VAT Newsletter 
March 2012) cannot be applied to this 
case. This ruling relates to investment 
expenditure incurred by the partners in 
a company for the purposes of and 
with a view to the commencement of 
the company's economic activity prior 
to the official founding and registration 
of the company. According to this 
ruling, the principle of fiscal neutrality 
precludes national legislation that 
permits neither the partners nor their 
company to exercise a right to deduct 
the input VAT paid on their investment 
expenditure. In contrast to the recent 
decision in the main proceedings, the 
partners' output transaction, namely 
the contribution of immovable property 
to the company in the form of an 
investment expense for the purposes 
of the economic activity of that 
company, fell within the scope of VAT. 
However, the transaction was VAT 
exempt. In the recent decision, 
because the provision of the client 
base to the new partnership free of  

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-may-2013-eng.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-may-2013-eng.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/MwSt-VAT-Newsletter-March-2012-English.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/MwSt-VAT-Newsletter-March-2012-English.aspx
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charge does not constitute an economic activity, the prin-
ciple of fiscal neutrality does not apply either. 

Please note: 
The right to input VAT deduction does not apply in this 
case because the partner provided the client base to the 
partnership free of charge. However, the partner would 
have been able to exercise his right to deduct the input 
VAT if the client base had been handed over in exchange 
for an exceptional payment or if a contribution had been 
made in exchange for the transfer of rights in the 
company (see Section 1.6 (2) and (7) UStAE). The CJEU 
also pointed out that a managing partner, provided he is a 
VAT-registered entity, might be permitted to exercise his 
right to deduct input VAT. The BFH had not considered 
this in its submission. It remains to be seen whether it 
will address this in its follow-up ruling and, if necessary, 
refer it back to the Lower Tax Court for further 
clarification. 

 

Different tax rates for passenger trans-
portation services  

CJEU, ruling of 27 February 2014 – case C-454/12 – 
Pro Med Logistik GmbH and C-455/12 – Karin Oertel 

The ruling on the reference submitted by the BFH on 10 
July 2012 (see VAT Newsletter November 2012) addresses 
the question of whether and to what extent different tax 
rates can be levied on passenger transportation services in 
Germany. Whilst a reduced tax rate of 7 % applies to trans-
portation by taxi (for journeys within a single municipality or 
over a distance of no more than 50 km), the standard tax 
rate (currently 19 %) always applies for transportation by 
minicab. 

The case 
The issue under dispute was passenger transportation ser-
vices provided by minicab, on which the tax authorities levy 
the standard tax rate. In case C-455/12, the passenger trans-
portation consisted of ambulance transport (sitting), dialysis 
trips, transportation of school pupils, courier services and 
transportation of materials, hotel and airport transfers, sight-
seeing tours and the organization of transfers. In case 
C-454/12, the transportation services were performed on 
behalf of health insurance companies. The contract gover-
ning these journeys provided for special agreements with 
major customers at virtually the same conditions as the 
transportation services provided by taxi companies. In both 
cases, the business did not possess the licenses required 
for taxi transportation. 

The ruling 
Annex III (5) of the VAT Directive permits the application of 
a reduced tax rate to services for the transportation of 
passengers and their accompanying luggage. Germany has 

selectively opted to apply this reduced tax rate to trans-
portation by taxi. This is compatible with EU law if, due to 
the different statutory requirements, transportation by taxi 
constitutes a concrete and specific aspect of the category of 
services defined in Annex III (5) of the VAT Directive and if 
the different statutory requirements have a decisive influ-
ence on the decision of the average user to use one such 
transportation service or the other. However, if a taxi com-
pany, as part of a special agreement, is not subject to the 
statutory requirements which otherwise apply to it and if 
the special agreement is also applied indiscriminately to 
minicab companies, then the levying of a different rate of 
tax is inadmissible. It is up to the referring court to examine 
whether or not this was the case in the main proceedings. 

Please note: 
How the BFH will rule on the tax rate for passenger 
transportation services supplied by minicabs after taking 
into account the specifications of the CJEU remains to be 
seen. A reduced tax rate comes into question for all 
special agreements which also apply to taxis. This can 
include ambulance transportation or the supply of re-
placement services for buses and trains. 

 

NEWS FROM THE BFH 

Referrals to the CJEU concerning VAT 
groups and input VAT deduction by a 
management holding company 

BFH, ruling of 11 December 2013, XI R 17/11 and 
XI R 38/12 

The BFH has referred to the CJEU three questions concer-
ning VAT groups and input VAT deduction by a management 
holding company. The references are pending at the CJEU 
as cases C-108/14 and C-109/14. 

The case 
Two parent companies each had a shareholding as a majori-
ty limited partner in several limited partnerships. Each being 
what is known as a “management holding company”, they 
supplied services to their subsidiaries in exchange for pay-
ment and actively intervened in the subsidiaries' daily busi-
ness. Both holding companies requested that the full 
amount of input VAT be deducted from the invoices connec-
ted with the procurement of capital for the purchase of the 
shareholdings in the subsidiaries. The tax authorities, how-
ever, granted them only a partial input VAT deduction, sta-
ting that the input VAT had to be apportioned due to the 
purchase and holding of the shares in the subsidiaries (non-
economic activity). 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/MwSt-VAT-Newsletter-November-2012-English.aspx
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The ruling 
Firstly, the BFH is asking the CJEU how the (pro rata) 
deduction of input VAT from the supply of input supplies in 
connection with capital procurement for the purchase of 
shareholdings in subsidiaries by holding companies is to be 
calculated if the holding company later (as intended from 
the outset) supplies various taxable services to these sub-
sidiaries. The BFH basically has rejected a deduction of the 
full amount of input VAT. The input supplies would at least – 
if not primarily – also serve the non-taxable purchase and 
the holding of the shares. However, the BFH is doubtful as 
to whether the principles of the CJEU ruling of 27 Septem-
ber 2001 (case C-16/00 – Cibo Participations) preclude this. 
According to this CJEU ruling there is no direct and 
immediate link between the various services purchased by a 
holding company in connection with its acquisition of a 
shareholding in a subsidiary and any output transaction or 
transactions in respect of which VAT is deductible. Such 
services have a direct and immediate link with the taxable 
person's business as a whole.  

Secondly, the BFH is asking the CJEU whether EU law 
precludes a national VAT group rule according to which  

• only a legal person – but not a partnership – can be 
integrated into the company of another taxable entity 
(known as a controlling company) and whether this  

• presupposes that this legal entity be financially, econo-
mically and organizationally (within the meaning of a 
superior-subordinate relationship) integrated into the 
controlling company’s business. 

The background to this question is the potential impact that 
the VAT group might have on the input VAT which can be 
deducted by the holding company. Where the VAT group is 
concerned, the companies would merge into one single 
taxable entity. It may be that the (non-taxable) purchase and 
the (non-taxable) holding of the shares in the subsidiaries do 
not have any adverse effect on the amount of input VAT 
which can be deducted. The purchase and the holding of 
shares in companies, like the admission of a new partner in 
order to procure additional capital, might be considered in 
general to be an economic activity and the holding company 
might have an unrestricted right to deduct input VAT from 
the supply of services related to it. However, in this respect 
the BFH has also not ruled out the absence of the right to 
deduct input VAT for a non-economic activity.  

If the second question is to be answered in the affirmative, 
the third question arises, namely whether the taxable entity 
can seek application of the EU rules on VAT groups.  

Please note: 
The dispute concerns the deduction of input VAT by a 
holding company in connection with the purchase of 
shareholdings in its subsidiaries. If the CJEU rules 
against the deduction of the full amount of input VAT, 
even if the holding company only supplies taxable ser-

vices, then the question will be whether also the 
deduction of the full amount of input VAT for the 
subsequent holding of the shares has to be denied given 
that the act of holding the shares, just like the purchase 
of the shares, constitutes a non-economic activity. This 
could potentially be precluded by the CJEU ruling of 
6 September 2012 (case C-496/11 ‒ Portugal Telecom) 
(see VAT Newsletter October 2012). In this case, the 
holding company's economic activity (taxable service 
supplied to the subsidiary) was only ancillary to its main 
activity (the management of its shareholding). According 
to the CJEU, this has no impact on the amount of input 
VAT which can be deducted. If the supply of the input 
service can be directly allocated to the purely economic 
activity, the input VAT cannot be apportioned and 
deemed partially non-deductible. If however, the supply 
of the input service can also be as allocated to a non-
economic activity, the input tax has to be apportioned. 

 

Liability of the recipient of construction 
work  

BFH, ruling of 11 December 2013, XI R 21/11 

With its ruling, the 11th Senate of the BFH adhered to the 
5th Senate’s legal opinion of 22 August 2013 (V R 37/10) 
regarding the liability of the recipient of construction works 
(see VAT Newsletter December 2013). In its ruling, the 
Senate particularly commented on the effect of the 
exemption certificate pursuant to § 48b Income Tax Law 
(EStG). 

The case 
The claimant was operating chiefly as a “developer”. The 
structural work for a residential and office building was done 
by a limited liability company (GmbH). It is in dispute 
whether the claimant is liable for payment of the tax appli-
cable to work provided as the recipient of the supply. The 
claimant provided to the GmbH an exemption certificate for 
VAT purposes in accordance with § 48b EStG. Equally, he 
claimed that less than 10 % of his sales in the previous year 
were generated from construction services. As a further 
alternative, he submitted that a VAT group existed between 
him and the GmbH. 

The ruling 
According to the BFH, § 13b (2) sent. 2 UStG must be inter-
preted as a restriction with regard to the fact that the tax lia-
bility for supplies of goods (as work and material supply – 
Werklieferung) or services within the meaning of § 13b (1) 
sent. 1 Nr. 4 UStG passes to the recipient of the supplies 
only when the recipient of the supplies in turn uses the 
construction work supplied to him to provide such a supply. 
The Lower Tax Court still needs to make its statements 
after remitting the case. The BFH’s principles also apply to 
transactions made since 1 January 2007, because the 
present authorization under Article 199 of the VAT Directive 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/MwSt-VAT-Newsletter-October-2012.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-december-2013-en.aspx
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as the previous authorization under 2004/290/EC permits a 
transmission of the tax liability to the recipient of the 
supplies (reverse charge rule) (only) in specific cases. It is 
not decisive whether the parties originally agreed on how to 
deal with the tax liability and the recipient of the supplies 
had provided an exemption certificate in accordance with 
§ 48b EStG to the supplier. In addition, statements have to 
be made after remitting the case to the Lower Tax Court as 
to whether a group exists between them.  

Please note: 
The BMF guidance of 5 February 2014 (see VAT News-
letter March 2014) includes an indicative effect if the 
recipient of the supplies provides the supplier with an 
exemption certificate in accordance with § 48b EStG that 
is valid at the time the construction work is supplied and 
is expressly indicated for VAT purposes with regard to 
the specific sales. The said indication as to the recipient 
of the supplies in turn using the supplies provided to him 
to provide construction work may be refuted by the tax 
authorities. Also, in the light of the BFH case-law the use 
of the exemption certificate does not guarantee that the 
way the parties have handled the matter is safe. Whether 
the entrepreneurs who have not invoiced any VAT to 
developers are entitled to any protection of legitimate 
expectations pursuant to § 176 AO for passed periods is 
currently checked by the tax authorities on a federal level 
(see OFD North Rhine-Westphalia of 24 February 2014 – 
short info VAT 2/2014, NWB DocID: WAAAE-59389).  

 

VAT exempt or non-taxable supplies 
provided by travel companies  

BFH, ruling of 21 November 2013, V R 33/10 

The ruling refers to the taxation for travel companies with 
the regard to the sale of entrance tickets for theater events 
in Germany and hotel meals abroad. In each case, the 
recipients of the supplies are other travel companies. 

The case 
A travel company offered to a bus travel company hotel 
accommodation including breakfast, city tour and opera 
tickets in Germany. The opera offered the performance to 
the travel company as an event closed for the public at a 
lump sum. The entrance tickets contained a note saying that 
the event is presented by the travel company, which also 
carried the economic risk for selling the tickets. In addition, 
the travel company provided boarding services in 
connection with other hotel accommodation arranged for 
other travel companies abroad which made up 4 % to 4.5 % 
of the supply price. It is in dispute whether the sale of the 
entrance tickets for the event in Germany and the hotel 
meals abroad are subject to VAT in Germany. 

 

The ruling 
The BFH affirmed that in this case the sale of the entrance 
tickets is VAT exempt. If a travel company buys all entrance 
tickets for an opera performance and takes over the full 
economic risk of the performance and also acts as an orga-
nizer in its own name, it may be deemed a VAT exempt 
“organization of theater presentations” within the meaning 
of § 4 no. 20(b) of the German VAT Law (UStG). The appro-
priate assessment by the Lower Tax Court for the present 
case is possible and cannot be criticized in law. The VAT 
exemption also corresponds to the meaning and norm of 
the regulation according to which the entrance tickets for 
theaters as part of cultural institutions are not liable to VAT. 

The place of supply for the boarding services provided in a 
hotel depends on the location of the hotel property (in the 
case year § 3a (2) no. 1 UStG). In accordance with the BFH 
case-law, the hotel meals are considered to be an ancillary 
supply for the hotel accommodation if the meals only make 
up a small proportion of the lump-sum fee in relation to the 
lodging and hence the hotel meal has the same place of 
supply as the principal supply. The hotel meals should be 
used for hotelier’s principal supply under optimal conditions 
and are counted among the traditional tasks of the hotelier 
in accordance with the business practice. The BMF is 
sticking to this despite the opposing non-application order of 
the Federal Ministry of Finance of 4 May 2010 (IV D 2 –
S 7100/08).  

Please note: 
The application of the margin scheme (§ 25 UStG) failed 
in this case due to the fact that the travel company’s 
supply was not provided to individual travelers but to 
other companies. Although the CJEU has meanwhile 
decided in its ruling of 26 September 2013 (case 
C-189/11 ‒ Commission/Spain) that according to the 
Union law the margin scheme is to be applied indepen-
dently of the entrepreneur status of the recipient of the 
supply (see VAT Newsletter September/October 2013). 
According to the BFH, the travel company however has 
not referred to the Union law which means that the indi-
vidual consideration of the supplies with regard to the 
place of supply and VAT exemption remains as it is.  

 

NEWS FROM THE BMF 

Place of services in connection with real 
estate (particularly wind parks)  

BMF, guidance of 28 February 2014 – IV D 3 – 
S 7117-a/10/10002 

The German Ministry of Finance (BMF) adjusted its princi-
ples on the determination of property-related services (§ 3a 
(3) no. 1 UStG, cf. Art. 47 VAT Directive) to the case law of 
the CJEU (ruling of 27 June 2013 ‒ case C-155/12 – RR 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-march-2014-english.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-march-2014-english.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-september-october-2013-english.aspx
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Donnelley Global Turnkey Solutions Poland sp. z o.o., see 
VAT Newsletter July 2013).  

Services are to be considered as property-related within the 
meaning of Art. 47 VAT Directive if they are expressly listed 
in this regulation or are sufficiently directly connected to a 
real estate. A sufficiently direct connection to a real estate is 
given under the following two provisions: 

1.  The service must be connected with an expressly deter-
mined real estate; and 

2.  The real estate itself must be part of the service. Among 
others, this is the case if an expressly determined real 
estate is to be considered as an essential (meaning 
central and indispensable) part of the service. 

Logistics services 
Accordingly, the storage of goods is property-related if the 
recipient of such service has been granted the right to use 
an expressly determined real estate wholly or partially (see 
changed version of section 3a.3 (9) no. 3 of the German VAT 
Application Decree (UStAE) with reference to the above-
mentioned CJEU ruling of 27 June 2013). The BMF did not 
comment on the fact that according to the wording of the 
CJEU ruling the acceptance of a property-related service 
additionally requires that the client gets the right to access 
the storage area at any time. 

Services in connection with wind parks 
The BMF guidance contains a non-exhaustive list of 
property-related and non-property related services for the 
construction of wind parks. Property-related are only such 
services that are in connection with an expressly deter-
mined real estate. In particular, these are studies and exami-
nations for the review of the provisions for the construction 
of wind parks as well as already approved wind parks, tech-
nical engineering services and expert opinions and planning 
services within the framework of the project certification. 
The BMF stated for example expert opinions in the approval 
process and site-related advisory, audit and monitoring 
services in project certifications. Furthermore, the cabling 
within the wind park, including transformer platform, and 
connections for power export on land outside the wind park, 
including conversion platform, is also property-related.  

Please note: 
The principles of the BMF guidance must be applied to all 
open cases. For supplies performed before 1 April 2014 a 
non-objection policy applies also for the purposes of input 
tax deductions on part of the recipient of the supplies. No 
objection may be raised if the supplier and the recipient 
of the supply did consider another place of supply for the 
services with regard to the wind parks, and thereby devi-
ated from the principles of the BMF guidance, (pursuant 
to § 3a (2) UStG or pursuant to § 3a (3) no. 1 UStG) and 
stuck to this decision unanimously. In this context, the 
provision has to be met according to which the trans-
action of the supplier or recipient of the supply is taxed in 

the applicable amount. However, the BMF guidance con-
tains no transitional arrangement for logistics services.  

 

Electronic transmission of documentary 
evidence  

Short info VAT 2/2014 for tax authorities of the Federal 
State of Schleswig-Holstein of 21 February 2014, NWB 
DocID: MAAAE-57220  

The Ministry of Finance of Schleswig Holstein referred in its 
Short info VAT to a statement of the BMF on questions in 
connection with the transmission of documentary evidence 
with regard to the zero rating (VAT exemption with right of 
input VAT deduction) for intra-Community supplies of goods. 
The questions relate to section 6a.4 (6) UStAE which – 
among others – determines that the electronic confirmation 
of arrival, e.g. by email with a PDF or text file attachment 
may be transmitted via computer fax, fax or electronic data 
interchange or downloaded from the web. An entry 
certificate received electronically may also be stored in 
printed form for VAT purposes. If the confirmation of arrival 
is sent by email, the latter may be stored in order to be able 
to completely maintain the evidence of the document’s 
origin. The email may also be stored in printed form for VAT 
purposes. The GOBS (see annex to the BMF guidance of 
7 November 1995) and the GDPdU (see BMF guidance of 
16 July 2001 and 14 September 2012) remain unaffected. 
These principles apply mutatis mutandis for confirmations of 
dispatch, carrier’s confirmations and tracking-and-tracing 
reports. 

The BMF makes it clear that the above-mentioned confir-
mations may be transmitted electronically for example by 
email e. g. as a Word or Excel file or in CSV format. Further-
more, the BMF points out that an email, a download report 
or e. g. a file being an email attachment must always be 
stored in the original electronic form as received or in prin-
ted form. According to the BMF, this is the only way to 
ensure the authenticity of origin and integrity of content.  

Please note: 
The BMF also pointed out that the goods receipt posting 
documented in the computer system of a foreign entity 
may not be accepted as a confirmation of arrival. Apart 
from the fact that the supplier needs to have a docu-
mentary evidence of an intra-Company supply, in this 
respect there was already a lack of completeness of 
information, which together would form a confirmation of 
arrival pursuant to § 17a (2) UStDV. Thereby, the BMF 
rejected also a petition of the leading industry associ-
ations in Germany dated 22 July 2013 with respect to the 
content, which was made for the draft of the BMF gui-
dance of 19 September 2013. 

 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-july-2013-english.aspx
http://www.dihk.de/ressourcen/downloads/8-er-bmf-schreiben-gelangensbestaetigung/at_download/file?mdate=1374585066277
http://www.dihk.de/ressourcen/downloads/8-er-bmf-schreiben-gelangensbestaetigung/at_download/file?mdate=1374585066277
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IN BRIEF 

Payments of health insurance companies as 
compensation from a third party 

CJEU, ruling of 27 March 2014 – case C-151/13 – 
Le Rayon d’Or SARL 

The CJEU ruling refers to the calculation of the split of the 
input taxes made by a retirement home in France, which 
had the view that the lump-sum maintenance compensation 
paid by the healthcare insurance company did not fall within 
the scope of VAT. As a result, these amounts were not to 
be considered in the calculation of the deductible pro-
portion. On the other hand, the CJEU reached the con-
clusion that the lump-sum maintenance compensation is a 
consideration for the care services provided to the residents 
by their retirement home. A consideration may also be pro-
vided (only) by a third party as in the present case. The 
CJEU also referred to the fact that the care services sup-
plied to the residents in the main proceedings were neither 
individualized nor determined in advance and the compen-
sation was paid as a lump-sum. This does not affect the 
direct connection between the supplied services and the 
received consideration the amount of which is calculated in 
advance and in accordance with precisely specified criteria. 

 

The CJEU on the VAT treatment of dispen-
sing out-patient cytostatics 

CJEU, ruling of 13 March 2014 – case C-366/12 – Klinikum 
Dortmund gGmbH 

Due to the reference by the BFH of 15 May 2012, 
V R 19/11, the CJEU had to deal with the VAT treatment of 
dispensing out-patient cytostatics by a hospital pharmacy. 
The medications dispensed to the patients were prepared 
individually for each patient in the hospital pharmacy as 
prescribed by the physician. It was not disputed that the 
administration was VAT exempt insofar as it was done in 
the hospital within the scope of an inpatient treatment.  
However, it was disputed whether the dispensing by the 
hospital pharmacy was liable to VAT insofar as the ad-
ministration was done by self-employed physicians in an 
outpatient setting in the hospital. According to the CJEU, 
such a supply may not be VAT exempt pursuant to Art. 13 
part A (1) (c) of the Directive 77/388/EEC if it is not sepa-
rable from the medical care as principal service with regard 
to the factual and economic aspect. It was held that it is for 
the referring court to determine this. If the BFH determines 
that the dispensing of cytostatics is liable to VAT, the 
question arises from the BFH ruling of 31 July 2013 
(I R 82/12) whether for these supplies by non-profit hospi-
tals a reduced tax rate of 7 % should apply.  

 

Adjustments of the input tax deductions for 
advance payments 

CJEU, ruling of 13 March 2014 – case C-107/13 – FIRIN 
OOD 

In the Articles 184 to 186 of the VAT Directive, the pro-
visions are stipulated according to which the tax authorities 
may demand the input tax deduction to be adjusted. Here-
by, Art. 185 (1) MwStSystRL establishes the principle that 
an adjustment particularly needs to be done if the facts con-
sidered in the determination of the input tax deduction 
change after the VAT return has been filed. Among others, 
according to the CJEU this is the case if the supply was not 
provided after the advance payment had been done. This 
also applies even if the VAT due by the supplier itself is not 
adjusted. The supplier and recipient of the supply do not 
necessarily have to be treated equally. The recipient of the 
supply remains free to demand the repayment of the ad-
vance payment in accordance with the national (civil) law. 
Pursuant to Art. 186 VAT Directive, the member states 
determine the details for the application of the input tax 
adjustment. The CJEU did not comment on the given 
possible freedom to act in this respect. According to the 
German authorities’ guidelines, the input tax adjustment 
needs to be done by applying § 17 (1) sent. 2 UStG mutatis 
mutandis (only) in the accounting period for the return of the 
advance payment.  

 

Zero rated supply of goods for export within 
the scope of a chain transaction  

Financial Court Münster, ruling of 16 January 2014, 
5 K 3930/10; ref. no. of the BFH: XI R 12/14 

The ruling refers to the allocation of the supply of goods in 
movement within the scope of a chain transaction to a non-
member country when the transport of the supply is made 
by an intermediate entrepreneur. In such case, the rebut-
table presumption in § 3 (6) sent. 6 UStG applies which 
stipulates that the supply in movement is provided to the 
intermediate entrepreneur. According to the Lower Tax 
Court, the allocation principles of the CJEU and BFH for 
intra-Community supplies may in general be transferred. An 
important indication for the supply in movement of the 
intermediate entrepreneur is given when the latter already 
communicated to his supplier before the transport or 
shipment that he had sold the goods to the end customer 
(see BFH ruling of 11 August 2011, V R 3/10). In contrast to 
the BFH ruling of 28 May 2013, XI R 11/09, it should not be 
important whether the purchaser had been granted the right 
to dispose of the goods as owner before their movement 
(see VAT Newsletter August 2013). In any case, the use or 
non-use of the VAT ID number by the intermediate 
entrepreneur for shipments involving non-member states 
should not play any substantial role. 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-august-2013-english.aspx
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OTHER NEWS 

New: KPMG’s Customs & Trade Newsletter 

Since April 2014, KPMG's Service Line Indirect Tax Services 
team publishes a quarterly Customs & Trade Newsletter in 
German only. It focuses on customs law, electricity and 
energy tax law, and export control, and provides regular 
coverage of developments relating to legislation, rulings and 
administration in these three topic areas.  

The first edition looks at the current CJEU ruling on the 
application of anti-dumping duties, at the calculation of 
tariffs and at legislation governing the origin of goods and 
tariff preference. It also outlines the current changes to the 
restrictive measures in place against Iran. The newsletter 
also gives a brief overview of the key amendments to the 
new service regulation on the energy tax treatment of 
energy production facilities (service regulation on energy 
production). 

Download the newsletter free of charge: 
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/customs-and-trade-
news/Seiten/Default.aspx 

To subscribe, please register at: 
https://www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.aspx 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/customs-and-trade-news/Seiten/Default.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/customs-and-trade-news/Seiten/Default.aspx
https://www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.aspx
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not intended to address the circumstances of any particular 
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and timely information, there can be no guarantee that such 
information is accurate as of the date it is received or that it will 
continue to be accurate in the future. No one should act on 
such information without appropriate professional advice after a 
thorough examination of the particular situation. Our services 
are provided subject to our verification whether a provision of 
the specific services is permissible in the individual case. 

© 2014 KPMG AG Wirtschaftsprüfungsgesellschaft, a 
subsidiary of KPMG Europe LLP and a member firm of the 
KPMG network of independent member firms affiliated with 
KPMG International Cooperative („KPMG International“), a 
Swiss entity. All rights reserved. The KPMG name, logo and 
“cutting through complexity” are registered trademarks of 
KPMG International. 

 

Contacts 
KPMG AG 
Wirtschaftsprüfungsgesellschaft 
 
Head of Indirect Tax Services  
Dr. Karsten Schuck 
Frankfurt am Main 
T + 49 69 9587-2819 
kschuck@kpmg.com 
 
Berlin 
Stephanie Alzuhn 
T + 49 30 2068-1390 
salzuhn@kpmg.com 
 
Martin Schmitz 
T + 49 30 2068-4461 
martinschmitz@kpmg.com 
 
Duesseldorf 
Peter Rauß 
T + 49 211 475-7363 
prauss@kpmg.com 
 
Frankfurt / Main 
Prof. Dr. Gerhard Janott 
T + 49 69 9587-3330 
gjanott@kpmg.com 
 
Wendy Rodewald 
T + 49 69 9587-3011 
wrodewald@kpmg.com 
 
Ursula Slapio 
T + 49 69 9587-2600 
uslapio@kpmg.com 

Hamburg 
Gregor Dzieyk 
T + 49 40 32015-5843 
gdzieyk@kpmg.com 
 
Kay Masorsky* 
T + 49 40 32015-5117 
kmasorsky@kpmg.com 
 
Antje Müller 
T + 49 40 32015-5792 
amueller@kpmg.com 
 
Cologne 
Peter Schalk 
T + 49 221 2073-1844 
pschalk@kpmg.com 
 
Munich 
Dr. Erik Birkedal 
T + 49 89 9282-1470 
ebirkedal@kpmg.com 
 
Günther Dürndorfer* 
T + 49 89 9282-1113 
gduerndorfer@kpmg.com 
 
Kathrin Feil 
T + 49 89 9282-1555 
kfeil@kpmg.com 
 
Claudia Hillek  
T + 49 89 9282-1528 
chillek@kpmg.com 
 
Stuttgart 
Dr. Stefan Böhler 
T + 49 711 9060-41184 
sboehler@kpmg.com 
 
* Trade & Customs 

International  
Network of KPMG 

If you would like to know more about inter-
national VAT issues please visit our home-
page KPMG International**. Further on this 
website the periodical KPMG publications 
“Global Indirect Tax Brief” and “Indirect Tax 
Update” (KPMG LLP in UK) are published. 
We would be glad to assist you in 
collaboration with our KPMG network in 
your worldwide VAT activities. 
 
You can also get up-to-date information via 
the homepage of KPMG Europe LLP** with 
Belgium, Commonwealth of Independent 
States (CIS), Germany, Luxembourg, the 
Netherlands, Norway, Saudi Arabia, Switzer-
land, Spain, Turkey and United Kingdom as 
member firms. 
 
**Please note that neither KPMG International nor 
KPMG Europe LLP provide any client services. 

 

 
 
MwSt.VAT Newsletter – Free 
Subscription 
To subscribe, please register at 
https://www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.
aspx 
 
 
www.kpmg.com/de 

*** Responsible according to German Law  
(§ 7 (2) Berliner PresseG) 

Imprint 
 
Issuer 
KPMG AG Wirtschaftsprüfungsgesellschaft 
THE SQUAIRE, Am Flughafen 
60549 Frankfurt / Main 
 
Editor 
Ursula Slapio (Responsible***) 
T + 49 69 9587-2600 
uslapio@kpmg.com 
 
Thomas Claus 
T + 49 69 9587-4676 
tclaus@kpmg.com 
 
Christoph Jünger 
T + 49 69 9587-2036 
cjuenger@kpmg.com 
 

mailto:kschuck@kpmg.com
mailto:salzuhn@kpmg.com
mailto:martinschmitz@kpmg.com
mailto:prauss@kpmg.com
mailto:gjanott@kpmg.com
mailto:wrodewald@kpmg.com
mailto:uslapio@kpmg.com
mailto:gdzieyk@kpmg.com
mailto:kmasorsky@kpmg.com
mailto:amueller@kpmg.com
mailto:pschalk@kpmg.com
mailto:ebirkedal@kpmg.com
mailto:gduerndorfer@kpmg.com
mailto:kfeil@kpmg.com
mailto:chillek@kpmg.com
mailto:sboehler@kpmg.com
http://www.kpmg.com/Global/en/services/Tax/GlobalIndirectTax/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.kpmg.eu/
https://www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.aspx
https://www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/de
mailto:uslapio@kpmg.com
mailto:uslapio@kpmg.com
mailto:tclaus@kpmg.com
mailto:cjuenger@kpmg.com

	Head of Indirect Tax Services
	Dr. Karsten Schuck Frankfurt am Main
	T + 49 69 9587-2819
	kschuck@kpmg.com
	Berlin
	Stephanie Alzuhn
	Martin Schmitz
	Duesseldorf
	Peter Rauß
	Frankfurt / Main
	Prof. Dr. Gerhard Janott
	T + 49 69 9587-3330 gjanott@kpmg.com
	Wendy Rodewald
	Ursula Slapio
	Gregor Dzieyk
	Kay Masorsky*
	Antje Müller
	T + 49 40 32015-5792
	amueller@kpmg.com
	Cologne
	Peter Schalk
	Munich
	Dr. Erik Birkedal
	Kathrin Feil
	Claudia Hillek
	Stuttgart
	Dr. Stefan Böhler


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 15%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 20
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 400
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 400
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /DEU <>
    /ENU <FEFF00450069006e007300740065006c006c0075006e00670020006600fc00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000310030000d004b0050004d004700200041004700200028005000440046002d00530065007400740069006e0067007300200031002e00380029>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


