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Abstracts

A Study On The Tax Avoidance Rules in Iran with Comparative

Insights from Other Jurisdictions

Saber Almasi Khani'

Reza, Tajarloo’

Abstract

Taxpayers frequently endeavor to reduce their tax obligations, occasionally leading to breach-
es of tax laws. However, there exist scenarios where diminished tax payments do not infringe upon
the law, thereby being classified as either legitimate or illegitimate. The illegitimate reduction of
taxes via legal avenues is termed as tax avoidance, which exacerbates the tax gap and compromises
tax fairness.In light of these circumstances, the promulgation of anti-tax avoidance measures is
imperative. Regrettably, the Iranian legal system presently lacks a comprehensive framework for

anti-avoidance.

This paper scrutinizes the nascent state of tax avoidance legislation in Iran through an ana-
lytical-descriptive and critical lens.The investigation is structured into three segments: initially,
it assesses the rules and regulations of the Iranian legal system; subsequently, it delves into an-
ti-avoidance rules and doctrines; finally, it contemplates the challenges associated with the intro-
duction of anti-avoidance measures and the ramifications of their existence.The study infers that
the Iranian Legal System has inadequately addressed anti-avoidance rules, a conclusion that is
accentuated when juxtaposed with foreign jurisdictions. Moreover, the advent of anti-avoidance

measures presents challenges in two key areas: substance and jurisdiction.

Keywords: Tax Avoidance, Anti-Avoidance Rules, Substance, Jurisdiction.
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