FINANTE, CONTABILITATE SI ANALIZA FINANCIARA / FINANCE, ACCOUNTING AND FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

330.43:336.227.2(478+498)

APLICATII ECONOMETRICE
PRIVIND IMPACTUL
EVAZIUNII FISCALE

PRIN SCHEME ILEGALE
iN VEDEREA REDUCERII
PRESIUNII FISCALE"

Liliana ISAC PETRILA, -
Auditor public extern la Curtea :
de Conturi a Romaniei -
isac.l@yahoo.com -

Drd. Mariana GROSU, ASEM -
marisa.4@inbox.ru -

In prezentul articol, se face o analizd -

a problematicii evaziunii fiscale, fenomen . .
p i . J - of tax evasion is made, a phenomenon

intalnit atdt in Romania, cdt si in Republica " encountered both in Romania and in the

Moldova, precum si o descriere a acestuia - . .
; ’ p A R - Republic of Moldova, as well as a descrip-
prin optica metodelor ilegale de minimizare = . )
. e . . . . _ - tion of the phenomenon through the illegal
a impozitarii. Prin prisma econometricd, a - hods of 1 nimization. The activi
e S : : v
fost analizata activitatea unei entitdti econo- metnoads Of ax mmzmzzg ron . ¢ actt lty'of
mice ipotetice, care se eschiveazd de Ia - a hypothetical economic entity that avoids
plata impozitelor cu ajutorul firmelor , fan- - PAE taxes with the help of “straw/bogus

. . [ » h
tome”. Prin acest articol, autorii deduc fap- - €O"P4NIES and “ghost” companies was ana-

tul ca, in cazul cdnd se utilizeazda o schema - lysed from an econometric point of view. As

ilegala de evaziune fiscala, povara fiscala se

reduce’ dar se reduce §l proﬁtul net legal‘ lllegal tax eVaSiOn Scheme iS used, the tax

Avand in vedere efectele posibile ale utili-  burden is reduced, but the legal net profit is
zarii unor astfel de scheme ilegale, entitatile
economice nu ar trebui sa le utilizeze in -

practica. Evaziunea fiscala se soldeaza cu

consecinte negative atdt pentru economie,
cdt si pentru stat in ansamblu.

Cuvinte-cheie: evaziune fiscala, contri-

buabil, plati fiscale, entitate economicd, - payments, economic entity, tax pressure.

presiune fiscala.

JEL: H30, H32, H39, H26, H21, E62.

- 330.43:336.227.2(478+498)

ECONOMETRIC
APPLICATIONS REGARDING

THE IMPACT OF TAX EVASION
- THROUGH ILLEGAL SCHEMES

IN ORDER TO REDUCE
THE FISCAL PRESSURE’

Liliana ISAC PETRILA,

External public auditor at the

Court of Accounts of Romania
isac.l@yahoo.com

PhD candidate, Mariana GROSU, ASEM
marisa.4@inbox.ru

In this article an analysis of the issue

a result, the authors deduce that when an

also reduced. Given the possible consequen-
ces of using such illegal schemes, economic
entities should not use them in practice. Tax

- evasion has negative consequences for both
- the economy and the state as a whole.

Keywords: tax evasion, taxpayer, tax

JEL: H30, H32, H39, H26, H21, E62.

* Lucrarea a fost prezentata in cadrul Conferintei Stiintifico-Practice Internationale ,,Controlul intern in cadrul institutiilor
financiare in contextul noului cadru de reglementare si al provocarilor tehnologice”, 22-23 martie 2019/ The paper was
presented at the International Scientific and Practical Conference “Internal Control in Financial Institutions in the Context of
the new Regulatory Framework and Technology Challenges”, 22-23 March 2019.

o

Revista / Journal ,, ECONOMICA” nr.2 (112) 2020



FINANTE, CONTABILITATE $I ANALIZA FINANCIARA | FINANCE, ACCOUNTING AND FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

Introducere

Intentia contribuabililor de a reduce
valoarea impozitelor platite a existat incd de
la aparitia acestora. Odatda cu lichidarea
sistemului economic centralizat de comanda
si formarea unei economii de piatd in tari,
precum Republica Moldova, a existat o cres-
tere semnificativda a presiunii fiscale atat
asupra persoanelor juridice, cat si a persoa-
nelor fizice, ca urmare a activitdtii contri-
buabililor de a reduce platile fiscale. Optimi-
zarea presiunii fiscale este utilizata, in pre-
zent, nu numai ca 0 modalitate de sporire a
rentabilitatii, ci si ca un instrument al luptei
concurentiale, deoarece Intreprinderea, care
isi reduce obligatiunile fiscale, din start, se
afla intr-o pozitie mai avantajoasd, in com-
paratie cu concurentii a caror presiune fis-
cala este mai mare. Prin urmare, multe intre-
prinderi si multi antreprenori considera ca
obiectivul principal al optimizarii fiscale
constd In reducerea maxima a presiunii fis-
cale prin orice mijloace, inclusiv cele ilegale.

Evaziunea fiscald este consideratd un
fenomen socio-economic, manifestat in do-
rinta contribuabilului, pe de o parte, de a
evita impozitul, iar, pe de altd parte, a statului
de a preveni o reducere a platilor fiscale cétre
sistemul bugetar. Este remarcat faptul ca, in
tard, aceasta tematica inca este de actualitate
acuta, desi a fost abordata, inca, la inceputul
anilor 2000, prin introducerea unor reglemen-
tari legislative, care, de fapt, si remarcau
»lipsa legaturii cu Registrul de stat al popula-
tiei, ceea ce creeazd premise pentru infiinga-
rea unor firme-fantoma, prin folosirea docu-
mentelor false sau furate, cauzand, In ultima
instantd, pierderi enorme bugetului de stat”
[4]. Astfel, subiectii acestui fenomen au
obiective opuse: contribuabilii organizeaza
activitdti privind planificarea fiscald agresiva
si chiar evaziunea fiscala, statul — pentru a
preveni faptele ilicite si pentru a controla
complexitatea platii impozitelor si taxelor.
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Introduction

Taxpayers’ intention to reduce the
amount of taxes paid has existed since their
emergence. With the liquidation of the cen-
tralized economic order system and the for-
mation of a market economy in countries
such as the Republic of Moldova there has
been a significant increase in tax pressure on
both legal and natural persons as a result of
the work of taxpayers to reduce tax pay-
ments. The optimisation of tax pressure is
currently used not only as a way of increa-
sing profitability, but also as an instrument
in the fight against competition, because the
company, which reduces its fiscal oblige-
tions, is in a more advantageous position from
the start compared to competitors whose tax
pressure is higher. Therefore, many busi-
nesses and entrepreneurs believe that the
main objective of tax optimisation is to
reduce the maximum tax pressure by any
means, including the illegal ones.

Tax evasion is considered a socio-
economic phenomenon, manifested in the
desire, on the one hand, of the taxpayer to
avoid tax and, on the other hand, of the state
to prevent a reduction of tax payments to the
budget system. It should be noted that in the
country this issue is still acute, although it
was addressed in the early 2000s by the
introduction of legislative regulations, which
in fact noted “lack of connection with the
State Register of Population, which creates
premises for the establishment of phantom
companies by using false or stolen docu-
ments and ultimately cause enormous losses
to the state budget” [4]. Thus, the subjects of
this phenomenon have opposite objectives:
taxpayers organize activities on tax planning
and even tax evasion, the state — to prevent
legal violations and to control the comple-
xity of paying taxes and fees.
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Metode aplicate

Avand in vedere actiunile contribuabi-
lului raportate la eschivarea de la plata im-
pozitelor, continutul si scopul acestora, pu-
tem afirma cd aceste actiuni se caracteri-
zeaza prin faptul ca sunt actiuni active, voli-
tive si constiente si vizeaza direct reducerea
cuantumului impozitului. Tn acest context,
vom remarca cd unii specialisti divizeaza
metodele de minimizare a impozitarii pe
baza principiului dihotomiei [6]:

1) metode ilegale;

2) metode legale.

La randul lor, metodele legale includ
metode bazate pe utilizarea ,lacunelor” in
legislatie si metodele legale, initial, prevazute
de legislatori pentru a reduce povara fiscala.
Una dintre cele mai frecvente scheme de
evaziune fiscald prin metode ilegale consta in
utilizarea firmelor ,.fantoma”, adica a unor
contractanti, care isi desfdsoard activitatea
doar ,,pe hértie”, fiind create pentru a reduce
impozitele partenerilor lor sau pentru efectua-
rea operatiunilor frauduloase. Termenul de
existentd a unei astfel de intreprinderi este
mic. Pand in momentul in care Inspectoratul
Fiscal isi manifestd interesul pentru firma,
firma n sine nu mai exista si devine impo-
sibila verificarea rapoartelor sale sau colec-
tarea impozitelor de la aceasta.

Adesea, in practicd, entitatea econo-
mica foloseste, pe picior de egalitate cu
firma ,,fantoma”, anumite metode mai putin
legale pentru gestionarea sumelor eschivate
de la impozitare. Acest tip de companie
poate fi definit astfel: entitate fictiva si
neidentificabild utilizatda pentru disimularea
unor tranzactii §i denaturarea obligatiilor
fiscale aferente acestora. O firma ,,fantoma”
este folosita, In general, pentru a se obtine
ilegal sume de bani, care, in mod normal, ar
trebui platite statului, deci, reprezintd, de
fapt, o evaziune fiscala [2, p. 26-29].

Folosind aceasta schema, intreprinde-
rea principald este izolatd de pietele bunu-

Applied methods

Given the actions of the taxpayer with
regard to tax evasion, their content and pur-
pose, we can say that these actions are cha-
racterized by the fact that they are active,
volitional and conscious actions and are
directly aimed at reducing the amount of tax.
In this context, we will note that some specia-
lists divide the methods of minimizing taxa-
tion based on the principle of dichotomy [6]:

1) illegal methods;

2) legal methods.

In turn, legal methods include methods
based on the use of “gaps” in legislation and
legal methods initially provided by legis-
lators to reduce the tax burden. One of the
most common tax evasion schemes through
illegal methods is the use of ghost com-
panies, i.e. contractors, which operate only
“on paper” and are created to reduce the
taxes of its partners or to carry out frau-
dulent transactions. The lifespan of such an
enterprise is short. Until the tax inspectorate
shows interest in the company, the company
itself no longer exists and it becomes
impossible to verify its reports or collect
taxes from it.

Often, in practice, the economic entity
uses, on an equal foot with the “ghost” com-
pany, the so-called ghost company to accu-
mulate the amounts evaded from taxation.
This type of company can be defined as:
fictitious and unidentifiable entity used to
conceal transactions and distort the tax
obligations related to them. A *“ghost” com-
pany is generally used to illegally obtain
sums of money that would normally have to
be paid to the state, so it is in fact a tax eva-
sion [2, p. 26-29].

Using this scheme, the parent com-
pany is isolated from the markets for goods
and services by the company, which per-
forms brokerage services, acquiring resour-
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rilor si serviciilor, de catre firma care inde-
plineste servicii de intermediere, achizitio-
nand resurse si comercializdnd productia
acesteia. Firma-fantoma nu este angajata in
productie si comert, fiind necesara doar
pentru legalizarea veniturilor acumulate.
Multi cercetatori, din spatiul socialist si
postsovietic, considera ca, in acest caz, rolul
firmelor ,,fantomd” constd in legalizarea
veniturilor sustrase de la impozitare [7; 8].
Astfel, constatam ca, in cazul neplatirii
impozitelor, contribuabilul actioneazd, in
mod intentionat, intreprinde anumite actiuni,
recurgand la anumite metode formale si de
fond, ale caror consecinte vor genera unele
economii ,fiscale”. Cu alte cuvinte, subiec-
tul relatiilor, pe care le avem in vedere, tre-
buie sd actioneze, in mod deliberat, reali-
zand, in prealabil, natura actiunilor sale,
dorind debutul unui anumit rezultat si per-
mitandu-1 in mod constient. Principala com-
ponenta a evaziunii fiscale constd in intentia
survenita in actiunile contribuabilului, care
vizeaza reducerea platilor de impozite. Mate-
matic vorbind, putem sd ne exprimam astfel:
mai Intdi, vom examina analiza activitatii
unei intreprinderi, care nu se eschiveaza de la
plata impozitelor si vom calcula volumul
profitului sau net si suma deducerilor fiscale.
Vom presupune ca intreprinderea, pe piata

resurselor achizitioneaza R factori de
productie, in cantitate de oy, a o, ..., ar, ..., O,
la preturi, respectiv pP1, P2, - Pry -r Pro

suportand, totodata, cheltuieli:
Ch =
Dupa ce intreprinderea produce un
produs, in conformitate cu o oarecare functie
de productie Prog = (a1, a2, ..., o, ..., ar
aceasta intrd pe piata marfurilor si il vinde la
un pret d, obtinand un venit: V=d Py (a1,
az, ..., ar, ..., ar). Rambursarea cheltuielilor
Chn si plata impozitelor si deducerilor
echivalate cu acestea Fs, cu exceptia impozi-
tului pe venit, se efectueaza din aceste
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ces and marketing its production. The ghost
company is not engaged in production and
trade, being necessary to legalize the income
accumulated by the ghost company. Many
researchers in the socialist and post-Soviet
space believe that in this case, the role of
“ghost” companies is to legalize tax evasion
income [7; 8].

Thus, we find that, in case of non-
payment of taxes, the taxpayer acts inten-
tionally, and undertakes certain actions
using certain formal and substantive me-
thods, the result of which will bring some
“tax” savings. In other words, the subject of
the relationships we have in mind must act
deliberately, realizing in advance the nature
of his actions, wanting the onset of a certain
result and allowing it consciously. The main
component of tax evasion is intent in the
taxpayer’s actions to reduce tax payments.
Mathematically speaking, we can put it this
way: first we will examine the analysis of
the activity of an enterprise that does not
evade paying taxes and we will calculate the
volume of its net profit and the amount of
tax deductions. We will assume that the
company purchases on the market of
resources R production factors in quantity of
o, O, ..., Or, ..., Oy at prices respectively ps,
P2, ---, Pry ---, Pr, While incurring expenses:

YRt @ pr 1)

After the enterprise produces a product
according to a certain production function
Proa = (01, ap, ..., ar ..., ar, it enters the
market of goods and sells it at a price d,
obtaining an income: V=d Pyoq (a1, 0, ..., ar,
..., o). Reimbursement of expenses C; and
payment of taxes and deductions equivalent
to Fs, with the exception of income tax,
shall be made from these revenues. As a
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venituri. In consecinti, se formeaza profitul
brut al entitatii: P, = V — Cp— Fs. Ulterior,
putem calcula si achita impozitul pe profit in
madrime |y 51, astfel, se formeaza profitul net
al Tntreprinderii: Ppet = Pp — lyr, care rimane
la dispozitia sa, iar procesul revine la
inceputul ciclului de productie.

Rezultate obtinute si discutii

Dupa cum este bine stiut, dorinta unor
persoane de a-si reduce obligatiile fiscale este
un fenomen social obiectiv. Din punct de
vedere istoric, filosofic si psihologic, evaziu-
nea fiscala este un fenomen constant, dupa
cum atesta atat trecutul, cat si prezentul.
Multe evenimente istorice majore au fost
asociate, direct sau indirect, cu reticenta
oamenilor de a plati impozite si taxe. Rada-
cinile unei astfel de reactii pot fi cautate, pe
de o parte, Tn cazul unei persoane, in motivele
sale egoiste, iar pe de alta parte, sunt cauzate
de circumstante externe: lipsa de plata a unei
taxe este o contramasura in raport cu politica
fiscala corespunzatoare a statului.

Daca analizdm istoricul fenomenelor
fiscale, se poate remarca faptul ca evaziunea
fiscald a fost realizata, in principal, sub doua
forme: exploatarea claselor si individual-cor-
porativa. Prima este caracterizatd de rezis-
tenta la sarcina fiscala a acelor clase, care au
fost recunoscute legal ca impozabile si a doua
forma, care a devenit predominantd din seco-
lul al XIX-lea, este caracterizata prin evaziu-
nea fiscald a persoanelor fizice si juridice.

In ceea ce priveste stadiul actual,
aproape toti autorii, care studiaza problemele
evaziunii fiscale, identifica aceleasi motive ale
evaziunii fiscale: morale, politice, economice
si tehnice si juridice [3; 9]. Motivele morale
sunt, in principal, inrdddcinate in si generate
de natura legilor fiscale. Daca autoritatea
oricarei alte legi se bazeaza pe aplicarea sa
indelungata si uniforma, care este, cel mai
adesea, determinata de obisnuintd, constanta si
impartialitate, atunci, legea fiscala nu este nici

result, the gross profit of the entity is for-
med: P, = V — C— Fs. Subsequently, we can
calculate and pay the profit tax in size of I
and thus the net profit of the enterprise is
formed: Ppet = Py — lpr, Which remains at its
disposal and the process returns at the
beginning of the production cycle.

Results obtained and discussions

As it is well known, the desire to re-
duce tax obligations is an objective social
phenomenon. From a historical, philosophi-
cal and psychological point of view, fiscal
evasion is a constant phenomenon, as attes-
ted by both the past and the present. Many
major historical events have been directly or
indirectly associated with people’s reluc-
tance to pay taxes and fees. The roots of
such a reaction can be sought, on the one
hand, in a person, in his selfish motives, and
on the other hand, they are caused by exter-
nal circumstances: non-payment of a tax is a
countermeasure in relation to the correspon-
ding tax policy of the State.

If we analyse the history of tax events,
it can be noticed that tax evasion was carried
out mainly in two forms: class exploitation
and individual-corporate. The first is charac-
terized by the resistance to the tax burden of
those classes that have been legally recog-
nized as taxable. The second form, which
became predominant in the nineteenth cen-
tury, is characterized by tax evasion by citi-
zens and legal entities.

Regarding the current stage, almost all
authors studying the problems of tax evasion
identify the same reasons for tax evasion:
moral, political, economic, technical and
legal [3; 9]. Moral reasons are mainly rooted
and generated by the nature of tax laws. If
the authority of any other law is based on its
long and uniform application, which is most
often determined by custom, consistency and
impartiality, then the tax law is neither gene-
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generald, nici permanentd, nici impartiald.
Motivele economice determind dorinta con-
tribuabilului de sustragere de la impozitare, si
acest fapt se poate intampla destul de frecvent.
Motivele economice pot fi impartite in doua
tipuri: motivele care depind de starea finan-
ciard a contribuabilului si motivele generate
de situatia economica generald din stat sau
regiunea geografica. Motivele tehnice si juri-
dice, de regula, sunt cauzate de imperfectiunea
tehnicii juridice a legislatiei fiscale. Este de
remarcat faptul ca motivele tehnice si juridice
constituie parte-integranta a complexitatii
sistemului fiscal.

Metodele specifice de evaziune fiscala
sunt metodele directe si actiunile contribua-
bilului pentru minimizarea impozitelor.
Cunoastem ca ele sunt destul de numeroase
si se bazeaza pe multi factori, in functie de
tipul de impozit implicat.

Tn baza celor relatate anterior, putem
defini evaziunea fiscala drept o forma de
reducere a impozitelor si a altor plati in
care un contribuabil evita, in mod deliberat
sau din neatentie, sa plateasca impozitul sau
reduce dimensiunea acestuia, astfel, incal-
cand legea aplicabila.

Evaziunea fiscald, cel mai des, are loc
prin camuflarea obiectului impozabil, incal-
carea bruta a normelor de contabilitate si fis-
calitate, falsificarea acreditarilor, neprezenta-
rea sau depunerea cu intarziere a documen-
telor necesare pentru calculul si plata impo-
zitelor sau distrugerea acestora, precum si
prin utilizarea ilegala a beneficiilor fiscale. Tn
Romania, spre exemplu, pe baza cazurilor
intélnite, s-a stabilit ca companiile si adminis-
tratorii acestora, care cumpard de la firmele
tip ,,fantoma” sunt foarte des acuzati de eva-
ziune fiscala prin operatiuni fictive, conform
articolului 9 alineatul (1) litera ¢) din Legea
241/2005 pentru prevenirea si combaterea
evaziunii fiscale, publicatd in Monitorul Ofi-
cial al Roméniei. Aceste acuzatii se bazeaza
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ral, nor permanent, nor impartial. Economic
reasons determine the taxpayer’s desire to
evade taxation, and this can happen quite
often. The economic reasons can be divided
into two types: the reasons that depend on the
financial condition of the taxpayer and the
reasons generated by the general economic
situation in the state or the geographical
region. Technical and legal reasons are
usually caused by the imperfection of the
legal technique of tax legislation. It should be
noted that technical and legal reasons are part
of the complexity of the tax system.

The specific methods of tax evasion
are direct methods and taxpayer’s actions
to minimize taxes. We know that they are
quite numerous and are based on many
factors, depending on what type of tax is
involved.

Based on the above, we can define tax
evasion as a form of reduction of taxes and
other payments in which a taxpayer delibe-
rately or inadvertently avoids paying the tax
or reduces its size, thus violating the appli-
cable law.

Tax evasion most often occurs by
hiding the taxable object, gross violation of
accounting and fiscal rules, falsification of
credentials, failure to present or late submis-
sion of documents necessary for the calcu-
lation and payment of taxes or their des-
truction, as well as illegal use of tax bene-
fits. In Romania, for example, based on the
cases encountered, it has been established
that companies and their managers who buy
from “ghost” companies are very often accu-
sed of tax evasion through fictitious trans-
actions, according to Article 9 (1) (c) of Law
241 / 2005 for preventing and combating tax
evasion. These allegations are based only on
the fact that the accused companies and per-
sons purchased goods and/or services from
“ghost” companies [5].
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numai pe faptul cd companiile si persoanele
acuzate au achizitionat bunuri si/sau servicii
de la companii ,,fantoma” [5].

Alte surse bibliografice atestd si alte
metode de evaziune, care ar putea fi clasificate
ca o reducere fiscala legald sau optimizare a
impozitelor [1]. Aceastd categorie include
metode, Tn care un anumit efect economic, sub
forma unei reduceri a platilor de impozite, este
obtinut de organizarea calificatd a cazurilor
pentru calculul si plata impozitelor, care
elimina sau reduc cazurile de plata nejusti-
ficata a impozitelor. De fapt, aceasta nu este o
evaziune fiscald, deoarece contribuabilul nu se
sustrage platii, ca atare, ci este 0 optimizare a
platilor de taxe si impozite.

Actualmente, in intreaga lume, contri-
buabilii aplica un numar mare de scheme atat
legale, cat si ilegale. Problema consta in
faptul ca limita dintre aceste metode nu este
intotdeauna clard si evidentd. In principiu,
contribuabilul are dreptul sd recurga la me-
tode legale pentru a-si reduce platile, cu toate
acestea, avand 1n vedere reglementarea
insuficient detaliatd a legalitatii lor in legis-
latia fiscald, in practica, aceasta implica, frec-
vent, sanctiuni de la autoritatile fiscale. Si
autoritatile fiscale, in sine, intdmpind, adesea,
dificultati in calificarea anumitor actiuni ale
contribuabililor, pierzand din aceastd cauza
ponderea veniturilor la buget.

In continuare, va fi analizata activitatea
unei entitati economice, care se eschiveaza de

Other bibliographic sources attest to
other methods of evasion, which could be
classified as a legal tax reduction or tax
optimization [1]. This category includes me-
thods in which a certain economic effect in
the form of a reduction in tax payments is
obtained by the qualified organization of
cases for the calculation and payment of
taxes, which eliminates or reduces cases of
unjustified payment of taxes. In fact, this is
not a tax evasion, because the taxpayer does
not evade payment, as such, but the opti-
mization of taxes.

Currently, taxpayers around the world
apply a large number of both legal and ille-
gal schemes. The problem is that the line
between these methods is not always clear
and obvious. In principle, the taxpayer has
the right to use legal means to reduce their
payments; however, given the insufficiently
detailed regulation of their legality in tax
law, in practice this often involves sanc-
tions from the tax authorities. And the tax
authorities themselves often have difficulty
in qualifying certain actions of taxpayers,
thus losing the share of revenue to the
budget.

Further on, we will analyse the activity
of an economic entity that avoids paying
taxes with the help of “ghost” companies. We
know that the respective company purchases
factors of production for the parent company

la plata impozitelor cu ajutorul firmelor | in the amount of (&, oz, ..., ar ..., ar) at
~fantoma”. Se cunoaste ca firma respectiva | Prices respectively ps, p, ..., pr, ..., pr, While
achizitioneaza factori de productie pentru ! Spending the amount of:
intreprinderea principald, in cantitate de (o,
a, ..., Or, ..., ar), la preturi, respectiv p1, Pz, ...,
Pr, .-, Pr, totodata, cheltuind suma de:

Ch= Xi-1a:D; (2)

Entitatea economica achizitioneaza
factori de productie la pretul:

p1 + Apy, p2 + Apy,..., pr + APy, - Dk + Apg,
unde Ap>0, efectuand, totodatd, cheltuieli

El—

The economic entity purchases factors
of production at the price:

P1+ Aps, P2 + APz, ..., Pk + APy, ., Dk + APk,
where Ap>0, while making expenses in
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in valoarea de Ch;. Aceastd entitate
comercializeazd produsele sale firmei
»fantoma” la pretul d — Ay, unde Ag > 0,
obtindnd pentru aceasta venituri conform:
V, =0 — Ay) Pr(ay, ay, ..., a,), iar firma
»fantoma” vinde productia obtinuta pe piata
marfurilor la pretul d, obtindnd veniturile:
V=d Pr(a;, ay, ..., ;).

In urma operatiunilor anterioare, firma
»,fantomd” acumuleazd o parte din venit,
care, de fapt, reprezinta venitul ilegal al
entitatii economice, Intrucat aceastd suma ar
apartine ei, daca aceasta ar desfasura, de
sine statator, toate operatiunile de vanzare-
cumpdrare pe piata.

Ulterior, entitatea economica plateste
toate impozitele indirecte si deducerile echi-
valate cu acestea. Dupa ce se achitd impo-
zitul pe profit Iy si se formeazd profitul
net legal al intreprinderii principale: Ppet =
=Py — lpr. In acest timp, firma ,,fantoma”,
profitind de posibilitatea ,retragerii de
numerar”, Tsi legalizeaza veniturile ilegale,
transferandu-le in fondul profitului net al
intreprinderii si astfel, in urma operatiunilor
anterioare, se acumuleaza o parte din venit.

Concluzii

In consecinta, putem deduce faptul ca,
in cazul cand se utilizeaza o schema ilegala
de evaziune fiscald, povara fiscala se reduce,
dar se reduce si profitul net legal. Avand in
vedere consecintele posibile ale utilizarii unor
astfel de scheme ilegale, entitatile economice
nu ar trebui uzeze de ele in practica. Evaziu-
nea fiscala se soldeaza cu consecinte negative
atat pentru economie, cat si pentru stat in
ansamblu. Bugetul de stat nu primeste sursele
financiare pe care contribuabilii le datoreaza
prin aplicarea fiscalitatii corecte si, in con-
secinta, statul este limitat in cheltuieli. Rezul-
tanta acestui fapt o constituie suspendarea
implementarii unor programe de stat, neplata
salariilor angajatilor din sectorul public etc.
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the amount of Ch;. This entity sells
its products to the ghost company at
the price d — Agq, where Ay > 0, obtai-
ning for this income according to:
V, =(d— Ay) Pr(ay,a,, ..., a,), and the
ghost sells the production obtained on the
market of goods at the price d, obtaining the
revenues: V= d Pr(ay, ay, ..., @;.).

As a result of the previous operations,
the “ghost” company accumulates a part of the
income, which, in fact, represents the illegal
income of the economic entity, because this
amount would belong to them, if it carried out
independently all sale-purchase operations on
the market.

Thereafter, the economic entity pays
all indirect taxes and deductions therefor.
After the profit tax is paid I, the net legal
profit of the main enterprise is formed:
Pnet = Pp — lpr. During this time the “ghost”
company, using the possibility of “cash
withdrawal”, legalizes the illegal income,
transferring it to the fund of the company's
net profit and thus, as a result of previous
operations, the ghost company accumulates
part of the income.

Conclusions

As a result, we can deduce that when
an illegal tax evasion scheme is used, the tax
burden is reduced, but the legal net profit is
also reduced. Given the possible conse-
guences of wusing such illegal schemes,
economic entities should not use them in
practice. The fiscal evasion has negative
consequences for both the economy and the
state as a whole. The state budget does not
receive the financial sources that taxpayers
owe by applying fair taxation, and as a result,
the state is limited in spending. The result of
this is the suspension of the implementation
of state programs, non-payment of salaries to
public sector employees, etc.

With the widespread emergence of tax
offenses leading to a budget deficit, the state

— wm
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Odata cu aparitia, pe scard larga, a
infractiunilor fiscale, care duc la un deficit
bugetar, statul poate compensa lipsa fondu-
rilor prin introducerea de noi taxe si cresterea
ratelor. Toate acestea Incep sd provoace o
reactie in lant. Cresterea incalcarilor fiscale
afecteaza interesele securitatii economice a
tarii, inhiba dezvoltarea economica, formarea
relatillor de piatd, manifestd un impact
negativ asupra constiintei publice, influen-
teazd negativ tranzitia la relatiile de piata
civilizate. Prin urmare, in prezent, suprimarea
(chiar eradicarea) incercarilor de evaziune
fiscala este ridicata la rangul politicii fiscale
de stat, constituind principala activitate a
multor organe de stat, precum si principalul
obiectiv al actualei reglementari fiscale.

can compensate for the lack of funds by
introducing new taxes and raising the rates.
All this is starting to provoke a chain reac-
tion. The increase of fiscal violations contra-
dicts the interests of the country's economic
security, inhibits economic development, the
formation of market relations, has a negative
impact on the public conscience, and nega-
tively affects the transition to civilized mar-
ket relations. Therefore, at present, the
suppression (even eradication) of tax eva-
sion attempts is elevated to the rank of state
fiscal policy; it is the main activity of many
state bodies, as well as the main objective of
the current tax regulation.
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