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SPOUSES JOINT TAX DECLARATION

KOINH ®OPOAOITKH AHAQXH XYZYTQN/

According to recent court’s decision, the spouses may have separate residence and
tax residence. More specifically, if a married individual is not tax resident of Greece,
then he/ she is not required to submit a tax return in Greece, in case only the other
spouse resides in Greece (and is tax resident of this country). Should this be the case,
there is no reason for joint income tax return, solely because one spouse is a tax
resident of Greece, when the other is not (and the latter is able to prove that is a tax
resident of another country). According to above decision, the fact that platform
taxisnet does not provide for separate tax declarations, does not mean that tax law
will not be implemented as appropriate. This decision not only reverses the practice
on tax declaration of spouses with different tax residence, but also imposes

harmonization of taxisnet to the specific requirements for separate tax returns.

EAAnvikn amodoon:

Youdwva pe antodpaot tov ZupPovAiov g Emkparteiag, etvatl vontr) 1 xweLot)
Katowkla Twv ovlOywv Kat 1) VTaeln XwEots GpopoAoyiknic katowkiag. ITo
OUYKEKQIUEVD, O TEQIMTWOT] TOL  &YYauo (PuOKO TEOCWTO 0V elvat
dogoAoyikéc Kkdtowkog EAAGdag, dev vmoxpoeoltal va LTOPAAeL GOQEOAOYIKN
dMAwon otnv EAAGda edv 0 ovCuydc tov duapével povipa otnv EAAGda (ka etvart
$0QOAOYIKOC KATOWKOS NG Xwoac). ‘Etot, dev tifetar Ctnua vmoPoAnc kowvrg
IMAWONG GOQOL ELTODNUATOS ATIOKAELOTIKA KL HOVO TN 0 évag oVLVYOGS elvat
$oQoAoYIKOC KATOowkog EAAGdaG, dtav 0o dAAog dev etval (kat elvat og Béon va
amodel&el OtL etvat POQOAOYIKOC KATOKOG AAANG XWOAG). LUpPwva HE TNV €V
AOYw amoPaot), To OTL deV TEOPAEMETAL ATO TO CVOTIHUA NAEKTQOVIKT|G LTTOBOANG
twv dNAwoewv Gogov eloodruatog (taxisnet),  dvvatdTTA LTOBOANS ATO TOV
éva povo ovluyo, dev éxel onuacia, kabws «To cvoTnua avtd Oa mpémer va
TIPOOAPUOCETAL OTOVS KAVOVEC TNG PopoAoyiknc vouobeoiac kat va eEvTNpPeTeL TIg
avaykec Tne oponc epapuoync tnc Kar oxt n epappoyn Tnc popoloyikne
vopoOeoiac va mpooapuoCetar oTic OvvatoTnTeS TOV ovoTHUatoc». H ev Aoyw
amodaotn OxL HOVO avatEéTel ta dedopéva Y TNV Kot GoQoAoyukr) dNAwaor
ovCOywv pe dadoeTikny GoEOAOYLK!) katokia, aAA& xat emiPdAer v
evapuovion Tou taxisnet oTic emitAyYES Y xwELoTr (pogoAoywkr) dMAwon Twv

ovCOywv.

Eriketi Kolyva/ Eptkétn KoAvBa
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CHANGE OF FISCAL YEAR PERIOD/

AAAATH ETAIPIKHX XPHXHX

Legal entity, whose registered seat for tax purposes is in Greece and whose 50% or
more of shares are held by a foreign entity, may register as its fiscal year period the
same fiscal year period as of the foreign entity, pursuant to the restriction that the
fiscal year period shall not exceed twelve (12) months. The deadline for the
obligation to declare the change of fiscal year before the competent tax authority is

thirty (30) days as of the end of new fiscal year.

Prior to the change of the fiscal year period, it is requisite for the local legal entity to
have submit its tax statement pertaining to previous fiscal year before competent tax

authority.

EAAnvikn amodoon:

Nopkd meocwmo mov elvat GOEOAOYIKOG KATOLKOS OTNV NUEdAT] KAl AVIKEL
KATA TOO0O0TO TOL LTIEPPALVEL TO TTeEVNVTA TOIS £kaTO (50%) o0& aAAodaTtd Voo
TEOOWTTO, UTTOQEL VA XONOLHOTIOMOEL WS POQOAOYIKO £TOC TO POQPOAOYIKO £TOG TOV
AAAODATIOV VOULKOU TTQOOWTIOV, IE TOV TTEQLOQLOHO OTL TO POQOAOYIKO £€TOG eV O
Eemeovd tovg dwdeka (12) pnves. H aAdayr tov pogoAoyukov £tovg Tov
NHEdATIOV VOULKOU TROowWTtov dNAcwvetatl otnv aguodia A.O.Y. evtoc toudvta (30)
NHEQWV aTtd TN VEQ NUeQOpNVia AENG Tov GogoAoy koL £Touvg.

AtevkoviCetal, OTL TEOKELUEVOL TO MUEdATIO VOUIKO TIQOOWTO Vo TRoPel otnv
aAAaryr) Tov GoEoAoYIKOU Tov €tovg, Oa TEéTEL var £xeL vToPdAel ot A.O.Y. )

OMNAwOT PoEOAOYIAS ELTODUATOS TOL TTEOTYOVREVOL (POQOAOYIKOU £TOVC.

Eleni Bourantaki/ EAévn Mmovpavtaxn
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SHORT-TERM PROPERTY LEASES/

BPAXEIAX ATAPKEIAX MIXOQXEIX KATOIKIQN

Pursuant to recent changes of law, the properties, which are rented for a time period
of up to 30 days, are not regarded as tourist accommodation. In fact, the owners can
lease their properties to Greek citizens or foreigners for a short period of time (up to
30 days), without permission from Greek National Tourism Organization or
obtaining a Special Mark of Service from district competent Offices (Regional Tourist
Offices). The lease agreement and the registration of leasing on Taxisnet, as a short-
term tourist leasing, are required for the property’s lease. Regarding the foreign
citizens, the issuance of Greek TIN is not required, since the passport number and
the country of origin suffice instead.

For tax purposes, the short-term property leases are considered as home leases.
However, a special legislative regulation on the short-term leases is expected.

EAAnvixn amodoon:

Avvapel mooodatwv VopoDeTikwv aAdaywyv, axivnta mov ekpofwvovat yu
drotnua €wg 30 Nuegwv de OewpovvTal TOLOLOTIKA KATaAVpaTa. TNV mEAEN, oL
OOKTATESG AKWVITWV HUTOEOUV V& eKHOOWVOLV TIS WLOKTNOleC TOVG TEOG
‘EAANVES 1) aAA0dATIOUG Vit CVVTOUO XQOVIKO didotnua (€wg 30 NpéQEg), Xwls va
AdPouvv  adewx amd tov EAANvuko Ogyaviopuo Tovgwouov 11 Edwkod Inua
Agrtovgyiag amo tig kata Tomov aguodieg Ymnoeoties ([Tegupepetaréc Ymnpeoteg
Tovpiopov). Twx v expicbworn g katoKiag AmMAITOULVIAL TO  OWTIKO
ovudpwvNTkO Hobwong xat 1 kataxwelon e picbwong oty ePpaguoyn Tov
taxisnet, wc PoaxvmeoOeoun tovglotiky) picOwon. Avadoowkd pe  TOULG
aAdodamovs mobwtés, dev amatteltar 1 ékdoon ADPM, kabwc oaoxel va

avayeadetat 0 aglOUog dafatnolov Toug KAl 1) XWX TIROEAEVOT|G.

Ot Boaxeiag didgkelag ekploOWoels akviTwVv GOQOAOYIKA avTieTwTilovTat ws
aotikés nobwoels. Qotooo, avapévetar €k vopoOetukry oUOULOTN, Y TO

$0QoA0YIKO KaBeoTwS TwV BeaxvmEOdeouwy Hobwoewv.

l'ewpyia KptOwaxn/ Georgia Krithinaki

MANOLIS EGLEZOS & ASSOCIATES LAW FIRM **NL October 2016** _



SUBMISSION OF AMENDING TAX DECLARATION IN ARREARS AND
LAPSE OF THE AUTHORITIES’ RIGHTS/

YIIOBOAH EKIIPO®EXMHZX TPOIIOIIOIHTIKHE AHAQXHY KAI
ITAPATPA®H THX AZEIQYXHY AHMOXIOY

The Legal Council of State by examining the tax case of a S.A. legal entity, which
submitted two amending tax statements in arrears for two fiscal years, issued the
legal opinion no. 14/2016 and advised as follows: the Tax Authorities legally accept

the submission of amending tax statements in arrears even if the Tax Authorities’

right for audit and tax imposition has lapsed (in the examined case the Authorities’

rights had not lapsed despite the fact that the amending tax statements were
submitted eight and nine years later respectively). However, if the Tax Authorities
have issued an audit mandate, such must not have been notified to the taxpayer yet.
Accordingly, the Authorities legally impose to the taxpayer the main and the
additional taxes (as well as the respective fines for the late submission) that ensued
from the additional tax declarations. Therefore, the taxpayer has the right to make
use of beneficial legal provisions that were valid during the time period of the
amending tax declaration, e.g. the provisions of the Greek law no. 4321/2015 (debt’s
regulation under 100 installments).

EAAnviki amodoon:

To Nopwod XvuBovAo tov Kodtovg pe v mpoodatn v’ aoOu. 14/2016
YVwUdtevon tov  efetalovtag TNV TEQIMTWOT) POQOAOYOUUEVNG AVWVLUNG
etaupeiang mov  vméPade  exkmEoOeopec TEOMOMOMNTIKEG ONAWOES Yix dvO
$oQoAoYIKA €t Yvwuodotnoe 0tL ot PogoAoykéc AQXES VOUIHWS amodéxovTatl

eKTEO0ECUES TOOTIOTONTIKES ONAWOELS aVEEAQTNTWE TOV €AV TO dKAIWUA TWV

Aoxwv yix éAeyxo kat ertiBoAr) opov éxet mapayoadel 1 OXL (OTNV TOOKELUEVT)

neQimtwon Oev elxe mapayoadel mAQA TO YeYOvOS OTL OL TQOTIOTIOUTIKEG
dnAwoelg vtePANONOCAV okTw Kat evvéa xoovia peta avtiotorxa). IlpovmoOeon
amoteAel OTL 1) €VTOAT A€y 0oL oV TLXOV €XeL ekdoOel amo Tic AQxEc arxoun dev
éxeL emwobet oto pogoAoyovuevo. EmmpooOeta, ot Agxég vouipws mpofaivovv
oe €Aeyxo kal eTPAAAOVY OTO POQOAOYOVHEVO TOV KUQLO Kat mpocOeto (pooo
(kaOwc kat Ta avtiotolxa MEOOTIUA eKTEOOeoUNG VTOPBOATIC) TOL TEOKVTTTOLY
Bdoel twv TEOMOMOMTIKWY ONAwoewv. YvvenakoAovOa, o (oooAoyovuevog
dUVATAL VA ETUKAAEITAL KAL VX VTTAYETAL O EVEQYETIKES DATAEELS MOV LPIoTAVTO
KATA& TO X0OVO LTTOPBOAN TNG TEOTIOTTOMTIKTG dNAWOoNG, OTIwWS TtX Tov V. 4321/2015

(kaBeotwg 100 dooewv).

Thanos Soras/ Oavoc Lawpag
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PENAL RESPONSIBILITY IN ORGANIZATION OF EXCURSIONS
(Supreme Court Decision 457/2015)/

TTOINIKH EY®YNH AIOPTANQTQN EKAPOMHE
(Amtopaon 457/2015 AIT)

A company with object of activities the organization of excursions (hereinafter the
“Company’’) undertook and organized, on 26.05.2007, an excursion, with a group of
sixteen (16) people and two (2) trainers — drivers, for crossing the Lussius canyon’ s
river, by walking on the riverbed. During the hiking a large volume of water fell on
the excursionists, causing the death by drawing of eight (8) excursionists, whilst the
rest of them suffered injuries. The Court declared the organizer of the excursion,
partner of the Company and the administrator of the Company guilty for the

offences of confluence homicide and confluence injury.

During the hearing it was proved that the excursionists decided on their own will to
be provided solely with uniforms re hypothermia protection and refused to bear
helmets and life jackets, despite the relevant recommendations of the accused. The
Court opined that the aforementioned partner and administrator-partner are guilty
as above given that inter alia: They tacitly accepted the refusal of the excursionists to
bear helmets and life jackets, which among others caused the death and injury,
instead of demanding from the excursionists to bear the above excluding them from

the excursion in case of refusal.

EAAnvixn amodoon:

Etaupelar pe avikelpevo v dogydvwon exkdoopwv (edpefng n «Etaupeia»)
avédaBe kat dogydvwoe v 26.05.2007 eKOQOWUT), e OUADdA XTIOTEAOVHEVT) ATIO
dekaéll (16) atopar kot dVO (2) eKTADELTEC— OONYOUS, HE AVTIKEUEVO TNV
TOAYHUATOTIOMON TG ddQOUNG-OATXI0EWS TOL  PAQAYYLOV TOL  TOTAUOV
Aovoiov, dwx meComoplag eml TG KoOlTNG TOL TOTAMUOV. AxEKOLONG TNG
mieComoplag emémeoe emi TV eKDQOUEWV HEYAAOS OYKOG VEQOV, UE ATIOTEAETHUX
va meokAnOel o Bdvatog amd MVIYHO okTw (8) €kdQOUéwV Kal va LTTOOTOVV
owpatikés BAaPec oL vrtoAotrol €€ avtwv. To AkaoTolo krjovée evOXOULG TOV
vevOuvvo dloPyavwT) TG ekdEoUNG Kat etaipo g Etawgeiag, aAAd kat tov
draxeototr) g Erawpelac vy ta adwnpata g avOpowmoktoviag and apéAeia
KATA OVEQEON KAL TNG CWHATIKTG BA&PNG amod apéAeia Katd ovoon.

Katd tnv axpoapatikr] dwdwkaoio amodelxOnke oOtL ov ekdoouels, €€ wlag
amopAoews, £PodAOTNKAV UOVO He 0OOEQUIKES OTOAEC TEOOTACIAG ATO TNV
vrtoOeppia kat apvnOnrav va epodacbovv pe kodvn kat owoiPux, magd Tig
avTlOETEG CLOTATELS TWV KATIYOQOUEVWV.
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Y10 OKEMTKO NG amoPpaons dxAapPavetat OTL Ol AVWTEQW E€TAIQOG KAl
OLXXEIQLOTIG-ETAlQOG  eVOVVOVTAL KATA TA AVWTEOW YIX TA OOKNUATH TG
avOowmoktoviag kol TG cwHaTIKNG BA&PNS, Yia To A0Y0 — petalV AAAwV - OTL:
Avtl va allwoovv akOUn Kol UE TOWIT ATOKAEWOHOV amd v &v Aoyw
dAOTNELOTNTA £KAOTOG TWV €KOQOUEWV Va epodlaoBel pe KQAVOS Kat owoiflo,
amodéxOnKav olwnnEd TNV aQvNTIKy) TOLG anopaon ek TG omolag — petald

AAAwV - TEoNADe 0 OavaTog Kat 0 TOAVHATIOHOS TV TAOOVTWV.

Giovanna Skorda/ TCopavva Xxopda
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STAMP DUTY ON LOAN AGREEMENT AND INTEREST/

XAPTOXHMO XE AANEIA KAI TOKOYZXZ

As a general proposition, there is a 2,4% stamp duty imposed on loans between

companies and another 2,4% stamp duty imposed on interest of the loan.

In case the loan is executed and drawn down outside Greece, and repayment also takes
place outside Greece, stamp duty is not applicable. However, in that case, there should
be no interference of Greece at all, even indirect (eg if loan related funds are deposited
in an account of the borrower abroad and thereafter remitted to a borrower’s account in

Greece, they are subject to stamp duty).

It is highly recommendable, therefore, when such structures are contemplated, that a
carefully planned structure is in place, in order that funds of the account abroad that are

injected to the account in Greece not be considered as related to the loan.

EAAnvixi) amédoon:

Fevika, 2,4% xaptoéonuo emPBaAAetal ota davelx HETAED ETAQELDV KAl akopa 2,4%

O0TOVG TOKOUG TWV OAVEIWV QXUTWV.

Eav to ddvelo vtoyoadel kat extaptevtel ektog EAAGdOG, kat 1 amtontAnowpr) tov
emtiong Aappdvet xwoa extog EAAGdOG, to xaptoonuo dev emPaAdetat. Opwe Oa
TOETEL O€ AUTN TNV TEQITMTWOT va un Ppatvetal €0tw KAl EUUECT) AVAUELEN TG
EAAGOac, my edv 1o mEoldv Tov Odavelov katateOel oe Aoyaguaopd Ttov
davellopevov 0To eEwTeQKd Kol akoAoVOWS To petad£pel o€ AoyaQuxopd Tov otV
EAAGda, eruBaAdetar xaptdomnpio.

Yoviotatal emopévws, otav yivetar okémn vy TéTolx OXNUATR, VX LTTAQXEL
TIOOOEKTIKOG OXEOLAOUOG ETOL WOTE TA TTOOAX TOL AOYAQIXTHOV TOL €EWTEQLKOV TIOV
eupalovtat 0to AoyaQuaouo evtog EAAGdog va un OewpnBoiv we oxetillopeva pe

TO OAVELO.

Manolis Eglezos/ MavwAng EyyAéCoc
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