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S O — G RABLE (4)

x W — 4f

H "
1 ARICBT BN S
2 YORWMEN BT 5 EEFREEBL o B0
3 EENC BT B ERBE GEEFRE B 12 4R 2 B LR R; 118 E
DZEE)

4 FBLINEEC B3 % PER GRS
(UL Traseimse] 57555 - 65 1 SEEO—RGHEBE (1)
19554F LLRE o> 95 [E B i)
19974F IFS i & 2ok o B
20094F IFS 15t
(UL TRa5inse] 458551 - 25  SEElo—REHAEBE (2)
DOTAS D3# A & $fT
T—u Y s (20114E11H)
0 JEE GAAR (20134F M BuE:AE 5 i)

(VLE Tisamst] o8k 3 - 45 EO—HRGAME (3))
1 BEENC BT 2 FBLN R SR O Br b
12 sham BE& DR
13 F—=ZA 7)) 7 O—HEBRHE
14 =2—Y—9 > F® GAAR
15 =a2—Y—5 ¥ F® GAAR #1361
16 —a2—Y—5 ¥ FIZBIT % sham B2
17 #FFIZBIT B sham L
18 HRIIBIF 5 sham &bk (ML K5) (7)

~N oy Ot

= © oo

—_
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11 EENC BT 5 FBL I EE G 5 0 Brs

(1) FHB{EEESERRE

FEBIC GAAR B EED S 5 7%, WM OEIZHE W TH GAAR BEH
7L LT sham &) HFHIAV S RTU AW,

FE O GAAR B HFE L D Bl < 2B ST b sham &\ 9 H]
BELORE (K2 ) 2) IZOWTZOREBEITEZ WS 2123 210
HUBLIHE IR & AT 2 A o Mg e 5297,

KETIE, FEYE 2B 2MBNMEL BRT S EAE LTE, —fK
RIS 2 AR SN 5 2 E A%,

(D business purpose (FEHM)
step transaction (BtR¥EL5()

substance over form (2% 13%)

® @ ®

sham transactions (&3 E]) Y

1) GAAR BIHEAGEN, RN—4F [—Rea a8 & R Il k) 1 oo 4% [ i~
GAAR /%y 7 — Y O & D53HT] 268 HIZ KR — 55038 % 6
2) &¥& LTI, Simpson, Edwin & Stewart, Miranda (ed), Sham transac-
tions, Oxford University Press 2013. $72, —2—Y—5 ¥ FHEKEATIC
£ %, Interpretation Guideline : IG12/01, Goods and Services Tax ; Income
Tax-“Sham” %% % o
3) Likhovski, Assaf, “The Story of Gregory: How are Tax Avoidance Cases
Decided?” including Bank, Steven A., Stark, Kirk J. Business Tax Stories, p.
101 Foundation Press, 2005.
4) ABA Tax Section Corporate Tax Committee, “The Economic Substance
Doctrin” March 31, 2010, pp. 40-441Z X 1L, RO L H I N TV 5,
(D Sham transaction doctrine : Rice’s Toyota World, Inc. v. Commissioner, 81
T.C. 184 (1983)
(2) Business purpose doctrine : Helvering v. Gregory (2nd Circuit), affirmed
by the Supreme Court in Gregory v. Helvering, 69 F2d 809 (1934)
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(B economic substance (FEFMFEE)

(2) ZX—UBFE (1967FERFBUR) (CHF BT+ 70OY 7 (Diplock

L.J.) ¥R

PEENZ BT sham BE& 2 PPISID EiF72 1 22%, 19674 DR
DZX— s HENTBT BT 4 Tuy 7 HRTH B,

COHET, HETHDHAX =72 (Snook) KAHE MG) ZlEAL, U
FEO—HEHRIIL2OTH 5, HKIE, BEAELOH L VEIE R %

L, WERG %2 LG 227275, BOFAESEE % L7-athick
BEL72ZENOTOMAMEZ R > THRBRERI L2OTH S, Lzho
T, ZOHFEFEZ BHICHEESTSELOTERWD, sham IZOWT—ED
AERLZbDL LT, BEOHBTHEZINSh2b0TH2 ",

(3 Step transaction doctrine : Minnesota Tea Co. v. Helvering (302 U.S. 609

(1938)

(@)  Substance over form : United States v. Phellis, 257 U.S. 156 (1921)

5)  JE[E 0 sham (B L7234 % F601E, Snnok v. London and West Riding
Investment Ltd, ([1967] 2QB 786, 802) T& 5

6) ZOHPDHI0ERBRON— < IR E B g (198148121 3
H ¥k : Inland Revenue Commissioners v Burmah Oil Co Ltd, H.L. [1982]
STC 30.) 2B\ T, Diplock Mli%, Fraser MIOE BRI L, [92E 14
HEL, MBIRGEDAMIIIEE LOHWEZ A L2 WIG I ZIFA L7z, FHailc
Heff 72— OIG| (pre-ordained series of transaction) (%457 71
—FERALZDDTH D] L RTw2,

7)) ZOFEEF, FEED, HORED 450 3 EETLS DI EOF A
BLo ol ETHBIIRALZDOTH 5,

19634 9 H, B (Snook) 1%, #r# MG %9358 K193 ) v 7 8§ X
ATCTHEAL, 735K F193 ) v 7 8 RV A% FH -7 (200K Fi% T
T B ERE L7z), TH: (Totley) &, ZOHZBEAL, HRNGE (B
216K > F) & L7z BEIZHALTRY F183 ) ¥ 74XV A% 3 A%
HH, 19634127121, 161K > K52 ¥ 7 ORIBED D - 72,
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T4 7y 7P, sham &\ ) HEEE, F 0475 L OERAER
BRI B OREZEM L7725 OTIE W E W) I oW Y FHE R o km
THEBIPVEE RS, LLTWh,

12 sham 2 DR

(1) #t Ei]

BT HEFEEHIE, sham BEE25, WO OEHREMD ) L0
12V HENRRINTVED, RKBIZZD LX) ZEBESIELwOrE
WHZETHD, TIE, MEHNRLE L2 20088 VT TENE MR
§ % Z & CHIBLEGEE AR 2 JE RIS IS O 2 A5 50

@O KREDOHBIME AR 2 IR 5 O D 225, Il 2 BN

WRBEOMAB N ZEI L LT, sham &5H 1), ZoM&IEEE
ZRFEE L2 0B&TH Y, BIKE, EEBEHEEANDEHL2D

R EEELEE Lz, HBEA R L TG A2 L7z, AF
(Auto Finance) #LiZ, oMM AHTH 5, AF fHiE, THEICHE 23230
W, JEIZ1258 Y R 2o 72,

BB EEHORE 11d, BEro THETOD DT, TONEIZE
HOMER % AFAICGEIE L2 ) b 0d b, B 1 HERCERFEONHEE,
CREEELEDTOARV, HHOMHEIX700% 58008 > Kb b DT,
B OHEOME—DFTHETH b,

52 ORI, Wik L OHRIGERN TH 5. BHIIWHOPAE T, AL
fli800-K > N CTHHAABO0R > K TH Do Fmld3ssR v FT, BE&E 240

b7z, AEIARY F159) Y 3 2 &Il o7z, AFHIZ IS
LEAERHICEM L, B, 300KV K %:iﬂm 160K ~ Fid T4, 125
Ry FREE RY)DISKY P2 TRk E L

COX) WG % L-BNE, BEAMRE LR 2 58 (Sales
Act) HEEIELTW/27290TH A (Simpson, Edwin & Stewart, Miranda, op.
cit, pp. 8-9.)c & B, 19634FEYMFIE, 1RV F=202Y ¥ 7 =240V AT
Ho7eAs, 197HHE2 HISHE D 1R Y F=100R Y 2IZYWH EHEZ SN TW5S,
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DTHbo HEEIZBWT sham HZ I ED L) IZEM L72DH (LT
[45 1308 2w
@  sham BT 405 SHABIGEGREOERE LTHRELZS DT
%2\ Sham #E&AHIBLEEE & B § 2 D3 ED X9 BB S H
(LR T8 23580 L vo)o

(2) %1588 (201 : sham BEEDIEE)

v 7 AT 4 — FRGEFEMIZ X % &, sham & W) Rk, 171K
DEEILED S ETHY, shame > HiRAL72bDE ShTW»RY, Ll
FIZBT 2 OO, 1691 DOFRFRICH T 2 FEMOTERIZHA S
TLNTED, ZOFFE, EE,LSHIMOMBEREY 52 5hTnin
F%E7 7Y # 44k (the Royal Africa Company) 725[I4EIC & 0 #%37 S 7z i
RO X VA 2B L 722 21 LT, BEME, MR 2w
T ToHYy, o, HEDPITOHR (sham Condemnation) THh 5 & LR L
72,

17004 2> 5 18754F D ] D FRaR S & Ridk L 72 CDROM O #iE T3, fraud
(M), colourable (#59), sham (&€21¥) OEHFEDMEH TIZ, fraud
ASIEBIIC% <, colourable, sham DNERE & 7> TwaY, = ofEE,
sham pleas ({50 %¢), sham bidders (AEh1FDAMY) ORI T
aEnZehidns',

sham & E &, HUBLHLE S ORLGECTHRE L2 OTIE AL, KMok

8) http://www.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/english/sham (7 27 & 22015
48 H19H) .
9) Nightingale v Bridge (1691) 1 Show KB 135 ; 89 ER 496, Simpson, Edwin &
Stewart, Miranda, op. cit. p. 30.
10)  Ibid. p. 30.
11) Ibid. pp. 32-34.
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BATHEIIBT2H LMD [AENT] EWHTHICYTIIELHETDH
%, Sham &\ 9 HEEE, BUEDAOBERICBOTHHEATWEH DT
BRwZ ERs, MEMMES] &v) TLRFTERWY, EHRIBHEHEICE
WTHHMERD Y, OB EN ST > ThlE O/ E LTE
HEARTZDLDEVZ LI,

(3) 2851 3ERE (202 : Fraus Legis & & DHE)

Fraus Legis |3, HAOEGE L W) BRTHEH I N TV, 20X
U—<xETH b,

F 7 U FIIBIT S GAAR F K O BLE & H LB T 5 A8 (DT
[RH] 2v9o) D2DO0H D, 51T, GAAR LA BIG 7 75 8K E
VB

HEE OB OB E L, 19244F (23 A S 1L (rightful levying, in Dutch :
richtige heffing), 1925425 JifT SN TE 72 ZOBLE (Dutch administra-
tive law) 13, HEBOADHEHATH Y, TONFFITHEIELRABLE V) NFE
Thbo BUTOBIEZ, 19594 LAKE, —MALBLE M (General Tax Act) DH
BIFGICHESI N TV D,

HHEIC BT S GAAR O AP, Ak O v — <2 H K $ % Fraus
Legis D% 2 77T, 19264 D * 7 ¥ ¥ g (Hoge Raad) THEIL L 72BE:&
Thbd, ZOREIE, BRI IEHLZEHRTLIMETH S, TL T,
0124E DI BHPIC X Y, S ORBIIA MBI E THEMT S L1

eot2?,

12) R.H.C. Lusia, Regulation of corporation tax avoidance in the Netherlands,
Electronic Journal of Comparative Law, vol. 14. 3. (http://www.ejcl.org/143/
art143-12.pdf#search="Dutch+Supreme+Court % 2C+tax+avoidance’) (20144
1AH13HZw vyu—F),
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Grauberg KO L Tld, MBIELGEEICH T 2 HROSH: L LTKRD L9
AL TwRY,

O FAY, TAF=T7 - T Tu—F

@ NVF—-7Tu—F

@ *5v¥, 75VA -7 Tu—F

@ Fvru-7A)hy - 7TTa—F

B, TOGIUH L SLOVERAE T d 520094 DL, NV F— T,
20124E12 GAAR %3 A L TW5A Z &2 5 LT OB TRV 5.

Z DM L7 Grauberg IXO X TlX, shamD{$4s7 70 - %7
V7 7u—F& Fraus Legis DR $ A5+ 0% - 77 AT 7Tu—Fi&
RLEBRINEND T8Il b, &) T EIE, WHIE ROU2OH 4 IR
FILTEONE ) ZEITh 5D,

ZHZDWT, FEENEICIE Fraus Legis O 2372 <, 19 EHIC 2
OMEZHMFEL VL, FHDIRE ZOMESIEEEOEFEITHFE L
B, RIS RS> TIRERIEL 2L WV) 2 Eiik s,

(4) #1538 (203 : sham EEH—MRIE L 7-B5)

sham BE&HE % L 7201&, 185044 H18604E(L L VbhTwa Y, o
T U—IIBIFAAHE LT sham BE&DER L2 L BT 5 2 LAV TX
%

19 AL ATEC IS, sham (B L 72% < o ¥IBIAH 217, 5L LTI,

13) Grauberg, Tambet, “Anti-tax-avoidance measures and their compliance with
community law” JURIDICA INTERNATIONAL XVI/2009. pp. 144-148.

14) Simpson, Edwin & Stewart, Miranda, op. cit. pp. 40-42.

15) Ibid. pp. 43-44.

16) Ibid. pp. 44-45.
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OMAICH L) — A OB IHENS CHBLL, ha ks (Sae Act)
BHEH Lz hs, 20T EEEL T o 72515 % sham & »
W SRS ATEELEORBE 572D TH Do

(5) SE23RRE (201 @ BiER
sham B &% BF$ 5 BT, 200FBIIOVWTHET 2LEN D S,
8511, sham & & FABLEEE (tax avoidance) WD MHETH 5,
85 20%, FBLHEEZBE S 5k & OBRTH S,
Fio2o077ua—F05 L, F212o0wTE, HIF L OBENEIEDH
LREEHONTH LA, Bl & OBF@EIZOWTHRE Lz@wfmidd ) BIZ
LTWwZwn,
JOROBIHIH 2 2B &, FBRBSERIND DL, RO 2 OORHT
H5bo
O FH1IE, 51 RIERKERIC X 2 BB D S 1910485 BT
BielBi LR l<Th b,
@ #20E, 1930FEMIKED 2 L Ty — i, EEOY TR b3
YAE =R LD ZOBOHTCEER RITT 2 o0 )N
EEBFIC 7228, [, FEHOAHBE IR S W ORERERE

17)  Ibid. pp. 4-5.

18) 7L I — KL, 19344F O & ¥ (Helvering v. Gregory, 69 F2d 809
(1934)) M U°19354E D ndk (Gregory v. Helvering, 293 U.S. 465 (1935)) @
WERD EMABEFRL WA HYTH 5,

19) v A3 Y AY—EHEFHPE (Duke of Westminster v. Commissioners
of Inland Revenue, H.L. [1935] 19 TC 490.) &, 304ELL Lt T 4 ¥ A4 HHHE
HlEREH P (W.T. Ramsay Ltd v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, H.L. [1981]
STC 174.) HHh% £ ToOR], MBEEERCIED SRIEHBoORRZ Y, K
ENEA 0 T3 L, PlFFERICB O THEHCBWTIII SRR TS
%o
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%0, tREE, MBLEGE & L2 B iCZ T AR e o
72 e E ORI 5720 THBY,

TR IEE D A X — 7 FZEADY sham BEEDFFUIK & g8 % T
L7zDTH B0, ZTOHIIL, 1967T4ETH S, TOEMKD S, sham B
FH AL RNE LR E UTHIE L Z27Y, ZOMEAHEIC S0
S, MBEN, FRICHBLEEE & OB TIE, MUK TWRDE

VR 5o

(6) SE2FE™E (201 : sham BE& & FABIEEE)

VUFiE, Sham B2 & MBHDEDOBEICOWTHBERTWL 2=V =T
v R B #CH Pt (Ben Nevis Forestry Ventures Ltd v Commissioner of Inland
Revenue : BIF, EfA% [BNJ 2w3.) (235wt 2%,

AHRIL, 1997HEICBT 2RBFRINGE 25720, #H SN L
B, 19944 5B BGIGOBETH 5o
1 FEBER

BN &, HFMEFICHEET 2 HEMRTD 5, 1997412, Trinity3 (BLF
[T] Lvd.) PLMEEEAL, ZO1HDO504EMO LA % BN 1D, £
ZT, BNUEHMEREZIT) S &l o7z, TIE, S504EMD 1~ 5 —
B FLITLAELT255NZ Fvk, 127 % —=L47-)50NZ K
NDOTAXY AT 4 —%BNBLZITRE I LIZho7ze 2O LM
484N F =V TH o722 05, Tid, M 9 19,2007 NZ KL %2048

20) KEDZ LT —HPDBEOTIII OV T, RN [—BERHE L
HUBE MR ] 0 25 E ) 48-7T7THZ M, JEE DY A b I ¥ R ¥ — H kb
HPLBEOB)IAZ, &N FL 85-106FHZM,

21) Ben Nevis Forestry Ventures Ltd v Commissioner of Inland Revenue [2008]
NZSC 115, [2009] 2 NZLR 289, (2009) 24 NZTC 23, 188.
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EFEFTZITMB I LIZh o7 BN X, TICHTA2EBEOLINCD0,
AR 9 ££9,20000 NZ FVORWFIREIAT Lce ZORRE, BN, 1A
75—V M )50NZ RV DS54y A7 4 =% LTERL, 7L
IT LADERBHE 1 A7 5 =)V 4720 41,000NZ BV EEFE L7, #EE
ELTC, BN, EM1A2Z 5 —4721041,050NZ KV O % ot
BEBET LI EDREE 572,

v SEAEA

19944 FT 1Bk O BG1OBLEIX, RDOEBY TH 5,

[(1) FBLDIEE O, BB L, WMATREEOEIIK L7

bOLLTENE LD,

(2) WMATREE Part G (RUBLEE L OS5I OBLEICHE S T,

FUBL 18 D 3259 55 7> & 15 7= ML L DR 2 11T 5 2 & AT X 5. |
TR}

g, HEIRAE L MERIC, REBUIZ O] EMBINGE S LT, GAAR
DA% BDTz,
= Yok

C ¥ G2 7257, GAARBEHORFICET 20 TH %, Wikl
RHZIE, BBUCHT 2BIRETHIEMNTE D, HIAIE, MBLEBED
WEEANDOERE ENELEANDTEEZ EIRT 5 2 LI TH L, O
R, ABFRORPAIR R LR 5,

T, MBRBEIREORB L2 B 5700 HHAH D,
INDHIEFRDOENZEDTH L%, GAARDHEIZH S D DITFED LN
WELTWS, ZOBROERAZOHBIC L YD S0 TH DY,

22) Littlewood, Michael, “Ben Nevis Forestry Ventures Ltd and Others v CIR;
Glenharrow Ltd v CIR—New Zealand’'s new Supreme Court and Tax
Avoidance” British Tax Review Issue 2, 2009. pp. 173-174.
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& sham & avoidance /& o B5H

ZOHPD 8T 3412 BT, sham & avoidance BE&Z RO L D L LT
X5 LT\ 5, sham 2SfFFET 2 DIE, LEPHUFZOEOEENE %
L %2 \WiE T, avoidance (RLBLIRLE) 13, SCHAM B HZ DFETE2
L7005 | % IEMEC OS2 2%, AL E 72U [ 2SS F I & D =21 A
SNAVRB LORIE G52 2b 0% w9, LFHHINTVD,
~ N

COFERE, BMERICEIBY v 27 A - Y2 Vvy—D—EL VR S,
AL, ZOMARZERL T2 525 TR 2528, ThITo
H, BHIE»20THE, COBHEZMOFRLERTEZ20THN
i, EIBRIRIEREVE VR B,

sham & avoidance BE& D BI# O LA TId, sham &2 HIBE B DG
RORHE LTI L 25800552 05, sham WENZ L O AL
Biln#A 3275 —AbH5I b, 22008EOKGE LTiE LA
FN L Bb o), WSO NDALLENHS ).

(7) 8232 (202 : sham B & ABIEEEICE 3 54 & ORE)

iR THY 72195540 Y RV A7 = - 7 - 232 /) 3Iv 7 AD
74— k07 NAEORLTIEY, B, HBLHE (taxavoidance) &
BB (tax evasion) O 2 MMM SN, FOX5E, HAHIE - Kk
o TR A2 HRM TR LTS,

iz, MBELGEICOW TR, AT & % HBiA M
LEM) &, THRLZEEEZERA LoD, MBlzk/IRETL7-0121T9
BRG] © 2202217 Tnwb, Z2LC, HBiELEEE 220051 & L

23) Wheatcroft, G.S.A., “The Attitude of the Legislature and the Courts to Tax
Avoidance”, The Modern Law Review, Vol. 18, No. 3, May 1955.
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T, UTFO4BEEREF T2,

O WHI2HBLEZRELTWE I L

@ HGAHBLREEO H T b T 5 & & s I HUBLR 0 72012

NZH) (artificial) BT H D 152\ (unusual) ZIEEZRAH LT
WwnhrZk

® WHIPFEENIITbhTns L

@ FHMEETZILEBERLZIEITENWI L

KE OB, Zotk, EHGRBRELYFTESE L, EEM GAAR
AR20134F M B4 5 M ICHIE SN b E TOMBWRHE2E T2 L1k
bo FRDAX—7HFZ, 1967THEHRTHLZ LS, 74 —Frnu7
MRSCD124E L) T LT 5,

B MR RO A & L T sham #E21%, H512% sham Tdh - 7zh L
IMEV) HIBEEREL U THEEL T2 &, B 6) ZTHLNTH
%o T2\ sham BEEDORRANH % &1L, WHIOTXTILEETH S
A5, ATb NI 2kAs, M EoBMARL 2 LoheHE LTWS
WA, ZOMFI4K% sham &\ 9 O Tld7% £, substance over form (%
B OFHE V) T EIZED ),

—fic, HlEdl wE EOAETIE, BEOMBRICIEND L Z L5,
AEOHWi S — 2T, flEEsBeEl e %%, LhL, =a—Y—7F
Y RO XS, 19764 T AHBLE D 55995512 GAAR O BUEASE AT W 5
b5, BiHORSERHEO X )2, HlEk ) BERICE L
DRMDBHHDTH 5D,

24)  Ibid. p. 210.
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(8) v &

W4, sham A < S L, MBIHBERORHE LT HE
ANz TIEE VI HEMOT T, sham BE&BHAKRD LI Z 72 &5 7278,
sham BE& HARDE K D HAFFE L 72 2 LB B0 T o 7228, HUBL Mk &
OBHETIE, AR — 7R Q96THELEFENR) ITRE CGEBEZITTWS
WL 7z,

13 A=A 5 T7O—REAMNE

DML, 3®ryu—2BI) 248 L LCTHAET % sham (Aehi)) &
MIHEIFEE (=290 7, =2a—Y=F Y F, #+¥5) IZBWTEDX
HICER L2 MaEs 52 L2 HWE LT 5,

sham BEZIZDOWTIE, A X — 7 FHE Q6THELEFFHR) 2B LTS
a0y 7 HRHOH A sham MEOFHE LTI EENOHLLDTH
5%, sham BEEEROAEAE, A X — 27 FEHPLIFTIC b H 2@ A0
WIEFENELOREE L THEL TW/2Z & h 5, sham & 2 LB &
RORBLUTHET 2 LT, LRLOZETIOMENED L) RERMEZ L
T2OPPN T BLEN DL, YT, EitoKEICBIT S sham 20 %
ENRZOFETH D,

(1) EE&EDHEE

KEEA—AFTYT (DT I5M] Lv)o) 2B % sham BE& D
PNTVEMEMRTHIET 5 &, EENL, sham BE&EAEATL, HBLE
HERG IEBLE Tdh 5 GAAR X2 D %2013 ITHA SN TV 5, 1T, M
1, BIC GAAR DBLEN D ), £ DRI sham B I3 2 H B H %

25) AR —7FE (1967HFEEHRFHI) 1B A Y 7ay Z7HHOH POV
T, ARFd51-452EHS R,
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EVIHITBIL Lo TwD, B, ARICHET ZE% 128155 GAAR DL
AEFRDEB) TH %,

—a—=Y—=F v F | 18784 (BUT19764F, 20074F-CLIE)
= M 19154F  (BiAT19364F)

HFy 19884F

K 20104F

D 20134F

LT, w0, Mo GAAR ST 5 MiEt 247V, ## T sham
BRI A6 &2 Bl 3 5.

(2) —MERRECFRIFIEELORE

ZMN D GAAR 1, B (Income Tax Assessment Act 1936 : LLF [1936
L] ) BAMA (ERERLSELAX—20) OBEITTALEIHHE
177G 5 FTORIFICHEEN TS, 7B, 0 GAAR DHE I,
20134F 6 HICIEE N TWw 2,

FRAFICBUI AR LIE, BIT7A SR R, $B177B & (REow#M),
FB177C 5= (MM Eofizg), #177CB & (HB Lot % BET 5 720 O
SD&H), HITID & CREA7EM & %5 2% —2), HBI7TTE § (BHHED
H48), SEITTEA S GRBLHEARAMOAL L BH A0SR, SB177EB 4
GEASBLH G2 BV 2 B AHEO T ), SB177F 5t GREBL L0 53R),
177G % (hE0BIE), THb,

(3) 3R1T GAAR HENTE
19364E 75256 4 # A O GAAR BLE ORI & 1d, 19364 1:552605TdH - 726
Z®D GAAR DHLEIZ, BEICHB Lo BT 5B (1936451545
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TP 4% 1H) 252 Twbe H4md, 198MEDYIEIZ X ) Al S 7z
BLE GEAIX19814E 5 H27H LK) TH Y, AF— L DOFEITINIGFITD
WTiE, BN, B IE—EEN - —EESAO WS oEaTHEH
7% ($5177D 4455 ) o

(4) GAAR BREDHIE =

SNBUFIE, 20124511 H16H1S, GAAR OBIEX YIET 5720 D EHE %
RFEL, 20134 2 H13HIZ, QUEBEREZHHL Tb. TLT, 201346
H25H 12, Tax Law Amendment (Countering Tax Avoidance and Multinational
Profit Shifting) Bill 2013 : JUF [20134E2iEH] &9 o) AL L T 5,

PUFIE, 20134F8UE RIS % 5# (Clarifying the operation of the income
tax general anti-avoidance rule (Part IVA)*Y % B#12 LT\ %,
4 WIEOHM

LIED HIE, 1936412817 5 GAAR HLEOYIE £ 19974E3: (Income
Tax Assessment Act 1997) (235 \F 2 BIRMikE Bt 2 BE§ 2 SIETH %o Hil
Hix, ERBERE %5 22 FET, HPICB VTS 2% 5 72193640
GAAR BLE O KB A BLE T & I CHIBIR 2 FFTHR E o722 &0 5,
ZORMEMIEL, YFEBEOMAICHT 5 FRWEELZ SD5Z L TH
272
| T Y=

20134FYIE BT, IHBIS BT % 85177CA S & H177D W Hl kR S,

26) http://parlinfo.aph.gov.au/parllnfo/download/legislation/billsdgs/2299302/
upload_binary/2299302.pdf;file Type=application % 2Fpdf#search="% 22legislation/
billsdgs/2299302%22 (7 7+ A : 20144 2 H10H ).

27) ¥k 1 RCI Pty Limited v Commissioner of Taxation [2011] FCAFC 104,
Commissioner of Taxation v Futuris Corporation Ltd [2012] FCAFC 32, #&
3% : Commissioner of Taxation v RCI Pty Ltd [2012] HCATans 29,
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#7212, S177CB 4= L SB177D &ens@lik S iz,
N H5177CB SO YUE M
177C Sei%, MBL L OMELRICBIT 5 BETH Y, H177CB &TiE, Ml
Bibofize LCRET2HEHE L LT, HERSBEH Robhhnk
B, HEUZdhorcifk, BOONRWIEBAELE, FRABNEEODH S
MBS, 2hH0, TNOHBIAIR (taxeffect) ThH 5o
BRI EAVE U 2 RPUIKD 2 2D ) EOWTNNTH b,
O WBRBZDVMEE 25 A% — L& Tbhho e bi3ELETH
2 9 MBiRYH
@ AF—2AEULRTIHERE LTERAMIIHIf sz THArHH
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FR@1d, B177C S, HITICB SO @M HBOMETSH %, L ®
X, BBI7TTD KOMMICE T2 O TH Y, BI7TD FE 2 HIX, KR
MLELDAF—LOHEEFELT, ()25 () FTIZ, AF—20D%E
Bk ALY, EiSNHHESHES N OTH L, Thix, KE
ZB1T B HBGANC BT B 5B ST (Limitation of Benefits) 128V T3
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WEVH B, TEXLETEBINAHBEEICIES L ERBETHY,
VHEH L ZOMICRIE L0 BbI s,

(5) GAAR BSED¥I5]

19364F 51251 5 GAAR OHFLEE, 19814F & 20134 12 IE & L CBUE
CESTWDEDOTHAHA, 198VELIERDOBUE 4R S Ik # (High Court
of Australia) 7%, KIZHBIF2 D L @ TH2™. &b, MEIZB L HHIL
DR E UTEIREA] (choice principle) 73 5, T OJRANE, B#BiL %5
BRI E B 2 5 2 VBRI A D 556, BUEIIBIT 25 % W
D, MBLFEBE AP LS VBRI 2 EBIRT 2R 2 ™ ET 5 2
LIETERW, LT5b0T, EEOYIA NI U AY —FERERHG
(19354) DEBL Vb TwaY,

(D Federal Commissioner of Taxation v Peabody [1994] HCA 43%Y,

(2 Federal Commissioner of Taxation v Spotless Services Ltd [1996]

HCA 34",

T LT, 193640 GAAR BLE il 8 3 1) 20134 BRI & 1 AT

DBIEL 2> 72D THZH, 20134 LIEZ L L 72 HPITRD @) TH %o

28)  KN—LF RS - SOERIBISGA] WAL 98-103 B,

29) ZHUIDOWTIE, Cassidy, Julie, “Peabody v FCT and Part IVA" Revenue
Law Journal Vol. 5 1995, BONHFE [+ — & + 5 ) 7 — S iBLIE W%
(TBR k] 882455 1 - 2 P05 (20104F) (ZHIBIRER DS % o

30)  AATBE T3 o — R FLBL IR R IS | AR TEIBSEEBL O MG & 5
Bl KM BHE 2011468 H 680H.

31) WNFIZOWTIE, KN—IF [—REEHUE & BB Il Bl o 4 [ i ~
GAAR /%y 7 — Y OB B DT 166-167HS I,

32) [l 167-169EHZM,
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(3 RCI Pty Limited v Commissioner of Taxation [2011] FCAFC 104 (i

# ¥ g ), Commissioner of Taxation v RCI Pty Ltd: [2012] HCATans

29%,

%3, FMOEREREE, FHFTHM (Federal Court), FEFTRHEASHITH
HFTAFEIK (Full Court of the Federal Court), &7 (High Court of Australia)
Thbo

2 TMOD sham BIEDRSZEHFIR

(1) == /8E"Y

HEMRIZKRDOBY TH b axfhe LTIE, Heran 3 WS Z DA T

LHEHEORT MBS 572012, E&M &\ ) REERE OE L0 Bk
FEFHLIZHDTH %,

O AEEHE 21T T2 E&RM &, 19864E12 2 44 DRI F I X 0 Al
SLENTHS, 1991FE OB ETIE, 40077 FIVE# 2 5 RFOH
e LCHE L7z,

@ E&M ORINV.HE DT, E&M OZitE %5 & k72,

@ 1995412, Heran 3 Wi DfEE $ % 2 DD XA DOFIEEAHI30005 IV
LHAENTz,

@ Heran 3 WO RFE PSEFKRTEFOGEOIIGF 2 P ITHE L
7oo WITELIE, E&M %2577 FVTHIRTE A L)1 L7

(® Heran 3 W28 ® F A9 % Raftland 13 3€ ® % L& 2% Raftland #L: T &
%

® Raftland #1% E&M DZ:30H & 7 - 72

33) MLl 169-171EHZM,
34) Public Information Officer (High Court of Australia), Raftland Pty. Ltd. As
Trustee of the Raftland Trust v. Commissioner of Taxation, 22, May 2008.
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1X19954E OMBLHHHEIC BT, 284779,467 KL% E&M I24HL L 72,
CDOEFUTEBRITZI Db TV R,
20024F \ZARBE M1, 1995, 1996 K TN1997 B4 BE O A5 1E R 1
FEIAT L7,

(2) # *
REFH UL, 200845 H22H TH B0 HP I L AN TH BB HE
DWFFRTH 5,

(3) ¥ROANE

193641 @ Division 61&, [fEFCHTTF (Trust Income) | TYI5AAA 7> 5102
FETHPBESIN TV S,

B —FEHI P (20064 2 H17TH) 12BWT, F—7 2 VHEH (Kiefel ) 12,
Raftland f£3€75 & E&M ~D53FiE, sham TH ) {HiSINHRE L w9
2R L7zo

P F8 9 1 P (200748 1 H31H) T, 3 %4 @ ¥ % (Edomonds, Cont,
Dowsett J]) 25V 311 d 55— D sham (2B 2 FIWF % BT 72

REFHDTIE, 5HDHHED) HLD 14 (Heydon J) 2% sham BE&ED
W ZPERRT 2 L LTWwb,

(4) MICH TS sham BSDRE
ZMOBREBFR I B W T sham AP SN2 OFEIL, 1924
D Jaques FETH 5%V, ZOBEETIE, AREIIMIED 7 S0 % il B

35) Jaques v Federal Commissioner of Taxation (1924) 34 CLR 328, 358.



468
TREE, B2 BT 2 OEEBERY, L) HBiAvE ST
w5, 2 O¥ YA sham BEAF AR L7k mEm B el wbhTw
%%,
FREOBEHARSS W57 X 912, sham BEA 25 GAAR K
PG RIE DD HIRMTFICBWT, HBIERZ G+ 5 A8 E LT+
KT 2 b DT AW LA S AR5 720

14 =a2—

44

¥ —7 v F®O GAAR

Z2—=TV—=5 YV FOGAARIZ, ZORIEFSMER TR D HWHET,
187841l E @ L HuBL (Land Tax Act) 5562575 H TH V), 1891412 Z DM
SEASTHL - 5B (Land and Income Tax Assessment Act 1891) ¥ TIEA L T,
55404512 GAAR DMEIBIE L TW b, &8, -+ —E 2B (Goods
and Services Tax (GST)) 1X19864F 1276412 GAAR 2 A L T\ 5,

Z O, 19764 I 3B D #9951 GAAR O HED B AN, BATORF
BEIE, 20074E % (Income Tax Act 2007) T 575, GAAR IZBHE T %
BUEE, [ BGUICHLBLIEEEAS, [ GATIZ BE 4 R O MEBRIZ 4R 5 BloE
A%, 2 LT, YALS HLBE E 6 & FLBE ] 8 0> 224 %5 (tax avoidance arrange-
ment) [CETAERND DL, X512, MBIEEE (Tax Administration Act
1994) D141EB 4} C141EC 4121, FBin#E D 7 1€ — & 123 % &iHl
BEDD 5o

Z2—Y—5 Y FOFEAJT (Inland Revenue Department : LLF [NZIR] &>

Jo) 1, 20074EFHFBLE BT S BG1 KL UY GALC B 5 #3530 (Inter-

36) The Hom. Michael Kirby AC CMG, “Sham and Tax Law in Australia”
including in Simpson, Edwin & Stewart, Miranda (ed), Sham transactions,
Oxford University Press 2013. p. 276.

37) Ihid.
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pretation Statement, Tax Avoidance and the Interpretation of Sections BG 1 and GA 1
of the Income Tax Act 2007 : LT [#FHC#E | L v90) Z20134E 6 JIZAKL
TWbo ZOMHFCHEDUNIZ20114E 6 JICARINAHERIIHLT, =a
— V=5 ¥ F&EHEHE (New Zealand Institute of Chartered Accountant) 13,
Z O RF# % 7R 3CFE (Submission on Tax Avoidance and the Interpretation of
Sections BG 1 and GA 1 of the Income Tax Act 2007) % 20124F 6 HIZAEK L Tw»
%%,

NZIR 1, 19904 2 H1Z, [HETH 519764 Fi Bk 55995 O HEAE1C B
THRMEARLTVD, ZOMH, 20044E12, Bkl 7 2 3CEOEN %
fifi L7275, 20084E12 2 2D GAAR BT 2 i mEH A M 722 &2 5,
MAERDORFII201VEICTNRAALZDOTH 5,

Za—TV—F Y FOBHMEEL, HHEHPT (district courts), R5ERE
(The High Court), ¥EFFEHIAT (The Court of Appeal), Z L Tk DM
Lo TWDD, Bl & Lo L FROGFENRE LY IEELEREE
—HRETDYEDVDH S,

15 =2—Y—7 ¥ FO GAAR @ #)

Za—=U—=7 Y FIZBIT S GAARBEH & % o Tzl BH 21, ko
200H b,
(D Ben Nevis Forestry Ventures Ltd v Commissioner of Inland Revenue
(ULF BN %) v )"

2 Glenharrow Holdings Ltd v Commissioner of Inland Revenue'”

38) RIN—LF mideE  178E,

39) 2008412 H 19 Himm ekl g (EIMEER) [2008] NZSC 115, [2009] 2 NZLR
289, (2009) 24 NZTC 23, 188.

40)  20084F12 19 H i@ floe (EMIESHR) [2008] NZSC 116, [2009] 2 NZLR
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Rl O oHFERE, BABCHT2HETHLY, @1 M- H—Ex
BICHT2HRETH S,

ZHUZHE L FZEAHS, Tan David Penny and Gary John Hooper v Commis-
sioner of Inland Revenue, 20114F 8 H24 H & BT (EMBETF) [2011]
NZSC95 (BL'F PRHF%Z] &£w).) Th b,

(1) BN® X

RERIE, BHUIRRZEBY)TH S, mEFHRITBIT 240 (0$533)
T sham IO WTHBRREN TSR, EED A X — 7 FZEL L L
LT, # L\ sham BEEDOBE 21T > TV,

(2) P&HEZE
4 P&H FFEOFFEMMR

AREZOFFERIIKOBY) Th 5,

(@D TIan David Penny (MF [P] ¥\»9,) & Gary John Hooper (LLF [HJ
o) EHICBEARETH S, BB, ZOFEEORBIEREIZ2002
ERED L2004EFETH 0, ML, 19945 I #3868 (Income Tax
Actof1994) Td 5%,

@ HEIFTIEHLLELZEL, &£ F, Hexewlli, ZoFHE,
HO#V L7Z2EANOBRKEHAL, HEMEAD 1 AZRETH - 72,
HiZ, A TORA] 330,000 KL% EE0332,473 KV CHEZ GRE
L7z

@ H OFIF K OBLEPERRT OB SEFIZREUL, 19994 FE4%659,000 F v,
20004E FEA51,000 KV CTdH Y, 20014EBE A 5 20044E FE D[], fie i AHAS

359, (2009) 24 NZTC 23, 236.
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@ 20014FBEA 520044FE FED I, 47415 3€13228,000 IV %> 5392,000 F
VORYZZIFTIY, ZO—EA53 AOBUIHRLS I, FNENDH
BL 7z BEEICHAMR L -&8L, B2, I, HEeEozoiifibiiz,

® PIX19974E 1N (POS) &%V L7z PIIFIEAD 1 AMRETH
o7z, &5\, F4E, PIEBlEAN (0SCL) %L 1 AR E -
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I, PERME T HKRTHol, POFHKIZI44310F IV
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4E 4 HIZOSCLIC [OMNA] #2100)7 KVIZHE L TRl s e,

©) 19994 B & 200045 FE D AT, BEAH Sz VB4 By o> & A A A1
825,000 F )V £ 633,000 KV TdH - 720 POFKEFE DT & I LA I
302,000 KL £125,000 K )V Td o 720 20014F BE A 5 20044F FE 0> & ZEF)
247 13655,000 KL £832,000 VOB TH Y, DM, P OHMIZIE
100,000 K VT 5 726

@ PIF20044EK F TITEEEAH 51,236,000 KV ORGHE4 % 2Py, 3
OHEETY & FHROPERICHET TV 5,

=R HIF7S

TRHRED O ORFRHRIIKRDOEB ) TH b,

(D Penny v CIR [2009] 3 NZLR 523 (HC) GBis%#s& M)

@ CIR v Penny & Hooper CA201/2009 [2010] NZCA 231 (HFrggHk
ER7)

ZOH YL, WAFEFEZBEMMET S 2 L 2 BN S BET 5D TR

, BAPLOHRMA KA Lz L 2/BinEE L-2EThHEH, TL
T, ZOHPDFEL LT, NZIRIZ, 20084 3 3847 O Revenue Alert
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RA08/01 & 20104 6 H 5847 ® ] RA10/01 % #tnl L C, #i7=12[ RA11/02%
FAITLAZETHhH D, ZOHMERR, Bl WiZEAZFAE L THADRK
BT 2 509 % 2 L IZBI LT, FBLIMIEE & BB R A IR % k00
EHHLIZHOTH S,

16 —a2—3Y—5 Y FIZBIT% sham #E2

Za2—=Y—=F YN, TTIKBRZEHIC, PP CIlx18914E, i -
H — ¥ A Bl (Goods and Services Tax : BLF [GST] & v 9.) (X19864F 12
GAAR #3BALTwh, F72, sham #E&ICB L Tk, FENL, HEEO X
=2 HROTF 4 Ty 7 HHEORMERHEEL TV,

ZOFERD? S, sham LR ED L H ICHFI N T 2D 9% M5 FE
L LT, NZIRA%20124F 6 J14HIZ AR L2 A4 K54 22 0 14
AFT4v] kvde) BBEIE D

sham (ST 274 FI4 ¥ OGHROERZKROEB Y TH DY,

O sham ZYHET 5 Z LIIMMICEL, JBH (fraud) EFFEL VR D,
DS sham & HIWT§ 2121, BV L XRXVOGRAE LT L T 5,

@ sham AMFTET 2 RPUL, TGO B FHFHEIHEFFEHE 2L LS
HLEMNA %L, BEFIENHEANRGPEL L) I bEL I L
EEMLZb0THLD, MYFFIL, CHFIRHHRSNZEDLERLS
HERFB 2 /ED T2, Bvid, S OREFIFRE S 1E ) S Zvpro
WINDEERLZbDTH 5,

@ WH|OLEA AT (sham) 2 &9 2 FIWRTT 512, FHFTE,

41) Snnok v. London and West Riding Investment Ltd, ([1967] 2QB 786, 802).

42) NZIR, Interpretation Guideline : 1G12/01, Goods and Services Tax ;
Income Tax-“Sham” 14 July 2012.

43) Ibid. pp. 2-3.
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2437 O LB BSOS D, W5 OFFFEEB N IEE LD
FERIIIBLA R o

@ K L, sham 25FEW] S 7236, BR%3CH 1L sham Td 2 #EPHIC
DVWTHBEINL,

(&) sham OARZH 55810, HEH T (pretence) T Do

® Wk sham LHIET H7201208, 3BHED B 5112, BHPTIZ,
NHEICRER SN EN NG 2 ET 5. £ L TLHENZONE
EBYVOBREEDIL TV 292 EET 5, ZORKETIE, W43
FTOEBWEKIIOWTIRZE L 2. 212, FHINE, o
A3 sham 20 &) hOHIER T 5o 5 312, BHPA Y474 CH % sham
EHIM L7554, sham O#PHTHHELHFIZRESIND,
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avoidance) LR 2D TH 5 L VI HEA/REN TV 5, sham
B T2 L 912, WYEZFOEELCED, HEONE
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DEBL7LENEY LNETH-TD, TOMMAZIG]AS, ik
L o TRFANS N WHBLEOMREZ 5252 b DTHLHET
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17 A FFI2BITF 5 sham 2

(1) BFHFICHTS GAARICOWVT

7195 D GAARIE, 19884 IZFTAFBLEL 2455 (LT [48245% ] L v 9o)
ELTHEASN TORFVEIZONWTIE, #F ¥ AJT (Canada
Revenue Agency : BT [CRAL £ \»9,) |2 & %383 (INFORMATION CIRCULAR,
NUMBER: 88-2, October 21,1988 : BL'F T3] &\v9.) A3db 5,

#52455%1%, B F F T (Income Tax Act) 25163k (PART XVI) DK,



474
HLix [HLBLE# (TAX AVOIDANCE) | (ZBUE S, RG34 8 Hp b
WINTWD,

481 HIE, EFRBETHY, tax benefit (B LOME), tax conse-
quences (ERLBLEHE R OSWIBLAISE), transaction (—HEONGB| % &) ANER S
T,

455 2 HIE, GAARIIRDIRD X I LBETH %,

[ [ ASFUBLIREEING | (avoidance transaction) Td 2356, ZDH DB
PR T OSBRSS, MR O /AT LI EPESETHL D EL
TREESND I LIlh Do TOWRPIE, BEH MBI YREING 50013 S 3
Flaat—H oM »64EC50E T 5,

W45 3 I, HBLEERGIIRZBIETH S, 45 33 (a) TIE, HE
M2 ICHB L ofitE 2152 OB BT IZE4L L, HIEZBWD7
DIZHEITENTZG & AR ENDLEEHERINE % B0 FIH (b) T,
WA —HDEDTHLYEHAMKICRL I EZREL T2,

55 A JHILEE 2 SHOWH], 5 5 HISIRBUERIE [ O BLARAE (AR B BUE, 41
6 HIXHIEDFERFOTIRIAR D BE, 55 7 BUIBISE, 5 8 BIIHBL
BROFEICHETHAHETH %,

F72, HED2IZBWVWT, GAARD#EFIZEH L TCRADT KNV A -
V=0 YT RBEBTHIEIIHDELTVD,

(2) FyxOrmxE?
19724 6 H29H O F F iSO HPE, GAAREAFOFERTH %,
COHPFORNNE, sham &% EFH L HEEO R X — 7 1P (19674)

44) Minister of National Revenue v. Cameron [1974] SCR 1062. 7 3, #H 1%,
Abbott, Douglas Charles ; Martland, Ronald ; Ritchie, Roland Almon ; Pigeon,
Louis-Philippe ; Laskin, Bora, T® %,
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BHRMEET LI L TH o7
® I#TIE, 34, HEFREETHY, & NFHE, Steele &
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@ 19654F B OM19664E12, CHHIZ T4EIC 3 %05 % > 720 CHE
5 O LR BLANX19654E25 3 157,745 v, 19664EA511759,710 KU T
Holze TNHDOEHNI 3 HDOFFE LTLERELARIZ, THA
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o B RO ERE H

MBLL O ERIE, 342 S IR EZRBET 2 7-00%K % AiAA
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Stubart Investment Ltd (BLF [S*L] v 9o) 1, 19514V DRtk R
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L. BEINSALOMAITETE L7225, 19694 IS BUTORAICHEAT L2,

F 40100 % F 3 ARG M O B WIE % 47 o T\ % Grover Cast
Stone Company Limited (BLF [G#] £w9.) 23H 5. G #LI1Z19654E F T
CEHOBIERI L, SRR oL L LR S, BT

45) Ibid. page (1068).

46) Stubart Investment Ltd. v. The Queen (1984) 1. S.C.R. 536. 19844E 6 H 7 H
e B P,

47)  HSAEE T—IRGRBEICOWTO N F T B ow7E ] [ Aks]
21-2 20084F 6 Ho
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i, BEWICEETHL L) MR E N, GHIZBREOMELTH
D, SHAGHOFETHREZRITL TS LHIRLA (5525,

B2 ORIZOVTIE, AFRZIBF L2 DBHAERLTOLDOTIEARL,
AW THLHE LT, FHXEHWT A PLAREDNITT AP (the sham
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(1935).
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BRI T & TH ), MBLEEEL, WYFEHEOEE LI CEINEY) %
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49) Snnok v. London and West Riding Investment Ltd, ([1967] 2QB 786, 802).
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