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  Paper is devoted to the research of several positions of the Tax Code of Ukraine. 
The terminology problems of Code are examined in the context of judicial practice. It 
is argued, that diminishing of an amount of state taxes and ta[ levies in the Tax Code 
of Ukraine is artificial one. Several examples of the imperfect forming of glossary and 
formulation of the determinations of concepts, which are used in Code, are stated.
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