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HIGHLIGHTS 

• International: digital tax initiatives continue to appear around the world  29 March/4 April 

• European Parliament: TAX3 rapporteurs and coordinators confirmed  4 April 

• European Commission: Moscovici re-iterates calls for public CBCR  9 April 

• Council: member state positions on digital tax becoming more blurred  10 April 

European Commission  

Commissioner Moscovici re-iterates calls for public CBCR  9 April 

Commissioner Moscovici has called on EU member states to agree on public CBCR without delay. 

In particular, the Commissioner stated that the mere exchange of CBCR information between tax administrations is 

insufficient, and the information should also be published. 

He made the comments at a tax conference 

and the Foundation for European Progressive Studies (FEPS). 

Speaking at the same conference, Professor Prem Sikka from Tax Justice Network also called for public CBCR, 

 Moreover, he observed that 

apparently the member states currently feel that there is not enough pressure for them to drive the file forward in 

the Council. 

This was a reference to the current state of negotiations in the Council, where a minority of member states led by 

Germany continue to block the file on the grounds that its legal basis (corporate reporting) is wrong and should be 

changed to tax. This would mean that the European Parliament only submits its non-binding opinion, and member 

states legislate by unanimity. 

Due to this block, the Council has still not achieved a political agreement on the proposal. No meetings on the file 

have been scheduled by the Bulgarian Presidency so far. The frustrated Greens-EFA Group of the European 

Parliament recently sent a letter to the French President Emmanuel Macron, calling on his help to re-launch 

momentum on public CBCR in the Council. 

It remains to be seen whether the new social-democratic finance minister in Berlin, President Macron and the 

Austrian Presidency during the second half of 2018 will bring new momentum to the Council negotiations. 

http://www.feps-europe.eu/assets/af6afdee-225f-4feb-82c8-3489b96ac73c/programme-fair-modern-and-efficient-corporate-taxation-defpdf.pdf
http://extranet.greens-efa-service.eu/public/media/file/1/5537


Commission proposes IFRIC 23 on income tax treatments to be endorsed  10 
April 

The European Commission has proposed to endorse Interpretation 23 of IFRIC, concerning uncertainty over income 

tax treatments. 

Interpretation 23 clarifies how to apply the recognition and measurement requirements in IAS 12 when there is 

uncertainty over income tax treatments. Under such circumstances, an entity should recognise and measure its 

current or deferred tax asset or liability applying the requirements in IAS 12 based on taxable profit (tax loss), tax 

bases, unused tax losses, unused tax credits and tax rates determined applying this Interpretation. 

Unless the European Parliament or the member states raise any objections, the Interpretation will be incorporated 

 

 

European Parliament 

TAX3 Committee rapporteurs and coordinators confirmed  4 April 

In its Tax Policy Update from 16 March, Accountancy Europe reported on the expected composition of the TAX3 

These predictions have now 

proven true, as the TAX3 Committee has formally announced the MEPs taking up these key positions (see here and 

here). 

As reported in the 16 March Tax Policy Update, the following MEPs are confirmed in key positions: 

• Petr Jezek (ALDE/CZE)  

• Jeppe Kofod (S&D/DEN) and Ludek Niedermayer (EPP/CZE) as co-rapporteurs 

• Peter Simon (S&D/GER) and Dariusz Rosati (EPP/POL) as their respective Group coordinators 

o Tom Vandenkendelaere (EPP/BEL) as  

 also reported in the 16 March Tax Policy 

Update, i.e. that ALDE now holds the Chairmanship whilst EPP took the position of the second co-rapporteur. It is 

possible that EPP believes to exert greater influence over the final report as the co-rapporteur, rather than as the 

chairing Group of the Committee. 

Furthermore, the following MEPs are confirmed as shadow rapporteurs: 

• Wolf Klinz (ALDE/GER) 

• ECR to be confirmed, possibly Pirkko Ruohonen-Lerner (ECR/FIN) 

• Molly Scott Cato (Greens-EFA/UK) 

• Marisa Matias (GUE-NGL/POR) and Miguel Urban Crespo (GUE-NGL/SPA) 

• Marco Valli (EFDD/ITA) 

http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-7791-2018-INIT/en/pdf
http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-7791-2018-ADD-1/en/pdf
https://www.accountancyeurope.eu/wp-content/uploads/180316_Tax-Policy-Update_Accountancy-Europe.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/cmsdata/141020/TAX3%20Report%20-%20CoRapporteurs%20&%20Shadows.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/cmsdata/141021/TAX3_Bureau,%20Coordinators.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/cmsdata/141021/TAX3_Bureau,%20Coordinators.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/cmsdata/141020/TAX3%20Report%20-%20CoRapporteurs%20&%20Shadows.pdf


Finally, the following are nominated as Vice-Chairs: 

• Roberts Zīle (ECR/LAT) 

• Eva Joly (Greens-EFA/FRA) 

• Esther de Lange (EPP/NLD) 

• Ana Gomes (S&D/POR) 

Apparently, GUE-NGL claims that it was unfairly side-lined by the other Groups and denied a Vice-Chair position. 

At least in PANA Committee, EPP, ALDE and ECR worked in close conjunction, as did S&D and Greens-EFA. GUE-

NGL, for its part, saw many of its recommendations and amendments rejected by the other Groups. 

The next meeting of the TAX3 Committee will be on 16 April. The meeting will consist of a public hearing with 

Commissioner Jourova, who is notably in charge of the anti-money laundering and whistleblowing files. 

 

Council 

Council publishes new commitment letters from third countries  5/9 April 

The Council of the EU has published additional letters of commitment sent by third jurisdictions in order for them 

to avoid being blacklisted. The jurisdictions in question are Bahrain, Antigua and Barbuda, Montenegro and 

Vanuatu. 

As a reminder, the Council is publishing these letters following criticism according to which the selection process 

of the jurisdictions to be blacklisted or delisted is based on political considerations, rather than objective criteria. 

Battle lines on digital tax proposals are blurring  10 April 

What initially seemed like a vastly supported set of proposals, with arguably over 15 member states on board, the 

two proposals on the taxation of the digital economy are now generating more doubt. For more details on the 

Tax Policy Update from 30 March. 

The frontlines between supporters and opposers is becoming increasingly blurred. Overall, out of 28 EU member 

states seven are strong supporters of the temporary proposal, two are neutral, 11 are on the fence and seven are 

opposed. Even some MEPs are already chipping into the debate, mostly in support of the proposals but with some 

voices of criticism too. 

France still remains at the head of strong supporters and is the main driver. Germany, by contrast, has already been 

doubting its position for a while now, in part driven by US retaliation against the German car industry. As a more 

recent development, a group of Central and Eastern European EU member states are expressing doubts about the 

long-term proposal. They believe that the thresholds in the proposals are too large, and will lead to them not being 

able to tax the digital companies. 

This mixture of views makes reaching unanimity even more difficult. Thus either a group of member states opts for 

enhanced cooperation  an option disliked by France  or the supporting member states figure out a way to 

incentivise or compel the smaller opposers to join their front. 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-%2f%2fEP%2f%2fTEXT%2bCOMPARL%2bTAX3-OJ-20180416-1%2b01%2bDOC%2bXML%2bV0%2f%2fEN&language=EN
http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-6972-2018-ADD-32/en/pdf
http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-6972-2018-ADD-33/en/pdf
http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-6972-2018-ADD-34/en/pdf
http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-6972-2018-ADD-35/en/pdf
https://www.politico.eu/article/europe-digital-tax-map-where-countries-stand-analysis-deep-divisions/?utm_source=POLITICO.EU&utm_campaign=fa8c85bc5f-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_04_10&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_10959edeb5-fa8c85bc5f-189774953
https://www.accountancyeurope.eu/wp-content/uploads/180330_Tax-Policy-Update_Accountancy-Europe.pdf
https://www.euractiv.com/section/digital/opinion/the-misguided-logic-of-digital-taxation/


Court of Justice of the EU  Rulings  

C‑532/16: Limitation of the right to deduct input tax  11 April 

The First Chamber of the CJEU has ruled that: 

• Article 184 of the VAT Directive establishes that the obligation to adjust undue VAT deductions set down in 

that article also applies to cases where the initial deduction could not be made lawfully because the 

transaction giving rise to that deduction was exempt from VAT 

• By contrast, Articles 187-189 of the Directive mean that the mechanism for the adjustment of undue VAT 

deductions provided for in those articles is not applicable in cases where the initial VAT deduction was 

unjustified as it concerned a VAT-exempt transaction relating to the supply of land 

• Article 186 means that, in cases where the initial deduction of VAT could not be made lawfully, it is for the 

member states to determine the date on which the obligation to adjust the undue VAT deduction arises and 

the time period for which that adjustment must be made, in accordance with the principles of EU law, in 

particular the principles of legal certainty and legitimate expectations. It is for the national court to determine 

whether, in cases such as that at issue in the main proceedings, those principles have been respected 

C‑8/17: Right to deduct VAT  12 April 

The Seventh Chamber of the CJEU has ruled that Articles 63, 167, 168, 178 to 180, 182 and 219 of the VAT Directive, 

and the principle of fiscal neutrality, preclude legislation of a member state pursuant to which following a tax 

adjustment, additional VAT was paid to the state and was the subject of documents rectifying the initial invoices 

several years after the supply of the goods in question, the right to deduct VAT is to be refused on the ground that 

the period laid down by that legislation for the exercise of that right started to run from the date of issue of those 

initial invoices and had expired. 

C-302/17: tax on the value of sold or unused greenhouse gas emission 
allowances  12 April 

The Sixth Chamber of the CJEU has ruled against national legislation which taxes at 80% of their value, greenhouse 

gas emission allowances allocated free of charge which have been sold or not used by the undertakings subject to 

the greenhouse gas emission trading scheme. 

C‑110/17: Tax on immovable property  12 April 

The Sixth Chamber of the CJEU has ruled that Belgium has failed to fulfil its obligations under Article 63 TFEU and 

Article 40 of the Agreement on the European Economic Area of 2 May 1992 by retaining provisions under which, in 

respect of the estimation of income relating to unrented immovable property or immovable property rented either 

to natural persons who do not use them for professional purposes or to legal persons which make such property 

available to natural persons for private purposes, the tax base is calculated on the basis of the cadastral value so 

far as immovable property on national territory is concerned, and on the actual rental value so far as immovable 

property located outside Belgium is concerned.  

 

http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=200945&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=456320
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=200962&pageIndex=0&doclang=EN&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=639022
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=200968&pageIndex=0&doclang=en&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&part=1&cid=636534
http://curia.europa.eu/juris/document/document.jsf?text=&docid=200966&pageIndex=0&doclang=en&mode=req&dir=&occ=first&part=1


International 

Digital tax initiatives continue to appear around the world  29 March/4 
April 

As digital tax negotiations in the EU are starting (see article above), third jurisdictions across the world are moving 

ahead with their own plans for the taxation of the digital economy. 

Indeed, at the turn of 2018 alone, four jurisdictions  Turkey, Saudi Arabia, the UAE, and Belarus  all introduced 

new VAT rules aimed at non-resident digital service suppliers. 

Apparently, the overall number of jurisdictions currently working on such plans globally exceeds 50. Taxamo has 

published a helpful overview of some of these initiatives. 

For example, in Quebec the local government recently revealed its digital sales tax plans. Under these plans, non-

resident suppliers of digital services to Quebec-based consumers will have to register, collect, and remit Quebec 

Sales Tax (QST) to . The measure would become applicable from 1 January 2019. 

Turkey, in turn, has decided to extend VAT to non-resident digital service suppliers. Under these rules, international 

digital service suppliers are liable for VAT on supplies to their consumers in Turkey. The new rules came into effect 

on 1 January 2018. 

 

OECD  

Global Forum issues tax transparency compliance ratings for nine 
jurisdictions as membership rises to 150  4 April 

The Global Forum on Transparency and Exchange of Information for Tax Purposes (the Global Forum) has published 

nine peer review reports assessing compliance with international standards on tax transparency. 

Eight of these reports assess countries against the updated standards which incorporate beneficial ownership 

information of all legal entities and arrangements, in line with the Financial Action Task Force international definition.  

Four jurisdictions  Estonia, France, Monaco and New Zealand   

others  Th

 

 

The OECD released the second edition of its Common Reporting Standard 
Implementation Handbook  5 April 

The OECD has released the second edition of the Common Reporting Standard (CRS) Implementation Handbook. 

The Handbook provides practical guidance to assist government officials and financial institutions in the 

implementation of the CRS and to provide a practical overview of the CRS to both the financial sector and the public 

at large. 

Changes reflected in this second edition of the Handbook offer further guidance on the features of the legal 

framework of the CRS, data protection aspects, IT and administrative requirements as well as on measure to ensure 

compliance with the CRS. It also expands the trust section in relation to the identification of Controlling Persons 

and includes all frequently asked questions in relation to the CRS that have so far been issued by the OECD. 

https://www.taxamo.com/insights/international-digital-tax-trends/?utm_source=Taxamo+Blog+Subscription&utm_campaign=321a6d22c9-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_01_04&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_cf2402efdc-321a6d22c9-305315961
https://www.taxamo.com/insights/quebec-digital-sales-tax/?utm_source=Taxamo+Blog+Subscription&utm_campaign=321a6d22c9-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_01_04&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_cf2402efdc-321a6d22c9-305315961
https://www.taxamo.com/insights/turkey-vat-digital-services/?utm_source=Taxamo+Blog+Subscription&utm_campaign=321a6d22c9-EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2018_01_04&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_cf2402efdc-321a6d22c9-305315961
http://www.oecd.org/tax/global-forum-issues-tax-transparency-compliance-ratings-for-nine-jurisdictions-as-membership-rises-to-150.htm
http://www.oecd.org/tax/exchange-of-tax-information/implementation-handbook-standard-for-automatic-exchange-of-financial-information-in-tax-matters.pdf


The OECD releases 14 additional country profiles focusing on key aspects of 
domestic transfer pricing legislation  9 April 

The OECD has published new transfer pricing country profiles for 14 jurisdictions. These jurisdictions are Australia, 

public of), Estonia, France, Georgia, Hungary, India, Israel, Liechtenstein, Norway, Poland, 

Portugal, Sweden and Uruguay respectively.  

The new profiles reflect the current transfer pricing legislation and practices of each country. The profiles of Belgium 

and the Russia have also been updated. The country profiles are now available for 44 countries. 

The transfer pricing profiles focus on countries' domestic legislation on key transfer pricing principles. These include 

the arm's length principle, transfer pricing methods, comparability analysis, intangible property, intra-group 

services, cost contribution agreements, transfer pricing documentation, administrative approaches to avoiding and 

resolving disputes, safe harbours and other implementation measures. 

The information contained in the transfer pricing country profiles is intended to clearly reflect the current state of 

countries' legislation and to indicate to what extent their rules follow the OECD Transfer Pricing Guidelines. 

Better design of taxes on personal savings and wealth is needed to support 
inclusive growth  12 April 

The OECD has published a new report which provides a detailed review of the taxation of household savings in 40 

OECD and partner countries. 

In particular, the report examines the different approaches that countries take to taxing household savings, and 

calculates marginal effective tax rates on a wide range of savings vehicles (including bank accounts, bonds, shares, 

private pensions and housing) to assess the impact of these approaches on savings behaviour. 

It also examines asset holdings across income and wealth distributions to help assess the distributional impact of 

savings taxation, and discusses recent changes in the exchange of information for tax purposes between tax 

administrations. Finally, it draws out a range of implications from this analysis for savings tax policy as part of an 

inclusive growth tax agenda.  

 

State Aid 

Commission approves compensation granted by France to the French post 
office for its territorial coverage  6 April 

The European Commission has concluded that tax relief granted to the French post office (La Poste) to maintain 

the high-density coverage of postal services in France over the 2018-2022 period is in line with EU rules on State 

aid. 

-density postal coverage, beyond the universal 

service obligation, particularly in rural areas. To fund this mission, the French state provides that La Poste will 

receive in 2018-2022 local tax relief worth a maximum of around EUR 900 million. 

The Commission examined the measure under EU State aid rules, according to which companies can be 

compensated for the extra cost of providing a public service subject to certain criteria. 

http://www.oecd.org/tax/transfer-pricing/transfer-pricing-country-profiles.htm
https://read.oecd-ilibrary.org/taxation/taxation-of-household-savings_9789264289536-en
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-18-2843_en.htm


The Commission's assessment showed that the compensation did not exceed the amount needed to cover the net 

cost of the public-service mission. On this basis, the Commission concluded that the measure is in line with EU 

rules on State aid. 

Commission approves Portuguese tonnage tax and seafarer scheme  6 April 

The European Commission has approved under EU state aid rules a Portuguese tonnage tax scheme which, 

together with a scheme to support seafarers, will encourage ship registration in Europe and contribute to the 

competitiveness of maritime transport while preserving employment in the sector and promoting high environmental 

standards. 

Under the new tax scheme, maritime transport companies will pay taxes on the basis of the net tonnage (i.e. the 

size of the shipping fleet) operated in maritime transport activities, rather than on the basis of their taxable profits. 

In addition, for certain more environmentally-friendly ships, companies can achieve an additional reduction of 10% 

to 20% of the tax base under the tonnage tax scheme. 

The tonnage tax scheme requires that if a shipping company wants to benefit from the scheme, a significant part 

of its fleet must fly the flag of a European Economic Area (EEA) state. This will encourage shipping companies to 

register their ships in the EEA and will prevent any discrimination between shipping companies and registries of 

different EEA states, thus preserving the internal market rules on freedom of establishment. 

The Commission assessed the measures under EU state aid rules. It concluded that the Portuguese scheme is in 

line with EU state aid rules because it will provide incentives to maintain the maritime industry and jobs within the 

EU, whilst preserving competition within the EU Single Market. 

 

Other News 

Bruegel:   12 
April 

In his latest blog post Georgios Petropoulos has called on the Commission to bring about greater clarity 

on its state aid criteria as far as taxation is concerned. 

He argues that on the basis of the Commission s tax state aid investigations in the past few years, there is significant 

ambiguity regarding the methodology and the validity of that methodology. He insists on the need for further 

clarifications on the main characteristics of tax measures that can constitute state aid. This, Georgios maintains, 

would contribute to the better functioning of markets and encourage corporate investments and innovations. 

 

http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-18-2842_en.htm
http://bruegel.org/2018/04/state-aid-and-tax-rulings-clarifying-the-european-commissions-approach/


MEP Questions & Answers  

Removal of eight countries from the EU list of non-cooperative tax 
jurisdictions  5 April 

The Council has replied to a question asked by the MEP Martin Schirdewan (GUE-NGL/GER) with regard to the 

removal of jurisdictions from the EU list of tax havens . 

In his question, Mr. Schirdewan refers to the recent removal of eight jurisdictions from the EU list. He therefore asks 

the Council: 

• When it will publish documents that led to the removal of the countries from the list 

• What improvements have been promised by each countries, over what time frame and through which 

specific legislative changes 

• What concrete progress will the eight countries have to show in order not to be placed back on the list of 

non-cooperative tax jurisdictions 

In its reply, the Council states that the jurisdictions were removed from the list on the basis of high level political 

commitments made by them. However, the Council cannot publish the commitments without the consent of their 

authors. This consent has been requested by the Code of Conduct Group but the Council is not in a position to 

foresee the outcome or the duration of this process. 

The commitments and timeframe are already available in the amendments to Annex II to the 5 December 2017 

Council conclusions that accompanied the decision to delist these eight jurisdictions. As for the specific legislative 

changes that will be required, they will be subject to monitoring and a dialogue between the Code of Conduct Group 

and the jurisdictions concerned in the course of 2018. 

All the jurisdictions included in Annex II to the 5 December 2017 Council conclusions need to implement their 

commitments by either end 2018 or end 2019. The assessment of whether these commitments have been fulfilled 

will be undertaken by the Code of Conduct Group at the beginning of the following year. 

Scope of VAT application  Reverse charging between consortia and 
consortium members  5 April 

The European Commission has replied to a question asked by the MEP Pina Picierno (S&D/ITA) with regard to 

VAT reverse charging between consortia and consortium members. 

In her question, Ms. Picierno refers to a request for VAT derogation by Italy, which would allow for applying reverse 

charging between consortia and consortium members, where the consortia are successful tenderers for contracts 

offered by public bodies, to whom they will issue split payment invoices. However, the derogation is not still in place 

since the Commission has not yet issued a proposal on it. All member states need to agree if one of them requests 

a special derogation from the VAT Directive. She asks the Commission when it plans to publish the derogation. 

In his reply, Commissioner Moscovici confirms that the Commission has received the request for a derogation 

from Italy. The Commission is in the process of assessing the request, and has invited Italy to provide additional 

information in order to justify, in particular, that the envisaged derogation is necessary to fight fraud or to simplify 

VAT collection. 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2018-000428&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2018-000428&language=EN
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/31945/st15429en17.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2018-000852&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2018-000852&language=EN


Tax havens outside the EU  5 April 

The European Commission has replied to a question asked by the MEP Daniel Buda (EPP/ROM) with regard to 

tax havens  outside the EU. 

In his question, Mr. Buda asks the Commission what instruments it has available for combating tax evasion, and 

what will it do to further improve the tax system. In his reply, Commissioner Moscovici refers, notably, to the Anti-

Tax Avoidance Directive (ATAD), the C(C)CTB and the EU list of non-cooperative jurisdictions as effective 

mechanisms to combat tax evasion and avoidance. With regard to the latter, he re-iterates on the need for common 

EU sanctions, but this is up to the member states. He also refers to the automatic exchange of information Directives 

as helpful steps towards greater transparency. 

Finally, the Commissioner confirms that should these measures prove to be insufficient, the Commission will 

propose additional ones. 

Negative impact of the US tax reform on the EU  5 April 

The Council has replied to two questions asked by the MEP Wolf Klinz (ALDE/GER). 

In his questions (here and here), Mr. Klinz asks the Council how the US tax reform will affect European tax revenues, 

whether the member states are considering adding the US to the EU list of non-cooperative jurisdictions, and 

whether it believes that the US reforms are in breach of bilateral treaties, as well as relevant WTO, OECD and G20 

rules. 

In its combined reply to both questions, the Council states that it has not held discussions on the US tax reforms 

yet. On bilateral treaties, this is a matter for individual member states. On WTO, the Council calls on Mr. Klinz to 

direct the question at the Commission, which has the competences to study the matter. Finally, with regard to the 

fall in tax income, the Council again repeats that this is up to member states to address by themselves. 

Monitoring of bank and extractive industry country-by-country reporting 
 12 April 

The European Commission has replied to a question asked by the MEP Pirkko Ruohonen-Lerner (ECR/FIN) with 

regard to public CBCR. 

In her question, Ms. Ruohonen-Lerner `refers to anomalies and flaws in the CBC reports submitted by companies 

as part of the public CBCR requirements for banks and the extractive industry. She asks the Commission how it is 

monitoring the reports, and how it will ensure that the reports in the future are comprehensive. 

In his reply, Vice-President Dombrovskis confirms that the Commission has now started to evaluate the CBC 

reports submitted by the extractive industries, and will report back to the Parliament and the Council by 2019. This 

evaluation will also look into submitted reports, and assesses whether they are sufficiently comprehensive. Thus 

the Commission will also look into whether additional information  such as the use of subcontractors or fines  

should also be published. As far as public CBCR for the financial sector is concerned, the Commission has not so 

far found any negative impacts on the industry. 

 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2018-000840&format=XML&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2018-000840&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2018-000384&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2018-000382&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2018-000382&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=WQ&reference=E-2018-000552&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2018-000552&language=EN


Events 

• 17/04/2018, Fixing VAT for E-Commerce, CEPS, Brussels. Source 

• 19/04/2018, Fair taxation seminar, European Commission, Riga. Source 

• 19/04/2018, Fair Taxation of the Digital Economy, CFE, Brussels. Source 

• 25/04/2018, The future of European taxation in a global context, Institut Friedland, Brussels. Source 

• 26/04/2018, Improving the Single Market through VAT action: assessing the EU proposals and the way 
forward, EPC, Brussels. Source 

• 23/05/2018, How to ensure fair taxation in a digitalized world, ETAF, Brussels. Source 

• 19/06/2018, Digital Day  Opportunities in innovation, Accountancy Europe, Brussels. Source 

 

https://www.ceps.eu/events/fixing-vat-e-commerce
https://fairtaxation-riga.teamwork.fr/en/registration
http://taxadviserseurope.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/CFE-Tax-Advisers-Europe-Forum-2018_programme-updated.pdf
https://www.institut-friedland.org/en/events/the-future-of-european-taxation-in-a-global-context?utm_source=sendinblue&utm_campaign=IF_Day_du_25_avril_2018_STD_-_ENVOI_GENERAL&utm_medium=email
http://www.epc.eu/calendar.php
https://www.etaf.tax/index.php/events/65-etaf-conference-23-may-2018-save-the-date
https://www.accountancyeurope.eu/events/digital-day-opportunities-innovation/

