Ritgerdin gagnrynir takmarkanir a réttar6ryggi skattgreidenda gagnvart l6gbundnum
skattmats- og skattlagningaradferoum; omalefnanlega skattframkvaemd og pa kréfu sem gera
ma til skattyfirvalda um skyldubundid mat pegar beitt er hinu svonefnda frjalsa mati innan
matskenndra lagaakveeda. 1 nidustodukoflum er bent & ad vondud malsmedferd sé eflaust til
pbess fallin ad veita betra réttardryggi heldur en I6gbundnar reglur sékum pess ad l6gbundnar
reglur geta snidgengid pa grundvallarvernd sem malsmedferdarreglur stjornsyslulaga veita
skattgreidendum. Ad mati hofundar er réttaréryggi skattgreidenda betur varid innan hins
frjdlsa mats stjérnvalda, en légbundinna skattasnidgongureglna pratt fyrir dreedni i 16gum.
Agreiningsmal eru yfirleitt atviksbundin radst beiting matskenndra heimilda og
skattasnidgongusjonarmida, af hugleegri afstddu, adsteedum og atvikum hverju sinni og pvi
getur verid varhugavert ad l16gbinda skattadferdir sem ekki taka mid af 6likum og fjolmérgum

adsteedum og stadfesta jafnvel ekki rikjandi skattframkveemd.

The thesis criticizes the limitations of the rule of law for taxpayers in regards to mandatory
tax assessment and taxation processes; subjective tax administration and the assertion that tax
authorities must have a legal frame to work within its discretionary decisioning. The thesis
concludes that meticulous procedural rules are undoubtedly better suited than mandatory rules
because such statutes may shun the basic protection that are otherwise applied by
administrative procedural laws. In the author’s opinion, rule of law is better preserved in
discretionary decisions over objective tax avoidance laws in spite of its uncertainty. Disputes
are usually incident based, hence permitting discretionary decisions to apply tax law
interpretation on a case by case basis rather than the inherit risk of limiting tax laws to a
predetermined laws which don’t factor in unforeseeable circumstances which doesn’t even

validate dominating taxation processes.



