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The research about a principle of law of Service Contract

Hyun-sook Choi

Department of law, Graduate Schoal.

Pukyoung National University

Abstract

As the society develope, new contracts have continually occurred. These contracts have
many distinctions, so many problems occur. Therefore, the object of this thesis is to
ascertain the department of new contracts were not handled by the representative
contract. Second, for a consumer who was often received damage in the contract, this
thesis will try to grope a new principle of law. First of all, for distinguishing new
contracts from the typical contract will be prescribed. After to find the service in the new
contract, | will ascertain many distinctions of these contract. And | will ascertain an
unreasonable point which is not solved by the typical contract.

The new contracts are getting difficult and complex, therefore it is no easy that a
consumer understand the contents of these contracts. Also the object of the contract is an
immaterial thing and a prepayment type, so the consumer receive damage easily. For not
only to protect a consumer, but also to conclude the proper contract, a service offerer will
offer a service recipient enough information. This will be named an obligation for offering
the information.

By reason of an immaterial which is a distinction of the service contract, it is no easy to
decide a case which the service to be pertinent or not for the object of the contract. This
problem get restored as a responsibility for a warranty and a responsibility of default.

And the service contract is the contract which offer the object continually, so on the way
to perform the contract, if someone have to cancel a contract, it is too difficult to solve
the problem.

Lastly, | will grope the new law for the consumer through to propose a new legislation.
So | will propose some new legislation here.

The service is that a service offerer offers a fixed labor or a convenience for a service
recipient who pay a fixed sum. The service contract is the contract for such a dealing.
Therefore this contract is a contract made for a consideration and a contract received a



labor and a contract is not concluded in the undertaking , a contract of employment, or a
mandate. And as the service contract is a continuing contract, it has a right of a
termination. Also it has a right of a midway termination and a right of a immediately
termination. And it has a right of a contract is reformed, so as owing to unavoidable
circumstances, if the contract can't continue, the person concerned can insist on their
right of a reform. Lastly an important thing is a service recipient has a responsibility of
conjunction. So to speak a service recipient have to help a service offerer offering things.
The service offerer offer service, on the other hand, as the service recipient don't perform
his responsibility, although the object of contract don't get accomplished, the service
recipient must give a price. But if the service recipient receive profit through get rid of

obligation, the service recipient can't request as the sum as the profit.
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