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JKBUBAJIEHTHBIE BEHE®HULIUAPDI - «CEPBIE KAPJIUHAJIBI»
MEXKAYHAPOJHbIX HAJIOTOBbIX JOIr'OBOPOB

H.A. XaBaHOBa

UHcmumym 3akoHo0amenbecmea U cpasHUMesnbHO20 npagosedeHuUs rnpu lpasumenscmee
Pocculickoli ®edepayuu, 2. Mockea, Poccus

Undopmayua o cmamee
[aTta noctynneHuna —

10 AaHBaps 2026 .

[ata npuHATUA B neyaTb —
20 mapTa 2026 .

[Jata oHnaliH-pasmelleHmna —
20 nioHA 2026 T.

Kniouessie cnosa
JKBMBaNEHTHbIN beHeduLmap,
ynpoLeHHOE NooKeHne 06
OrpaHUYeHMM Ha NbroTbl,
MHOrocTopoHHAA Hanorosas
KOHBEHLMA, HaNor, HaNoroBoe
cornaweHue, beHedbuumapHbIi
Bnageney,

Mccneayetca topuamMyeckas KOHCTPYKLMA YNPOLLEHHOro MO/OMXKeHUA 06 orpaHuyeHun
JIbrOT, KOTOPOE COAEPHKMUTCA B MIHOTOCTOPOHHEW KOHBEHLMW MO BbINONHEHWUIO Mep, OTHO-
CALUMXCA K HANOTOBbLIM COMALLIEHMAM, B LLeNAX MPOTUBOAENCTBMA Pa3MbIBAHMIO HAJIOTOBOM
6a3bl 1 BbIBOAY NPWObIIM M3-N0A4 HAaNOr00610KEeHUA. BHUMaHMeE aBTOpa COCPEAOTOUEHO Ha
Ha/IOroBbIX Pe3UAEHTaX, MPU3HABAEMbIX «KBAMOULMPOBAHHBIMU IMLAMUY» ANA LEenei co-
rnaweHunit o6 nsberkaHMn ABOMHOrO HaJI0ro0bN0KEHMA AOXOA0B, @ TAKKE HA KOHUEeNuMm
«3KBMBANEHTHOro 6eHeduLMapa», KOTOpPas ABAAETCA COCTaBHOM YacTblo YNPOLLEHHOrO No-
NIOXKEHUA 06 OrpaHUYEHUN Ha NbroTbl. MPOBOAMTCA CONOCTaBNEHNE KOHLIEMLMUN «3KBUBA-
NeHTHoro 6eHeduumapa» ¢ KoHuenuuen «beHedpuumapHoro Bnagenbua» (Anua, Mmeto-
wero ¢pakTMYECKoe NpPaBo Ha A0X0A4).
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The subject. The article is devoted to the study of the legal structure of the Simplified
Limitation on Benefits Provision (SLoB clause) in the Multilateral Convention to Implement
Tax Treaty Related Measures to Prevent Base Erosion and Profit Shifting (MLI). The author's
attention is focused on tax residents of the Contracting States who are recognized as
qualified persons for the purposes of double taxation agreements, as well as the concept of
an “equivalent beneficiary”.

The purpose of the study is to critically analyze the Simplified Limitation on Benefits
Provision (SLoB clause) in the Multilateral Convention to Implement Tax Treaty Related
Measures to Prevent Base Erosion and Profit Shifting (MLI), considering both the conceptual
and practical aspects inherent in its main elements.

The study is based on empirical methods of comparison and description, theoretical
methods of formal and dialectical logic.

The main results. The author reveals the legal construction of the Simplified Limitation on
Benefits Provision (SLoB clause). The article compares the concept of an “equivalent
beneficiary” with the concept of a “beneficial owner” (a person who has the actual right to
income). The author reveals the sequence of application of the main purpose test and the
simplified provision on the limitation of benefits provided for in Article 7 of the multilateral
tax convention.

Conclusions. The author concludes that the analyzed rule is designed in such a way that the
SLoB clause does not restrict access to preferences that are not the result of reciprocity
between partner states based on the status of a tax resident of a Contracting State. The
concept of an “equivalent beneficiary” is based on a comprehensive assessment of the
system of double taxation agreements (other international agreements) and related parties
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(“test groups”). The SLoB clause takes a slightly different approach to providing tax benefits
than is provided for by the classical concept of the beneficial owner (Articles 10 (Dividends),
11 (Interest), 12 (Royalties), less often — Article 21 (Other income)). At the same time, the
SLoB clause design also relies on “test groups”. And this is evident not only in relation to an
equivalent beneficiary, whose potential right to benefits — similar or more beneficial —opens
access to benefits for a resident of a Contracting State in whose authorized capital equivalent
beneficiaries participate (directly or indirectly, at least 75%). A similar approach can be
observed in the sub-item “b” clause 10 of Article 7 of the Multilateral Convention to
Implement Tax Treaty Related Measures to Prevent Base Erosion and Profit Shifting (MLI),
where the income of a “connected persons” is interwoven into the permissive perimeter.

1. BeegeHue

Kaxkpgoe cornaweHne o6 usbexaHUU ABOMHOro
Hanoroob610KeHNA JOXOA0B U NPEAOTBPALLEHUM YKIO-
HEeHUs OT HanoroobnoxkeHua (panee Takxke — CUAH),
OCHOBaHHOe Ha MogenbHOM HanoroBoM KOHBEHLUK
03CP (manee — MK 0O3CP)! u/unn MogenbHoli Hanoro-
Bol KoHBeHuun OOH (ganee — MK OOH)?, onpegensert
nepcoHanbHyto chepy NPUMEHEHWUs MPaBW/, pPachnpo-
CTPaHAA CBOE AelCTBME Ha HAJIOrOBbIX Pe3MAEHTOB A0-
roBapuBaIoLLMXCA rOCYAAPCTB, NMPU3HABAEMbIX MLAMMN
ONA uenen cornaweHui. B HekoTopbix CUOH 3akpen-
NEeHbl U3BATUA U3 NepeyHs cybbeKToB, NPU3HABAEMbIX
«anuamm». Takoe UCKItoYeHMe Bblao caenaHo, Hanpu-
Mep, 415 NapTHepcTB B gorosope Poccun ¢ Benmkobpu-
TaHuel 1994 r.3 Of4HaKo He BbI3bIBaeT COMHEHUN, YTO,
€c/IM  corflaleHne npeaocTaBAseT AbroTbl Ntobomy
Ha/I0roBOMY pe3naeHTy, 3To obneryaert treaty shopping —
MCMNO/Ib30BaHME IOPUAMNYECKUX UL, CO34aBaEMbIX B A0-
roBapuBaloLLEMCA FOCYAapCTBE CreumanbHO Uau npe-
MMYLLECTBEHHO A/1A NONYYEeHUA KOHBEHUMOHHbIX BbIrog,

Naes BKAOYEHUA AONONHUTENbHOIO TpeboBaHuA
K cybbeKkTam — HanorosbiM pesngeHtam bbina peannso-
BaHa MepBOHa4ya/sbHO B A0roBOpHOMN npakTuke CLLUA.
Cratba «OrpaHuyeHue Ha AbroTbl» («Limitation on
benefits», nanee — LoB clause) npucyTcTBYET BO MHOMMX
HaNOroBbIX LLOrOBOPax 3TOWN CTPaHbI, BKAKOYAA AOTOBOP
¢ Poccuein 1992 r. MoaenbHble Halorosble KOHBEHLUMU
CLUA (1996, 2006, 2016 rr.)* aeMOHCTPUPYIOT Nocneno-

1 OECD Model Tax Convention on Income and on Capital. URL:
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/model-tax-convention-
on-income-and-on-capital-2017-full-version_g2g972ee-en.

html (gaTta obpawenus: 10.01.2026). B Hosbpe 2025 r. 6b110
onybankosaHo obHoBneHne MK O3CP: The 2025 Update to
the OECD Model Tax Convention. URL: https://www.oecd.
org/content/dam/oecd/en/publications/reports/2025/11/

the-2025-update-to-the-oecd-model-tax-convention_c7031e

1b/5798080f-en.pdf (nata obpauterHmsa: 10.01.2026).

2 UN Model Double Taxation Convention between Developed
and Developing Countries. URL: https://financing.desa.un.org/

BaTe/NbHOe A06aBNEHME U UCKNIOYEHUE U3 YKa3aHHOM
CTaTbM ONpefesnieHHbIX 31eMEHTOB, NPU 3TOM COXPaHA-
IOTCA HeKoTopble 0b6Llime 4YepTbl HOPUANYECKON KOH-
CTPYKLUU:

— CMWUCOK /UL, aBTOMATMYECKM MpPU3HABAEMBbIX
«KBanuouumpoBaHHbiMu»  (automatically  qualifying
types of persons);

— TecT Ha NpaBo cobcTBEHHOCTU (ownership test) —
BbINOJIHAETCA, KOrga OnpefesieHHbl NPOUEHT aKuui
(06bluHO He meHee 50 %) NPAMO UM KOCBEHHO NPUHaA-
NEXUT KBaMPUUMPOBAHHBIM ANLLAM;

— TecT Ha 3aHWKeHue HanorosoW 6asbl (base
erosion test);

— MpaBu/JO O MPOM3BOAHbLIX NbroTax (derivative
benefits clause) [1, p. 75].

Tunosas LoB clause He pacnpoCTpaHAET NbroTbl Ha
pe3snaeHTOB A0roBapMBaloOLLMXCA rOCYAapcTB, KOTopble
He COOTBETCTBYIOT HWM OAHOMY M3 TECTOB, KacatoLLMXCA
CcO6CTBEHHOCTM, aKTUBHOWM TOProBAu Uan busHeca, Top-
roBAU aKUUAMM Ha onpeaeneHHol ¢boHA0BOM Bupke U
T. 4. MpefnonoxeHne, nexaliee B OCHOBE KaXAoro
KpUTEpUA, COCTOMT B TOM, YTO HaNOronNaTeNbLUMK, YO0-
BNETBOPAIOLWMNIA TpebOBaHMAM, C BbICOKOIN BEpPOATHO-
CTblO NpecneayeT AeNoByO Lenb U/uam numeeT focra-
TOYHble GPUHAHCOBO-3KOHOMMYECKME CBA3U C LOroBapU-
BAOLWMMCSA rOCyLapCTBOM.

[Oenictene 6 Mnana aevictenin O3CP/G20 no npo-
TUBOAENCTBUIO Pa3MbIBaHWIO HaJI0roBow 6asbl U BbIBOAY

document/un-model-double-taxation-convention-between-
developed-and-developing-countries-2021 (paTta obpaieHus:
20.02.2026).

3 TepMUH «NMLO» BKAOYAET GU3NYECKOE NLLO, KOMMAHMIO U
noboe gpyroe ob6vegUHEHUE UL, 33 UCKIHOUYEHUEM NapTHEp-
crea (nn. «e» n. 1 ct. 3).

4 United States Model Income Tax Convention. URL: https://
home.treasury.gov/system/files/131/Treaty-US-Model-2016_
1.pdf (mata obpaweHus: 10.01.2026).
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npubbINM n3-nog Hanoroobnoxkexua (Action Plan on
Base Erosion and Profit Shifting, nanee — NnaH BEPS)®
npeAycMaTpUBaET MPABMAO OFPAaHUYEHUA Ha JIbrOTbl.
MNopobHoe npaBuao 6bino0 A06aBNEHO B KayecTBe Ho-
Bo cT. 29 «MpaBo Ha nbrotbl» («Entitlement to
Benefits») 8 MK O3CP 8 2017 r. B MK OOH (2021 r.) ecTb
NPUHUMNKUANBbHO cXxoXKaa Hopma (cT. 29 «[lpaBo Ha
nbrotbl» («Entitlement to Benefits»)). Hapaay c atum
MnaH BEPS cnocobcTBoBan NpuHATUIO MHOroCTOpoH-
Hell KOHBEHLMW MO BbINOJHEHUIO MepP, OTHOCALLMXCA K
HaNOroBbIM COFNIALIEHNAM, B LLEeNsAX NPOTUBOLENCTBUA
pa3mblBaHWIO Hanoroson 6asbl M BbIBOAY NPUOLIAN U3-
nof Hanorooba0xeHua (aanee — MHOrocTopoHHAA KoH-
BeHUMA)®, KoTopaa moguduumpyet CUIH, noanaaato-
Wwme nog ee aericrsme.

B KauecTBe cpeACTB NPOTMBOAEMACTBUA HANIOTOBbIM
3noynotpebneHnam B cT. 7 «[peaoTspalleHue 310yno-
TpebneHuit nonoxeHusmmn gorosopa» («Prevention of
Treaty Abuse») AaHHOW KOHBEHUMW HapAdy C TECTOM
OCHOBHOW uenwu (Principal Purpose Test, panee — PPT)
COAEPKMUTCA YNPOLLEHHOE NONOXKEHNE 06 OrpaHUYeHUn
nbrot (Simplified Limitation on Benefits Provision, pa-
nee — SLoB clause). Poccua, BbibpaBLllas COBOKYMNHoOe
NPUMEHEHWEe YKa3aHHbIX HOPM, B COOTBETCTBUWM C
nn. «c» n. 15 cT. 7 mHoroctopoHHen KoHBeHUuMK ocTa-
BMNa 3a coboii NpaBo He NpumeHATb N. 8—13 cT. 7 (SLoB
clause) B OTHOLIEHNW CBOMX COMMAWLEHUI, YKe coaep-
YKaLLMX NONOMKEHUA, YKa3aHHbIe B N. 14 cT. 7 MHOrocTo-
poHHel KonseHumun’”: CUAOH ¢ Kutaem (2014 r., cT. 23
(n. 1-6)), CUOH c 3kBagopom (2016 r., cT. 24 (n. 1-4));
CUAOH c CWA (1992 r., cT. 20 (n. 1-3)). AaHHble npaBuna
PacnpoCTPaHATCA KaK Ha AeNCTBYIOWME COrNalleHuns:
¢ Ungueit, KasaxctaHom, Mekcukow, Ynnmné, — tak v Ha
pAL4 cornaweHui, encTeme OTAe/bHbIX MONOKEHNUN KO-
TopbIX bbl1I0 NpuocTaHoBaeHo B 2023 . [2; 3]. CneayeT
OTMETUTb, YTO B [OroBOpHOM MpakTuke Poccum ectb
NpYMepbl UCNOb30BAHNA OTAE/IbHbIX NONOXKeHUM LoB
clause. Hanpumep, cornacHo n. V MpoTtokona K CUAH ¢

5 Preventing the Granting of Treaty Benefits in Inappropriate
Circumstances, Action 6 — 2015 Final Report, OECD/G20 Base
Erosion and Profit Shifting Project / OECD. Paris: OECD
Publishing, 2015. 101 p. DOI: 10.1787/9789264241695-en.

6 Multilateral Convention to Implement Tax Treaty Related
Measures to Prevent Base Erosion and Profit Shifting. URL:
https://www.oecd.org/tax/treaties/multilateral-convention-
to-implement-tax-trea-ty-related-measures-to-prevent-
BEPS.pdf (aata obpawenua: 10.07.2025). PatudumumposaHa
denepanbHbiM 3aKkoHOM 0T 1 mas 2019 r. Ne 79-d3 (c orosop-
KaMu v 3asB/IeHUAMM).

7 PepepanbHblil 3akoH oT 1 mas 2019 r. Ne 79-®3 «O patudu-
KalMM MHOTOCTOPOHHeN KOHBEHUWMW NO BbINONHEHUIO Mep,

McnaHuelt 1998 r. KOMMNaHUKU, ABAAIOLWENCS pe3naeH-
TOM OZIHOTO A,0r0BapMBatloOLLErOCA FOCYAapCTBa, B Kanu-
Tasle KOTOPOM NMua, He ABAAKLWMECA pe3ngeHTamu
3TOro rocyapcTea, BAafAetoT, NPSAMO UKW KOCBEHHO, 60-
nee 50 % yyactua, He ByayT NpeaoCTaBAATLCA NbroThbl B
OTHOLWIEHWUWN AMBUAEHAOB, NPOLEHTOB, POAATU U NPUPO-
CTa CTOMMOCTU UMYLLLECTBA, BO3HMKAIOLWMX B APYromM A,0-
rosapumsatoLiemca rocyaapcrse’.

CylLLecTBO KOHCTPYKLMU «3KBUBANEHTHOro 6eHe-
drumnapa» nNoka He NoAYyYMI0 AOCTAaTOYHOTO aHa/IM3a B
OTeYeCTBEHHOW /IUTepaType, XOTA TeopeTuyecKas anc-
Kyccusa y»Ke oTKpbITa (cm.: [4; 5] 1 ap.), B oTanume ot dpu-
rypbl «beHeduumapHoro Biagenbua» (nnua, vmeto-
wero ¢pakTMyeckoe npaBo Ha goxon) (cm.: [6, c. 387—
388; 7] v ap.). BBegeHne HOBbIX MeXKAyHapoaHO-Npa-
BOBbIX HOpM, paclimMpeHue cdepbl UX NPUMEHEHMUA
BKNIOYAIOT B HAy4HYIO NOBeCTKy bosee AeTanbHOe UC-
cnefoBaHUe KOHCTPYKUmKM SLoB clause, 4acTbio KOTOpOoW
ABNAETCA KOHUENUUA «3KBMBANIEHTHOrO beHeduum-
apa», YTo NO3BOJIAET CYMTATb aKTya/ibHbIM JaHHOE UC-
cnepoBaHue.

2. KoHcTpyKuusa SLoB clause

LoB clause npu3HaéTca cneumanbHbiM NPaBUIOM
no 6opbbe c HanorosbiMu 3n10ynoTpebneHmnamu (special
anti-abuse rule, panee — SAAR) [8, p. 206], o6beKTuB-
HbIM W [3a*Ke MEXaHWYECKMM KOMMJIEKCHbIM TEeCcToM,
YC/IOXKHAWMM CTaHAAPT BXOAa B «Kyb BbIrogonpunoob-
petaTenen». HanoronnatenblMKK, 4TOBbI MOAYYNTb
poctyn K abrotam CUH, 8,01 KHbI BbINOAHUTL YCA0BUA,
N3N10KeHHble B cT. 1 («/lMua, K KOTOpbIM NPUMeEHAeTcA
KoHBeHuMA»), 3 («Obwme onpeageneHua») n 4 («Pesu-
AeHT»).

Npes SLoB clause 3akntoyaeTtcs B TOM, YTO cobto-
AeHuns TpeboBaHUIM YKA3aHHbIX CTaTeN HEAOCTaTOYHO,
NMOTOMY YTO MX Nerko 060MnTu. MyHKT 8 cT. 7 MHOrocTo-
poHHel KoHBeHUMN aBnsaeTcAa OTNpPaBHOM TOYKOM AnA
aHanusa SLoB clause, 3akpennsas obLiee Npasuo: pesn-
AEHT A0OroBapMBaloLLEroca rocyaapcrea byaer umeTb

OTHOCSALLMXCA K HA/JIOTOBbIM COrNalleHnam, B Liensax npoTuBeo-
OeNCTBMA pa3MblBaHUIO Hanoroson 6asbl U BbiBOAY NpUbbLIAK
n3-nog, HanoroobnoxeHus» // CobpaHne 3akoHoaaTeNbCTBA
Poccuiickon deaepauun. 2019. Ne 18. Cr. 2203.

8 Mucbmo PHC Poccum 5 asrycra 2024 r. Ne LLIKO-4-13/8897@
«O nopagke npumeHeHna CONOH».

9 3T0 NONOXKEHME He NPUMEHSETCs, Korga YyNnomaHyTas Kom-
NaHWA OCYLLEeCTBNAET 3HAUYMTE/IbHble KOMMepYecKre onepa-
LMK B 4OrOBapUBaOLLEMCA rOCYAapCTBE, PE3MAEHTOM KOTO-
poro oHa ABAAETCA, UHble, YeM NPOCTOe y4acTUe B KanuTane
UM MyLLecTBe.

10 3necb 1 panee, ecnn He yKa3aHO MHOE, HYMepaLma cTaTei
npusoauTtca no MK O3CP (2017 r.).
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npaso Ha nbrotbl No CUAH ToNbKO NpW yCNoBUK, YTO OH
ABnseTcA «KBanMbuumpoBaHHbIM auuom» (qualified
person), KaK 3To onpeaeneHo B N. 9, UAN eCnun NbroThbl
npeaocTaBAATCA MHbIM 06pa3om B COOTBETCTBMM CO
SLoB clause (n. 10, 11 unaun 12). 3To NO/N0OXKEHUE, 0AHAKO,
He BAMAET Ha NPUMEHEHME HOPM HaNOroOBbIX KOHBEH-
UM B OTHOLWEHUW paspelleHusa KOAU3UN pe3npeHT-
CTBA; CUMMETPUYHbIX KOPPEKTUPOBOK Npubblan acco-
LMNPOBAHHbIX MPEANPUATUI; 3aNPOCOB KOMNETEHTHbBIM
opraHam. [paBuao0 MHOrocTopoHHel KoHBeHUUK
BEPHO «UCTOPUYECKON» naee KOHCTpykuun: LoB clause
No-pasHOMY «OTHOCUTCA» K KBa/MOUUMPOBAHHbIM U
HEKBANMPUUMPOBAHHbIM pe3naeHTaM [O0roBapuBato-
wmxca rocygapcts [9, p. 211].

MonoxKeHna, UCKNoYeHHble U3 cdhepbl AencTBmA
SLoB clause, He NpeaoCTaBNAOT NPEMMYLLECTB, OCHO-
BaHHbIX Ha HA/IOrOBOM Pe3nAEeHTCTBE, 1, KaK npeanona-
raeTcs, He BJIEKYT PUCK NpUMeHeHuA treaty shopping.
MpaBoBan HayKa «Npu3BaHa Peasn30BbiBaTb MPAKTUKO-
npeobpasyowyto ¢yHKumo» [10, c. 6], u npasmno pas-
paboTaHo TakMm obpasom, uTobbl SLoB clause He orpa-
HU4YMBaNA AOCTYN K npedepeHunam, He ABAAIOLLMMCA
pe3ynbTaToM B3aMMHOCTU MeXay rocygapcTtsamu-
napTHepamu, OCHOBAHHOM Ha CTaTyce Ha/JIoroBoro pesu-
[eHTa A0roBapmMBaloLLEeroca rocy4apcraa.

B n. 9 cT. 7 MHOroCTOpOHHel KoHBEeHLMKN Nnepeync-
NeH pAd NPU3HAKOB pe3naeHTa A0oroBapuBatoLLeroca
rocyZapcTea, Nt060ro n3 KoTopbiX JOCTaTOYMHO, YTOObI
NpU3HaTb ero «KBaaMOUUUPOBAHHLIM NULOMY». B pam-
Kax TaK Ha3blBaeMOW aBTOMaTU4YecKon KBanudbukaumm
NpaBoO Ha /IbFrOTbl NOYYAOT B CTATyCe «KBAaAUMbULMPO-
BaHHbIX AnLUY: dM3nYeckue nuua (Nn. «a»); Aorosapu-
BatoLeeca rocyAapcTso, ero NoauMTUYecKoe noapas-
OeNeHne, MecTHbI opraH Baactu (nn. «b»); kKomnaHua
unu gpyroe obpasoBaHMe, ecivM OCHOBHOM KNacc akLuit
perynAapHO TOPryeTcs Ha OAHOM MAM HECKOJIbKUX Npu-
3HaHHbIX GOHAOBLIX BUpXKaxX (NN. «c»); onpeaeneHHble
HeKoMmep4eckune opraHusaumm (nn. «d»).

HeckosbKo 3arafoyHo B oduLmManbHOM nepesoje
C AQHT/IMACKOTO A3bIKa BbITASANUT NN, «e» M. 9 CT. 7 MHO-
rocTopoHHen KoHBeHLMK, NO3BONSAA CUMTATb KBAaAUDU-
LMPOBaHHbIM /INLUOM pe3nAeHTa, ecin OH ABasfeTcA
«NLOM, UHBIM, Yem GU3MYECKoe, eCIU B TEYEHUE, MO
KpaliHel mepe, N0N0BUHbI AHEeN B 12-mecAayHOM nepu-
oJe, KOTOPbIN BKAOYAET B cebs Bpems, Koraa brota B
NPOTMBHOM cy4ae 6bina 6bl NpenocTaBneHa, Nnua, AB-
nAalowmecs pesmgeHTamu 3Toil [lorosapuBaroLlenca

11 MNpasuno cpopmynnposaHo cregyowmm obpasom:
«...persons who are residents of that Contracting Jurisdiction
and that are entitled to benefits of the Covered Tax

ISSN 2542-1514 (Print)

Opucankumm n nmetowme NpaBo Ha NoayvYeHue Nbrot
cornacHo Hanorosomy cornalleHuto, Ha KoTopoe pac-
npocTpaHAeTcA HacToAWwan KoHBEHLMA, B COOTBETCTBUU
C NyHKTamu c a) no d) NpAMO UM KOCBEHHO BAAEIOT He
meHee 50 npoueHTaMu aKkLmii 3Toro anua». Nocne cno-
BOCOYETAHWUA «B COOTBETCTBMW C MYyHKTAaMM C a) no d)»,
Mo Hawemy MHEHWIO, AONXKHA CTOATb 3anATaA: CMbICA
npaBuia B TOM, YTO K KBa/IMOULMPOBAHHbBIM INLLAM OT-
HeceHbl nua, 50 % akuuit KOTOpbIX BAAAEIT /MUa,
MMetoLMe NPaBo Ha NOYYEHME NIbFOT B COOTBETCTBUM C
Mn. c «a» no «d», T. e. AMua, NpM3HaBaemble «KBaANU-
LUMPOBaHHbIMMU» MO MHbIM OCHOBaHMAM. ObpalLeHune K
ayTEHTUYHOMY TEKCTY NO3BONAET CAENATb TAKOM e Bbl-
Boa!l. Mbl paHee paccmaTpuBanu NpobaemaTuKy He-
TOYHOCTel oPULManbHOro NnepeBosa MHOFOCTOPOHHEeN
KoHBeHUMM NpumeHuTenbHo K PPT [11]. 9TOT npumep
ewe pa3 AeMOHCTPUPYEeT BaXHOCTb B3BELUEHHOWN
OLeHKM NepeBOAHOro TEKCTa, KOTOpbIA He sBAAeTcA
AQyTEHTMYHbBIM TEKCTOM KOHBEHLMMN.

Pe3naeHT, He yaosneTBopstowmnii TpeboBaHUAM,
NO3BO/IAIOWMM OTHECTU €ro K «KBanUGULUUPOBAHHbLIM
ML am», BCE paBHO MOXKET NONYYUTb JOCTYN K IbFroTam,
€C/I1 OH COOTBETCTBYET OAHOMY M3 MOJIOKEHWUI, U3N0-
YKeHHbIX B cT. 10, 11, 12 SLoB clause MHOrOCTOpPOHHEN
KoHBeHumu:

—n. 10 coaepKUT TECT aKTUBHOM NpeanpuHUMa-
TE/NIbCKOM AeATeNbHOCTY;

— B Nn. 11 npeaycmoTpeH TecT «NPOU3BOAHbLIX
Nbrot» (U3BecTeH Kak “derivative benefits” test), KoTo-
pbii NO3BONAET ONpeaesieHHbIM KPUANYECKUM LM,
NpuHagnexalmum pesngeHTam TPeTbux rocyaapcrs,
noayuntb Abrotbl no CUAH, KoTopble moriv 6bl 6bITb
nosiydyeHbl, ecan 6Obl MHBECTUUMM OCYLLECTBAAANCH
Hanpamyto (TpeTbe rocyaapcTBo — AOroBapuBaloLeecs
rocyapcTBo UCTOYHMKA);

— B N. 12 coaepKMUTCA NONOKEHNE O AUCKPELMOH-
HbIX nbrotax (discretionary relief clause) — cornacHo
3TOMY NpPaBWUIy KOMNETEHTHbIM opraH (no 3anpocy) mo-
YKeT NPeaoCcTaBAsaTb /IbrOTbl TEM, KTO He MpoLlen npo-
BEPKY cornacHo tectam SLoB clause, HO nony4yeHue
nbrot no CUOH He 6bI10 OAHOM M3 OCHOBHbIX Lesel
HaNoronaaTeNbLIMKA; AUCKPELMA KOMNETEHTHbIX Opra-
HOB — Ba’KHbIl 3/IEMEHT HPUANYECKON KOHCTPYKLUK
SLoB clause;

— B n. 13 cT. 7 paetca onpeaeneHmue uUcnosbsye-
MbIX TEPMUHOB, B TOM YMC/IE TEPMUHA «3KBMUBAIEHTHbIN
b6eHeduunap» (equivalent beneficiary).

Agreement under subparagraphs a) to d) own, directly or
indirectly, at least 50 per cent of the shares of the person».
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CMbICNn OTHECEHMA K KBAIMOUUMPOBAHHBIM INLAM
KOMMaHUM unn apyrux obpasoBaHuUii, ecim OCHOBHOM
KNacc akumii perynspHo TOpryetcs Ha OAHOW MAWU He-
CKOJIbKMX NPU3HAHHbIX GOHA0BbIX BMprKax, B TOM, YTO,
KaK MpaBW/io, TaKMe KOMMAHUM MUMEIOT TECHYI0 CBA3b
C rocyapCTBOM perucTpaumm U noanagatoT noja XecT-
KW KOHTPO/Mb CO CTOPOHbI PErynaTopos, TaK 4TO
BPAL /M MOTyT OblTb MOCPEAHUYECKMMM KOMMAHU-
AMMN (KOMNAHUAMM-KMYCTBILLKAMMN Y ), 3apPErncTPUPOBaH-
HbIMW TOJIbKO C Lenbto nonydyeHus nobrot no CUAH. Op-
HaKo Takol noaxoa Hebe30CHOBaTE/IbHO KPUTUKYETCA B
Hay4YHOW NuUTepaType KaK 3a To, YTO npeanosaraet, no
CYyTWU, AUCKPUMMUHALMOHHbIE NPEUMYLLECTBA A/1A onpe-
OEeNEeHHbIX topugmdeckmx auy [12, p. 1036], Tak u no-
TOMY, YTO HA MPaAKTUKE ero HecNoXKHO 06oNTH, ecan
NPaBW/I0O HE COMPOBOXAAETCA AOMNOJHUTEIbHbIMU
«cbeperaowmmmn» TecTamu.

Y10 KacaeTcA TecTa akKTMBHOW NpeanpuHUMaTEb-
CKOW [eATesIbHOCTM, TO 34eCb BA)KHO YYUTbIBATb He
TONIbKO pasnnyme, Kak ykasbieaeT K.A. lNoHomapesa,
«TPagMLUMOHHO NPOBOANMOE MeXKAy Oe/0BbIM (aKTUB-
HbIM) Y MHBECTULMOHHbLIM (NacCMBHbLIM) JOXOAOM, KO-
Topbii O3CP onpeaenneT Kak 40X04, B OTHOLWEHUM KO-
TOPOro, B LUMPOKOM CMbIC/IE, NOJIy4aTe b He y4acTByeT
B NPeAnpPUHUMATE/IbCKOM AeATENbHOCTU, NMPUHOCSLLLEN
[0X0p4, Hanpumep OMBUAEHAbI, NMPOLEHTbI, A40X04 OT
apeHabl, poantu u 1. g.» [13, c. 176]. Paa sugos pes-
TENIbHOCTU B CT. 7 MHOTOCTOPOHHEeNn KoHBEHLMWN U3Ha-
YanbHO BbIBEAEHbI 33 NEpPUMETP onpeneseHna «ocy-
LLeCTB/IEHWE aKTMBHOW nNpeanpuHUMaTeNbCKOW aesn-
TeNbHOCTU». ITO, B YACTHOCTU, QYHKLMOHUpPOBAHUE B
KayecTBe XO/AMHIOBOWM KOMMaHWK; obecreyeHne o6-
Wero HaAsopa MAM ynpasBiaeHWe rpynnoi KOMNaHui;
npesocTaB/ieHMe rpynnoBoro GUHaHCUMPOBAHUS (BKO-
yan obbegMHEHME AEHEXKHbIX CPeACTB); UK OCyLLEeCcTB-
NIeHMe WAW ynpasieHWe MHBECTULMAMMU, eCAN TONbKO
3TV BUAbI LEATENbHOCTM HE OCYLLECTBAAITCA BaHKOM,
CTPaxoBOM KOMNAHWEN UAM 3aperncTpMpoBaHHbIM An-
IepoM Mo ueHHbIM Bymaram B xoge Mx obbl4HOWN aes-
TE/IbHOCTY.

JonofHnTeNnbHO HeobXoAUMO OTMETUTD, UTO SLOB
clause npepnonaraeT He TO/IbKO BeAEHWE AKTUBHOM
npeAnpUHUMATENIbCKOM AEATENbHOCTU B rocyaapcTee
pe3naeHTCTBa, HO U CBA3b C Hel f0Xx04a, NolyYaeMoro
M3 rocyaapcrea UCTOYHMKa («obpasyeTca uam cesasaH C
TAaKOW  OeATeNbHOCTbIO»), MNpuYemM [AeATeNbHOCTb
OOJ/IKHA ABNATLCSA «CYLW,ECTBEHHOM» MO OTHOLWIEHMUIO K
aHaNOrMYHOM MAW gononHuTenbHoi (mn. «b» n. 10
cT. 7). B nuTepatype npeAnpvHUMAKOTCA NONbITKK Gop-
ManunsaLmm 3Toro LWMPOKOro NOHATUA. B yacTHOCTH, OT-
MEYaeTcs, YTO YC/IOBME O «CYLLECTBEHHOCTU» He O3Ha-

YaeT, YTo TOprosaa Man BusHec B rocyaapcTse pesu-
[AEHTCTBa COOTBETCTBYIOT MaclTabam npuHocsaLLein no-
XO[ AeATEeNbHOCTM B FOCYAapCTBE UCTOYHUKA, OAHAKO C
No3nuUUN SOXOA0B, aKTUBOB, MHbIX CYLLECTBEHHbIX ANA
pa3pelweHna AaHHOro Bonpoca ¢(aKTOpoB OHU He
OO/KHbI 6bITb HE3HAYNTE/IbHBIMU B NMPOLEHTHOM COOT-
HoweHun [14].

TpeboBaHWe 06 «ocylecTBAEHUU» NPEeANnPUHU-
MaTe/IbCKOM AeATENbHOCTU CNeayeT OTANYaTh OT TecTa
«mecTta apdekTuBHOro ynpasnerusa» (place of effective
management, POEM), koTopblii ucnonb3yetca B MK
O3CP v HauMoHaNbHOM 3aKOHOAATENbCTBE A/1A onpe-
OEeNeHna pe3naeHTCTBA PUANYECKUX nL,. B HeKoTo-
pbIX cAy4yaax mecto 3bGdeKTMBHOro ynpaBneHusa pac-
CMaTpUBAETCA Kak MecTo, rae rnaBHble (pykoBogAaLLne)
OO/IKHOCTHbIE /ML OpraHusauumn (vua, ynoaHomo-
YeHHble MNAaHWPOBATb M KOHTPO/AMPOBATL JAeATesb-
HOCTb, YNPaBAATb AeATE/IbHOCTbIO NPeAnpUATUA U HeCy-
WMe 3a 3TO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb) NPEUMMYLLECTBEHHO OCY-
LLLEeCTB/IAIOT PYKOBOAsALLEE yNpaB/ieHne. B otanume ot
3TOro, MecTo OCYLLECTB/IEHUA aKTUBHOM NpeAnpUHUMA-
TE/NIbCKOWN AeATeNIbHOCTU HaXOAUTCA TaM, rae OCyLLLecTB-
NATCA NoBceAHEeBHble GYHKLMM NO YNPaABAEHWNIO KOM-
NaHWeln, NPoOUCXOAUT MPUHATME — B obbeme cylue-
CTBEHHO 6OJblIEM, YEM B APYrom rocygapcree (rocy-
AapcTBax), — GUHAHCOBBIX, XO3AUCTBEHHbIX PELIEHWUN,
6€e3 KOTOpbIX TeKYLLAA NpeAnpPUHUMATEIbCKAA AeATe b-
HOCTb HEBO3MOXHA, Pa3MeLLLatOTCA OCHOBHbIE CPeaCcTBa
M paboTatoT COTPYAHWUKM, 334eNCTBOBAHHbIE B TOProsie
n 6nsHece. MNpun aTom camo no cebe Hanmume NpmUbbINK —
6e3 yyeTta 0cobeHHOCTEN IKOHOMMYECKOW CUTYaUUn —
He MOMKeT BbICTyNnaTb «Mepuiom» cobtoaeHUs Kpute-
pus aKTMBHOWM NpeanpUHUMATENIbCKOM AeaTeNbHOCTH.
®PUHAHCOBO-3KOHOMMYECKMM OPUEHTUPOM B AAHHOM
C/lyyae, Mo HalleMy MHEHWIO, CleAyeT CYUTATb BCe-TaKM
TaKOW MOKasaTesnb Kak «40Xoa».

3. MpoussogHbie NbroThbl

Llenb Tecta Npon3BOAHbIX /IbIOT — rapaHTMPOBaThb,
4yTO nNpeanpusaTve, NpuMHagieXKalee akuMOHepam-He-
pesvaeHTam, MOXKET MNpeTeHA0BaTb Ha MNoayvyeHue
NIbroT NO 4OroBOpY, A3aXKe ecaun gpyrue kputepumn SLoB
clause He cobntoaeHbl, KOrga fICHO, YTO NpeanpusaTue
He Mcnosnb3oBanocb AnA uenen treaty-shopping. Co-
rnacHo n. 11 ct. 7 mHoroctopoHHel KoHBEHUUMN pe3u-
OEHT [0roBapuBaloWEerocA rocyfapcrsa, He ABAAO-
WMNCA «KBAaNUPUUMPOBAHHBIM IMLLOM», UMEET NPaBo
Ha nbroty — B cootsBetcTBun ¢ CUH — B OTHOLWeEHUN
BMAA A0X0Aa, ECAN B TeYEHUe, MO KpaliHel mepe, Noso-
BMHbI AHel ntboro 12-mecsyHoro nepmoaa, KotTopbln
BK/lOYaeT B ceba Bpema, Korga nbrota B NPOTUBHOM
cnydae 6bina 6bl NpefoCTaBAeHa, Anua, ABAANOLWLMECA
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9KBMBANEHTHbIMM bBeHeduuMapamu, NPAMO WU KOC-
BEHHO BNAAEIOT N0 KpaliHel mepe 75 % poneli yyactma
pe3unaeHTa.

TepMUH «3KBMBaANEHTHbIN bHeHeduumap» O3Ha-
Yaet ntoboe N1Lo, KoTopoe morio bbl MMeTb NPaBo Ha
NbrOTbl B OTHOLUEHUW ONpeAefieHHOro BMAA 40X04a,
npepoctasnaemole CUAH, KoTopble aHANOMMYHbI MAN
6osee BbIrogHol. Mpu aToM cneayeTt ob6paTUTb BHUMA-
HWe, YTO NPW BbIABNEHWUM SKBMBANEHTHbIX BeHedumuma-
pPOB B MEXaHW3Me CPaBHEHWA /IbFOT YYMUTbIBAIOTCA He
TONIbKO MOJIOXKeHua «napannensbHbix» CUAH, koTopble
MMeITCA Y A0roBapuBatoLWEerocs rocysapcrea — UCTOM-
HWKa [0X0A3, HO TaK}Ke HOPMbl BHYTPEHHEro 3akoHoa-
TENbCTBA W UHbIX MEXAYHapOAHbIX AOKYMeHToB. [nA
uenen onpeaeneHua Toro, ABAAETCA M INLO SKBUBA-
NeHTHbIM 6eHeduMLMapoOM B OTHOLWEHWUU AUBUAEHAOB,
MO CYMTAETCA BALEIOWMM TaKMM Ke KanuTasom
KOMMaHWW, BbINNaYyMBaloLWLen ANBUAEHAObI, KAKUM BAa-
AeeT KOMMNaHuA, NpPeTeHAYoLWan Ha NblroTbl B OTHOLE-
HUW AUBULEHAOB.

TpeboBaHWe K BEIMUNHE NbrOT (aHAaNOMMYHbIE UK
60s1ee BbIroAHbIE) HANPABNEHO Ha TO, YTOObI NOMeLATb
pe3ngeHTam TpeTben CTpaHbl UCMO/1b30BaTb lopuanYe-
CKOE NNUo, ABAAOLEecs Pe3MaeHTOM O4HOro U3 Aoro-
BapMBalOLLMXCA rOCyAapcTB, ANA noaydyeHunn 6onee Bbl-
roAHoOW CTaBKW yAep>KMBAaemMoro Hanaora Ha 4oxog, no-
JlYYeHHbIN B APYrom A0roBapmBaloLLEMCA roCyAapcTBe.
OAHaKO KaKMe Ke BbIrogbl MOXKET NOAYUYnUTb L0, AB-
NnAoLuLeeca pesnaeHToOM TPeTbel CTPaHbl, OT UCNOb30-
BaHWA IOPUANYECKOTO INLLA, ABNAIOLLErOCA PE3NLEHTOM
B [LOrOBapMBalOLLEMCA FOCYApPCTBE, €C/IM Y HEro 1 Tak
MMeeTcA MPaBo Ha aHaNorMYHyl0 UAM Bosee HU3KYH
CTaBKy? B nutepatype npuBoaATcAa cneaylowme apry-
MEHTbI, KOTOPbIMW MOTYT PYKOBOACTBOBATbLCA Ha/Oro-
0653aHHbIe N1MLA: BOSMOYKHOCTb NOY4YUTb AOCTYN K 60-
Nlee BbIrOAHBIM HAUMOHANbHBIM NbroTam, Hanpumep
b60/s1ee HU3KOW CTaBKe Hajnora Ha goxod, ocBoboxae-
HWIO OT Ha/I0ra Ha NPUPOCT KanuTana; OTCYTCTBME Haora
Y UCTOYHWKA Ha A40X04, B BUAE NPOLLEHTOB, AMBUAEHAOB,
WUAW POANTH, NPaBUA: HAaNOr00B6N0KEHUA [OXOA0B KOH-
TPOIMPYEMbIX MHOCTPAHHbIX KOMMAHWM, HEAOCTaTOYHOM
(«TOHKOWM») KanuTanM3aLuu, TpaHchepTHOro LeHoobpa-
30BaHUsA; 61AroNPUATHLIN PEXMM HANOroobnoXKeHUA B
chepe MHTeNnekTyanbHol cobCTBEHHOCTH; Hannume 6o-
Nlee pa3BUTON AOroBopHoM cetu [15].

4. CooTHOLIEHNE NPaBun

PesnaeHT forosapmBatoLLeroca rocyaapcrea, Ko-
TOPbIA NPU3HAETCA KKBAAUDULMPOBAHHBIM MLLOM» CO-
rnacHo SLoB clause, He ocBoboaaeTca oT Heobxoau-
MOCTW COOTBETCTBOBATb YCNOBUAM, U3NOKEHHbBIM B A,pY-
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rmx nonoxkenmax CUAH, ytobbl Nonay4nMTb NpPeaycmoT-
PEeHHbIe UM NbroTbl. UHBIMM CNOBaMM, HAIOTOBbIN pe3n-
OEHT JO/1KeH 6bITb paKTUYEeCKMM BNaaenbuem onpege-
NeHHoro Buaa poxopa (beneficial owner of an item of
Income), n B Nbrotax MoKeT bbiTb 0TKa3aHO WUAW OHWU
MOryT 6bITb OrpaHMYeHbl, HECMOTPA Ha TO, YTO MpPOWM-
AeHbl TecTbl SLoB clause mHoroctopoHHel KoHBeHLMM
[16, p. 71].

Hanorosoe pe3ngeHTCcTBO (CT. 4 «Pe3naeHT») He
BCEr4a O4YEBUAHO, U Mpexae, Yem yAOCTOBEPUTLCA B
npaBe Ha NOyYeHUE NbroT B KAaYecTBe «KBaMPuUumpo-
BAHHOMO AnLAa», cybbekT AomKeH ybeanTbca B OTCYT-
CTBUM KOJI/IM3UM PE3UAEHTCTBA M BO3MOMKHOCTU NoOA-
TBEPXKAEHUA CTaTyca pe3naeHTa KOHKPeTHOro Aorosa-
puBatoLLeroca rocyaapcrea. SLoB clause He pacwupset
obnactb broT, Nnpeaocrasnsembix CUAH: peanaeHT ao-
roBapmBaloLLLEroca rocyaapcTea, KOTOpbIM ABnAeTcA
«KBaNNPULMPOBAHHBIM IMLLOM», [LOJIKEH COOTBETCTBO-
BaTb YC/IOBUAM APYIrMX NONOXKEHMM KOHBEHUMM, YTOObI
NoNy4YnUTb NbroTbl (Hanpumep, 6biTb BeHebULMapHbIM
BafeNbLeM AMBUAEHAOB, 4TOObI BOCMONL30BATHCA
nbrotoit n. 2 c1. 10 «AmMBuaeHabl»).

SLoB clause v nonoxeHunna BHYTPEHHEro 3aKOHO-
JaTenbcTBa O NPOTUBOAENCTBUMM HANOrOBbIM 3710YyMNO-
TpebneHMAM AONONHAKT APYr Apyra, NOCKObKY SLoB
clause daKkTMYECKM onpepenseTt, UMeeT n tpuanye-
CKOE /L0 [O0CTAaTOYHYIO CBAA3b C A0r0OBapMBAOLLMMCA
rocyZapcTBom, 4Tobbl cunTaThCA pPe3naeHTOM Aasa Le-
nen MeXXAyHapoAHOro ,0roBopa, B TO BpeMA KaK BHYT-
peHHWe npasuaa (Hanpumep, LOKTPUHA L,e/10BOW LEenu,
npasuIo NpuopuTeTa coaepKaHuna Hag dopmon U T. 4.)
YCTaHaB/IMBAIOT COOTBETCTBME KOHKPETHOM TPaH3aKL MK
€e 3KOHOMMUYECKOMY coaeprKaHuio. Takum obpasom,
NONOXEeHUA BHYTPEHHEro 3aKOHOAaTeNbCTBa [A0roBa-
pPUBAlOLLLEroCA rocy[apcTBa MOryT NMPUMEHATbCA ANA
naeHTMdMKaLMmM nnua, nmerotero GakTMyeckoe nNpaBo
Ha Aoxoa, v Toraa yxe SLoB clause byaeT npumeHATbCS
K YKa3aHHOMY /1Ly, 4Tobbl NOC/ef0BaTENBHO onpese-
NNTb, UMEET /I OHO NPABO Ha NbroTbl, NPeayCMOTPEH-
Hble CWH B OTHOWeEHUM onpegeneHHoro smaa A4oxoaa.
Tak, pusnyeckune n1ua, Kak yKasbiBaiocb, aBTOMaTUYe-
CKM MPU3HAKTCA «KBAMOUUMPOBAHHBIMU IMLAMUY.
OpHako ecnu dpusnyeckoe MU0 NOAyYaeT LOXOA B Ka-
yecTBe HOMUHANBLHOIO AepKaTensa (nominee) B MHTepe-
cax pe3uAeHTa TpeTbero rocyapcrea, B BbINiaTax Mo-
eT 6bITb 0TKa3aHO Ha OCHoBaHWM TpeboBaHWA COOT-
BETCTBYIOLLEN CTaTbW COrNaleHnsa o Tom, YTobbl pesu-
OEHT [0roBapuBaloLLeroca rocygapcrsa 6bia avuom,
nmeroWw MM GaKkTUYeCKoe NPaBo Ha AOXOA.
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PPT npepctaBnsetr coboit obuee npasBuno, Ha-
npaB/JeHHOE Ha NpeAoTBpalleHne 310ynoTpebaeHuni
nyTem NPOBEPKU OCHOBHbIX Lenel caenok. U, Kak mol
OTMeYasin paHee, NOCKOJIbKY PPT nmeeT caMoCTOATE b-
HOe MeXKAyHapoAHoe opuanyYeckoe HanoaHeHue (06-
palleHO K Hanorosoh BbIr0AE «B COOTBETCTBUMU
¢ CUAH»), HEBEPHO NPUMEHATb €ro NO HALMOHANbHbIM
leKanam, He yyuTbiBas NPUCYLIUX OAHHOMY Mpasuay
ocobeHHocTelt [17, c. 78]. Bmecte c Tem Hanoronna-
TENbLMKaAM, OAXKe eC/IM OHU YA0BNETBOPAIOT TpeboBa-
HUAM LoB clause, moxeT bbiTb OTKa3aHO B /IbroTax Mo
Jorosopy us-3a 6osee wWupokoit cdepbl NPUMEHEHUA
npaswnaa PPT. LoB clause n PPT — He3aBMUCMMble KOHLLEM-
LWK, nmetowme cBou cobcTBEHHbIE NPaBoOBble Npesno-
cblkK [18, p. 7, 52]. AnckpeunoHHasa nerota (n. 12 c1. 7
MHOFOCTOPOHHe KOHBEHUMW) ABNAETCA OCTaTOYHbIM
NpaBW/IOM, KOTOPOE NPeaoCTaBAAET HA/I0roBbIM Opra-
Ham NpaBO NPeAoCTaBAATb NbrOTbl OPUANYECKUM NU-
LUam, KOTopble He COOTBETCTBYIOT TpeboBaHuAM SLoB
clause, HO Hanorosble OpraHbl MOTYT YCTaHOBUTb, YTO
NnoJsiydeHne NbroT TaKUM JIULLOM WU CTPYKTYPOW He AB-
NANOCb O4HOM U3 UX OCHOBHbIX Lenei. C gpyron cTo-
POHbI, Ha OCHOBaHUW PPT Hanorosble OpraHbl MOTYT OT-
KasaTb B NpefocTaBAeHUU NbroT MO [0roBopy, He-
CMOTpPA Ha TO, YTO NpoiaeHbl TecTbl SLoB clause, ecnu
nNpUAYT K BbIBOAY, YTO NnonyyeHune norot no CUAH asna-
€TCsA OZHOM M3 OCHOBHbIX Liesielt HanoronaaTenblyKa.

B Hay4yHOI NuTepaType MOXKHO BCTPETUTb MHe-
HWe, 4TO Npu NpumeHeHun LoB clause onpepenseTcs,
KTO fABAseTcA daKkTMYeckum Bblrogonpuobpetatenem
no caenke (actual beneficiary of the transaction). Apy-
rmmun cnosamu, LoB clause paccmaTpuBaeTcs KaK YacTb
KoHuenuun 6eHeduumapHoro snagensua (concept of
Beneficial Owner) [19, p. 3]. B 4oKTp1He NpeacTaBaeHbI
OBa B3rNsf4a Ha HasHayeHuwe KoHuenuwuwn beneficial
ownership: 1) npoTuBOAENCTBUE 310yNOTPEOAEHUAM,
2) aTpubyTtupoBaHue goxoaa [6, c. 387; 20, p. 258; 21,
c. 296]. Kak otmeuyaeT B.A. BpyK, «Ha npakTuKe npu
HEeCOOTBETCTBUW HA/IOronNNaTeIbLMKaA U ero AeATesIbHO-
cTn TpeboBaHMam npasua LoB Bonpoc o cobnoaeHnm
UM KpUTepueB KoHLenuumn beHepumapHoro cobcTeeH-
HUKa Aaxke He cTtaBuTtca» [4, c. 129].

XapaKTepusya TecT KOCBeHHbIX Bbirog (derivative
benefits test), C.I. COKONOBa OTMEYaeT, YTO «KKpUTepui
MOXO) Ha CKBO3HOM Moaxoa, «NpUMEHsieMblli B NpakK-
TUKe no Aenam o GpakTMyecKkom npase Ha Aoxoa... Ho, B
oTAnume ot npasun beHeduumapHoro cobcTBEHHMUKa,
nbrota no CUAH gaetcs He KoHeYHoMy beHeduumapy,
a nosiyyaTtesnto Aoxoaa — KoHayuTy» [5, c. 61-62]. Oen-
cTBUTENbHO, SLOB clause HECKONbKO MHaYe NoaXoAuT K
NpesoCTaB/NEHUIO NIbFOT, HEXENW 3TO NpeaycmMaTpuBa-

€TCA KNaccu4ecKon KoHuenumen beHepuumapHoro sia-
aenbua (ct. 10 « AusnaeHabi», 11 «MpoueHTbi», 12 «Po-
ANTU», pexe — cT. 21 «MHoM goxoa»). Bmecte ¢ Tem B
SLoB clause Takxe UCNONb3yeTcA ornopa Ha «TecTupye-
Mble rpynnbi». W 3T0 NposBaseTca He TOIbKO B OTHOLLe-
HUW 3KBUBaANEHTHOro beHeduLMapa, Ybe NoTeHLMaNb-
HOe NPaBo Ha NIbrOTbl —aHANOTMYHbIE UK Bonee BbIroa-
Hble — OTKPbIBAET AOCTYN K IbrOTamM pe3naeHTy A0rosa-
PUBAIOLLLErOCA rOCYAapCTBa, B yCTaBHOM KanuTane KoTo-
pOro y4yacTBylOT (MPSMO WAM KOCBEHHO, MO KpalHeW
mepe — 75 %) aKkBMBaneHTHble beHeduLmapbl. CXOXKMUMI
noaxon MOXHo HabntoaaTb B nn. «b» n. 10 cT. 7 mHoro-
CcTOpoHHel KoHBEHLMK, rae B pa3peLwunTesibHbIN nepu-
METpP BMNAETAETCA A0X04 «CBA3AHHOro Anua», onpeae-
JleHMe KoToporo Aaetcs B n. 13 cT. 7 (gons yvactns — no
KpaHe mepe 50 %). CuntaeTca ManoBeposATHbIM, YTO
WMHBECTOP NOHEeCEeT pacxoAbl HA OTKPbITUE KPYNHOM TOp-
roBOM WM KOMMEPYECKOW KOMMNaHUM B APYrOM rocy-
[apcTBe UCKNHOUMTENbHO ANA TOro, 4Tobbl BOCNO/1b30-
BaTbCA Npenmywecteamm CUAH [22, p. 179].

MopgBopas utor, cieayeT oTMeTUTb, UTo SLoB clause
noAHMMaeT Npobnembl NPaBoONPUMEHEHUSA, NpUCyLLne
npasunam SAAR, KoTopble onpeaenAtoT HaNoroBble No-
CNeacTBMA Ha aBTOMATMYECKOM UK KBa3M-aBTOMaTUYe-
CKoW ocHoBe. Mo mHeHuto M. JlaHra, cocyuiecTBoBaHue
06LWMX 1 cneumanbHbIX NPasua 6opbbbl co 310ynoTpeb-
JIeHMeM nopoXAaeT AOMNOJHUTENbHYIO HeonpeaeneH-
HOCTb [23, p. 658]. C yueTom AaHHOro 3aMeyaHus, Npu-
MmeHeHue SLoB clause v PPT (B coueTaHMM) AOMKHO OCY-
LWEeCTBNATLCA B3aMMOAOMNOMHAOWMUM 06pasom, B TOM
CMbICNE, YTO OiHA HOPMa KOMMEHCUPYET O PUANYECKYIO
cnabocTb Apyroi B Aene NpoOTUBOCTOAHUA HEHAA/NEXKa-
LLLeMy MCMONb30BAHMUIO IbFOT MO HANOroOBbIM COr/aLle-
HUAM.

5. BbiBoAbl

KoHuenuus «3kBMBaneHTHoro beHeduumnapa» oc-
HOBaHa Ha KomnaeKcHon oueHKke cuctembl CUAH (MHbIX
MeXAyHapoaHbIX LOrOBOPEHHOCTEN) N B3aMMOCBA3aH-
HbIX UL, («TecTupyemblie rpynnbli»). Heo6OCHOBaHHbIX
npevmywects no CUAH B gaHHOM cnyyae He BO3HU-
KaeT, 1 peanusyeTcAa OCHoBHasA uaen SLoB clause — npo-
TMBOAENcTBME treaty shopping, NOCKONbKY NbroTbl yiKe
6b11K Hbl LOCTYNHbI. ITO fAeT OCHOBY ANS NPEANON0NKe-
HWA, YTO CYLLECTBYIOT A,e/10Bble NPUYUHbI ANA CO34aHMA
KOMMaHMM 3a npeaesamun TpeTbero rocyapcrea — B A0-
roBapmBatoLLEMCA roCyapCcTBe.

SLoB clause no cyTm nogxpennneTt onpeaeneHune
HaNOroBOro pesnaeHTa A0roBapuMBaloLLLEroca rocyaap-
CTBa, U36aBAAA €ro 0T CX0NACTUKM, TPebys oT Anua, npe-
TEHAYIOLWEro Ha NbroTbl, 60n1ee 060CHOBAHHOIO MoAa-
TBEPXKAEHUA CBA3U C rOCYAapCTBOM HA/IOrOBOrO pesu-
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AeHTcTBa. BmecTe ¢ Tem 66110 6bI HEBEPHO, OCOBEHHO
Ha CTaguu NPUMEHeHUA NpaBuaa, Koraa NpakTuKa To-
KoBaHuA SLoB clause ele He cnoXKunacb, NpU Hanoro-
BOM KOHTpO/Ie AeiCTBOBATb NO NPUHLMUMNY: «J1ErKO OTKa-
3aTb — C/I0XHO AOKas3aTb». 3aeckb bbin 661 6onee yme-
CTeH noaxosa, chopmynnpoBaHHbii K. Yunnep. Uccne-
[0BaTe/lb OTMEYAET, YTO 06bIYHO rocyAapcTBa He Hame-
peHbl TpeboBaTb NosiHoro cobnoaeHns LoB clause Kax-
Obll pas, Koraa npeaocTaBAsoTCA IbroTbl MO 4Or0BOPY.
MpaBuao, ckopee, UCNONb3YETCA AAA TOro, YTobbl AaTb

ISSN 2542-1514 (Print)

Ha/I0roBbIM OpraHam MHCTPYMEHT, K KOTOPOMY MOHO
npuberHyTb, eCNN BO3HUKAIOT COMHEHMA B OTHOLLIEHUN
pe3sngeHTCcTBa. ITO AOCTUraeTca 3a CYET BO3MOMKHOCTU
Ha/I0roBOro OpraHa, KOTOpomy npeabaABneH cepTUdmu-
KaT Ha/JI0roBOro pesnaeHTa, noTpeboBaTh NOATBEPKAE-
HWA COOTBETCTBMA OAHOMY U3 KpuTepueB LoB clause,
TEM CambiM NepeHocs Bpemsa A0Ka3biBaHUA Ha HaNOro-
06s3aHHOE nuo [24, p. 21-22]. CneayeT 06paTUTb BHU-
MaHWe B CBA3W C 3TUM, YTo PPT npeaycmaTpuBaeT MHoe
pacnpeaeneHne bpemeHun foKasbiBaHua [17; 25].
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