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Kitsenko V. Dynamics and Function of Tax Disputes
The author investigates the functional nature of a tax dispute a dynamic structure. The tax dis-

pute is considered from the viewpoint of a legal dispute as a specific protective legal relationship
and the form of legal conflict. The tax dispute is seen as a lasting protective material legal relation-
ship on the basis of which arise in the future all procedural legal relationship. This relationship is
already connected with the decision of the dispute. In terms of its dynamics tax dispute goes
through three stages: 1) the emergence of the tax dispute; 2) The decision of the tax dispute by
the authorized state body or court; 3) the resolution of a tax dispute (actual performance adopted
at the previous stage of the decision). Special attention is paid to establishing the date of a tax
dispute and its stages. Tax dispute arises at the moment of the corresponding reference to legal
mechanisms to address such disputes (administrative or judicial review). Identified and analyzed
the main features of tax disputes, as well as some of their causes. Reasons of legal conflict, which
has the form of a tax dispute, in author opinion, should be sought primarily in the sphere of appli-
cation of the law. This “defect”, real or realize admitted controlling public authority in the applica-
tion of law, is the cause of most of the complaints and claims of taxpayers. Reasons for a tax dis-
pute – defined circumstances which give rise to a violation of the rights and legitimate interests of
entities or dereliction of duty tax relations. Such circumstances author considers the abuse of
rights, legal conflicts, an error in the application of the law, and others. The functions of tax dis-
putes include: 1) protection rights function; 2) control function; 3) the legal function of mediating
the conflict; 4) the emergence of rights function; 5) information function.

Key words: tax dispute, legal conflict, function of tax disputes, tax relations, tax laws.


