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TAXATION IN THE DIGITAL ECONOMY

The digital economy is increasingly replacing the everyday economy. The continued rapid pace of
technology development and its use in business presents exciting opportunities for entrepreneurs and
challenges for tax authorities. In the digital economy, traditional correspondences, dependencies, and
proportions inherent in the industrial-market economy are no longer effective. Traditional methods of
regulation in the new economy are no longer effective, especially in the field of taxation. We need new
tax rules that take into account the specifics of the technologies used. The rules should reflect the use
of virtual currencies, digital goods, classification and taxation principles. The purpose of the study is
to identify the main problems in the taxation of the digital economy and ways to solve them based on
foreign experience. The scientific significance of the research is based on the study of the theory and
practice of taxation in the field of digital economy. The practical significance of the research is justified
by the possibility of using the research materials for further assessment and solution of taxation prob-
lems in the digital economy. The research in the article was carried out on the basis of information from
international and public organizations, scientific works of foreign scientists. Such research methods as
analysis, analogy, abstraction and concretization were used.
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LincppAbIK, 5SKOHOMMKAAAFbI CaAbIK, CaAy

CaHABIK, 3KOHOMMKa KebiHece KYHAEAIKTI 3KOHOMMKAaHbl aAMacTbIpaAbl. TEXHOAOTMSIAAPAbIH
KApKbIHABI AaMy KapKblHbl >KOHEe OAapAbl 6OM3HeCTe namAaAaHy KoCinKepAep YiiH Kbi3bIKTbl
MYMKIHAIKTED MEH MEMAEKETTIH CaAblK OpraHAapbl YWiH CbiH-KaTepAep 60Abin Tabbiraabl. CaHABIK,
3KOHOMMKAAQ MHAYCTPUSAbIK-HAPbIKTbIK, 3KOHOMMKaFa TOH ASCTYPAI COMKECTIK, TOYEAAIAIK >KoHe
nponopums NopmMeHAi 60Aa aamarAbl. JKaHa 3KOHOMMKAAAFbl PETTEYAIH ASCTYPAI 8AicTepi, acipece
CaAbIK, CaAy CaAaCblHAQ MOPMEHAI OOAyAbl TOKTaTaAbl. [laiiAaAaHbIAQTbIH  TEXHOAOTMSIAAPAbIH
epekLLeAIKTePiH ecKepeTiH >KaHa CaAblK, epexkeAepi KaxeT. Epexxeaepae BUPTyaAAbl BaAlOTaAapAbl,
CaHAbIK, TayapAapAbl MaAaAaHy TopTiOi, CaAbIK, CaAy >KIKTEAYi MEH MPUHUMNTEPI KOpPCEeTiAyi Tuic.
3epTTeyAiH MakcaTbl CaHAbIK, SKOHOMMKara CaAblK CaAy Ke3iHAEri Herisri npobAeMarapAbl XoHe
LIETEAAIK ToXipmbe HerisiHAe OAapAbl Liewly >XOAAAPbIH aHbikTay 6GOAbIN TaOblAaAbl. 3epTTeyAiH
FBIABIMM MaHbI3AbIAbIFbI CAHABIK, KOHOMMKA CaAaCbIHAAFbI CaAbIK, CaAy TEOPUSICbl MEH TaXiprbeciH
3epTTeYMEH Heri3peAreH. 3epTTeyAiH MPaKTMKaAAbIK,  MaHbI3AbIAbIFbI  CAaHAbIK, 3KOHOMMUKAAAFbl
CaAbIK, CaAy MOCEAEAEPIH OAaH 8pi Oarasay >KoHe Lelly YiliH 3epTTey MaTepraAAapbiH ManAaAaHy
MYMKIHAITiHE HerisaeAreH. MakaAaaa 3epTTey ap TYPAi XaAblKapPaAbIK, KoHe KOFaMADBIK, YIbIMAAPAbIH
aKraparTapbl, COHAQM-aK, OCbl TaKbIpbil GOMbIHILA LLIETEAAIK FAABIMAAPAbIH FbIAbIMM eHOEKTepiHiH
HEri3iHAE >Ky3€ere acblpblAAbl. 3€PTTEYAE TaAAQdY, aHAAOTUSI, aOCTPArMpAey >KoHe HaKTblAdy CMUSKTbI
3epTTey sAiCTepi KOAAAHBIAADI.

Ty#iH ce3aep: CaHABIK 3KOHOMMKA, CaAbIK, CaAy, KPUMNTOBAAIOTA, TPaHC(EPTTIiK 6ara GeArirey, «<KOA
CO3Yy» NPUHLMII.
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Haaoroo6ao0xeHue B unMdpoBoi SKOHOMHUKe

LincdpoBas 3kOHOMMKA BO BCE GOAbLUEN CTEMEHM 3ameHsieT COGO0M MOBCEAHEBHYIO SKOHOMMKY.
MpoaoA>KaloLmecst ObICTpble TEMMbl PA3BUTMSI TEXHOAOTMIA M MX WCMOAb30BaHWe B OuM3Hece
npeactaBaseT coboii 3axBaTblBalOWME BO3MOXHOCTM AAS TMPEANPUHMMATEAEN WM BbI3OBbl  AAS
HAAOrOBbIX OPraHOB rOCYAQPCTBa. B LM pOBOI 3IKOHOMUKE NEPECTAIOT ObITb AEMCTBEHHBIMU MPUCYLLME
MHAYCTPUAAbHO-PIHOYHONM 3KOHOMMKE TPAAMLIMOHHbIE COOTBETCTBMS, 3aBUCMMOCTM U MPOMOPLMK.
TpaAMUMOHHbIE METOAbl PETYAMPOBAHMS B HOBOW 3KOHOMMKE MEepecTaloT ObiTb AENCTBEHHbIMM,
ocobeHHO B cdepe HaroroobaoxeHus. HeobxoAMMbI HOBble HAaAOroBble MpaBMAQ, YyuWTbIBAIOLLME
crneundmKy MCMOAb3yeMbIX TEXHOAOMMIA. B mpaBrAax AOAXKHbI OTPas3MTbCs MOPSAOK MCMOAb30BaHUS
BUPTYaAbHbIX BAAIOT, LUM(POBbIX TOBAPOB, KAACCUMDMKALMS M MPUHLMIbI HAAOr006A0XKeHMS. Lleabto
MCCAEAOBAHUSI  SIBASIETCSl OMNPEAEAEHWE OCHOBHbIX MPOGAEM MPU HAAOrOOOAOXKEHUU LMDPOBOI
3KOHOMMKM M MyTeN MX peLleHnsl Ha OCHOBe 3apy6exxHOro onbiTa. HayuyHas 3HaUMMOCTb MCCAEAOBAHMS
060CHOBaHa MCCAEAOBAHMEM TEOPUM M MPAKTUKM HAAOrOOBAOXKEHMS B ob6AacTM  umMdpoBoOW
3KOHOMMKM. TMpakTnyeckas 3HAUMMOCTb MCCAEAOBaHWMs 060CHOBaHa BO3MO>KHOCTbIO MCMOAb30BaHUS
MaTepuanoB MCCAEAOBaHUSI AAS AAQAbHEMLIEN OLEHKM U pelleHus nMpobGAeM HaAOrooBGAOXKeHUS B
LM pPOBOM IKOHOMUKE. MCCAeAOBaHME B CTaTbe OCYLLECTBASIAOCh HA OCHOBE MH(DOPMALMK PAa3AMYHBIX
MEXAYHAPOAHbBIX M OBLECTBEHHbIX OpPraHM3auuii, a TakXKe Hay4HbIX TPYAOB 3apyBeXHbIX YUeHbIX
Mo AQHHOWM TemaTuke. B mccaeaoBaHMU MCMOAb30BAAMCH TakMe METOAbI UCCAEAOBAHMS, Kak aHaAuU3,

aHaAorusi, abCTparMpoBaHmne U KOHKPETU3aLMS.

KatoueBble cAoBa: LmdpoBasi 3KOHOMMKA, HAAOrOOOAOXKEHWE, KPUMTOBAAIOTA, TpaHcepTHoe

LLeHOO6Pa30BaHME, MPUHLMIT «BbITSHYTOM PYKU».

Introduction

Against the background of economic
globalization, national legislation in the field of
taxation does not always develop adequately to the
new challenges that arise due to the complexity
of the processes of activities of transnational
corporations, the volatility of cash flows of capital
due to the active development of digital trade. These
factors create convenient conditions for avoiding
state taxation for large international companies. This
undermines the existing universality and fairness of
state tax systems.

One of the clear tools used by international
companies to avoid taxing countries without formally
violating the current state legislation is «blurring
the tax base with subsequent profit shifting» (Base
Erosion and Profit Shifting, BEPS). This is a set
of international tax planning strategies that allow
large companies to declare their profits (losses) for
taxation in those tax jurisdictions where they have
not conducted any special economic activity that
contributed to the extraction of these profits (losses),
especially if the income tax rates in the country are
relatively low (or even zero).

BEPS negatively affects the tracking of revenues
to national budgets of countries tax deductions and
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the greatest negative impact of such strategies is felt
in developing countries, where corporate income tax
revenues play a significant role in the structure of
budget revenues (Olbert & Spengel, 2017: 7).

The severity of the BEPS problem is confirmed
by a number of studies. Thus, according to the
OECD, the minimum losses from the erosion of the
tax base and the movement of profits are 4-10% of
global income tax collections, i.e. from $ 100 to $
240 billion.

The OECD highlights the following features
of e-business: high mobility (including for tax
optimization purposes); inextricable connection with
data, including working with big data (Big Data);
presence of network effects; multi-party business
models (including links between parties from different
jurisdictions); within each specific business model,
rapid market monopolization is possible; low barriers
to market entry; high contribution of intangible assets
to value creation (OECD, 2015).

Due to these features, the main problems
arise when collecting corporate income tax and
VAT. In terms of VAT, the complexity lies in the
simultaneous administration of a large number of
residents of other jurisdictions who supply both
physical and digital products to consumers in the
jurisdiction in question.
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In terms of income tax, the situation is more
complicated due to the high mobility of business and
the ability to organize a flexible structure, the main
problem here may be transfer pricing, which allows
you to concentrate profits in convenient jurisdictions.
In contrast to the market for conventional goods, in
this market, it is quite difficult for tax authorities
to determine the true market value of electronic
services, which are often unique in nature (software,
design). This makes it clear that these tasks cannot
be solved without understanding the structure of
e-business.

Companies practice «transfer pricing», which
allows you to attribute the net profit, as well as
losses of the organization before payment of
relevant taxes to the account of jurisdictions that
are not transparent for taxation with low tax rates,
acting as so-called «tax havens». To prevent
this practice, many countries have introduced
an important «thin capitalization» rule. The rule
counteracts the subsequent cross-border movement
of profits (indicating losses) by using excessive debt
levels (debt). It is aimed at protecting the country’s
tax (budget) base. States through organizations of
interstate cooperation (including with the help of the
OECD) coordinate national policies to minimize the
impact of known offshore zones on the erosion of
the state tax base and the withdrawal of company
profits to prevent huge budget losses. For this
purpose, a system of measures was developed for
the necessary coordination of the tax policy of states
that are members of international associations,
which consists in comparing and equalizing tax
rates in different states and eliminating the principle
of double taxation.

There are two groups of problems in taxation
of the digital economy: the first group of problems
includes the problems of taxation of businesses
based on digital platforms, and the second — the
problems of taxation of businesses whose products
are completely or significantly digital. The second
group includes almost all high-tech businesses. First
of all, this concerns the use of blockchain technology
and cryptocurrencies instead of conventional
money. When offsetting or using cryptocurrencies
that do not have the official status of money in
mutual settlements, it is tempting not to consider
intermediate transactions as transactions.

Officially, there is no movement of money,
but the tax authorities have reason to believe that
transactions are being made, and therefore there
are questions about paying taxes related to income
and taxes related to turnover. Exactly the same
can be said about transactions made within the

network based on blockchain. If the tax is paid upon
shipment, and not upon receipt of payment, then
there are many reasons for collecting taxes.

Based on the results of an empirical study,
the following suggestions were made, relying on
the professional experience of specialists: only
professionals in their field with higher education
are able to perform illegal activities in the electronic
space, violating the established legal norms and
rules. In many cases, these organizations operate on
the basis of officially registered activities.

However, they participate in the digital shadow
economy in order to avoid taxation of income
received from operations in the electronic space.
According to demographic characteristics, the usual
subjects of the digital shadow economy are young
people or middle-aged men, according to official
reports, whose income does not reach the minimum
wage rate (Gaspareniene & Remeikiene, 2016: 846).

The legal status of cryptocurrencies in
Kazakhstan is currently not defined. The Ministry
of national economy clarified that cryptocurrencies
are not classified as either goods, currencies, or
securities. Accordingly, the current tax code of
the country does not contain rules for taxation of
cryptocurrencies. The Ministry noted that this issue
is new for the country. Therefore, this topic should
be studied in the light of international experience.

The State revenue Committee under the
Ministry of Finance reported that at the moment this
issue is regulated by articles on other income. Thus,
according to the Tax code, other income subject
to taxation includes funds received from sources
outside of Kazakhstan. At the same time, individuals
who received other income, including outside of
Kazakhstan, submit a Declaration on individual
income tax (Margatskaya & Margatsky, 2017: 160).

Literature review

The term «digital economy» (the author of
the term is Nicholas Negroponte) appeared in
1995. This concept itself is associated with the
extensive intensive development and promotion
of information and communication technologies
(ICT), its consequence is the beginning of the
process of informatization of the second technical
generation. This served as the basis for the emerging
modern VI technological order. It is obvious that
all spheres of human long-term life (economic,
social, regional, political, cultural, social and many
others) are being improved in one way or another
due to changes in the development of ICT (Yudina,
2016: 13).
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The concept of digital economy is closely
related to the concept of economy. The main
scientists, theorists, and practitioners of Economics
as a science are A. Smith, D. Ricardo, K. Marx, F.
Engels, and J.M. Keynes, Th. Schumpeter and other
foreign scientists. The works of these scientists are
aimed at analyzing the nature of capitalism and the
market economy (Schumpeter, 2011). The digital
economy also obeys the basic laws of the market
and aims to make a profit.

One of the processes of formation of the digital
economy is the transfer of various types of socio-
economic activities using ICT in the electronic
environment of the Internet: e-Commerce,
e-business, e-learning, e-media and e-government.

Recognized modern achievements in changing
the global information and communication
environment of technologies and the Internet have
led to the formation of a developed global electronic
environment for various types of economic activities,
which has also opened up new opportunities for
financial, organizational and institutional design in
existing business and scientific spheres of socio-
economic activity.

It is recognized that ICT play a crucial role in
increasing innovation and productivity; improving
living standards; improving competitiveness, as well
as economic and social modernization, overcoming
economic and social problems, and reducing poverty
worldwide.

Three aspects of the digital economy are
considered in terms of how customers participate in
the digital economy. These include:

1. Doing business using virtual currencies such
as bitcoin;

2. The provision of digital goods and services; and

3. Interaction of business enhanced by the
Internet, for example, customer search, including
working in the «exchange economy» (Nellen, 2015:
29).

The penetration of digital technologies into all
spheres of life, called digital transformation, affects,
among other things, the tax system not only by
digitizing routine operations, but also in the field of
promoting the impact of tax changes on the evolution
of taxation in the system of the digital economy.

The tax system should reflect the shifting points
of value creation and changing business forms
that accompany digital transformation. Ignoring
these changes will inevitably lead to negative
consequences: either budget revenues will be
significantly reduced, or the tax system will begin
to slow down the development of new forms of
business that form the digital economy.
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The question of optimizing the tax system and
adapting it to the conditions of the digital economy
may require non-standard solutions based on an
understanding of the situation as a whole, including
the functions of the tax system, the specifics of the
digital economy, and the possible consequences of
decisions made. The world practice here is very
diverse. In particular, this applies to cryptocurrencies
and transactions in them. Initially, the attitude
towards them in all countries was extremely
negative. However, since 2013, the situation began
to change quickly, «cryptocurrencies have gone on
the offensive» (Katasonov, 2017).

There are favorable conditions for the
commercialization of digital business forms in
Singapore and Switzerland. It is in these countries
that offices are located that provide an interface with
the real world of the Etherium virtual machine. In a
number of countries, transactions in cryptocurrencies
are regulated by the same legislation as transactions
in conventional currency, including taxation. Great
Britain, Germany and the Netherlands have already
followed this path.

Among the main functions of the tax system,
there are usually fiscal, distributive, regulatory and
control functions. The most important among them
is the fiscal function, which ensures that budgets at
all levels are filled. The control function allows the
state to monitor the sources of income of citizens and
the movement of funds. The distributional (or social)
function ensures that income is redistributed between
different segments of the population and that the poor
have access to certain types of goods, such as medicine
and education. The regulatory function includes two
components-stimulating and discouraging certain
types of activity (Barulin et al., 2007).

Digital transformation of business can very
much affect all four functions of the tax system,
but the most painful for the state may be violations
in the implementation of two of them — fiscal and
control. The regulatory function of the tax system
is more important for the digital economy itself,
and in terms of possible hindrances to successful
development. It has a great potential for braking.

Thus, the procedure for taxation of digital
business is significant due to the need for solve
problems with tax collection, with the appearance
of potential conflict situations, with abuse by
organizations.

Methodology

The purpose of the research is defined as the
identification of the main problems in the taxation
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of the digital economy and ways to solve them based
on foreign experience, so the main research methods
are analysis, analogy, abstraction and concretization.

The research hypothesis is that the tax
mechanism of the digital economy will be formed
at the necessary level only in conjunction with the
regulatory framework, improvement of existing
legislation, however, for digital money and its
use, it is necessary to develop state control and
a mechanism for registering payment systems,
change the procedure for opening accounts (creating
e-wallets by users), and principles for subsequent
identification of customers (users) of the system and
their transactions with regulatory authorities. Also,
the taxation mechanism should be oriented towards
the principle of determining tax jurisdiction - the
fundamental principle of the Internet.

The research was carried out based on
information received from various sources,
including information from international and public
organizations, scientific works of foreign scientists.
Scientific and practical materials, publications in
periodicals and the Internet were utilized.

The major results of the research are given in the
conclusion, which provides relevant conclusions.

Results and discussion

The development of e-Commerce has revealed
a wide range of issues related to taxation, fees and
customs restrictions. The application of conditions
in the global network of digital transactions
therefore creates many difficulties for existing state
tax authorities due to the anonymity of e-Commerce
entities, the lack of ability to track transactions, as
well as the suppression of borders through the use of
global networks.

A serious problem is the regulation at the state
level of banking transactions carried out using
distributed interaction technology «blockchainy.
The spread of modern electronic payment systems,
the improvement and development of electronic
payments, the widespread use of cryptocurrencies
leads to the fact that the speed of money circulation
increases and increases. This leads to the spread
of a number of problems: control over the issue of
electronic and network money, regulatory regulation
of the money supply in circulation, the study of the
impact of the mass of electronic money on inflation
and changes in the economic growth of the country
and in the world economy (Dyatlov, 2017: 85-86).

The worldwide countries are act according to
the important «arm’s length» principle used in the
norms of the OECD Guidelines. It describes five

methods for measuring prices for tax purposes.
These include:

- The uncontrolled price comparison method
(CUP);

- The resale method (RP);

- The cost plus method (C+);

- The comparable return method (TNMM);

- The profit distribution method (PS).

Provided that the methods used suit with the
«arm’s length» principle, the OECD guidelines
allow the use of several of these methods
simultaneously or methods that are not defined or
regulated by law.

International experience shows that this usage of
particular methods contributes to difficulties with its
execution (for example, the use of the «cost plus»
method, when difficulties appear due to differences
in the accounting systems of expenditures in different
countries and the General distribution of indirect
costs in relation to the controlled transaction). The
legislation of many countries gives preference to the
method of profit distribution when evaluating and
determining prices for intangible assets. The OECD
is also currently considering the use of the «method
of discounting future incomey.

General approaches and principles of taxation to
be used and changed when developing a mechanism
for taxation of agents and subjects of the electronic
economy:

1. For taxation of digital economy entities in
the new conditions, there is no need to develop
additional fees and taxes, it is enough to change the
existing mandatory payments;

2. There is no need to lower rates and tax
benefits;

3. For correct taxation, it is necessary to revise
the concept of «permanent establishment»;

4. When the tax is assessed is not a type and
cost of the product that is assessed, but the type of
transferred rights and permission (if any) for these
products;

5. In the e-economy segment, tax authorities
should use specialized methods and means of tax
control, since traditional, widespread tax control in
this case is unreliable and not effective;

6. An Electronic product should be taxed at the
legislative level as a service, not as a product;

7. According to the method the location of the
buyer, taxes on consumption;

8. Development of documentation on the tax
procedure is mandatory for business activities in the
digital economy;

9. Continuous improvement of the taxation
mechanism for digital economy entities is required.
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The key factors contributing to the use of
opportunities for understating the tax base are shown in
Figure 1. The elimination of key factors that contribute

to understating the tax base is focused on using the
definition of tax jurisdiction. Two approaches are used
to determine tax jurisdiction, as shown in Table 1.

Figure 1 — Key factors for understating the tax base in the digital economy
Source: Koren, 2010

Table 1 — Relations of an economic entity in the form of approaches to tax jurisdiction

Name of the
approach

Depending on the permanent establishment

Depending on the territory

Description of the
approach

Is that the place of registration of the entity’s activity located
in one state (country), through which commercial and financial | (expenses) of an economic entity arising in
operations of an enterprise that is a person with a permanent
residence (namely, a resident) of another state are carried out

This approach assumes that all income

the place of this jurisdiction are subject to
mandatory taxation:

The criteria

approach payment;

- availability of tangible assets used for profit-making and

- checking the dependency of agents, including management.

- there is no dependence on nationality and
residence status.

Source: Collin & Colin, 2013

In the case of taxation of digital services
in e-Commerce, the question is which of these
approaches to taxation best meets the specifics
of the digital economy and e-Commerce. For all
e-Commerce, except retail trade in digital goods, the
possibility of taxation of online trade is technically
feasible. The distribution and development of
effective administrative procedures within the
taxation of electronic Commerce is not a simple
task. Developers of this policy need to prescribe
in such administrative procedures a direct solution
to the main threat to state tax authorities from
the distribution of digital goods. The European
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Commission has developed and proposed legislation
that allows avoiding tax evasion in cases of paying
taxes on the purchase of electronic digital goods, but
it is not yet clear in the procedures to what extent
the developed procedures will be effective in the
process of justifying the receipt of tax revenues
from the retail sale of digital goods.

Various arguments in favor of granting taxpayers
preferential tax treatment for retail e-Commerce
have been discussed in the specialized literature, but
they are not suitable for providing a convincing case
of legislative granting of tax preferences for digital
e-Commerce. One possible argument in this case is
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in favor of providing preferential tax treatment for
retail e-Commerce, which is not yet analyzed in
the literature during this period, that the possibility
of granting preferential tax to e-Commerce will
lead to an increase in the degree of competition
in the product market. The disadvantage of such
an agreement is also that the cost increases for a
certain unit of delivery for individual digital goods
sent online, when compared with goods purchased
in stores, considering the overall welfare effect of
such a preferential tax regime, you can determine
its ambiguous effect. The overall welfare effect
remains to be analyzed, but it is not determined
under which conditions it will be positive or negative
(Rasmussen, 2004: 27).

The tax proposal of Goedel & Miller is that
there is no final and feasible orderly business tax
system that can collect the corresponding positive
returns. This means that taxpayers are not required
to pay more taxes than they are. In today’s world
of less-than-perfect information and diverse
expectations that the tax code will continue to grow,
the government is trying to eliminate the connection
of loopholes that constantly arise and increase due
to the inability to foresee and specify all possible
unforeseen circumstances, situations. In doing so, it
explores the business paths that organizations use to
avoid taxation.

Proving this proposal by Goedel & Miller is
more difficult than asserting it, but the analysis of
the modern combination of non-arbitrage analysis
together with the tax code provides a real clue. To
begin with, because there is no explicit arbitrage
analysis, the value of the firm’s income (profit) is a
function of the total cash flow, along with the forms
in which it operates, which include depreciation
charges, capital gains.

Calculating prices and costs for each of them,
the organization will thus present itself to fully
maximize its value. Ignoring organizational costs,
organizations then combine, divide, and reorganize
(transform) into entities with different tax rules and
tax regimes to minimize tax (Ross, 1988: 132).

In particular, Belgian scientists-experts of the
Eschman Institute suggest the development of the
implementation of a bitwise tax. This involves paying
for the specified amount of transmitted information
and limited traffic on the counter. According to the
Belgian Ministry of communications, this country’s
tax revenue in the digital economy could amount to
about 4% of Belgium’s GNP if the tax rate was §
1 per 100 megabits of information. The experience
of France suggests considering the possibility
of mandatory state certification of retail Internet

trading companies for their subsequent taxation. For
this purpose, a specially designed «identification
mark» was proposed for companies that confirm
the provision of the necessary guarantees for tax
transparency and technical and technological
security when making payments for services using
Bank cards (Rodina, 2010: 165).

Conclusion

The emergence and increase in the growth of
settlement monetary transactions using electronic
monetary resources as means of payment for online
services, goods, and work occurred due to the rapid
development of digital information technologies,
which led to the widespread spread of universal
store sites, auctions on the Internet, the emergence of
corporate websites of organizations, and electronic
settlements. The popularity of online sales is steadily
increasing. The benefits of such trading are obvious
to both sellers and buyers. The price in an online store
is more favorable to the buyer, because sellers can
save on renting retail space, paying for maintenance
of premises and on the labor of staff, their price
is lower than in conventional stores. For buyers,
buying goods online at such a low price allows you
to save time on the search and subsequent delivery
of the ordered product. After selecting a product, the
user can specify the delivery of the selected product
to the door. Transactions with electronic money
are performed instantly online, which reduces time
costs. The time limit is only possible due to the
speed of the payment system when making external
payments.

National tax authorities do not have direct
instruments for the implementation of the fight
against tax avoidance and evasion organizations
from paying taxes. They are focused on existing
gaps in national tax legislation that occur due to
changes in the dynamics of economic and financial
globalization. The Organization for Economic
Co-operation and Development and the Group of
twenty have already joined together in an equal
partnership to tackle the international problems
of tax base erosion and profit redistribution. Their
initiative action Plan allows more than 100 countries
of the world, both developing and developed, to
develop and implement rules aimed at ensuring that
the places where profits are generated and taxed
correspond. This will change the course of the
international tax environment for companies in such
areas as planning, provision and budgeting.

However, different interpretations of standards
increase the risks of increasing global tax competition
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between countries, as well as the risk of increasing
the tax burden on organizations. These challenges
can be addressed with the participation of the OECD
action Plan and the G20 developing countries and
the private sector. The plan encourages other
international tax reforms that will support global
growth and development.

A key issue is tracking the effectiveness of tax rates
set for large international corporations. In terms of the
drawback, it is the understatement of the severity of tax
procedures, including transfer pricing. Increasing tax

revenues to the budget is a priority for governments,
but tax rates are also linked to the volume of attracting
foreign investment. The competitiveness of tax rates
also affects the retention of their own investors.

In conclusion, we can conclude that globalization
leads to a change in attitudes to the digital economy
and cryptocurrencies, and it requires amendments
to the legislation. The development of common
standards for taxation in the digital economy will
allow each state to make changes to existing tax
legislation at the national level.
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