
2014 .,  4 (17)

25

 347.73

. . 

  
     

 ’   
  (   

  )

     “ ’ ”  “ ’ ”.  -
        

    .   
        ’ . -

   “  ’ ”  “  ”.
 : ’ , ’ , -  ,  -

,  .

  “ ’ ” 
“ ’ ”     -

     .
 ,   

  ,  -
-    
 ,   ,  -

     -
    “ ’ ”.

     -
   “ ’ ”
     

,      -
.  ,     

    .
    “ -

’ ”  “ ’ ”    -
 . . , . . ,

. . , . .   . 
     

.
     “ -

’ ”  “ ’ ”   -
     -
    -

       -
 .

,    -
 ,   -

    
’  ’  ,    -
  ’ ,   -

    
,     -
.    

  ,    
     

’ : “  ’  
      , -

 .   
     

    
       , -

                                                          
©  . ., 2014

 ” [1, . 67].   -
-    

  ’ ,   -
  ’   .  

    -
  ’ .

,   
“ ’ ”   -

   ’  ,  
   . , -

  ’     -
   (    -

   ). , -
     -

    
’    ’   .

 ’     -
 -  . -
,     -

 ,    -
 .     -

 ’   ’    
   ( , -

,  )   -
,     

. , ’   
     -

.  ’  , 
   -

 .    -
   ’  

 .
  ,    -

  “ ’ ”  -
     -

,  ’   
-    

  .    
“ ’ ”     .

,     -
     -

 . ,   -
     

 ’   ,   
’  – ’ .    -



   

26

     -
  ’ ,   -

’   – .  , 
      -

 (        ,
   – -  -
),    “ ’ -

”.     ’   -
 (   ’  -
’     

 )  ’  (
      -

     -
 ),    ’

   ’  (    -
     -
  )   ( -

    
,    -

 , ).
, ,   

“ ’ ”    ’
    -

.     -
     -

.      
    “ ’ -

”. ,     -
    . -

   -
   ,  . 67

 . , . 73 “  
  ”  -

  ,  -
     

      -
  ’  .   
    
     -

     , -
  .    -

      
 , ,  -

   ’ .
,     ’

     -
 .    

.    -
   “ ’ ”,  

“ ’ ”.     
    -

  . ,
. 77    “

’ ”. , . 77.1 . 77 -
   -

   ’  
’    ,  -

      -
  ,    .

  . - , 
     -

   ,  
    -

  ?  
     -

   ’  ( ,
),    ? -

,   ’  ’ -
    ,  
   -

    ’   
   ? - ,

   ,   . 77 -
  . 85 “   -

’    ”  -
  ? , -
     

“ ’ ”,   “ ’ ”,  -
   ,   -

 .
    

   .   
   “ ’ -

”,   “ ’ ”.  . 14 -
    
’    ,  

,     ,
    

     ,   
,   -

 (     ), 
    

    
 [2, . 14.1.156 . 14.1 . 14]. 

 ’ ,   -
   ,

   ,   -
    .

  “  ’ -
”,   ,  

   -
,   .   , 

   .   -
    

’ ,  -  
  .   

    “   -
 ’    -

    
” [3; 4].   “ -

’ ”    – 
  ’ ,     

   .  , 
 ,     

 “  ’ ” -
  “  ”.

    
    

   ’ . ,
. 36 “  ’ ” 

    ’
 ’    -

,  /   
      , -
  ,   

  [2, . 36.1 . 36].  
    , -

    . -
,    ’ ,  

’ .  ,  . 36.3 . 36
  ,  

’     
   ’
 ,  , -



2014 .,  4 (17)

27

 . - , 
 ’    -

,    
 ’    ,

’      ’  
 .   

    “ / ”.
     ,   -

     ’   
(    -

 ),  ’    
 .   

    -
     ’  -
    .

 37 “ ,   -
  ’ ”  . 38 “ -

  ’ ”  -
    -

    -
’ .  . 36–38  -

     -
 ’    ,  -

  ’  ’ .
,    -
  ,    

.    .  
,    “  ,

, ( ’  )” -
    , -

    -
 ’ ,  

 ,     -
   .   , -

     
      ( -

   ),   
  .

  
    -

 ’    . 77 “ -
 ’ ”,    

,     . 94 -
   -

.   ,  -
  ’    -
 (   ,     ),

    (  -
 ,    -

),     -
,     

  , 
     

 ,   -
    ,
     -

.
. ,   , 

   ,
   

    
 ’    -

:  ,  
,   

 .  77–94 -
   

   
,      
   . , 

     – -
  ,   -

    . , 
   (  -

  )  
 - , 
 . 

   (   -
,    -

’ ,   )
  .

   ’   
    

    ’
   .

  
1.   i  28.06.1996 .

 254 /96-  //  
 . – 1996. – 30. – . 141.

2.    
02.12.2010 .  2755-V  // 

  . – 2011. –
 13–14, 15–16, 17. – . 112.

3.    ’
    

   : 
  21.12.2000 .  2181-III //

   . –
2001. – 10. – . 44.

4.      : 
  03.04.1997 .  168/97-  //

   . –
1997. –  21. – . 156.

    25.09.2014.

 . .      
(      )

     “ ”  “ ”.  -
        

    .   -
         -

.    “  ”  “  ”.
 : , , -  , -

 ,  .

Damercheev M. Tax Liability as a Sphere of Financial Activity (for Example, the Tax
Legislation of the Azerbaijan Republic)

To research of value structures “duty” and “obligation”. The author believes that when it comes
to financial and legal provisions that provide powerful processing order of a public entity must face,
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this should take the form of duty, when the latter is forced to build their behavior by only way that
enshrined this peremptory norm. When in tax and regulation taxpayer preferably has
responsibilities, while the ruling powers relating to the subject of rights, but duty construction seen
in other financial and legal institutions (such as the regulation of public expenditure). However, the
author believes that the application is quite logical construction “obligation” in the summary view of
the entire financial activity, an objective combination of certain financial and legal institutions or
sub-sectors into a single system. In characterizing the correlation between the categories “duty”
and “obligation” by resorting to value the Constitution and tax legislation of Ukraine and
Azerbaijan. The author notes that the Tax Code of Ukraine uses design as “duty” and “obligation”,
while there is no clear understanding in the ratio of these concepts with a view to the Tax Code of
the Azerbaijan Republic. Comparative characteristics set forth in the legislation referred to the
concept of tax obligation, based on which determined that a more logical approach Ukrainian
legislators in distributing general approach to the definition and characteristics of the tax obligation
in three areas: the generic definition of general principles administration, use for each payment.
Done a little insight into the history, given that the author concluded that the use of the category
“tax liability” - not a fundamental principle of a balanced tax regulations, and a tribute to history.
Based on the analysis, the author points out that it would be more convenient for the unity of the
terminology “tax liability” changed to “income taxes”.
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