T B ot vk P BT Bl S 55 i A 3
| F X

NERE: HELSARRGELRN S, BHRE R EE0E S, & — LS4 2002

FREBREEITPRANCRERER), EXAAREHRS LY, WHELS 25 2841548

MARGIRA, T A 5 BATAL £ 6 B S 4 (KM LE) o b5 AT R A8 £ 00 B IS L4 (12 4

%), HHXE LML —RMALTLE FTREH SR LSUEL4FE,EE$E

RETASH, AN BHRPASXERARRETH RS EAASHEERTHGHE,
%R .eHLS WEXF BPLES HELLE

FRLAFREMRKFRFEHIT, RFH L,

—  MEBEN S5 5 ESA 55

FEIAASATE B, ATZ 10 538 A 858 1% BT, AE 8] A4 15 1 A B 5% 2R th i sl 3

RHRERKRA T, AN BRAITHER ST A FNE, REE T —FERXR, It

—HEHEHE FBITREZE RN R KR AN, LR YFARMERE=
N TR IR SE A A R 7= A T 38 60 R U B B B L BB SR S R L

— Ay TR BE XS R EA A XS MY HFHHIERS D AN XFHET HRE
ARMAE, MCEE R BN 433 £FF 631 £, CERERYBANE R, ENE S
FFE T RRE P L)

2002 A4 A BB E R IAE ) BN X S AACEEREM) E 241 %&, K
WEEEBF I, B BE 55 7T LUk — %5 4y b 5 B AT A8 5% B9 Bt BE X %5 (die leistungsbezogenen
nebenpflichten () nebenleistungspflichten’ 41 ) J 5 J& 17 7 46 % i) fif BE X %% ( die nicht leistungs-
beiogenen nebenpflichten ' 3 ) leistungssichernde nebenpflichtenf ¢ ) , Bii& B4 241 &% 1 &

(1] Stephan Madanus, “Die Abgrenzung der leistungsbezogenen von den nicht leistungsbezogenen Nebenpflichten im neuen
Schuldrecht” , Jura 2004, S.290.

(2] Jauernig/Teichmann, §241, 11. Aufl. ,Verlag C. H. Beck, 2004 ,Rn. 10.

(3) ##IFIHEH Amdt Teichmann, “Nebenverpflichtungen aus Treu und Glauben” , JA 1984 ,S.546,

(4] Stephan Madanus, S.290; Jauemig/Teichmann, §241,Rn.9.

(5] Siehe Stephan Madanus, 'S. 289ff. )

(6) Siehe Han-Joachim Musielak,Grundkurs BGB, 8. Aufl. , C. H. Beck, 2003, S.203.
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% EEEE 2 ZEL) SEATHEENWEE XS (BIAAR X5) RS T X EHAF L5
WA LR RS ET (KB, EAM XS MU, ERFFETMELEL HE
BB B LR AR DA SR B L (JNEE 402 AN 666 4% ) B W EA B ™ & (a2 KEM
PRI L4 ) , BE AN R 340 75 A R AR B (45 157 4RN5R 242 &%) Bl— MR IR SE 15 AT IR W (5
242 Z) T A L8 5 BAT A HE S 0 M BE S 55 30 BT IR B AR LS5 L

R 7 2 7E W RE S &5 M M B 5 T IR R TR Lo BB ¥R (Larenz) % nebenpilichten
R T AT R AT S5, I X — & 5 5 M4 AT 35 (nebenleistungspflichten ) 4]
BETAEHRRA L 78 BT-Drs. 14/6040 X — R B EFREREXTH 282 KWL+, &
¥ nebenpflichten I schutzpflichten 351, I\ =& MIF , T 5 LA L5 BN A XFHEX
400 THRIRE 7 (Emmerich) M 3A % , 4 48 5 B 47 0 47 i % 77 LA KX 4 nebenpllichten 71
nebenleistungspflichten , I, it nebenpflicht Jif 25 [7] T2 7 X &, (B ARl 6F L A3 T (leistungs-
ferne ) nebenpflichten (5 JB 17 3% [ 9 B BE X 55 ) 3X — A&, )5 & W1k — 2 X 43 D PR 3P0 L 55
BENSE, R X4 T leistungsbezogene Fll sonstige nebenpﬂichtén,ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂMéﬁ{ﬂ‘X% ,
JE 3 BIMRE 45 53X P F 1% B0 F 9 nebenpflichten AR 24 F BT 18 it M BB X 45 2 S M
(Kramer) 2, — 7 T , /%% nebenleistungspflichten F1 nebenpflichten #H X 43, ¥ neben-
pflichten 25 [ FHi18 ¥ BT & Fi i) weitere verhaltenspflichtencl'®) 55— J5 T , ftis ¥ nebenpfli-
chten [X 4 4 7 3 : — 2 RBATHE 5 0 I B S 45, 010 JB8 AT S 4 IFAR 6 10 BB L 55 i 5
& B SRR XS, B E RSB 241 558 1 AR B —RE S BHEMX
RIBEBE X4, BIARY X45, o (P R L) 48 241 448 2 3O %, ik, S AR I I
B S 25 NGB AT S TRMEIX 4) , R B TE AN 58 v i BY R 2540 5 SR HI U1
 XTHERE S S KT, ST SRR A 4 DU R, B SRR U U L X
% BITREXS (BMAAME) MRP XS, Kb GRETREANZARE S
TR 4 S 45 (oK TR U0 T 43 TR . (1) 3R R ARD X5, W% 536¢ 4 .48 541 %& (55 618
£MET0L £%; ) BRAXRERNNREP XS, mFhETREERBYEMELX
% WHMEBRIT R NS L2AR HAEXR (B HEAKRBUCSE) AT S AANR
AR CIRE X5 FHA AR (3) AREMEMEE LRRBRR TR LS, G R
B e S A LA B R HE R AT 0 R B B AL S B R B b U9 RERE AN N 5 BT
iﬁlﬁ%W%X%ﬂi&-ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ(%ﬂ%ﬁﬁi%,ﬁﬂﬁﬁégﬁigﬁﬁﬁﬁ%\Tﬁ%‘ﬁ
HVRT S5 RHE S 0 R S DA T IR YE B S Y R A 58 4 L5 17

{7) Vgl. BT-Drs. 14/6040,S. 141. Siehe auch Stephan Madanus, S.290. )

(8) Jauernig/Teichmann, §241,Rn.9.

[9) Stephan Madanus, S. 290.

(10) Karl Larenz, Lehrbuch des Schuldrechts, Band I, Allgemeiner Teil, 14. Aufl. , C. H. Beck, Miinchen, 1987, S.11.

{11) BT-Drs. 14/6040,S.141.

(12) Volker Emmerich, Das Recht der Leistungsstérungen, 5. Aufl. ,Verlag C. H. Beck, 2003, S.334; MunchKomm/Emmer-
ich, vor §275,Band 2,Rn. 253ff.

[13) MinchKomm/Kramer, § 241, Band 2a, Rn.18.

(14} MiinchKomm/Kramer, § 241, Band 2a, Rn.19.

(15) MiinchKomm/Kramer, § 241, Band 2a, Rn. 46ff.

(16) MiinchKomm/Kramer, §241, Band 2a, Rn.921f.

(17] Volker Emmerich, S.334.
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S IEPEEST S A E

M BT R RATH T RUE ), 5 3245 45 S5 70 B B SC 55 X 0 E S A SR I R 53 —
XS, BT U5 R L 55 o XX R BB PRAE 19 140 50 45 AR E T M FE /K (Stoll)
4 ZE I T 2 o # L18) |

PR RFEHABUEBRL ) (BB —M) DRI LHFPAT HAAT R L E X~ AP,
e R 5852 S5 AR 30 B — b EC A AT g 55 26 R 00 3, g 4 B8 U /R ( Gernhuber ) 72

 H(BSRR)— TR

Ml FEHTA Y, S SE MBS MW RN I L8 ARFE R NRY, T2 KB
BRNEHITR, MERERBTZHEN LS  REEFRFLEREBHHFLT, B
b5 4083 B ) L 4 (R b 58 4 3 T X g i AR R B R ) BB S 55 o X 8 S5 TR M A AR
P55, TR EMNRRDEE T —BAE RN, BENIEZ M IEER 5B X
S A B —Fb L 45 RGP EER , B R 15 HE L 55 2% R BAE X B AT I T 5 op , W] DUK 2 40 A
5 280 A LATR FISE 323 &K LUTF B A& 30H 2

(CEEEIAMLE) WL E RS 241 KR URAT S48 XEMERP 552 )
AR 1 MR T /X558 2 FOUME T RIP L2 RS EER X BT L5 TR
MR B ST #E R RIN, G X5 B R E RN K E RO, RS 5 E7E
RIP BRI AFARERER R WA, EFERRS TRATH S 0RS TRIPH &1
355, AR A8 AL EA B 55 BR AR 55 T %o 3K SR AR B RO 68 T, 3L BK 1k o TR 45 B AE AR 80
MfEEERZAL ’

7 2 (Teichmann) A, ELH AT L5 MMNGAT 5@ ¥ UHBRGENARBTF 28 H
s RIS B R EE AL SR AN MM AR (SEBMAR) , &7 M3 AEN 2 — B 1
%5 3 ML 9 00 HAT O , RO B4R 7 24 3 3B £ At B At 95 28 (A9 — U )
RIEBEBE . 170 XS5 M5B 242 Sp HET A, BB T ARME XLRMEEMHF LR (W0
31 RE2HURBRARTEHLSE) BT REE =N (MR E=ZAEANRY)
FHXFEZANTEE L KHE 33, EABRTERER, K HES BB SSHE (a0 B,
RS R BB AR, MR RERAIE LS, MRS XAHEE AESE
BR(IN%E 611 Z&FN5E 705 %) MBS RAT T ANFHBEERSIEM. EABTHF KR
FHERREM L IER . BRI B E WA (55 280 S A0S 282 &%) 56 278 XL 1A
& 2

(18) Siehe Karl Larenz, “Anmerkung zu BGH vom 25. 4. 1956” , NJW 1956, S.1193; Karl Larenz, Zur Schutzwirkung eines
Schuldvertrages gegeniiber dritten Personen, NJW 1960, S.78. %gi B EN AGHRFRESHE=ZARERPRIH
AR, BB %W EH (FAEDE 8 15, Jb 5T K2 H AUk 2004 4£F , %5 261 T, Siehe Stephan Madanus, S.289ff.

{19) Karl Larenz, Lehrbuch des Schuldrechts, S. 10.

(20) Joachim Gernhuber, Das Schuldverhilinis,J. C. B. Mohr ( Paul Siebeck) , Tiibingen,1989,S.23.

(21} Dieter Medicus, § 3. Leistungsstorungsrecht, S.125.

(22]) BT-Drs. 14/6040,5.125.

(23) Siehe Stephan Madanus, S.289ff.

(24) Stephan Madanus, S.289{.

(25) Jauernig/Teichmann, §241,Rn.10.
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S PTR80S R REE S 241 258 | RAE MBI XS E W, BRI AA
FORREE—RFEFEBRHIIAE, RSN FRE L EWRE, b, RS EK
WAL, I — 7 M3 AT EA WA R R EE LB L. —BRh, — I S A 5 —
7 M3 A B ST G 5 RO B WA K, (R S5 R B RS o BN, FE b R R B R )
53R H AR R A 38 5 R AR B X S5 HOTR EE (28)

Y2 B B 7 U — 25 1L T S 5 4 A0 70 9 BT A 0 3 v 1 A B B S 5 K P
T B AT FAAKIET (5 241 KB 2 XME 242 £) . HERABRBESXRHARM
Pe A R 4IRS L B LA R M SRR RS X R R R H R O R
R o WEANEA — 7 243 A X F XA S 2 A% ol S0 RS2 7 A 2 AR IR B, DA B
U ASER T RAPE, B 243 A B KU A, AT B A TR R 55, 55— 7 M 3 AR
WA B BT AR R 5 S R £ 2

B4 A X5 FUR L5519 R 439228 , M6 4R 7B 3T (looschelders) 45 I T+ (1) ZEBALA
B X 45 7 R AR TR DR B R A JB AT SR I & DB, X TR S 4538 T 9 000 R R <
W X 5535 S 280 4655 1 50FISE 3 3K.45 281 £ AIES 323 4%, xR N 55 JUITE F4S 280 4
51 HON4E 3 2.5 282 LA 324 45 (2) L TFBAT AR BREHLINOUE AT T 4448 X £ (48 275
% 85280 45 1 BCRIES 3 3.5 283 4558 311a LA 326 4%) 08

B R AN XS R X 4 RIBAT X AR Y LS B X AR R, T LT 51 B R
R .

— ZEALE

“AtL 4 HE T H2U15513
< | N B80AF A H R £281ER
FOVS PN £33 513
WX 5
RIS — - ————— 7 Mr THUEHK
3 A 5 28045 L8 B 384 5 3245
J
ARNEHR
=  HBEATHERBMEEX5E S BT A KR
fit e S 55 (PR3P 55 ) I X a3

K45 BATHRK M S SBATRRN S (RIS NEE, TERFNT
JLR (D) ZE S R, B S ARG 45 T 7= A2 B A B AR (U FE A 6 78 [ R vk ) 55 324
SRR BT 45 T A BB SE B, T 3 S R JB A7 AH 5% Y I Il S 55 A A B A J AR 388 (78 B IR v
JRNEE 323 ZER AN ; (2) T RARD L5 BB E AT KA 2t 2 (7R i R vk ) 265 280 &%

(26) Dieter Medicus, § 3. Leistungsstorungsrecht, S.110.
[27) Volker Emmerich, S.335f. .
(28) Dirk Looschelders, Schuldrecht AT, 2. neubearbeitete Aufl. , Carl Heymanns Verlag, 2004, S.10.
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551 SRS 282 %, T SR B AT A 3 F FEF B S 55 B 408 £5F 3L 55 R 490 38 G A T SR AR I 2R il 2
(TEE Rk )58 281 &% 1 &Ko

L. AT B MRS

MRYE X — bR, E M BE S5 I BATAR B S F AN BET LUFER SRS 5. i,
JE 5 U (Fikentsche ) B AT 5 7 15 3R (X 43 22 55 B BE L 55 2 #8485 (Lorenz) AN, IR
U SRR RMIFE, WAL E RIEM) S 242 K5 1 KB X ERE —RER, 7
3 % XA B, A BB 5L DU B AL RAUE RB BB R LY mE R
W RSP X EAFEBITERN, EEF R E (R E R )% 280 42 | STAER
MEBEERNMBZNT . A adRN,EE KR KA, B EREA) % 541
% 55535 &5 1B 2 .58 618 RA(EERIIAIL) (HGB) 58 62 445, 7 LIFiE . MR
T B3 0 B e I 2 S0 B8 BB A9 B0 SR AR BB AL, i T AZE R AP & R R IR T — 30 DUFIE /Y
JBAT T SRR T iy 69 A AF 3 RA ) '

REGWEE TREARHXFWE. BiAd, WRE XS KR T B IRHET N5
K —REPLZ WBESL S BINBAT X 3 — R RAFMILZ BN 5. FE X HE—F
SRR —BRIWENS , ST B BN S ;73— KRR X%, Bl
BALN A K58 Z AN Z A S S ™ B 25 B2 :

HE, X—WEELFESMERNRBAMM G, —FH, S FHHEANRELEIE
Bk & A= ) LR B R B, XS ARPE N RV AT E 2 /BT XSS Wl ERA Y, 38
SRAUFIAAE g 8 RALR H B, 30 R A5 55 A% BT B 45 14 B9 97 9 40 B g b 3 7 X A Y IE
BT, BARSE AN LR ZY A EMLE, EFREE LS BHREE L FNEE, LT
IR . BRI S TR AR S, X — BRI T it B AT R %% X
% W B AT T AL 4 2 B R I ETRH s O

53— 7, Y AE B — AL MRS S 4 A B TR B0 B X TR A
HA A RAET o Ml TR AN R 355 B T VR ok ) RRZE R AR B R R R B
BN BB HA T REAAT LFHMEERN ERANGEE XSG, X RN
B &, B8 R A — BLE T 2 1] A e 8 B R BT B BB R R B R E R T R AR
TREFTREET ) WA, BREFANBES Y N & R REIFZEIFREMORE,
&R H ST IR KRR AR T E R SR S BB S 55 B AT YR o, T AS AR I OR (B
X — . EEBISMETETE B2 AN 5 WA R A R T AR A B, A AR A
X — PR 0

2. 5BATHHGEN

L RS RRREA IR X AT, IR E W S B AT, X T

(29) ~ Wolfgang Fikentscher, Schuldrecht, 8. Aufl. ,Berlin, New York, Walter de Gruyter, S.36, Rn.31.
(30) Lorenz/Riehm, Lehrbuch zum neuen Schuldrecht, C. H. Beck,2002,8.176.

(31] MinchKomm/Kramer, §241,Band 2a,Rn.113.

(32) EEFEBUARE) (B—M) , P EEE KRS H A 2001 487,55 40 -41 K,

{33) Stephan Madanus,S. 290.

(34) Dieter Medicus, Schuldrecht I, Allgemeiner Teil, 15. Aufl. , C. H. Beck, 2004, S.423ff.

(35) Dieter Medicus, § 3. Leistungsstﬁmngsrecht, S.125.

(36) Stephan Madanus, S.290. .

{37) Volker Emmerich, Das Recht der Leistungsstérungen, S.335.
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AT DURBOE 3¢ B AR 48 65155 50 R B0 5 SCR B 9T 2= A 38 SRAL, I A L2 FB AT A <
B o XX —AR LR B TS, AU B B TO R X B R B S AT . R—AN TR E
e, B X ST RRE R ERHAR S i THEAEEASFRBME S, 2
T YR IE PR FF 0T Bk A R TR B A M I AR TR A s e o

3. ERMIXSZEM

PR IR FIA (Lieb) (A2 B i 58 (Musielak ) Fl T 4545 37 ( Matteheus ) 45 £ 3 $2 18 X — 4%
e MRAFX —AnHE, 7E W BE 55 MR 55 T 39 E 4 55 Z R AUAUR I 2 R 5 i, s 2 A0
BATHRH o X —irHETE R SR SR BN TR o] LAGE A, {EL7E Y B8 S0 45 BRAR I £ 14 L 55 B AT
FEAFRE B R A RS E ARG, BIARER T o X M BE 5t gl ik
N UE A SRR BE S5 ) dnh X BT i 2 2 LA i i T4 B X 55 o

X F 13X — 81, B SCHRE % T LA B B 3R 2 I A2 A 55, AT 48 61 3o 4 A5 L 55 19
HUTIAR: S638 P o 0098 75 AR AT R TA W, 6 S 380 o o T AR B0 — WAL, P R ok gt
55281 58 1 SR SEE AL U0 B RS 282 R E RET TRRF B, BIXt X &3 AT M E
— A PR TG R S, T 3 3 A SO 5% B R T S 55 i 1% , 7 A0 8 ol 5 ke 30 R
B ER Y MR, EXSERAHAMELT,E 281 KWEALEESEN, B
6 J 2 B AT (VAR IR IS b oA T L% i )

L3k B (Madanus ) A , AR TE AT 4 A3 55 FAR 37 S 55 iy i 9 LI 2 i) ) IXC 90 5
AHE AL AT E AR, HX — ke 2 M BRIy LIRS AR F
W EFANETERETESBETAMKNMELSHAGR, EZ a8 RERNAEFR
HEBENF MRBEGRANEAGHR. ERES RS, R HE AN SRR SRR
HFANBERATARAMEBRAZHBAT EEXS  MERBSBRSWEASR T,
R M H N GEHWMEZ) IR 1 LSRR T FAAT NS 9 s, 7058 3 3 1
HABREZBITHERMT XS MISBBESERFERENER, BRFESERBH L HFAN
BB Z X WMAT N, N S R E RN Z 2 5 R EEMN X F5 MM S ZMEER S
B I AL 43

4. MELMEEXERE

BT L AR ERTAFTE BRI RE , SRS 4R T — i 543 B X o, B 308 5 R i SC 55 A
ERMTHMAERK D HER, KNEERBEXSHERREHET AN ESMNHER
REFETHAENE, MRMEXSFHERGET 40, MEMBATHXK, h(EER
BHL) 5 241 458 1 FORWAE WRBHE R ARZM ELM, LR BT AR, 8155 241
AE2FORRE., ENRPESHEEN EHMHNEE, BABRTERAES HREFET
 ARNEAEAENES R TRTIEEZMELSNEN ., NESTAAREAE M

(38) Stephan Madanus, S. 291.

(39) Dirk Looschelders, S.244, Rn. 608.

(40} BT-Drucks 14/6040, S.141.

(41} Dirk Looschelders, S.244, Rn. 608.

(42} Anwaliskommentar-Schuldrecht/Dauner-Lieb, § 282, DeutscherAnwaltverlag, 2002, Rn. 6.
(43) Stephan Madanus, S.291.

(44) BT-Drs. 14/6040,S.125.

(45) Stephan Madanus, S.291.
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HOREYEANNEE R XS BT AR EAM X5, B e % L5 o, E A 4 %
B THE, BTIREFISE 281 455 1 3% 3 356 281 AR DAREE 323 K5 1 3%, RAK—
PR FE DU A R S5 MR BESR E  ETER TT A AT I A I A ) BB RN
HOX— RS E TSR EEE, A 282 &AL IE T 5 M6 4 , 2R BIAR L6 “ I A R i
HIEMBITH R BB BE L 55 17

R SRR RRE E RS E 2 LSRR

AR5 4 U4 AR B e A F ] vh R R R I — RV R BUIE B X RE, EMERY
MR FEHDS5EREWSEA, FURFEE - BREZAN, UFREP RIS EBLREH
B REH I IR E S AN R T EZ AR 5, — B R LS RE0A A 2
HA Tk BLEETERKEREE LSS

AR 78 L T e R 45 R4y, B AT AR R BB BE X 5 R B A R RS X5
BB, A FEFETARSEAZE, AT Las R —BA HEEMRLH L2
£ HRRIAEY ;TP XE MM S L4 X5 HIREM ML, R R M2 2B & (4R
AE-DR

T2 AT (Krebs) AR -5 X 54 FEARMBRZE . BW Rk L5 BNELT
£ [ (vertragsihnlich) , F A BFE T EF P, BEAFEARNANES BT UEHTE, K
2 LAY B N 4R B R (sonderverbindung) o ‘B FIZC 5 % 4 M 45 W K r B AE T /5 & R# L
AR BX MBI R SO B RKAE ST A AL RIS R & L5 R
1,5 A X F R — T R B ARMAET — N7 B 5, BT A R AR S AR
2 BRI A Z S — BRI B X R X E RS R AR A AT AT W
FREBA N B T B (5F 3 — R AP AR ) B4 A 3L 55, o IR Tt R A8 (I R
PLHL) BB 831 AT N ABIE S 278 &k U

5k B B S 55 B ML , 7E BR-Drucks 338/01 7 S B E Rk L) 25 241 458 3 ME M
ERPMEAT BEANNEB X R O EEREZRASNBENERT, K" — im0
R £ T LS HBH/REL AN, X I EENERA RENRIEX B SURER LMK
Bl (PEE RIS 241 4555 3 FPHE MR LS EVE B AR E Bl 1 REUE LT
AT AN S (RS ZENS), “HERPERANREEFTTHOAE EOHRTAR. R
%07 DRI — I 7=, 3 LGB B 15 AT AE ISR 278 &, ERA RS AN B AT R Bl
N e 4 AR B R 32 B SR B ARAE X555 T 38 5 B A A YR I WGE ISR 831 & X R

(46) Stephan Madanus, S.291.

[47) Stephan Madanus, S.292.

(48) ABHARBITHE LG EELFZHR) , GERFERE LT B 11,2000 4,58 37 5,

(49) Dauner-Lieb, § 2 Das Leistungsstorungsrecht im Uberblick, in Dauner-Lieb u. a. , Das neue Schuldrecht, C. F. Miiller Ver-
lag, Heidelberg, 2002, S.71.

(50) Anwaltskommentar-Schuldrecht/Krebs, §241,Rn.3{f.

(51) Siehe Karl Larenz, “Culpa in contrahendo, Verkehrssicherungsflicht und ‘ sozial Kontakt’ ” ,MDR 1954,5.516.

{52) BR-Drucks. 338/01,S.13.

(53) BT-Drucks. 14/7052,S.182.
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H— B S WERBENE, ERER R HEL XS HERZER
MEHATR Sy o VB N5 B TP LA W7E8E, B R A R TENE R A, LY R
RIE BARBIHA I A AR 5 (B3R IBBOE AT N M52 8 B AR a0 B . X
AT FEEXHEMAEHEE, B2 R SR O SEANEEEREN, &
R Bk B ARG B RS S5, T R BoW 7= 4 T4 R 91 R 7 78 F Rt
7A=Y S 8,08 B T 45— MR A AR 32
5 %4 X 55 AR R &7 B 2 IE Q03 8 Thiele) FHA KNI, R H R E XS RE—EBE LK
WA K ELRUMREBFAHEFAEERETHREMAZ EHEELE LY TR
IR KRR X5 FR 0 “ A AR B 0 B B AT X 457050 st AT DU H S R B I T IR 3 X
% HE TR 2 18 B s 3

Ho AP — BN R RPN STE, ENESREXS W BELEE
Hho BARYY XS I AR R R T BAR R BRI R, T2 LA R RE B0 TR BE A T AL B B
“— IR SERAN R MRS B RS, KR R R ST R < s
FH L B N o O BRI AR SO T B 5 T o L PR S FE (BT BT S A
BY)—BHEAT BESARTRNER" X —FE 0 5 1R (Huber) A%, BB AR
BRI T A RBURIE T &M B M =4 T W S2 AR B E 2 A SRR 5= 5 L 4%,
R—XFARRCHE, EHAREITH M T ZA, TR M EHEERREHT
ARBERRET LM, TREHTHRAFETHER RS EH, B2 ANRE
HARBETFTHERTHIOEF XS MELETERT —ROXHE4L N E L HIRBIA
K7 AR BRSSO R BRI XS B ERB T ARRA AR R E R4
BRI H A L) T LB A, SR R A v & R R U557 B 4 R R )
REAR LR T )

R IRBEAR IR A R B R (B A R RAE) WX — R R T Y, SR B
(AR B MR S T AE S 28 R A bk ) “ AR 4 ok 19 LB SR K HE AR AE L9 L
BRI, BIT(EE R M) X TR ERENE 831 &, WA LUE“RFIE R4 [ A BAUT

(54) Dirk Looschelders, S.9; BT-Drucks. 14/6040, S.125.

(55) MunchKomm/Kramer, § 241 ~432, Band 2a, Einleitung,Rn. 89 —91.

(56) MunchKomm/Kramer, §241 -432, Band 2, Einleitung, Rn. 89.

(57) Lothar A. Muller 1A o 4R4" X 45 RARSH 2 401 A, T ALY 149 S5 W46 1A S/ — Mt Ao B L Siche Lothar A.

. Miller, “Schutzpflichten in Biirgerlichen Recht” , JuS 1998, S.895,

(58] Wolfgang Thiele, “Leistungsstorung und Schutzpflichtverletzung” ,JZ 1967,S. 651f.

(59) Hans Stoll, Die Beweislastverteilung bei positiven Vertragsverletzungen, Festschrift fiir Hippel , Mohr Siebeck , 1967 ,S.525.

(60) Dieter Medicus, Verschulden bei Vertragsverhandlungen,in Gutachten und Vorschlige zur Uberarbeitung des Schuldrechts,
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[ Abstract] Subordinated duty is the product of the development of German law of obliga-
tions. With efforts made by German courts and scholars, such duty was incorporated in the Ger-
man Civil Code during the amendment of German law of obligations in 2002, and thereby became
a type of legal obligation. As a correlative to main duty of performance ( Hauptleistungspflichten) ,
subordinated duty can be divided into two categories: the duty related to performance ( Leistunsp-
flicht) and the duty not related to performance (Schutzpﬂicht) . For the test defining Leistunspfli-
cht and Schutzpflicht, there are many doctrines put forward by German scholars. When discussing

the so — called Schutzpflicht, it is also closely related to the duty of care in German tort law
( Verkehrspflichten) .
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