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Introduction  

The topicality of the PhD Thesis research is reflected within its economic, social and 

political scope, however, first and foremost, this marks the dynamic nature of the field of study. 

The necessity and value for doctrinal interpretation arises from the significant changes in  

the case-law on tax disputes and the legitimacy of tax planning in the Member States of  

the European Union, over the last 20 years. Lawful tax planning is justified from an economic 

and business point of view and is, in itself, of great importance – no company or individual has 

any interest in, or is even compelled to, pay higher taxes in the course of their business activity 

than what is required by law. This draws on the complexity of the case along with the question 

of a reasonable understanding of “lawfulness” of tax planning and the interpretation of this 

lawfulness by various subjects of law and in reference to business activity. The approval of  

the Doctoral Thesis results was noted in the Socrates journal No 3(24), 2022, under the topic 

“Factors Affecting Modern Entrepreneurship and Tax Planning,” and in Socrates journal 

No 2(23), 2022, under the topic “Definition of Tax Planning in the Case Law of the Court of 

Justice of the EU (ECJ). 

This understanding will vary across the EU depending on the legal situation and  

the legal dispute, but the main effect will be the interpretation according to the competence of 

individual EU Member States. Moreover, it should be noted that large-scale tax planning is 

further contextualised by considerable political motivation and ambition to maximise tax 

preferences. Although the concept of legitimate tax planning does exist, the interpretation and 

practical application of various theoretical statements will depend on the court of the country 

that raises the issue of tax planning within its competence. 

The topicality of the study is related to the fact that the case law of the EU Court of 

Justice in tax disputes and tax planning is at present among the most elaborate and systematic 

ones, but also very recent and not fully established, being subject to the effect of numerous 

factors, primarily the range of EU Member States, taxation policy and tax behaviour of subjects 

developing it, and the transnational nature of tax planning. 

In this regard, the present PhD Thesis is devoted to the actual legal issue of the concept, 

content and basis of setting the criteria of lawful tax planning as the foundation for the economic 

operation of European business entities. 

It is important to emphasise that, although the general approach to defining lawful tax 

planning – beginning with the distinguished and fundamental case of Cadbury Schweppes1 – 

 
1 Cadbury Schweppes and Cadbury Schweppes Overseas, 12.09.2006 [Electronic resource] // Info Curia –  

Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2018. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language= 
en&num=C-196/04 (Accessed: 10.12.2025) 
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has remained unchanged, it has evolved to be more detailed and accurate. In February 2019, 

the EU Court of Justice published the preliminary ruling on the dispute between Danish 

companies and tax authorities, which only confirms the continuity of the EU Court of Justice’s 

principle regarding the definition of lawful tax planning. Against the background of 

development and innovation within the matter, there is still room for further enhancement of 

the approach. 

Firstly, the current interpretation in tax planning legislation, defined on the basis of  

the Cadbury Schweppes case and the last two Danish cases, uses the concept of the economic 

objective and essence, which form the so-called “substance” where tax benefits only present  

an accompanying factor and circumstances instead of the core element of a dispute, in 

particular, in cases related to falsification of circumstances. Substance as the core element of 

any action of a company that is disputed from the point of view of tax authorities, has shifted 

the focus between objective and subjective factors that form the basis for deciding on (un-) 

lawfulness of tax planning, which will be further discussed in the Thesis. 

It is important to point out that the concept of lawful tax planning is not defined by  

the laws on taxes on corporate profits. Accordingly, in order to introduce this definition,  

the research observes the comments and statements made by the EU Court of Justice, 

Advocates General. 

Derived from such, in the EU business operations are based on the principles of business 

activities and the freedom of establishment, thus not only the interpretation of lawful tax 

planning will vary depending on the jurisdiction, but also special legislation – the legislation of 

the so called extra territorial sanctions law, USA taking the leading role in this field, will be 

involved in interpretation of the law on tax planning, bilateral sanctions being on one side of 

the issue, and provisions which are not accepted by the UN or an alternative body, on the other. 

However, these provisions affect other countries and business operations of the entities of such 

countries with the country subject to the USA sanctions, for example, USA has terminated  

the agreed regime with Iran as a consequence of introduction of the regime against Iran and Cuba. 

Thus, when a product is purchased or any transaction is carried out with entities subject 

to sanctions, the maximum measure entails blocking of accounts and the minimum – checking, 

and in the case, it triggers merely a secondary effect on tax planning, a major impact is ergo 

generated on business operations, with the two being closely interlinked. 

The above aggressive provisions are first provided by legislation and principles aimed 

at fighting money laundering. The concept and substance of the above provisions will be 

analysed in detail in Chapter 3. If, from the point of view of USA, a company or any private 

individual violates the provisions of anti-money laundering legislation or is suspected for this, 
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no transactions in US dollars may be carried out. Unfortunately, this affects not only tax 

planning, but also the execution of business on a global level, and such risks may not be 

neglected. The next matter where the approach has changed is business secrets and client 

confidentiality. These principles, which used to be non-negotiable before, now have obtained 

acutely narrow or, to be more accurate, no interpretation. Even lawyers have to join the system 

of notification of suspicious transactions and operations, with the exception of situations where 

they provide legal assistance in criminal and administrative cases with regard to 

money laundering. 

Considering all the above, it is obvious that national and international economic and 

geopolitical developments have driven the creation of the lawful tax planning arrangements at 

micro and micro levels. These arrangements have undergone major changes within the last 

20 years due to the dynamics of the national legislative approach, the international law,  

the interpretation of the operations, and the measures taken by companies to optimise their tax 

burden through the courts. The concepts and frameworks of offshores, tax heavens and  

tax holidays are becoming a thing of the past, and tax planning as such is balancing between 

national and international lawfulness and unlawfulness. 

Degree of scientific development of the theme 
There are no complex scientific studies and analysis of the concept of lawful tax 

planning based on the recent case law in the national or foreign literature on law, i. e. there are 

no comparative studies using court cases, opinions of Advocates General, judges and experts 

of law planning as primary sources. 

Non-existence of similar studies is, first, owed to the lack of the basic practical analysis 

of the rulings of the Court of Justice of European Union which have entered into force. In most 

cases, the matters of tax planning at EU level are analysed in textbooks (Christiana N. L. Panayi, 

Luca Cerioni, Mihaela Tofan, Ana Paula Dourado) and in journalistic literature (Gutman, Piero 

Borya). 

The theoretical basis of the research is provided by the works that exclusively cover 

matters of tax planning, as well as scientific monographs and articles by recognised experts that 

have been published in English. 

The empirical basis of the research was provided by the legislative sources, including 

the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, the European Union Directives, and  

the legislation of the Members States of the European Union. Rulings of the Court of Justice of 

the European Union and the opinions of Judges and Advocates General also present  

an important part of the sources. 
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The object of research is the legal relationship ruling the legal framework and business 

environment of tax policies of the companies, which are operating as tax residents in  

the Members States of the European Union. 

The subject of research is the legitimate tax planning and distinction between 

legitimate and unlawful tax planning, which is most often understood as tax evasion, as well as 

the practical application of company tax planning for the purpose of minimising tax payments 

to the budgets of the relevant Member States of the EU, which materialises into the subject of 

review by the Court of Justice of the European Union as regards conformity of such planning 

with EU law.  

The goal of the research is the analysis of the case law of the Court of Justice of  

the European Union (ECJ) within the tax disputes for the last 20 years on the basis of  

the legislation of the EU Member States and applicable international law for the purpose of 

defining the concept, criteria of lawful tax planning, its strategies as well as its distinction from 

aggressive tax planning and tax evasion within EU.  

The research hypothesis derives from the question “How does the definition of tax 

planning in the European Union emerge from the integration of legal judgments from the ECJ, 

elements intrinsic to tax planning like aggressive tax planning and artificial arrangements, and 

the relevance of legislative sources within the European Union?”. In order to explore and test 

this hypothesis, the following research questions will guide the study: 

1. To what extent does alignment among the single market, harmonisation of taxation, 

competences of EU institutions, and the Court of Justice of the European Union 

influence the formulation and delineation of tax planning concept within  

the European Union? 

2. How does the Court of Justice of the European Union’s interpretation of legitimate 

tax planning concepts, principles, and boundaries in EU law influence tax planning 

practices within EU member states? 

3. How do the evolving dynamics of modern entrepreneurship influence  

the implementation, application, and direction of tax planning within the European 

Union? 

By addressing these research questions, the study aims to provide a comprehensive 

analysis of the role in defining tax planning and its implications for tax governance in  

the European Union. In order to attain the above-referred goal of the research, the following 

interlinked tasks were set and completed: 

1. Review the classic arrangements of tax planning that have been subjected to criticism 

by the national tax authorities and courts of the EU Member States. 
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2. Perform a comparative-legal analysis of the conclusions and rulings of the EU Court 

of Justice in disputes regarding legitimacy of tax planning, its principles and 

boundaries during the last 10 years. 

3. To reveal the basic approaches by members of the professional community to  

the definition of legitimate tax planning, its characteristics, principles, and 

boundaries. 

4. Review the basic criteria of compatibility of tax planning with the principles of the freedom 

of establishment and performance of economic activity in the European Union. 

5. To define the concept of legitimate tax planning, as well as its principles, 

characteristics, and boundaries. 

Methodology of PhD research 
The Doctoral Thesis employs several research methods to analyse topics related to tax 

planning within the European context. These methods include the comparative method, case 

analysis, synthetic analysis, inductive analysis, and examination of legislative sources. 

1. Comparative Method: The comparative method is utilised to analyse the concept 

and characteristics of tax planning. By comparing and contrasting ECJ decision cases 

such as Cadbury Schweppes, Commission of the European Communities v Italy, and 

Belgium v Truck Center SA, the research explores the varying approaches and 

interpretations of tax planning within different jurisdictions. This method allows for 

a systematic examination of the legal principles, practices, and interpretations 

relevant to tax planning. 

2. Legal Case Analysis: Extensive case analysis is conducted to examine specific ECJ 

cases that are relevant to tax planning. For example, cases such as Credit Suisse 

(regarding arrangements for payment of dividends), Belgium v Truck Center SA 

(concerning redemption, merging, and restructuring), and Marks & Spencer 

(focusing on shifting loss and profit) are thoroughly studied. These case analyses 

provide detailed information on the court’s reasoning, legal arguments, and 

application of relevant legal principles. They contribute to understanding of how  

the court approaches and interprets tax planning issues. 

3. Synthetic Analysis: The synthetic method is employed to define elements inherent 

to tax planning such as aggressive tax planning, artificial arrangements, etc. Various 

sources are synthesised, including legal amendments of countries, recommendations 

of the European Commission, declarations submitted at the OECD forums,  

press releases and etc. By synthesizing these sources, the research aims to provide  
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a comprehensive and legally grounded understanding of aggressive tax planning and 

its implications within the European Union. 

4. Inductive analysis: Inductive analysis is used to derive general principles and 

conclusions from specific cases and empirical evidence. It involves examining 

individual cases, rulings, and empirical data related to tax planning to identify 

patterns, trends, and underlying principles. This approach helps build  

a comprehensive understanding of tax planning regulations and their implications 

within the European context. 

5. Examination of Legislative Sources: The Thesis extensively examines legislative 

sources, including the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, legislative 

acts of the European Union (Directives) and legislative acts of the Member States of 

the European Union. These sources serve as fundamental references, providing  

the legal framework and principles to understand tax planning regulations. They 

contribute to the analysis by providing information on the legal provisions, 

directives, and guidelines that govern tax planning practices within the European 

Union. The Doctoral Thesis extensively relies on the rulings of the Court of Justice 

of the European Union. These rulings provide authoritative interpretations of EU law 

and contribute to the analysis of tax planning regulations. They provide insight into 

the viewpoint of the court, legal reasoning, and the application of legal principles. 

Additionally, the opinions of Judges and Advocates General are considered, as they 

provide valuable legal arguments and considerations in the field of tax planning. 

Scientific innovation of PhD research 
The theoretical importance of the research is provided by the fact that the present 

PhD research is the first scientific experience of doctrine categorization of ‘tax planning’ 

concept within the legal framework and the practices of the EU Court of Justice. 

The practical importance of the research results lies in the definition of concept and 

form of the lawful ‘tax planning’, which comprises a substantial part of the fiscal and monetary 

activities of business entities into the EU Member States. The analysis opens prospects for 

entrepreneurs on accounting and planning of their  tax payments and distribution of legitimate 

profits within the framework of lawful legal arrangements, cementing the practical significance 

of this Doctoral Thesis.  

The core statements for defence and conclusions of the research bring forward that 

in compliance with the legislation of the EU, tax planning as such is not prohibited and the aim 

of restricting and eliminating its abuse is the prevention of concluding artificial agreements 
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leading to distortion of the intention of the economic activities of a company, as well as tax 

evasion, for example, hiding the taxable profit. 

There are four circumstances worth focussing attention to in the course of qualification 

of the activities of companies as potentially unlawful tax planning: whether the establishment 

and registration of a resident company controlled by a foreign holding company affects  

the economic reality of the EU Member State, whether the company performs actual economic 

activities in the selected country, whether the foreign company subject to control physically 

exists at the location of its establishment, and whether this company has premises, personnel, 

and equipment. 

Degree of reliability of the research performed. Approbation of Research Results 
The results of the research were presented on 16 May 2018 at the seminar “Changes in 

tax planning in the international environment” in Riga, Latvia, at the interdisciplinary 

conference on social sciences “Places” on 2 April 2019 in Rīga Stradiņš University, as well as 

on 15 December 2018 and 7 January 2019 there were delivered lectures on tax planning 

concepts to the students of Riga BA School of Business and Finance.  

The structure of the PhD Thesis is determined by the goal and tasks of the research 

and includes the introduction, 3 chapters consisting of subchapters, the conclusion, 

propositions, the list of used sources, and literature. 
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Conclusions 

As the result of overall analysis provided within this PhD Thesis, the author has come 

to the following conclusions: 

1. The particularities of tax legislation, its interaction with legal anti-money 

laundering provisions, provisions on the so-called whistleblowers, as well as 

sanctions determine the complex nature of the approach for defining such 

boundaries where tax planning can be reclassified from lawful to unlawful.  

2. There is a range of issues which prohibit a strict definition of tax planning and also 

its differentiation from unlawful tax planning (aggressive tax planning). 

3. It is not possible to base all regulation on the single scheme of sources.  

4. The practice of adopting decisions by competent tax authorities in the EU varies 

from country, to country which leads to submitting disputes for resolution to  

the EU Court of Justice. 

5. The concept of abusive practice, the concept of use of wholly artificial 

arrangements, and the use of the substance has also been becoming 

increasingly meaningful during the last few years. 

6. In the case Cadbury Schweppes, the EU Court of Justice resolved that the tax 

provisions of the United Kingdom should not be applied if, based on objective 

factors confirmed by the third parties, it is proven that, irrespective of tax 

motivation,  

the foreign controlled company was established in the EU Member State and 

performs its effective economic activity. 

7. The EU Court of Justice has also emphasised the importance of performing 

assessment of the behaviour of the taxable subject by focussing on goals, objects, 

and reasons behind the disputed regulation and thus to encourage economic 

and social integration within the EU. 

8. Freedom of establishment also provides participation of natural and legal entities 

of an EU Member State in the economic life of the other EU member state on 

‘robust and sustainable basis’, and profit is gained in this process. That means that  

the concept of freedom of establishment within the scope of TFEU entails legally 

correct establishment for a nonrestricted term for the purpose of gaining profit.  

From the moment when the EU Court of Justice applies the principle of freedom of 

establishment, it performs evaluation of the goal and object of such freedom. 
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9. Two conditions can be distinguished which are worth paying attention to for 

qualification of the actions of the company as ‘using wholly artificial 

arrangements’: 

i. Does the establishment and registration of the controlled foreign company by  

the resident holding company of another country affect the economic reality  

of the EU Member State? Does the company have effective economic activity in 

the selected country? Or is such an establishment fictitious and the company 

established in this way is the mailbox company or the bogus company? 

ii. Does the controlled foreign company physically exist at the place of 

establishment? Does this company possess premises, personnel, and equipment? 

10. National law of any EU member state should conform to the EU law, however, not 

all the provisions of the national law have been primarily established on the national 

level. National legislative bodies in the European Union do not have the discretion 

to act in relation to adoption of strategic decision, as the EU law accurately 

stipulates their competence and in certain areas there is absolutely no space for 

rulemaking. 

11. The research hypothesis suggests that the definition of tax planning in the EU is not 

solely derived from a single source, but is instead a result of a comprehensive 

integration of various elements.  

12. Finally, modern entrepreneurship ensures that the definition of tax planning remains 

sound within both theoretical and practical grounds on a contemporary basis, 

delineated by an evolving economy and trends that follow. 
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Proposals 

Considering the observations and conclusions made by the author, there have been 

developed the following propositions to enhance further on the legal framework and business 

environment for lawful tax planning into European Union. 

Propositions for the Definition of Boundaries of Lawful and Unlawful Tax Planning 
Proposition 1: Codification of Substance-Over-Form Principle 

It is recommended to implement a codified substance-over-form principle in EU tax 

directives and subsequently adopt it tax laws in member states. This principle mandates that  

the economic substance of transactions dictate tax outcomes, not merely their legal form. 

Codification would deter transactions engineered solely for tax advantages, lacking genuine 

economic substance, thus delineating the bounds of legality in tax planning. 

Proposition 2: Establishment of Concise Statutory Definitions for Lawful Tax Planning 

It is recommended to introduce a clear statutory definition distinguishing acceptable tax 

planning practices from impermissible avoidance schemes. The proposed definition would be 

literally constructed as: “Lawful Tax Planning”. Lawful tax planning can be defined as 

corporate strategies that minimize tax liabilities while strictly complying with relevant legal 

standards and specific EU regulations. 

Proposition 3: Principle of Proportionality in Tax Planning 

It is recommended to establish a principle of proportionality in tax planning.  

This principle would kerb practices that are excessively complex or disproportionate to their 

economic rationale, thereby setting boundaries between legal and illicit tax manoeuvres. 

Proposition 4: Legally binding definition of tax planning concept 

In order to determine the lawfulness of tax planning, it is necessary to use the national 

legislation and the supranational law of the EU as the basis, by not disregarding international 

treaties, policies adopted by a particular range of countries including the US and EU sanction 

provisions, as well as the approach of the Court of Justice of European Union, the role of whose 

rulings has been increasing during the last 15 years in adopting decisions on lawfulness of tax 

planning. 

Proposition 5. Defining the Boundaries between Lawful and Unlawful Tax Planning 

5.1. It is recommended to provide clear guidance and standards for cross-border 

transactions to ensure compliance with EU tax regulations, particularly with regard to  

the principle of freedom of establishment and its goal of promoting economic and social 

integration within the EU. 

5.2. It is also recommended to enlighten future research with the examination of  
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the dynamic landscape of lawful tax planning through the lens of established core concepts, 

namely abusive practice, WAA and substance. 

5.3. Accordingly, the author proposes concise definition of modern tax planning in  

the European Union, i.e. legitimate tax planning is a complex of activities performed within 

the legal requirements of the jurisdiction in question that allow businesses to reduce tax 

expense by planning their activities in advance and maintaining very clear 

economic substance.  

5.4 To comprehensively integrate this concept into the Latvian tax law “On Taxes and 

Fees” adopted in 1995, a multifaceted approach should be employed, involving both  

the definition in the General Provisions and the integration either through a) an addition of  

a new clause or b) the expansion of an existing clause, with the proposed texts: 

1) Integration of Definition in Chapter I (General Provisions), Section 1. (Terms 

Used in this Law): “Legitimate Tax Planning: The strategy of managing tax 

liabilities in a manner that complies with Latvian and EU tax laws, as interpreted 

by the European Court of Justice, and avoids aggressive or purely artificial 

arrangements aimed solely at tax avoidance where by the definition is complex of 

activities performed within the legal requirements of the jurisdiction in question 

that allow businesses to reduce tax expense by planning their activities in advance 

and maintaining very clear economic substance..” 

2) Amendments to Chapter IV (Taxpayers) in Section 16: (Rights of Taxpayers). 

A. Addition of a new clause (Clause 17): “Taxpayers have the right to engage in 

legal tax planning, which includes strategies that comply with Latvian tax law 

and EU directives, as interpreted by the European Court of Justice. This right 

encompasses employing legitimate means to optimise tax liabilities while 

adhering to principles of transparency, economic substance, and the specific 

purpose of national tax laws.” 

B. Expansion of Existing Clause (Clause 1): “Taxpayers have the right to benefit 

from tax and fee reliefs provided by law, which includes engaging in legal tax 

planning strategies in compliance with both national and EU frameworks. Such 

tax planning practices should adhere to the principles established by  

the European Court of Justice, aligning with the economic substance of 

transactions and the overarching purpose of national tax laws.” 

Proposition 6: Enhanced Taxpayer Education Programmes 

EU member states are encouraged to launch comprehensive taxpayer education 

programmes aimed at enhancing awareness and understanding of EU and national tax laws, 



 

15 

incentives, and legal tax planning methods. These educational initiatives, tailored for individual 

taxpayers, including the self-employed and new workforce entrants, as well as small and 

medium enterprises, should focus on simplifying complex tax regulations and promoting lawful 

tax strategies. These programmes should offer a range of basic to advanced knowledge on tax 

laws and their impact, along with guidance on legitimate ways to reduce tax liabilities. They 

should also provide clear distinctions between lawful tax planning and illegal practices such as 

avoidance, utilising case studies, like the Cadbury Schweppes, to demonstrate real-world 

applications of tax laws and strategies. These programmes should be delivered through various 

channels such as workshops, webinars, online resources, and in partnership with professional 

associations to effectively reach and educate various groups of taxpayers. 

Proposition 7: Simplification of Tax Reporting Procedures 

To reduce the administrative burden on investors and improve compliance, EU member 

states should introduce simplified forms and processes. The proposal to simplify tax reporting 

in the EU involves the creation of clear tax forms tailored for various investments such as 

stocks, bonds, cryptocurrencies, and mutual funds. These forms aim to streamline the reporting 

process by eliminating unnecessary paperwork, integrating pre-filled data, and providing clear 

guidelines for reporting different types of income and transactions. Furthermore, leveraging 

technology for digitalisation and automation will allow for the efficient transmission of 

financial data to tax authorities, with systems designed to integrate seamlessly with financial 

institutions and investment platforms. This, in turn, encourages voluntary compliance and 

facilitates legal tax planning. 

Proposition 8: Centralised Tax Planning Resource 

There is a need for the establishment of a centralised tax planning platform or resource. 

This platform would consolidate relevant tax laws, regulations, and rulings, providing 

comprehensive information on tax planning strategies, case studies, and practical examples. 

Such a resource would serve as a reliable reference point for investors, facilitating their 

understanding of legal tax planning options, and ensuring compliance with applicable laws.  

 



 

16 

Publications on the topic of the Thesis 

1. Jānis Zelmenis. Definition of Tax Planning in the Case Law of the Court of Justice of the EU (ECJ). 
SOCRATES Rīga Stradiņš University Faculty of Law Electronic Scientific Journal of Law, 2022 
(2-23), 132–144. https://doi.org/10.25143/socr.23.2022.2.132-144  

2. Jānis Zelmenis. Factors Affecting Modern Entrepreneurship and Tax Planning. SOCRATES  
Rīga Stradiņš University Faculty of Law Electronic Scientific Journal of Law, 2022(3-24), 62–77.  
https ://doi.org/10.25143/socr.24.2022.3.062-077  



 

17 

References 

Court rulings 
1. Annunziata Matteucci v Communauté française of Belgium, 27.09.1988. [Electronic resource] // 

InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?qid=1489757015649&uri=CELEX:61987CJ0235 (Accessed: 07.05.2025)  

2. Apple Sales International and Others, 24.10.2018. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of 
the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/
document.jsf?text=&docid=206984&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&pa
rt=1&cid=173562 (Accessed: 09.04.2025). 

3. Apple Sales International, Apple Operations Europe v European Commission. Cases T-778/16 and 
T-892/16, 15.07.2020. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic 
data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=228621&page
Index=0&doclang=EN&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=9702955 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

4. Athinaiki Zithopiia AE v. Greek state, 04.10.2001. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law 
of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/ 
document.jsf?text=&docid=46243&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part
=1&cid=3820623 (Accessed: 11.12.2025.)  

5. Austria v Germany, 12.09.2017. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid
=194281&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=123293 (Accessed: 
08.04.2025).  

6. Belgian State – SPF Finances v Truck Center SA, 18.09.2008. [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/
?uri=CELEX:62007CC0282 (Accessed: 12.12.2025) 

7. Belgische Staat v Eugène van Calster and Felix Cleeren, 21.10.2003. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – 
Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/
document.jsf;jsessionid=E03DF39BEAB455B4DFA310FF6CC93881?text=&docid=48339&pageInde
x=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3375378 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

8. Belgische Staat v. Wereldhave Belgium Comm. VA, Wereldhave International NV, Wereldhave 
NV. 08.03.2017. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic 
data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=188663&page
Index=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4180270 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

9. Bosal Holding BV v Staatssecretarisn Financien, 18.09.2003. [Electronic resource]  //  
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/
legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:62001CJ0168 (Accessed: 12.12.2025) 

10. Braathens Sverige AB, 10.07.1999. [Electronic resource]  // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of 
Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex: 
61997CJ0346 (Accessed: 08.05.2025).  

11. Cadbury Schweppes and Cadbury Schweppes Overseas, 12.09.2006 [Electronic resource] //  
Info Curia – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL:  
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:62004CJ0196 (Accessed: 10.12.2025)  

12. Centros Ltd v Erhvervs- og Selskabsstyrelsen 09.03.1999. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex: 61997
CJ0212 (Accessed: 07.05.2025).  

13. College Pension Plan of British Columbia v. Finanzamt Munchen Abeilung III. 13.11.2019. 
[Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=220611&pageIndex=0&doclan
g=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4177794 (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

 

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=228621&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=req&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=9702955
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=46243&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3820623
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=46243&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3820623
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=194281&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=123293
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=194281&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=123293
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:62007CC0282
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:62007CC0282
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=E03DF39BEAB455B4DFA310FF6CC93881?text&docid=48339&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3375378
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=E03DF39BEAB455B4DFA310FF6CC93881?text&docid=48339&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3375378
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=E03DF39BEAB455B4DFA310FF6CC93881?text&docid=48339&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3375378
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=E03DF39BEAB455B4DFA310FF6CC93881?text&docid=48339&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3375378
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=E03DF39BEAB455B4DFA310FF6CC93881?text&docid=48339&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3375378
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=188663&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4180270
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:62001CJ0168
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:62001CJ0168
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:61997CJ0346
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:61997CJ0346
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=220611&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4177794
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=220611&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4177794
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=220611&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4177794


 

18 

14. Commission of European Communities v. French Republic, 28.01.1996. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/showPdf.jsf?text=&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first
&part=1&cid=3813060 (Accessed: 11.12.2025.)  

15. Commission of the European Communities v Italian Republic, 19.11.2009. [Electronic resource] // 
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?
uri=celex:62007CJ0540 (Accessed: 11.12.2025) 

16. Commission of the European Communities V Italy, 31.01.2010. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur- lex.europa.eu/
LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2010:024:0005:0005:EN:PDF (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

17. Commission of the European Communities v. French Republic, 28.01.1986. [Electronic resource] 
// InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=46E7EE1EEA39457B2316507098296B03?text=&docid=92863&pageIn
dex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811061 (Accessed: 11.12.2025.).  

18. Commission v Ireland and Others, 10.09.2024 [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of  
the Court of Justice.  Electronic data 2025. URL: https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/
document.jsf?text=&docid=289923&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&pa
rt=1&cid=132893 (Accessed: 09. 05.2025)  

19. Compagnie de Saint-Gobain, Zweigniederlassung Deutschland v Finanzamt Aachen-Innenstadt, 
21.09.1999. [Electronic resource] // Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX %3A61997CJ0307  

20. Credit Suisse Securities (Europe) Limited, Credit Suisse International, Credit Suisse (UK) Limited, 
Credit Suisse AG, 19.07.2019. [Electronic resource]  // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. 
Electronic data 2025. URL: https://www.bailii.org/cgi-bin/format.cgi?doc=/ew/cases/EWHC/Ch/
2019/1922.html&query=(Credit)+AND+(Suisse) (Accessed: 19.12.2025.) 

21. Dyrektor Izby Administracji Skarbowej w Lublinie (Fraude d’un employé). 30. 01. 2024. 
[Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice.  Electronic data 2025. URL: 
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=6734A843BE46E387FDAC7815598D8F7
1?text=&docid=282265&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3762820. 
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:62022CJ0442 (Accessed: 09.05.2025).  

22. Dzivev and Others, 17.01.2019 [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice.  
Electronic data 2025. https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf? text=&docid=209925&page
Index=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=107773 (Accessed: 09.05.2025).  

23. Edward Cussens, John Jennings, Vincent Kingston v. T. G. Brosnan, 22.11.2017. [Electronic 
resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=197003&pageIn 
dex=0&doclang=lv&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=6932071  (Accessed: 12.12.2025). 

24. Elide Gottardo v Istituto nazionale della previdenza sociale Elide Gottardo v Istituto nazionale della 
previdenza sociale, 15.01.2002. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of 
Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf? 
text=&docid=47013&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3817
463 (Accessed: 11.12.2025.).  

25. Emsland-Stärke GmbH v Hauptzollamt Hamburg-Jonas, 14.12.2000. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C- 110/99 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

26. Eurofood IFSC Ltd v Bank of America N.A., Pearse Farrell, Official Liquidator, Director of 
Corporate, 02.05.2006. [Electronic resource] // Info Curia – Case-law of the Court of Justice. 
Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-341/04 
(Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

 
 

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3813060
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3813060
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3813060
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3813060
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:62007CJ0540
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:62007CJ0540
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2010:024:0005:0005:EN:PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2010:024:0005:0005:EN:PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2010:024:0005:0005:EN:PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:C:2010:024:0005:0005:EN:PDF
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=46E7EE1EEA39457B2316507098296B03?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811061
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=46E7EE1EEA39457B2316507098296B03?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811061
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=46E7EE1EEA39457B2316507098296B03?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811061
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=46E7EE1EEA39457B2316507098296B03?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811061
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=46E7EE1EEA39457B2316507098296B03?text&docid=92863&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811061
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX:61997CJ0307
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX:61997CJ0307
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=6734A843BE46E387FDAC7815598D8F71?text=&docid=282265&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3762820
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid=6734A843BE46E387FDAC7815598D8F71?text=&docid=282265&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3762820
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=209925&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=107773
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=209925&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=107773
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=197003&pageIn
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47013&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3817463
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47013&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3817463
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47013&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3817463
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47013&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3817463
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-


 

19 

27. European Commission v. Republic of Finland. 08.11.2012. [Electronic resource] //  
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=129468&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir
=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4188893 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

28. F.W.L. de Groot v. Staatssecretaris van Financien, 12.12.2002. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=47588&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=
&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811867 (Accessed: 11.12.2025).  

29. Fiat Chrysler Finance Europe, 24.09.2019. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria –  
Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/
document/document.jsf?text=&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&oc
c=first&part=1&cid=1980382 (Accessed: 29.12.2025).  

30. Finanzamt Koln-Altstadt v. Roland Schumacker, 14.02.1995. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – 
Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=ecli:ECLI %3AEU %3AC %3A1995 %3A31 (Accessed: 07.12.2025)  

31. Futura Participations SA, Singer v. Administration des Contributions, 15.05.1997. [Electronic 
resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=1C49D20EE3204F1DB97683F6B0FFFA6D?t
ext=&docid=100591&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=412
7395 (Accessed: 07.12.2025).  

32. G.H.E.J. Wielockx v. Inspecteur der Directe Belstingen, 01.08.1995. [Electronic resource]. 
Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf? text=&docid=99595&pageInd
ex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3828638 (Accessed: 10.12.2025.) 

33. Grand Duchy of Luxembourg v. Ireland, supported by Fiat Chrysler Finance Europe.  
Case No T-755/15, T-759/15. Opinion of Advocate General. 24.09.2019. [Electronic resource]. 
Electronic data 2025 // URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=
&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=8234212 
(Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

34. Gregory v. Helvering. 07/01/1935. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the US Supreme 
Court. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/293/465/ 
(Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

35. Halifax plc, Leeds Permanent Development Services Ltd and County Wide Property Investments 
Ltd v Commissioners of Customs & Excise, 21.02.2006. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria –  
Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf? 
num=C-255/02 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

36. Hans Markus Kofoed v Skatteministeriet, 05.07.2007. [Electronic resource] //   
Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://www.trans-lex.org/382800/ 
(Accessed: 12.12.2025). 

37. Hughes de Lasteyrie du Saillant v Ministère de l’Économie, des Finances et de l’Industrie, 
11.03.2004. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. 
URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=c-9/02 (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

38. IK “L.Č.” v. State Revenue Service of Latvia 29.06.2017. [Electronic resource].Electronic data 
2025 //URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=192246&doclan 
g=LV (Accessed: 19.12.2025.)  

39. Imperial Chemical Industries plc (ICI) v Kenneth Hall Colmer (Her Majesty’sInspectorofTaxes) 
16.07.1998. [Electronic resource]. Electronic data 2025. //URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:61996CJ0264 (Accessed: 12.12.2025). 

40. Jessica Safir v. Skattemyndigheten i Dalarnas Län. Electronic 28.04.1998. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=43792&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN
&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4128046 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=129468&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4188893
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=129468&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4188893
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=129468&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4188893
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=129468&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4188893
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47588&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811867
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47588&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811867
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47588&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811867
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=47588&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811867
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1980382
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1980382
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1980382
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1980382
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=99595&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3828638
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218102&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=8234212
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=192246&doclang=LV
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=192246&doclang=LV
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=192246&doclang=LV
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=43792&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4128046
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=43792&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4128046


 

20 

41. Jyske Bank Gibraltar Ltd. v. Administración del Estado. 25.04.2013.  Electronic data 2025  // URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=136784&pageIndex=0&doclan
g=lv&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4839666 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

42. Kamer van Koophandel en Fabrieken voor Amsterdam v Inspire Art Ltd, 30.09.2003. [Electronic 
resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-167/01 (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

43. Köln-Aktienfonds Deka v. Staatssecretaris van Financiën. 30.01.2020. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=222885&pageIndex=0&doclan
g=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4836269 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

44. Laboratoires Boiron SA v Union de Recouvrement des Cotisations de Securite Sociale  
et d’Allocations Familiales. 14.12.2004. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court 
of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/
3ea61aad-c611-4403-9cbc-51c5cb1940d6/language-en (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

45. Laimonis Treimanis v. State Revenue Service of Latvia 06.09.2012. [Electronic  
resource]. Electronic data 2025 // URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/ 
document.jsf?text=&docid=126424&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&pa
rt=1&cid=7051227 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

46. Lankhorst-Hohorst GmbH v Finanzamt Steinfurt, 12.12.2002. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – 
Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf? 
language=en&num=c-324/00 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

47. Marks & Spencer plc., 13.12.2005. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of 
Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf;jsessionid
=73A7CA4B8513E87B2F02479EB9017EA5?text=&docid=57067&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN
&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=2168558 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

48. Metallgesellschaft Ltd. and Others v. Comissioners of Inland Revenue, 08.03.2001. [Electronic 
resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=45879&pageIndex=0&doclang
=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4128225  (Accessed: 10.12.2025). 

49. Michaud v. France. 06.12.2012. [Electronic resource]. Electronic data 2025 // URL: https://hudoc. 
echr.coe.int/eng#{ %22itemid %22:[ %22001-115377 %22]} (Accessed: 19.12.2025)  

50. Ministero dell’Economia e delle Finanze v Part Service Srl, 21.02.2008. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-425/06 (Accessed: 12.12.2025) 

51. Mr. And Mrs. Robert Gilly, 12.05.1998. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court 
of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf
?text=&docid=43844&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=381
1325 (Accessed: 11.12.2025.) 

52. N Luxembourg 1, X Denmark A/S, C Danmark, Z Denmark ApS v. Skatteministeriet. 26.02.2019. 
[Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=211053&pageIndex=0&doclan
g=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=2441950 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

53. Novo Nordisk, 18.04.2023. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice.  
Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=oj:JOC_2023_
235_R_0024 (Accessed: 09.05.2025).  

54. Oce van der Grinten NV, 25.09.2003. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of 
Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf? 
text=&docid=48631&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3818
063 (Accessed: 11.12.2025.)  

 

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=136784&pageIndex=0&doclang=lv&mode=req&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4839666
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=136784&pageIndex=0&doclang=lv&mode=req&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4839666
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=136784&pageIndex=0&doclang=lv&mode=req&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4839666
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-167/01
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=222885&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4836269
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=222885&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4836269
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=222885&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4836269
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=126424&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=7051227
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=126424&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=7051227
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=45879&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4128225
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=45879&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=4128225
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=43844&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811325
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=43844&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3811325
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=211053&pageIndex=0&do
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=211053&pageIndex=0&do
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=48631&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3818063
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=48631&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3818063


 

21 

55. Ordre des barreaux francophones et germanophone u.c.v. Conseil des ministres. 28.07.2016. 
[Electronic resource]. Electronic data 2025 // URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/ 
document.jsf?text=&docid=182290&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&pa
rt=1&cid=4839815 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

56. P. H. Asscher v. Staatssecretaris van Financien, 27.07.1996. Electronic data 2025.URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text=&docid=99724&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode
=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=3828364 (Accessed: 10.12.2025.)  

57. RPO, 07. 03. 2017. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice.  Electronic 
data 2025, URL: https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=188625&page
Index=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=113866 (Accessed: 09.05.2025).  

58. SIA “Kuršu zeme” v. State Revenue Service of Latvia 10.07.2019. [Electronic resource]. Electronic 
data 2025 // URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=216043&pag
eIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=7051158 (Accessed: 19.12.2025)  

59. Starbucks Corp., Starbucks Manufacturing Emea BV, 24.09.2019. [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=218101&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir
=&occ=first&part=1&cid=1966759 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

60. State Revenue Service of Latvia v. SIA “Ablessio”. 14.03.2013. [Electronic resource].  
Electronic data 2025. // URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=
135026&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=7051195 (Accessed: 
19.12.2025.).  

61. Taricco and Others, 08.09.2015. CJEU, C-105/14, [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of 
the Court of Justice.  Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/
EN/TXT/?uri=celex:62014CJ0105 (Accessed: 09. 05.2025).  

62. Test Claimants in the Thin Cap Group Litigation v Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 13.03.2007. 
[Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=c-524/04 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

63. X and Y v Riksskatteverket, 21.11.2002. [Electronic resource] // InfoCuria – Case-law 
of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?l
anguage=en&num=c-436/00 (Accessed: 12.12.2025.). 

64. X v Ministerraad, Case C-68/15 17 May 2017. // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL:  
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX:62015CJ0068 (Accessed: 10.12.2025.) 

Monographs 

65. Sayde, A. 2014. The Fallacy of Economic reality. Abuse of EU Law and Regulation of Internal 
Market. Hart Publishing: Oxford and Portland, Oregon 

66. Vinnickiy, D.V. 2017. International tax law: issues of theory and practice. М.: Statut, p. 463. 

67. Joann Martens-Weiner. Company tax reform in the European Union. Guidance from  
the United States and Canada on implementing. Formulary apportionment in the EU. Springer, 2006.  

Textbooks, teaching aids 

68. EU tax law: current issues of functioning of the uniform system. 2010. / A.S. Zaharov.М.: Volters 
Kluver, p.672. 

69.   B Terra, P. Wattel., European Tax Law. Third edition. Kluwer Law International, 2001. P. 532 

70. European Union Law: textbook for universities edited by A.Y. Kapustin.–М.: Publishing house 
Yurait, 2013.387–Series: Master. 

71. Carmona Lobita, J. and Loureiro Ferreira, F., Recent EU Direct Tax Initiatives: The End of Tax 
Sovereignty?, EU Tax Focus, 10.01.2025, IBFD. 

 

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=182290&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4839815
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=182290&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4839815
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=99724&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3828364
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=99724&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3828364
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/showPdf.jsf?text&docid=99724&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=3828364
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=188625&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=113866
https://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=188625&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=113866
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=216043&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=7051158
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218101&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1966759
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218101&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1966759
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218101&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1966759
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=218101&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=1966759
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=135026&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=lst&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=7051195
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:62014CJ0105
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:62014CJ0105
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=c-524/04
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=c-436/00
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=c-436/00
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX:62015CJ0068


 

22 

72. Lang, M., Pistone, P., Schuch, J., Staringer, C., Rust, A., Kofler, G., Spies, K. Introduction to 
European Tax Law on Direct Taxation. 2025. 

73. Tax Avoidance and European Law: Redesigning Sovereignty Through Multilateral Regulation. M. 
Tofan. Routledge. 2022, p. 132. 

74.   Tax competition in Europe. Edited by W. Schon. European Association of Tax Law Professors. 
2003, p. 518. 

75.   The European Union and Direct Taxation: A Solution for a Difficult Relationship by Luca Cerioni. 
Routledge, 2018, p. 275. 

76. The Inward Investment and International Taxation Review. Third Edition; edited by Tim Sanders. 
Published in the United Kingdom by Law Business Research Ltd, London, 2013. p. 733. 

Articles of journals, collections 

77. Akhtar, J., Grondona,V. 2019.Tax Heaven Listing in Multiple Hues: Blind, Winking or Conniving? 
South Centre. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://www.south
centre.int/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/RP94_Tax-Haven-Listing-in-Multiple-Hues-Blind-Winki
ng-or-Conniving_EN.pdf (Accessed: 29.12.2025)  

78. Anna Wolak-Tuzimek, The Effect of Indirect Taxes on the State Budget Revenue, Central 
European Review of Economics & Finance 35(4):29-4.  https://doi.org/10.24136/ceref.2021.015 
(Accessed: 28.07.2025).  

79. Cong, L. W., Landsman, W., Maydew, E., &amp; Rabetti, D. 2022. Tax-loss harvesting with 
cryptocurrencies. National Bureau of Economic Research. doi:10.3386/w30716 

80. Cnossen S. Tax policy in the European Union: a review of issues and options. Cesifo working paper 
no. 758 category 1: Public finance, August 2002. 

81. Deffaa, W. New impetus for EU taxation policy. Intereconomics 46, 287–296 (2011). 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10272-011-0393-4. (Accessed: 09.12.2025.) 

82. Dijkstra, W. 2019. Commission’s decision to investigate Nike tax rulings explained.  
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.debrauw.com/ 
legalarticles/commissions-decision-to-investigate-nike-tax-rulings-explained/ (Accessed: 29.12.2025).  

83. Dor Sellam. The application of GAARs in multilateral tax legislation–A comparative research 
between the GAAR provided by the EU Anti-Tax Avoidance Directive and the PPT rule suggested 
in the OECD’s BEPS Action Plan 6. Tilburg School of Law, Tilburg University, 2017, p.100. 

84. Engelhart, M. Compliance with the EPPO Regulation: Study Results on the ‘Implementation’ of 
Council Regulation (EU) 2017/1939 in the Member States// eucrim, no. 1, 2024, p.29. 
https://eucrim.eu/media/issue/pdf/eucrim_issue_2024-01.pdf  

85. Haslehner, W. Ikea’s complicated tax-driven structure faces EU scrutiny. 22.06.2016. [Electronic 
resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: http://kluwertaxblog.com/2016/06/22/the-
mcdonalds-state-aid-case-the-eu-commission-interprets-a-tax-treaty/?doing_wp_cron=158825247
8.5431149005889892578125 (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

86. Honcharenko, I., Dudchenko, N., & Zhuk, V. Particularities of Indirect Taxation in Countries of 
the Eu // Financial & Credit Activity: Problems of Theory & Practice, 2023, 3(50). 

87. Korolev, G.A. (Королев Г.А.) 2014. Basic aspects of the European Union taxation policy // 
International law and international organisations. Vol. 2. p. 313–317. 

88. Lang, M. 2018. Cadbury Schweppes’ Line of Case Law from the Member States’ Perspective 
[Electronic resource] // Wirtschafts Universitat Wien. Vienna University of economics and 
business. Electronic data URL: https://research.wu.ac.at/de/publications/cadbury-schweppes-line-
of-case-law-from-the-member-states-perspec-12/ (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

89. Lazdiņš, J., Ketners, K. 2013. The Effect of Court Rulings on the Dynamics of the Latvian  
Tax Law. Law, No 5, 24. [Electronic resource] // ЕU Law Electronic data 2025. URL: https://www.lu.lv/
fileadmin/user_upload/lu_portal/apgads/PDF/Jurid-zin-5_2013_.pdf (Accessed: 10.12.2025.) 

https://www.southcentre.int/wp-
https://www.southcentre.int/wp-
https://www.southcentre.int/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/RP94_Tax-Haven-Listing-in-Multiple-Hues-Blind-Winking-or-Conniving_EN.pdf
https://www.southcentre.int/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/RP94_Tax-Haven-Listing-in-Multiple-Hues-Blind-Winking-or-Conniving_EN.pdf
https://www.southcentre.int/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/RP94_Tax-Haven-Listing-in-Multiple-Hues-Blind-Winking-or-Conniving_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10272-011-0393-4
https://www.debrauw.com/legalarticles/commissions-decision-to-investigate-nike-tax-rulings-explained/
https://eucrim.eu/media/issue/pdf/eucrim_issue_2024-01.pdf
http://kluwertaxblog.com/2016/06/22/the-mcdonalds-state-aid-case-the-eu-commission-interprets-a-tax-treaty/?doing_wp_cron=1588252478.5431149005889892578125
http://kluwertaxblog.com/2016/06/22/the-mcdonalds-state-aid-case-the-eu-commission-interprets-a-tax-treaty/?doing_wp_cron=1588252478.5431149005889892578125
http://kluwertaxblog.com/2016/06/22/the-mcdonalds-state-aid-case-the-eu-commission-interprets-a-tax-treaty/?doing_wp_cron=1588252478.5431149005889892578125
http://kluwertaxblog.com/2016/06/22/the-mcdonalds-state-aid-case-the-eu-commission-interprets-a-tax-treaty/?doing_wp_cron=1588252478.5431149005889892578125
http://kluwertaxblog.com/2016/06/22/the-mcdonalds-state-aid-case-the-eu-commission-interprets-a-tax-treaty/?doing_wp_cron=1588252478.5431149005889892578125


 

23 

90. Opinion of Advocate General Leger, delivered on 2 May 2006 [Electronic resource] //  
InfoCuria–Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-196/04 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

91. Opinion of Advocate General Poiares Maduro delivered on 7 April 2005 [Electronic resource] // 
InfoCuria–Case-law of the Court of Justice. Electronic data 2025.URL: http://curia.europa.eu/
juris/showPdf.jsf;jsessionid=0991FD461DA170B3203458E36FEF8FAD?text=&docid=60293&pageIn
dex=0&doclang=en&mode=lst&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=5826754 (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

92. Sciurba, M. 2019. The Incompatibility of Global Anti-Money Laundering Regimes with Human 
and Civil Rights. Reform needed? Nomos Verlagsgessellschaft, Baden-Baden, Germany. 

93. Sklaroff, J. M. (2017). SMART CONTRACTS AND THE COST OF INFLEXIBILITY. University 
of Pennsylvania Law Review, 166(1), 263–303. http://www.jstor.org/stable/45154933 

94. Tax Deferral. [Electronic resource] // Smith, D., Smith, R., [Electronic data]. URL: 
https://www.danielmsmithandassociates.com/Tax- Deferral.c88.html  

95. The Bosal Case: Restrictions On Netherlands Participation Exemption Contrary to EU Law 
[Electronic resource] // The Global Treasurer. Electronic data 2018. URL: https://www.theglobal
treasurer.com/2004/04/20/the-bosal-case-restrictions-on-netherlands-participation-exemption-contrary
-to-eu-law/ (Accessed: 11.12.2025). 

96. Torslov, T. R., Wier, L. S., Zucman, G. 2018. The missing profits of nations. NBER working paper 
series. National Boureau of Economic Research. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 
2025, URL: https://gabriel- zucman.eu/files/TWZ2018.pdf (Accessed: 29.12.2025).  

97. Vavoula, N. 2016. The Evolving EU Anti-Money Laundering Regime: Challenges for Fundamental 
Rights and the Rule of Law. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313490366_(Accessed: 19.12.2025) 

98. Vleggeert, J., Vording, H. 2019. How the Netherlands became a tax haven for multinationals. 
Leiden University–Leiden Law School. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, 
URL: https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3317629 (Accessed: 29.12.2025); 

99. Weber, D. 2003. The Bosal Holding Case: Analysis and Critique // EX Tax Review. No 4, 220–230. 

Legislation 

100. Law On Prevention of Laundering of Proceeds Derived from Criminal Activity and financing of 
terrorism and proliferation, 17.07.2008. Latvijas Vēstnesis (Official Journal of Latvia), 2008, 
No 116. 

101. Agreement on the European Economic Area. [Electronic resource] // Joint Declaration  
[Electronic data] 1992, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3
A21994A0103 %2801 %29 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

102. Directive (EU) 2004/38/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 29 April 2004 on  
the right of citizens of the Union and their family members to move and reside freely within  
the territory of the Member States amending Regulation (EEC) No 1612/68 and repealing 
Directives 64/221/EEC, 68/360/EEC, 72/194/EEC, 73/148/EEC, 75/34/EEC, 75/35/EEC, 
90/364/EEC, 90/365/EEC and 93/96/EEC, 29.04.2004. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2004/38/oj/eng (Accessed: 
30.12.2025)  

103. Council Directive (EU) 2009/110/EU on the taking up, pursuit and prudential supervision of  
the business of electronic money institutions amending Directives 2005/60/EC and 2006/48/EC 
and repealing Directive 2000/46/EC. 16.09.2009. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic  
data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:3200
9L0110&from=LV (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

104. Council Directive (EU) 2011/61/EU on Alternative Investment Fund Managers and amending 
Directives 2003/41/EC and 2009/65/EC and Regulations (EC) No 1060/2009 and (EU)  
No 1095/2010, 08.06.2011. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL:Directive 
- 2011/61 - EN - aifmd - EUR-Lex (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-196/04
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/liste.jsf?language=en&num=C-196/04
https://www.danielmsmithandassociates.com/Tax-Deferral.c88.htm
https://www.danielmsmithandassociates.com/Tax-Deferral.c88.htm
https://www.theglobaltreasurer.com/2004/04/20/the-bosal-case-restrictions-on-netherlands-participation-exemption-contrary-to-eu-law/
https://www.theglobaltreasurer.com/2004/04/20/the-bosal-case-restrictions-on-netherlands-participation-exemption-contrary-to-eu-law/
https://www.theglobaltreasurer.com/2004/04/20/the-bosal-case-restrictions-on-netherlands-participation-exemption-contrary-to-eu-law/
https://gabriel-zucman.eu/files/TWZ2018.pdf
https://gabriel-zucman.eu/files/TWZ2018.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Niovi_Vavoula
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/313490366_The_Evolving_EU_Anti-Money_Laundering_Regime_Challenges_for_Fundamental_Rights_and_the_Rule_of_Law
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:21994A0103(01)
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:21994A0103(01)
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:21994A0103(01)
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32009L0110&from=LV
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32009L0110&from=LV
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32009L0110&from=LV
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2011/61/oj/eng
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2011/61/oj/eng


 

24 

105. Council Directive (EU) 2015/849 on the prevention of the use of the financial system for  
the purposes of money laundering or terrorist financing, amending Regulation (EU) No 648/2012 
of the European Parliament and of the Council, and repealing Directive 2005/60/EC of  
the European Parliament and of the Council and Commission Directive 2006/70/EC, 20.05.2015. 
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/lv/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32015L0849 (Accessed: 19.12.2025) 

106. Council Directive (EU) 2016/1164 laying down rules against tax avoidance practices that directly 
affect the functioning of the internal market, 12.07.2016. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: Directive - 2016/1164 - EN - EUR-Lex (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

107. Council Directive (EU) 2016/943 on the protection of undisclosed know-how and business 
information (trade secrets) against their unlawful acquisition, use and disclosure, 08.07.2016. 
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL:https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3A32016L0943 (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

108. Council Directive (EU) 2018/822 amending Directive 2011/16/EU as regards mandatory automatic 
exchange of information in the field of taxation in relation to reportable cross-border arrangements, 
25.05.2018. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex. 
europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3A32018L0822 (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

109. Council Directive (EU) 2018/843 amending Directive 2015/849 on the prevention of the use of  
the financial system for the purposes of money laundering or terrorist financing, and amending 
Directives 2009/138/EC and 2013/36/EU, 30.05.2018. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX: 
32018L0843&from=LV (Accessed: 19.12.2025). 

110. Council Directive (EU) 2019/1153 laying down rules facilitating the use of financial and other 
information for the prevention, detection, investigation or prosecution of certain criminal offences, 
and repealing Council Decision 2000/642/JHA. 20.06.2019. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX: 
32019L1153&from=lv (Accessed: 19.12.2025.). 

111. Council Directive (EU) 2019/1937 on the protection of persons who report breaches  
of Union law, 23.10.2019. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.eu
ropa.eu/legal-content/LV/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32019L1937&from=EN (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

112. Council Directive (EU) 67/227/EEC, 1967 JO Sp Edn. [Electronic resource] // ЕU Law. Electronic 
data 2025. URL: Directive - 67/227 - EN - EUR-Lex (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

113. Council Directive (EU) 2006/112/EEC [Electronic resource] // ЕU Law. Electronic data 2025. 
URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2006/112/oj (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

114. Council Regulation (EU) 2015/847 amending Directive 2015/849 on information accompanying 
transfers of funds and repealing Regulation No 1781/2006, 20.05.2015. [Electronic resource] // 
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/LV/TXT/HTML/?
uri=CELEX:32015R0847&from=EN (Accessed: 19.12.2025). 

115. Council Regulation (EU) 2017/1509 concerning restrictive measures against the Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea and repealing Regulation, 30.08.2017. [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CE
LEX%3A32017R1509 (Accessed: 29.12.2025). 

116. Council Regulation (EU) 2018/1100 amending the Annex to Council Regulation (EC) No 2271/96 
protecting against the effects of extra-territorial application of legislation adopted by a third 
country, and actions based thereon or resulting therefrom, 06.06.2018. [Electronic resource] // 
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL:https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/
?uri=CELEX:32018R1100 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

117. Council Regulation (EU) 2271/96 protecting against the effects of the extra- territorial application 
of legislation adopted by a third country, and actions based thereon or resulting therefrom, 
22.11.1996. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/eli/reg/1996/2271/oj/eng (Accessed: 19.12.2025)  

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2016/1164/oj/eng
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32016L0943
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32016L0943
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32016L0943
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32018L0822
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32018L0822
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32018L0822
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/LV/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32019L1937&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/LV/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32019L1937&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/LV/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32019L1937&from=EN
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1967/227/oj/eng
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32018R1100
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32018R1100
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32018R1100


 

25 

118. European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. 1950.  
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.echr.coe.int/
documents/d/echr/convention_ENG (Accessed: 30.12.2025) 

119. Treaty on Functioning of the European Union [Electronic resource] //EU Law. Electronic data 
2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:12012E/TXT:en: 
PDF (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

120. Council Directive (EU) 67/228/EEC 11.04.1967. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 
2025, URL: https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/99ab67a1-f672-4605-8a30-
c93cf82973de/language-en (Accessed: 10.12.2025).  

121. Council Directive (EU) 67/227/EEC 11.04.1967. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic  
data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3A31967L0227 
(Accessed: 10.12.2025.)  

122. Council Directive (EU) 69/335/EEC 17.07.1969. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 
2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal- content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3A31969L0335 
(Accessed: 10.12.2025.)  

123. Council Directive (EU) 69/463/EEC 09.12.1969. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex.  
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %
3A31969L0463  (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

124. Council Directive (EU) 74/553/EEC 07.11.1974. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic  
data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3A31974L0553 
(Accessed: 10.12.2025) 

125. Council Directive (EU) 77/388/EEC 17.05.1977. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 
2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1977/388/oj/?locale=LV   (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

126. Council Directive (EU) EEC 83/183/EEC 28.03.1983. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic 
data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1983/183/oj/eng  (Accessed: 30.12.2025)  

127. Council Directive 83/182/EEC 28.03.1983. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 
2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1983/182/oj/eng (Accessed: 30.12.2025) 

128. Council Directive 85/303/EEC [Electronic resource] // ЕU Law. Electronic data 2025. URL: 
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX %3A31985L0303 (Accessed: 10.12.2025.) 

129. Council Directive 90/434/EEC of 23 July 1990 on the common system of taxation applicable to 
mergers, divisions, transfers of assets and exchanges of shares concerning companies of different 
Member States, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX %3A31990
L0434 (Accessed: 10.12.2025.) 

130. Council Directive 90/435/ЕЕС of 23 July 1990 on the common system of taxation applicable in  
the case of parent companies and subsidiaries of different Member States, URL:https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:32011L0096 (Accessed: 10.12.2025). 

131. Regarding the Value Added Tax, 09.03.1995. Latvijas Vēstnesis (Official Journal of Latvia), 1995, 
No 49. 

132. Council Directive 2003/48/ЕС of 3 June 2003 on taxation of savings income in the form of interest 
payments, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L:2014:111:FULL 
(Accessed: 10.12.2025.). 

133. Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union. 07.06.2016. [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/charter/pdf/text_en.pdf 
(Accessed: 19.12.2025)  

134. Council Directive (EU) 2018/1713 of 6 November 2018 amending Directive 2006/112/EC as 
regards rates of value added tax applied to books, newspapers and periodicals [Electronic resource] 
// ЕU Law. Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2018/1713/oj/eng  
(Accessed: 08.05.2025). 

 

https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr/convention_ENG
https://www.echr.coe.int/documents/d/echr/convention_ENG
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/99ab67a1-f672-4605-8a30-c93cf82973de/language-en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/99ab67a1-f672-4605-8a30-c93cf82973de/language-en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/99ab67a1-f672-4605-8a30-c93cf82973de/language-en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31967L0227
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31967L0227
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31969L0335
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31969L0335
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31969L0463
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31969L0463
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:31969L0463
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1977/388/oj/?locale=LV
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1977/388/oj/?locale=LV
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1983/183/oj/eng
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/1983/182/oj/eng
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX%3A31990L0434
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX%3A31990L0434
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/charter/pdf/text_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2018/1713/oj/eng


 

26 

135. United Nations Security Council Consolidated List. 29.04.2020. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: URL: https://main.un.org/securitycouncil/en/content/un-sc-
consolidated-list (Accessed: 29.12.2025). 

Other sources 

136. Aggressive Tax Planning Indicators. Final report. [Electronic resource] // European Commission 
[Electronic data] 2025, URL: https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2018-
03/taxation_papers_71_atp_.pdf (Accessed: 12.12.2025)  

137. Annual report on taxation, European Commission, 2025. Available at: https://op.europa.eu/en/
publication-detail/-/publication/998524d7-4fe5-11f0-a9d0-01aa75ed71a1/language-en (Accessed 
10.12.2025.) 

138. BEPS member state list. OECD. 2019. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, 
URL: https://www.oecd.org/tax/beps/inclusive- framework-on-beps-composition.pdf (Accessed: 
29.12.2025).  

139. Code of Conduct for business taxation, 01.12.1997. [Electronic resource] //.URL: 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/council-eu/preparatory-bodies/code-conduct-group/ 
(Accessed: 10.12.2025.). 

140. Combatting tax avoidance in the EU. Available at: https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/
combatting-tax-avoidance-in-the-eu/. (Accessed 10.10.2025).  

141. Commission of the European Communities, 19.11.2009. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025. URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=ecli %3AECLI
 %3AEU %3AC %3A2009 %3A717 (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

142. COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN 
PARLIAMENT AND THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE Towards an Internal 
Market without tax obstacles A strategy for providing companies with a consolidated corporate tax 
base for their EU-wide activities, Brussels, 23.10.2001 COM (2001) 582, page 12. URL: https://eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52001DC0582 (Accessed: 28.07.2025).  

143. Common Excise Duty Provisions [Electronic resource] // European Commission.  Electronic data 
2025, URL: https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/taxation/excise-taxes/common-excise-duty-
provisions_en (Accessed: 09.05.2025)  

144. Council conclusions on the revised EU list of non-cooperative jurisdictions for tax purposes 2020/C 
64/03. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/
legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020XG0227(01) (Accessed: 29.12.2025). 

145. Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU). Available at: https://european-union.europa.eu/
institutions-law-budget/institutions-and-bodies/search-all-eu-institutions-and-bodies/court-justice-
european-union-cjeu_en. (Accessed: 12.11.2025.) 

146. Declassified: From Snowden to WikiLeaks to Crypto AG, these are the biggest leaks of the past 
decade and what we’ve learned from them. Business Insider. 24.02.2020. [Electronic resource]. 
Electronic data 2025 // URL: https://www.businessinsider.com/snowden-wikileaks-crypto-ag-
biggest-leaks-secrets-revealed-2010-2020-2 (Accessed: 30.12.2025). 

147. Delna. Connections. Money laundering in Latvia and the role of trust and company service 
providers. 2018. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://delna.lv/wp-
content/uploads/2018/01/Delna_Connections_2018_small-2MB.pdf (Accessed: 19.12.2025). 

148. EC Law and Tax Treaties, European Commission, 5 July 2005. Available at: https://taxation-
customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2016-09/eclawtaxtreaties_en.pdf. (Accessed 04.11.2025.)  

149. EU Commission v. Hungary. Case No C-78/18. Opinion of Advocate General. 14.01.2020. 
[Electronic resource]. Electronic data 2020.//URL: http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/ 
document.jsf?text=&docid=222223&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&p
art=1&cid=4859255 (Accessed: 19.12.2025).  

 

https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2018-03/taxation_papers_71_atp_.pdf
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2018-03/taxation_papers_71_atp_.pdf
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/998524d7-4fe5-11f0-a9d0-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/998524d7-4fe5-11f0-a9d0-01aa75ed71a1/language-en
https://www.oecd.org/tax/beps/inclusive-framework-on-beps-composition.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/tax/beps/inclusive-framework-on-beps-composition.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=ecli:ECLI:EU:C:2009:717
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=ecli:ECLI:EU:C:2009:717
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=ecli:ECLI:EU:C:2009:717
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/taxation/excise-taxes/common-excise-duty-provisions_en
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/taxation/excise-taxes/common-excise-duty-provisions_en
https://www.businessinsider.com/snowden-wikileaks-crypto-ag-biggest-leaks-secrets-revealed-2010-2020-2
https://www.businessinsider.com/snowden-wikileaks-crypto-ag-biggest-leaks-secrets-revealed-2010-2020-2
https://www.businessinsider.com/snowden-wikileaks-crypto-ag-biggest-leaks-secrets-revealed-2010-2020-2
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=222223&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=req&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4859255
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text&docid=222223&pageIndex=0&doclang=LV&mode=req&dir&occ=first&part=1&cid=4859255


 

27 

150. EU sanctions map. 28.04.2020. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2020, URL: 
https://sanctionsmap.eu/#/main  

151. European Commission recommendation on aggressive tax planning. [Electronic resource] // 
European Commission [Electronic data] 2012, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32012H0772&from=EN (Accessed: 12.12.2025). 

152. European Commission, Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament,  
the European Parliament, the European Parliament, the European Council and the Council, 
15.01.2019. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://taxation-
customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2019-
01/15_01_2019_communication_towards_a_more_efficient_democratic_decision_making_eu_ta
x_policy_en.pdf (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

153. European Commission, Study on Structures of Aggressive Tax Planning and Indicators, 2016. 
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2019, URL: https://taxation-
customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2016-09/taxation_paper_61.pdf (Accessed: 12.12.2025) 

154. European Commission–Fact Sheet. Questions and Answers on the Action Plan for Fair and 
Efficient Corporate Taxation in the EU. 2018. [Electronic resource] // URL: https://ec.europa.eu/
commission/presscorner/detail/en/MEMO_18_2141 (Accessed 29.12.2025) 

155. European Commission, VAT Gap in the EU, Taxation and Customs union, 2024 report. Available at: 
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/taxation/vat/fight-against-vat-fraud/vat-gap_en (Accessed: 31.10.2025).  

156. European Parliament. Fact sheets on the European Union. Free movement of persons. 02.2020. 
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/
factsheets/en/sheet/147/free-movement-of-persons (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

157. European Union Commission 10.01.2019. decision State Aid–Netherlands. Possible State aid in 
favour of Nike Nr. SA.51284 (2018/NN) [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, 
URL: https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases1/201927/277937_2079330_55_2.pdf (Accessed: 
29.12.2025).  

158. European Union Commission 11.06.2014. decision State Aid–Luxembourg. Possible State aid in 
favour of Fiat Chrysler Finance Europe. No SA.38375 (2014/NN) [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/2532
03/253203_1590108_107_2.pdf (Accessed: 29.12.2025).  

159. European Union Commission 19.09.2018. decision State Aid–Luxembourg. Possible State aid in 
favour of McDonald’s Europe. No SA.38945 (2015/NN) [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases1/20193
0/261647_2033697_270_2.pdf (Accessed: 30.12.2025). 

160. European Union Commission. State aid: Commission opens in-depth investigation into  
the Netherlands’ tax treatment of Inter IKEA. 18.12.2017. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_17_5343 
(Accessed: 29.12.2025).  

161. European Union Commission18.12.2017. decision StateAid–Netherlands. Possible State aid in 
favour of Ikea. No SA.46470 (2017/NN) [Electronic resource]//EUR-Lex. Electronic data 
2020,URL: https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/272426/272426_1973466_49_4. pdf  

162. European Parliament, Tax co-ordination in the EU – the latest position. Ben Patterson. 
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/etudes/join/2002/312788/DG-4-
ECON_ET(2002)312788_EN.pdf (Accessed: 05.11.2025)  

163. FATF. Review to Identify Non-Cooperative Countries or Territories: Increasing The Worldwide 
Effectiveness of Anti-Money Laundering Measures. 2000. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.fatf-gafi.org/media/fatf/documents/reports/ 
1999 %202000 %20NCCT %20ENG.pdf (Accessed: 29.12.2025).  

 

 

https://sanctionsmap.eu/%23/main
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2019-01/15_01_2019_communication_towards_a_more_efficient_democratic_decision_making_eu_tax_policy_en.pdf
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2019-01/15_01_2019_communication_towards_a_more_efficient_democratic_decision_making_eu_tax_policy_en.pdf
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2019-01/15_01_2019_communication_towards_a_more_efficient_democratic_decision_making_eu_tax_policy_en.pdf
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2019-01/15_01_2019_communication_towards_a_more_efficient_democratic_decision_making_eu_tax_policy_en.pdf
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2016-09/taxation_paper_61.pdf
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2016-09/taxation_paper_61.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/MEMO_18_2141
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/MEMO_18_2141
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases1/201927/277937_2079330_55_2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases1/201927/277937_2079330_55_2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/253203/253203_1590108_107_2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases1/201930/261647_2033697_270_2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases1/201930/261647_2033697_270_2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/IP_17_5343
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/272426/272426_1973466_49_4.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/state_aid/cases/272426/272426_1973466_49_4.pdf
https://www.fatf-gafi.org/media/fatf/documents/reports/1999%202000%20NCCT%20ENG.pdf
https://www.fatf-gafi.org/media/fatf/documents/reports/1999%202000%20NCCT%20ENG.pdf
https://www.fatf-gafi.org/media/fatf/documents/reports/1999%202000%20NCCT%20ENG.pdf


 

28 

164. Former PwC employees face trial over role in LuxLeaks scandal. The Guardian. 24.04.2020. 
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.theguardian.com/
world/2016/apr/24/luxleaks-antoine-deltour-luxembourg-tax-avoidance-pricewaterhousecoopers-
trial (Accessed: 30.12.2025). 

165. Galceva, A., 2018. PwC. New EU rules of the mandatory reveal of information (Directive DAC6). 
PwC. 2018. 

166. Gottlieb I. Dutch Closing Door on Popular Corporate Tax Breaks. Bloomberg Tax. 19.09.2020. 
https://news.bloombergtax.com/daily-tax-report-international/Netherlands-Closes-Door-on-Popular-
Corporate-Tax-Breaks [Electronic resource]/ / EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3317629 (Accessed: 29.12.2025.) 

167. Convention between the Government of the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg and the Government  
of the Kingdom of Denmark (the Luxembourg-Denmark Tax Convention 1980). [Electronic 
resource] // The Schengen acquis, Electronic data 2025, URL: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-
content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:42000A0922(08)&from=SK (Accessed: 12.12.2025) 

168. Harmful Tax Competition. An Emerging Global Issue. OECD. 1998. [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/taxation/harmful-tax-
competition_9789264162945-en (Accessed: 29.12.2025)  

169. How Africa’s Richest Woman Exploited Family Ties, Shell Companies And Inside Deals To Build 
An Empire. International Consortium of Investigative Journalists. 19/01/2020. [Electronic 
resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL:https://www.icij.org/investigations/luanda-
leaks/how-africas-richest-woman-exploited-family-ties-shell-companies-and-inside-deals-to- 
build-an-empire/ (Accessed: 30.12.2025)  

170. Indicators of aggressive planning. [Electronic resource] // European Commission [Electronic data]  
2025, URL: https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2018-03/taxation_papers_71_atp_.pdf 
(Accessed: 12.12.2025). 

171. International standards on Combating Money Laundering and the Financing of Terrorism  
and Proliferation. FATF. 2012. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025,  
URL: http://www.fatf-gafi.org/publications/fatfrecommendations/documents/fatf-recommendations.html 
(Accessed: 19.12.2025)  

172. Leaked Documents Expose Global Companies’ Secret Tax Deals in Luxembourg. International 
Consortium of Investigative Journalists. 05.11.2014. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic 
data 2025. URL: https://www.icij.org/investigations/luxembourg-leaks/leaked-documents-expose- 
global-companies-secret-tax-deals-luxembourg/ (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

173. Milne R., Toplensky R. Ikea’s complicated tax-driven structure faces EU scrutiny. 18.12.2017. 
[Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL:  https://www.ft.com/content/d332c
7a0-e3fb-11e7-97e2-916d4fbac0da (Accessed: 29.12.2025) 

174. OECD Action Plan on Base Erosion and Profit Shifting, OECD Publishing. 2003.[Electronic 
resource] // URL: https://www.oecd.org/content/dam/oecd/en/publications/reports/2013/07/action-
plan-on-base-erosion-and-profit-shifting_g1g30e67/9789264202719-en.pdf (Accessed: 10.12.2025). 

175. OECD Model Tax Convention On Income and On Capital. [Electronic resource] // OECD 
[Electronic data] 2017, URL: https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/taxation.html#page1 (Accessed: 
12.12.2025).  

176. Pierre Moscovici. The European Commission has developed draft reform of the VAT system in 
EU. [Electronic resource] // Electronic data 2025. URL: https://ec.europa.eu/commission/press
corner/detail/en/IP_17_3443   (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

177. Primacy of EU law (precedence, supremacy), Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/EN/legal-
content/glossary/primacy-of-eu-law-precedence-supremacy.html. (Accessed 11.11.2025.)  

178. Questions and answers on the EU list of non-cooperative tax jurisdictions. 12.03.2020. [Electronic 
resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2020, URL: https://ec.europa.eu/commission/ 
presscorner/detail/en/MEMO_19_1629 (Accessed: 29.04.2020). 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/apr/24/luxleaks-antoine-deltour-luxembourg-tax-avoidance-pricewaterhousecoopers-trial
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/apr/24/luxleaks-antoine-deltour-luxembourg-tax-avoidance-pricewaterhousecoopers-trial
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/apr/24/luxleaks-antoine-deltour-luxembourg-tax-avoidance-pricewaterhousecoopers-trial
https://news.bloombergtax.com/daily-tax-report-international/Netherlands-Closes-Door-on-Popular-Corporate-Tax-Breaks
https://news.bloombergtax.com/daily-tax-report-international/Netherlands-Closes-Door-on-Popular-Corporate-Tax-Breaks
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/taxation/harmful-tax-competition_9789264162945-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/taxation/harmful-tax-competition_9789264162945-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/taxation/harmful-tax-competition_9789264162945-en
https://www.icij.org/investigations/luanda-leaks/how-africas-richest-woman-exploited-family-ties-shell-companies-and-inside-deals-to-build-an-empire/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/luanda-leaks/how-africas-richest-woman-exploited-family-ties-shell-companies-and-inside-deals-to-build-an-empire/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/luanda-leaks/how-africas-richest-woman-exploited-family-ties-shell-companies-and-inside-deals-to-build-an-empire/
https://taxation-customs.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2018-03/taxation_papers_71_atp_.pdf
http://www.fatf-gafi.org/publications/fatfrecommendations/documents/fatf-recommendations.html
http://www.fatf-gafi.org/publications/fatfrecommendations/documents/fatf-recommendations.html
https://www.icij.org/investigations/luxembourg-leaks/leaked-documents-expose-global-companies-secret-tax-deals-luxembourg/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/luxembourg-leaks/leaked-documents-expose-global-companies-secret-tax-deals-luxembourg/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/luxembourg-leaks/leaked-documents-expose-global-companies-secret-tax-deals-luxembourg/
https://www/
http://www.ft.com/content/d332c7a0-e3fb-11e7-97e2-916d4fbac0da
http://www.ft.com/content/d332c7a0-e3fb-11e7-97e2-916d4fbac0da
http://www.oecd.org/ctp/BEPSActionPlan.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/ctp/BEPSActionPlan.pdf
https://www.interfax.ru/business/581765
https://www.interfax.ru/business/581765
https://www.interfax.ru/business/581765


 

29 

179. Repeated leaks and revelations are chipping away at Trump’s attempts to keep his tax records secret 
from the American public. Business Insider. 08.05.2019. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. 
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.businessinsider.com/trump-taxes-nyt-report-leaks-
ruining-attempts- to-keep-records-secret-2019-5 (Accessed: 30.12.2025)  

180. Resolution of the Plenum of the Supreme Arbitration of the Russian Federation dated 12.10.2006 
No 53 “Concerning evaluation of the justification of receipt of the tax benefit by the taxpayer at 
arbitration tribunals”. Electronic data 2025. URL: http://www.consultant.ru/document/c
ons_doc_LAW_63894/ (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

181. Staatsblad van het Koninkrijk der Nederlanden. [Electronic resource]. Electronic data 2025 // URL: 
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stb-1996-651.html (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

182. Summary translation of Court of Appeal of Luxembourg judgement. Page 1 Annelies 
Vandendriessche, PhD Candidate at the University of Luxembourg. [Electronic resource]. 
Electronic data 2025. // URL: https://wwwen.uni.lu/content/download/99672/1198979/file/ 
Luxleaks %20Appeal %20Judgement %20Summary %20Translation.pdf (Accessed: 30.12.2025)  

183. Tackling aggressive tax planning through improved transparency and disclosure. [Electronic 
resource] // Council of European Union [Electronic data] 1999, URL: http://www.oecd.org/
ctp/exchange-of-tax-information/48322860.pdf  (Accessed: 12.12.2025).  

184. Taxation in the European Union, 20.03.1996. [Electronic resource]// Commission  
of the European Communities. URL: https://www.verginet.net/UserFiles/File/Avrupa_Birligi/Taxation/
General_Information/taxation_sec(1996)487_en %204 %20Ek %203.pdf (Accessed: 10.12.2025.).  

185. The ‘Paradise Papers’ And The Long Twilight Struggle Against Offshore Secrecy. International 
Consortium of Investigative Journalists. 27.12.2017. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex.  
Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.icij.org/investigations/paradise-papers/paradise-papers-
long-twilight-struggle-offshore-secrecy/ (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

186. The Panama Papers: Exposing the Rogue Offshore Finance Industry. International Consortium of 
Investigative Journalists. 06/04/2020. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, 
URL: https://www.icij.org/investigations/panama-papers/ (Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

187. The internal market: general principles [Electronic resource] Electronic data 2025 URL: 
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/factsheets/en/sheet/33/the-internal-market-general-principles 
(Accessed: 07.08.2025) 

188. These Are the Paradise Papers. Suddetutche Zeitung. [Electronic resource] // EUR-Lex. Electronic 
data 2025,URL: https://projekte.sueddeutsche.de/paradisepapers/politik/this-is-the-leak-e866529/ 
(Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

189. Treasure Island: Leak Reveals How Mauritius Siphons Tax From Poor Nations To Benefit Elites. 
International Consortium of Investigative Journalists. 23/07/2019. [Electronic resource] //  
EUR-Lex. Electronic data 2025, URL: https://www.icij.org/investigations/mauritius-
leaks/treasure-island-leak-reveals-how-mauritius-siphons-tax-from-poor-nations-to-benefit-elites/ 
(Accessed: 30.12.2025).  

190. VAT in Latvia. URL: https://marosavat.com/vat/latvia/ (Accessed 17.10.2025)  

191. Value-Added Taxes Begin in Europe. URL: https://www.ebsco.com/research-starters/history/
value-added-taxes-begin-europe (Assessed: 18.09.2025.) 

https://www.businessinsider.com/trump-taxes-nyt-report-leaks-ruining-attempts-to-keep-records-secret-2019-5
https://www.businessinsider.com/trump-taxes-nyt-report-leaks-ruining-attempts-to-keep-records-secret-2019-5
https://www.businessinsider.com/trump-taxes-nyt-report-leaks-ruining-attempts-to-keep-records-secret-2019-5
http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc_LAW_63894/
http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc_LAW_63894/
http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc_LAW_63894/
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stb-1996-651.html
http://www.oecd.org/ctp/exchange-of-tax-information/48322860.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/ctp/exchange-of-tax-information/48322860.pdf
https://www.verginet.net/UserFiles/File/Avrupa_Birligi/Taxation/General_Information/taxation_sec(1996)487_en%204%20Ek%203.pdf
https://www.icij.org/investigations/panama-papers/
https://projekte.sueddeutsche.de/paradisepapers/politik/this-is-the-leak-e866529/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/mauritius-leaks/treasure-island-leak-reveals-how-mauritius-siphons-tax-from-poor-nations-to-benefit-elites/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/mauritius-leaks/treasure-island-leak-reveals-how-mauritius-siphons-tax-from-poor-nations-to-benefit-elites/
https://www.icij.org/investigations/mauritius-leaks/treasure-island-leak-reveals-how-mauritius-siphons-tax-from-poor-nations-to-benefit-elites/
https://www.ebsco.com/research-starters/history/value-added-taxes-begin-europe
https://www.ebsco.com/research-starters/history/value-added-taxes-begin-europe

	Table of Contents
	Introduction
	Degree of scientific development of the theme
	Methodology of PhD research
	Scientific innovation of PhD research
	Degree of reliability of the research performed. Approbation of Research Results

	Conclusions
	Proposals
	Publications on the topic of the Thesis
	References

