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NEWS FROM THE CJEU 

Ancillary services to property 
letting 

CJEU, ruling of 16 April 2015 – case 
C-42/14 ‒ Wojskowa Agencja 
Mieszkaniowa w Warszwie 

This Court of Justice of the European 
Union (CJEU) ruling relates to a re-
ference for a preliminary ruling from 
Poland. The question at issue is the VAT 
treatment of charges for services pur-
chased by a landlord from a third party 
and passed on to its tenant.  

The case 
A Polish landlord lets property subject 
to VAT at the standard rate (23 % since 
1 January 2011). The landlord passes on 
the costs of services purchased from 
third parties (electricity, heating, water 
and refuse disposal) to its tenant as ser-
vice charges. The matter under dispute 
is whether, for VAT purposes, the ser-
vice charges constitute payment for 
only a single rental service or whether 
they should be treated as distinct ser-
vices provided in addition to the let. If a 
single service, the taxable amount for 
the rent would increase (standard tax 
rate 23 %). If several distinct services 
were deemed to have been provided, 
this is particularly important for the 
supply of water, as the tax rate would 
then be only 8 % under Polish law.  

The ruling 
The CJEU established firstly that the 
services invoiced as service charges are 
provided by the landlord to the tenant 
and not by third parties (such as water 
utilities) directly to the tenant. In this 
respect, the court distinguished this 
case from its earlier ruling in the “Auto 
Lease Holland BV” case (CJEU ruling of 

6 February 2003 – case C-185/01), in 
which a lessee bought in the name and 
on behalf of the lessor fuel at petrol 
stations, and had free choice regarding 
the quality and quantity of fuel and the 
time of the purchase. The CJEU de-
cided that the fuel management agree-
ment between the lessor and the 
lessee did not constitute a contract for 
the supply of fuel but rather a contract 
to finance its purchase. In the present 
case, however, the landlord purchases 
the services for the property it lets. It is 
true that the tenant uses these sup-
plies directly, but does not purchase 
them by specialist third persons.  

Regarding the question of whether 
service charges constitute an ancillary 
service to a let or a distinct service 
provided by the landlord to the tenant, 
the CJEU also referred to its rulings of 
11 June 2009 – case C-572/07 – RLRE 
Tellmer Property (VAT Newsletter De-
cember 2009) and 27 September 2012 
– case C-392/11 – Field Fisher Water-
house (VAT Newsletter Novem-
ber 2012). The differentiation is as 
follows:  

Services are deemed to be distinct 
from the let if, for example, the tenant 
is free to determine his own level of 
electricity, heating or water con-
sumption using an individual meter and 
the landlord then invoices the amount 
consumed accordingly. Services may 
also be distinct if the tenant has the 
right to choose the supplier and if the 
landlord itemizes the ancillary services 
(e.g. cleaning of the common parts of a 
building under joint ownership or re-
fuse disposal) separately in the in-
voices to the tenant.  

The transactions would be treated as 
part of a single rental service if the 
accompanying services appear 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/MwSt-VAT-Newsletter-November-2012-English.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/MwSt-VAT-Newsletter-November-2012-English.aspx
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objectively, from an economic perspective, to form a whole 
with the rented building. This may be the case with the 
letting of turnkey offices which are ready for use with the 
provision of other supplies, for example, and with property 
that is let for short periods for professional or private 
reasons, in particular for holidays. On the other hand these 
are cases in which the landlord himself is not able to choose 
the suppliers and terms freely and independently of other 
landlords. This could apply, for instance, if the landlord let 
part of a multi-dwelling building and passed on his or her 
share of the electricity costs for jointly owned areas of the 
building.  

Please note: 
The current opinion of the tax authorities is that ancillary 
services are services which are secondary to, closely 
connected with, and, usually, a consequence of, the 
property letting. Supplies of electricity, heating and water 
usually fall under this definition, for example. This inter-
pretation is not entirely consistent with the differentiation 
criteria established by the CJEU. According to the 
CJEU’s principles, consumption-based invoicing using an 
individual meter should, as a general rule, be classed as a 
distinct supply. This could be the case with the letting of 
offices, for example, even if they are the individual pro-
perty of the landlord. If the specific areas are only jointly 
owned by the landlord (such as stairwells and under-
ground car parks) and the landlord cannot choose, say, 
the electricity supplier independently of the other 
owners, then treatment as a separate supply is likely to 
be ruled out. The differentiation is not only significant if 
the let is exempt from VAT. Even if the let is subject to 
VAT, the question arises as to which tax rate to apply. 
Only separate supplies of tap water are subject to the 
reduced rate of VAT (§ 12 (2) no. 1 of the German VAT 
Law (UStG) in conjunction with (34) Appendix 2 UStG). 
On the input side, a separate supply of electricity could, 
depending on the consumption, lead to a situation in 
which the landlord is liable for tax with regard to the 
purchased electricity as the supply recipient (§ 13b (2) no. 
5 a) or b) UStG). The question is whether the tax 
authorities will change the wording of the German VAT 
Application Decree (UStAE). The previous CJEU rulings 
“RLRE Tellmer Property” and “Field Fisher Waterhouse” 
were incorporated only through an addition in paren-
theses in Section 4.12.1 (5) UStAE without addressing 
the content of the legal principles formulated by the 
CJEU. Even if the UStAE is not amended, landlords could 
consider directly invoking the principles established by 
the CJEU. 

 

NEWS FROM THE BFH 

Allocation of an intra-Community supply of 
goods in a chain transaction  

BFH, ruling of 25 February 2015, XI R 15/14 and XI R 30/13 

With both rulings on the allocation of zero rated (VAT 
exemption with entitlement of input VAT deduction) intra-
Community supplies of goods in a chain transaction, the 
German Federal Tax Court (BFH) has quashed in large parts 
the interpretation principles of the tax authorities. As a 
result, many companies have to review the VAT treatment 
of its supply structures. Moreover, a new legal regulation is 
to be expected. To conclude, the following aspects are 
particularly important. 

Intra-Community chain supply – initial situation 
An intra-Community chain transaction is given, if several 
traders enter into sales transactions involving the same 
item, which is sent by the initial trader located in a Member 
State to the final purchaser located in another Member 
State. In this case, the transport or dispatch of the item is to 
be allocated to one of the supplies only. In this context, the 
supply in movement is the only one that may be considered 
as a zero rated intra-Community supply of goods. Earlier 
supplies in a chain transaction are generally liable to VAT in 
the Member State of departure, while the following supplies 
in a chain transaction are generally liable to VAT in the 
Member State of destination. 

Cases 
In the first case (XI R 15/14), a German GmbH (A) sold 
machines to an US company (B). On request, B only 
supplied the VAT ID number of the Finnish company (C) to 
which it re-sold the machines. B engaged a forwarding 
agent, who picked the item up at A’s location. C paid to the 
company Z for the subsequent shipment to Finland. A 
issued to B an invoice showing no VAT. 

In the second case (XI R 30/31), a vehicle dealer (A) in Ger-
many sold new vehicles to company B, which has its head-
quarters in the United Kingdom. B re-sold the vehicles to 
company C and stating the UK VAT on its invoice. C en-
gaged a forwarding agent to pick-up and transport the ve-
hicles to the United Kingdom. 

In both cases it is in dispute, whether the delivery between 
A and B could be a zero rated supply of goods in a chain 
transaction. 

Rulings 
The BFH’s most important statements on the allocation of 
the movement of goods in chain transactions between A, B 
and C are as follows: 

• The allocation requires an extensive assessment of all 
circumstances in each individual case. In particular, it has 
to be assessed whether the power of disposal has been 
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transferred from B to C already within the domestic terri-
tory. Only in such case does the movement of goods 
have to be allocated to the second supply (B to C).  

• With regard to the allocation, exclusively objective 
circumstances are relevant. The point in time at which 
the power of disposal (transfer of the asset, value and 
revenue) to an item is obtained depends on the concrete 
contractual agreements and their actual execution con-
sidering the interests of the participants.  

• For allocation purposes, the place of supply provision in 
§ 3 (6) sent. 1 UStG cannot be used as a notional date of 
obtaining the power of disposition.  

• Should any unrecoverable doubts remain that the power 
of disposal has been transferred from the initial 
purchaser (B) to the final purchaser (C) already in the 
domestic territory, the movement of goods is to be 
allocated to the first supply (from A to B). 

• If all participants to a chain transaction are third parties 
and commonly assume that the movement of goods is to 
be allocated to a specific supply, then this is an indication 
that it corresponds to the actual circumstances. 

• The allocation principles do not only apply if the initial 
purchaser (B) transports or dispatches the item, but as 
well if the last purchaser (C) does so. However, if C 
personally collects the item from A, then C will often ob-
tain the power of disposal already in Germany and, as a 
result, the movement of goods will need to be allocated 
to the second supply (B to C). In individual cases, how-
ever, the overall circumstances could lead to other re-
sults. 

• Contrary to the view of the 5th Senate stated in the ruling 
of 11 August 2011, V R 3/10 (VAT Newsletter Novem-
ber 2011), the initial purchaser (B) does not have the 
option to allocate the movement of goods to the first 
supply (A to B) or its own supply (B to C) by notifying or 
concealing the re-sale.  

• Any intentions deviating from the objective circumstan-
ces may only be important within the scope of the 
assessment of the legitimate expectations. According to 
the BFH, A may obtain assurance from B that B will not 
transfer the power of disposal to a third party before the 
item leaves the domestic territory. If B acts in violation to 
this assurance, A may be entitled to legitimate expec-
tations and B may be liable to VAT (§ 6a (4) UStG).  

Please note: 
The BFH sticks to its principles of its ruling dated 
28 May 2013, XI R 11/09 (VAT Newsletter August 2013), 
on the allocation of the supply of goods in movement 
within the scope of a chain transaction and expands 
them explicitly to transports by the second purchaser (C) 
and probably also to transports arranged by the first parti-

cipant. In its ruling of 21 January 2015, XI R 12/14, the 
BFH left – for procedural reasons ‒ the question open 
how to allocate the movement of goods in a chain trans-
action involving an export supply. It is to be expected that 
there will be a new legal regulation on the allocation of 
supplies of goods in movement within the scope of a 
chain transaction already in this year (see the German 
Government’s response dated 13 May 2015 (German 
Parliamant document No. 18/4902) to a request by the 
German Federal Council (Bundesrat) concerning a draft 
law to implement the declaration regarding the German 
Customs Code Amendment Act). Any affected compa-
nies should prepare themselves already at this point by 
analyzing their supply structures and any possible impact 
of the new ruling and also any possible options for action. 

 

NEWS FROM THE BMF 

Time at which VAT is incurred if it is 
charged incorrectly on an invoice  

BMF, guidance of 2 April 2015 ‒ IV D 2 ‒ S 7270/12/10001 

This German Ministry of Finance (BMF) guidance concerns 
the time at which VAT is incurred if it is charged incorrectly 
(§ 14c (1) UStG). This concerns charging VAT on a non-tax-
able or zero-rated supply or charging too high a rate of VAT 
on a taxable supply. Section 13.7 UStAE has been adapted 
in line with BFH case law.  

The legal position 
According to § 13 (1) no. 3 UStG, VAT is incurred in cases 
governed by § 14c (1) UStG at the time at which the supply 
of goods or services (in accordance with § 13 (1) no. 1 (a) or 
(b) UStG) arises, but at the latest upon issuance of the 
invoice. § 14c (1) UStG presupposes that the business 
charges a higher tax amount in an invoice for a supply than 
it is liable for under the German VAT Law. In this case, the 
business also owes the additional amount. 

Interpretation in accordance with the VAT Directive 
In accordance with the VAT Directive, if VAT is charged on a 
non-taxable or zero-rated supply, the tax owed under 
§ 14c (1) UStG is incurred only when the invoice is issued 
(BFH ruling of 8 September 2011, V R 5/10). The tax 
authorities followed this interpretation in their guidance of 
25 July 2012 – IV D 2 – S 7270/12/10001 (VAT Newsletter 
August/September 2012). 

If the supplier charges a higher tax amount on an invoice for 
a taxable supply than that for which it is liable by law, the 
VAT owed under § 14c (1) UStG also is not incurred before 
the end of the accounting period in which the invoice is 
issued. The tax authorities are now following the BFH (ruling 
of 5 June 2014, XI R 44/12, VAT Newsletter August/Sep-
tember 2014) in this point, too, regardless of whether the 

http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-august-2013-english.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-august-september-2014-english.aspx
http://www.kpmg.com/DE/de/Bibliothek/VAT-Newsletter/Seiten/mwst-vat-newsletter-august-september-2014-english.aspx
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higher tax amount is based on a retrospective calculation (as 
in the case of the BFH ruling) or on an initial calculation.  

Please note: 
The rules laid down in the BMF guidance must be applied 
in all pending cases. According to the BMF, however, it is 
to be assumed that businesses regularly do not reco-
gnize additional amounts owed in accordance with 
§ 14c (1) UStG as such. For the sake of simplicity, no 
objection will therefore be raised if the business reports 
the additional amount together with the tax due on the 
taxable supply, even if the invoice is not issued until a 
later accounting period. In this way, corrections of earlier 
preliminary tax returns can be avoided.  

Example: In December 2013, a party service supplies 
meals for immediate consumption by special request for 
a large company event. The supply is worth a total of 
EUR 20,000 plus VAT and occurs in the December 2013 
accounting period. The customer also receives napkins, 
disposable tableware and cutlery, which it disposes of 
itself. The supplies are subject to the reduced tax rate of 
7 % (see example 13 in Section 3.6 (6) UStAE). However, 
the party service incorrectly issues an invoice with 19 % 
VAT on 7 January 2014 (EUR 3,800) and reports the 
19 % VAT in its VAT return 2013. But only the VAT due 
by law of 7 % (EUR 1,400) is incurred at the end of the 
December 2013 accounting period. The additional 
amount of EUR 2,400 owed under § 14c (1) UStG is in-
curred at the time the invoice is issued, which is in 
January 2014. After an audit in 2016, the tax authorities 
of the customer reclaim the input VAT deduction as too 
high. Thus, the party service issues a corrected invoice to 
its customer. The party service does not make use of the 
non-objection regulation of the BMF and files corrected 
VAT returns which lead to a lower payment (EUR 2,400) 
for 2013 and to a higher payment (EUR 2,400) for 2014. 
Accordingly, interest on refunds (§ 233a of the German 
Tax Code) arise from 1 April 2015 whereas interest on 
arrears start later on 1 April 2016.  

Reference must also be made to the draft legislation to 
implement the declaration regarding the German Cus-
toms Code Amendment Act (German Parliament docu-
ment No. 18/4902). It is intended that the time at which 
VAT is incurred in cases governed by § 14c (1) UStG shall 
be uniformly set as the time the invoice is issued, thus 
bringing the German VAT Law into line with BFH case 
law.  

 

IN BRIEF  

The Advocate General’s statement on the 
direct and immediate connection between 
input and output supply 

Advocate General, opinion of 22 April 2015 ‒ case C-126/14 
‒ Sveda UAB  

The Advocate General's opinion relates to a request for a 
preliminary ruling from Lithuania. The Lithuanian company 
Sveda constructed a leisure and discovery trail to the Baltic 
mythology. The construction work for the leisure trail was 
undertaken in accordance with the obligations arising from a 
contract concluded between the state and Sveda. According 
to this contract, Sveda is obliged to grant access to the 
leisure trail for the public free of charge. In return, up to 
90 % of Sveda‘s cost of the trail construction are paid as 
"financial aid". Sveda intends to engage in commercial 
activity within the tourism industry, e.g. by selling food or 
souvenirs to visitors to the leisure trail. It is in dispute 
whether there is a right to input tax deduction from input 
supplies for the construction of the leisure trail.  

The Advocate General affirms the right to input tax deduc-
tion and states two aspects in support of this. 

On one hand, a right to input tax deduction is already pos-
sible where the construction of the leisure trail has to be 
considered as a taxable supply provided to the state for 
consideration. This option has not been considered by the 
referring court. In this context, there would have to be an 
immediate connection between the construction of the 
leisure trail and the "financial aid". Without knowing the 
specific content of the contract, it was not possible to 
conclusively assess the matter.  

However, even if the construction of the leisure trail was no 
transaction liable to VAT, the question as to the right to 
input tax deduction was to be answered in the affirmative. 
Also, an allocation to the company assets was possible. 
Further, there was an objective commercial connection to 
the later transactions with the customers. The fact that the 
leisure trail was to be offered to the visitors primarily free of 
charge did not contradict the right to input tax deduction. 
This primary use was to be considered only if the trans-
action is exempt from VAT and in return for consideration or 
if the activity is non-economic. Contrary to the Commis-
sion’s view, the mere fact that a supply is offered free of 
charge did not constitute a non-economic activity. In this 
context, the Advocate General referred to the example of a 
shopping center, which offers parking lots to their custo-
mers free of charge. 

The ruling of the CJEU remains to be seen. According to the 
BFH (ruling of 4 March 1993, V R 73/87) and the tax authori-
ties, the construction of a parking lot offered to customers 
free of charge does not constitute a non-economic activity. 
The right to input tax deduction depends on the output 
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transactions of the company (Section 15.12 (3) example 5 
UStAE. 

 

Principle of neutrality of VAT 

CJEU, ruling of 23 April 2015 – case C-111/14, GST – 
Sarviz AG Germania  

The ruling of the CJEU on a case referred by Bulgaria relates 
to the principle of tax neutrality with regard to the contrac-
ting parties’ wrong assumption of the recipient’s tax liability. 
In the present case, the supplier subsequently paid the VAT 
to the tax authority. According to the Bulgarian law, the sup-
plier is not allowed anymore to issue invoices stating the 
VAT due to a sustainable tax assessment. Hence, he may 
not request the recipient to pay the VAT. The recipient also 
paid to the tax authority the VAT on the transaction, but 
ultimately did not have the right to deduct the VAT in the 
absence of the “tax document”. Under these circumstan-
ces, the CJEU confirmed that the VAT is to be refunded to 
the supplier due to the principle of neutrality. Otherwise, the 
tax authority would have received the VAT twice. Once from 
the supplier and once from the recipient. The ruling refers to 
an exemption due to procedural requirements in Bulgaria. 
However, the ruling shows that the impact of the respective 
national procedural laws is always to be scrutinized in the 
light of the EU law.  

 

Input tax deduction from advisory services 
for establishment of a single member 
limited company  

Lower Tax Court of Dusseldorf, ruling of 30 January 2015, 
1 K 1523/14 U; ref. no. of the BFH: V R 8/15 

The ruling of the Lower Tax Court of Dusseldorf refers to a 
single person’s input tax deduction from advisory services 
for the purpose of preparing and establish a so called Ein-
Mann-GmbH (single member limited company). The Court 
reached the conclusion that a right to input tax deduction is 
given if the intention to generate with the limited company 
transactions liable to VAT was objectively recognizable. This 
also applies if the establishment of the GmbH failed. Also, if 
a single person did not want to carry out taxable trans-
actions when he/she received the supply during the start-up 
phase, the right to input tax deduction was still not 
excluded. The Court's justification is based on the principle 
of neutrality of VAT. The single person was to be compared 
with a so-called Vorgründungsgesellschaft (company prior to 
registration) the object of which is exclusively to prepare the 
establishment of a capital company (cf. CJEU ruling of 
29 April 2004 ‒ case C-137/02 – Faxworld). If the right to 
input tax deduction cannot be granted to the capital com-
pany established later, because they did not receive the 
supplies themselves, it would contradict the principle of 
neutrality to also deny the company prior to registration the 

right to input tax deduction, because they do not receive the 
supplies for their own economic activities. According to the 
Financial Court, the particularity in the civil law that there is 
no organization similar to the company prior to registration 
with regard to the establishment of a single limited com-
pany does not constitute an objective reason to deny the 
future sole shareholder the right to input tax deduction from 
the first investment expenses. Further, a single person in 
the preparation phase of an own economic activity would be 
entitled to input tax deduction under comparable circum-
stances. An appeal was filed against the ruling. 

 

Transactions of an Internet pharmacy 

BFH, ruling of 24 February 2015, V B 147/14 

The BFH ruling in the preliminary proceedings refers to an 
Internet pharmacy in the Netherlands. They dispatch drugs 
to customers in Germany. The customers are either patients 
covered by the statutory health insurance or patients 
covered by the private health insurance. As a pharmacy, 
they are obliged to inform and consult their customers with 
regard to the drug delivery. In this respect they needed the 
patients’ assistance for the orders placed via the Internet. 
Therefore, in return for answering questions about the 
deceases and for sending the prescriptions, they granted to 
the patients an expense allowance.  

The pharmacy treated their supplies to the patients covered 
by private health insurance as distance sales transactions 
liable to VAT in Germany pursuant to § 3c UStG. Moreover, 
the pharmacy issued invoices to the statutory health 
insurance companies with regard to the supplies for their 
members stating their supplies as zero rated intra-Com-
munity supplies of goods. It is in dispute whether the 
assessment basis for the taxable supplies to the patients 
covered by private health insurance is to be reduced not 
only by the expense allowance granted to them. According 
to the BFH, the connection between each expense allow-
ance and the specific transaction needs to be checked. The 
expense allowances to the patients covered by the statutory 
health insurance are directly connected to the zero rated 
intra-Community supplies of goods to the statutory health 
insurance companies. In this respect, no VAT reduction may 
be granted, because there is no taxable transaction pursuant 
to § 17 UStG. The expense allowances paid to the patients 
covered by the statutory health insurance are only indirectly 
connected to the distance sales transactions with respect to 
the patients covered by private health insurance. As a result, 
a reduction pursuant to §17 UStG is excluded.  
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OTHER  

Results of the special VAT-audit 2014 

BMF, notification of 8 April 2015  

The special VAT-audits are undertaken regardless of the ro-
tation of the general audit and without differentiation bet-
ween the sizes of the businesses. The special VAT-audits 
undertaken in 2014 resulted in a VAT surplus amounting to 
EUR 2.23 billion. The results from the engagement of 
special VAT-auditors in general audits or in tax investigations 
are not included in this taxable gain. In 2014, 89,202 special 
VAT-audits were undertaken. On a yearly average, 1,921 
special VAT-auditors were engaged. On average, each 
auditor undertook 46 special audits. According to the BMF, 
this means that an average taxable gain of approx. 
EUR 1.16 million is reached per auditor engaged.  

When comparing earlier notifications of the BMF it becomes 
clear that in the last five years the number of the special 
VAT-audits has declined, but the overall surplus has risen 
nonetheless. This also applies to the level of the individual 
auditors: 

 
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 

Total  
surplus (€) 

1.9 
billion 

2.0 
billion 

2.3 
billion 

1.97 
billion 

2.23 
billion 

Total audits 96,138 93,144 91,198 90,407 89,202 

Total auditors  1,958 1,937 1,904 1,908 1,921 

Audits per 
auditor  

49 48 48 47 46 

Total surplus 
per auditor (€) 

0.98 
million 

1.00 
million 

1.20 
million 

1.03 
million 

1.16 
million 

 

EVENTS 

Electronic archiving – efficiency and audit 
security for companies 

 11 June 2015 ‒ Frankfurt / Main 

 12 June 2015 ‒ Cologne 

 16 June 2015 ‒ Munich 

 2 July 2015 ‒ Leipzig 

 7 July 2015 ‒ Hanover 

 14 July 2015 ‒ Mannheim  

 15 July 2015 ‒ Fribourg 

 22 July 2015 ‒ Regensburg 

 8 September 2015 ‒ Kiel 

 10 September 2015 ‒ Essen 

For more information please click here. 
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7 / MwSt.VAT Newsletter / Tax / May 2015 

 

   

The information contained herein is of a general nature and is 
not intended to address the circumstances of any particular 
individual or entity. Although we endeavor to provide accurate 
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. 

© 2015 KPMG AG Wirtschaftsprüfungsgesellschaft, 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 
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 publication 
“Global Indirect Tax Brief” (KPMG 
International) 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 
our homepage. 
 
**Please note that KPMG International does not 
provide any client services. 

 

 
 
MwSt.VAT Newsletter – Free 
Subscription 
To subscribe, please register at 
www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.aspx 
 
 
www.kpmg.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: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.com/de/de/dienstleistungen/tax/indirect-tax-services/seiten/default.aspx
http://www.kpmg.de/newsletter/subscribe.aspx
http://www.kpmg.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
	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 /PageByPage

  /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 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.16667

  /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 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.16667

  /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 <>



    /ENU <FEFF00450069006e007300740065006c006c0075006e00670020006600fc00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000310030000d004b0050004d004700200041004700200028005000440046002d00530065007400740069006e0067007300200031002e00380029>

    /DEU <>

  >>

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]

>> setpagedevice



