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Authorities all over {he world are vested with powers which they exercis
pver [axpayers to ensure efficiency and volu-nta.ry compliance. To ensure balance irez
e taxsystem. taxpayers a{so Iz‘ave some bgs:c rights enshrined in the tax legislation.
This paper's main objective is to examine the Federal Inland Revenue Service
(Es mbh-shment)' Act, 2007’ (FIRSEA) and some of the tax laws it supervises, to
identify the basic taxpayers'rights eml_)edded in itand to see whether these rights’ are

,a,»anteed and protected. In carrying out this research recourse was made to
theorefl'cal work ra{her than experiment. Primary sources consisting of taxation
statutes were exammgd. Also, sec_ondary Sources such as existing literature on
taxation in text books, journals and internet were consulted. The study found out that
the FIRSEA, together with all the tax laws it supervises significantly strengthens the
FIRS' power and conversely trample upon taxpayers'rights. For example, S. 47(5) of
the Personal Income Tax Amendment Act (PITAA), which gave the FIRS absolute
power fo procure information about the taxpayer from any organization undermines
ihe tax payers'right to privacy, secrecy and confidentiality. Likewise S. 28(1) & (2) of
the FIRSEA 2007 which allows the FIRS to break through the bank secrecy
regulation. Consequently, the study recommends, amongst others, that all the
provisions of the Act which inhibit the exercise of the taxpayers' rights should be
amended to mitigate the hardship as well as strengthen tax compliance. The paper
concludes that, there is the need for taxpayers' rights to be respected without
compromising the F. IRS ability to assess and collect tax.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In Nigeria, the body responsible for the administration of Federal Government
taxes is known as the Federal Inland Revenue Service (FIRS). It was promulgated
by the Federal Inland Revenue Service Establishment Act (FIRSEA) No. 13 2007
which was signed into law on the 1 6" day of April, 2007. However, prior to this time,
the FIRS then known as the FBIR was first created in 1943. When it was carved out of
the erstwhile Inland Revenue Department that covered what was then the
Anglophone West Africa, during the colonial era, Since then the FIRS has gone
through several transformations, Some of which are; The promulgation of F IRSEA
,2007, the amendment of some provisions of the Personal Income Tax Act,2007, the
troduction of the Presumptive Tax Regime and the introduction of the self-
Usessment Regime. The one which has the most far reaching effect on tax
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administration in Nigeria was the promulgation of tihe 1;;1;:1;1; 31(1(3\7”[; Came a
result of the clamour in different quarters that thiere shou the ar Chaig
tax system.

Atpresent, there is no separate law specifically ac.idressmg lz;z)(ﬁiﬁei;st;ﬂltt I:mtectio
in Nigeria, Diverse rights that ta)scpayprs ?]]_J,as)t,aebr}]ics)k}lln(;zl:lt)eAct (FIRSEA)a Il\}tgsls}uch
as the Federal Inland Revenue Service e Inl,and Revire Sd of
2007 and some of the other tax statues that tl(}et F tehecNigerian Constimﬁone?’lce
(FIRS) supervises. The rights can also be traced to th 00 (o 999

i n Human and People's Rights, 19 harter)
glc;iwt:\?ef{zfs l;])acpz: rft(fcr:uoses on taxpayers' rights enshrined in thle1 FIhRSEA, 2007_
This is because it is this Act that establishpd the FIRS t|o supervise a fot er dtzta)x laws
Nigeria. The choice of the paper to examine tax;')a_yers rights was 1r.1llo§rrllet ecause
good understanding of the concept of taxpayers right protection will he 1;) 0 improv,
~ tax compliance, which will result ultimately in 1mproved revenue generation.

According to Owens (2010), taxpayers whp_ know their rlights Vl\;lllfrplost likely
comply. Taxpayers should therefore be sepsltlzed on these rights, 'el.alr yftreated
while their rights are duly respected. The rlghts to privacy, conﬁc?entla 1ty, of access
~ to information and to appeal against decismn; of thp t'axlauthorlty are some of the
basic rights that taxpayers enjoy in democrgtlc societies. .A breach of any of these
rights will undermine a taxpayer's perceptions of the fairness of the tax system.
Akintoye (2014).
The problem in Nigeria is not lack of good tax laws and.policies because .there has
been several review of tax policies in the country. For instance, the National Ta);
Policy Implementation Committee recently p.resent.ed a Memorandum to the Fegera
Executive Council (FEC) to seek its consideration apd approval. The FE o6n
February 1, 2017 approved the revised National ’I_"ax Policy. On .Wednesday J une, 6,
2018 the FEC approved the report of the National Tax Pollcy_Implerpt_mtath]r;
Committee on Tax Law Reforms. However, there is lack of the required political w1d
to implement the laws and policies. This therefore makes the good tax law§ an;
policies which the country can boast of worthless. After all, the best tax policy 13
worth little, if it cannot be implemented effectively.. Also, even though the ngenz;n
government has, on several occasions in the past, amended the FIRS powers 3
strengthen it, little has been done to maintain the balance between these powersd a&lle
the taxpayers' rights. Ironically, the FIRSEA, 2007 has significantly strengthene l
FIRS power, but substantially reduced the safeguards for taxpayers. Unfortunate ly,
these safeguards which can also be referred to as the rights of the taxpayers are rare y

. S
claimed and enforced. It is also observed that sometimes, the powers of the FIR
trample on taxpayers' rights.

Another issue serious]
house (National Asse
citizen or a group of ¢
the tax. Ithas been qu
ground that, no instit

y agitating the mind is whether, when a Nigerian leg‘SlanVZ
mbly or a State House of Assembly) introduces a new tal)l(i’f)’
itizens affected by such action can approach the court to nt e
eried if the court could be justified to nullify such new tax OltliS
ution of state should be allowed to be unreasonable as to 2
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.« desire to the detriment of citizens and that an improper imposition is manifestly
ol 75 ry to the objective of the law in conferring that particular right on the National
Co.mr,?]bly or the State Legislature (Abdulrazaq, 2018). Similarly, in the Centro's case
Ab95969 ECR, 1-1459), it was argued that the concept of abuse of right may be used to
f,lrotcc’t the citizen againsta state institution or an exercisc of the law.

Based on the above, this paper examings the rights of taxpayers under the N igerian
law. It will be disclosed whethe{ these rights are guaranteed in tandem with the view
that the objective of any tax policy can be only achieved when the policy is properly
administered. The tax policy encompasses the rights and obligations of the tax
payers' vis-a-vis the powers pf the taxing authority. It is therefore a good starting
point to clarify the classes of rights which tax payers can claim.

2. CLASSIFICATION OF TAXPAYERS' RIGHTS

There is no universal way of classifying taxpayers' rights. Different authors have
come up with different classifications. Bentley (1998 and 2007) had stated that a two-
tier model of taxpayers' rights contains two categories: (1) Primary Legal Rights and
Secondary Legal Rights and (2) Primary and Secondary Administrative Rights. He
explained that, primary legal rights are those granted by the constitutions and
international legal instruments; secondary legal rights on the other hand, are rights
contained in conventional legislation, which comprise both substantive and
procedural laws. Primary administrative rights are in the same nature as secondary
legal rights, except that they are based on administrative regulations and subsidiary
legislation issued by the relevant authorities. Secondary administrative rights, on the
other hand, are the rights which the tax administration recognizes as necessary to be
tespected, but not worthy of being made the subject of a regulation.

Inall modem societies, there is a broad consensus among governments on what may
be called the basic rights of taxpayers, allowing for some minor variations between
countries. In the United States of America, there is what is called the Taxpayer's Bill
of Rights passed by the congress on the 3™ day of January, 1996. However, Bentley's
two-tier model of taxpayers' rights (legal rights and administrative rights) and the
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) classification of
rights apply to all taxpayers in most countries, Nigeria inclusive. Notwithstanding
ﬂ_lis, the rights embedded in the F IRSEA, 2007, which will be analysed in the
discussion are as follows:

Righttobe informed, assisted and heard

RightofAppeal

Rightto pay no more than the correct amount of tax
Rightto be refunded

Rightto Privacy

Right o Confidentiality and Secrecy

: Rfght o Object to a Revised Assessment

Rightto seek Remedy of Judicial Review

“Xaminat; - x
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3.  ANALYSIS OFTAXPAYERS' RIGHTSIN THE F IRSEA, 2007

This segment critically discusses the prgvisions of the F IRSEA, 2007 "
payers' rights highlighted above. This will afford a clearer picture of the em: tay
which these rights have been properly safeguarded, enforced and beneﬁcial t:t ty
payers.

3.1 RighttobeInformed,Assisted and Heard

Taxpayers are entitled to have up-to-date infqrmation on the overal] Operatiop of
tax system, on the way in which their tax is assessed. They can algq request
assistance in complying with tax Legislation. They are equally entitled {,
informed of their rights (Section 26 (1), FIRSEA, 2007). Even though Section 26 (1
of the FIRSEA, 2007 complies with the provision that the taxpayer has the rightt, be
properly informed of his tax liabilities and also to be assisted and heard, the reality i,
Nigeria shows that, taxpayers are not adequately sensitized about developmengg B

the tax system. This lack of information therefore makes them run afou] of taxatiq,
Laws (Akintoye, 2014). '

for

3.2 RightofAppeal

All tax payers have the right to appeal against any decision of the tax authorities on
income tax liabilities and against most other decisions made by tax authorities,
whether on the application and interpretation of the law or of administrative rules
(Section 59 (1) and (2) FIRSEA, 2007). The Tax Appeal Tribunal was established by
section 59 (1) of the Act to adjudicate on disputes and controversies emanating from
tax Laws. If taxpayers are displeased with the outcome at the first level of Appeal,
they can appeal to the next court vested with Jurisdiction on their claim (i.e. the
Federal High Court) and they can appeal further up to the highest court (the Supreme
Court). It is however observed that, tax cases do not usually go up to the Appellate
Courts (i.e. the Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court). This may however change
as the Nigerian government is now taking the issue of tax evasion and avoidance
more seriously and has promised to prosecute those who are found guilty of tax
offences. Sequel to this determination by the government, the Voluntary Asset and
Income Declaration Scheme (VAIDS) was introduced in July, 2017. Prior to the
VAIDS scheme, the government provided some incentives such as the waiver of
penalty and interest on tax liabilities from 2013 to 2015. With this, defaulting
tagpayers could come forward to declare their indebtedness within the 45 days
window, commencing on 5" October, 2016 and terminating 24" November, 2016.
This was done in exercise of the FIRS powers under Section 83(3) of the Companics

g criminal prosecution, against any tax offender who did not tak®

Examinati - "R friaire
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The FIRS has started writing to banks to appoint them as collection agents of tax
payers considered to be in default of tax payment. In order to achieve this, the FIRS is
directing the relevant banks to freeze the accounts of the tax payers to prevent them
from drawing funds from the account. Although section 31 of FIRS (Establishment)
Act gives the FIRS power to appoint a person as an agent of a taxpayer for the
recovery of the tax that is payable by the taxpayer, the appointed agent will be
required to pay any tax payable by the taxpayer from any money held by the agent on
behalf of the taxpayer. However, by section 31(5) of the FIRS (Establishment) Act
the bank has no legal right to freeze any account at the receipt of the FIRS letter and
the bank has a duty to inform the taxpayer before taking any action. See the case of
Emi Vs Skye Bank SUIT NO. FCT/HC/CV/1676/2016 and Fidelity Bank Vs Bayuja
Ventures Ltd & Anor (2011) LPELR-CA/L/473/2007, where the banks were held
liable for damages on the ground that a tax is not due or payable unless a notice of

assessment has been issued and there is no objection within 30 days and the tax has
become final and conclusive.

It is arguable that, with all the voluntary means of paying up their outstanding tax
made available to tax defaulters, the FIRS has guided against proliferation of appeals
against its decisions. Needless to say, this would also make the court less congested
with tax cases. Consequently, tax payment would be made more attractive to tax
payers. These measures do not however constitute an inhibition to the tax payers to

exercise their right of appeal against the decisions of any tax authority in the country,
as they may consider necessary.

3.3 Righttopayno more thanthe Correct Amountof Tax

This right is enshrined as one of the functions of the FIRS in section 8 (1) of the
FIRSEA. On this, this section of the Act expressly declares that, “the Service shall
provide and maintain access to up to date and adequate data and information on all
taxable persons, individuals, corporate bodies or all agencies of government
involved in collection of revenue for the purpose of efficient, effective and correct tax
adminjstration and to prevent tax evasion or fraud”. Thus, while it is acceptable to
reduce tax liability by legitimate tax planning, governments make a distinction

between this form of tax planning and forms of tax minimization which clearly go
against the intent of the legislator.

In the English case of Barclays Mercantile Business Finance Ltd Vs Mawson (2005,
STC 1), it was argued that a practice was abusive if the transactions concerned
resulted in a tax advantage the grant of which would be contrary to the purpose of
legal provisions. Notwithstanding this, taxpayers are entitled to reasonable measure
of assistance from the tax authority to enable them receive all reliefs and deductions
which they are entitled to. Most corporate taxpayers however employ the services of
tax consultants to help in legally planning their tax affairs to limit their tax liabilities.

3.4 Right tobe Refunded

The taxpayer enjoys the right to be refunded if it is discovered, after proper auditing,
that he has overpaid. This right is provided for in Section 23 (1) (2) (3) and (4) of the
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Act. The right allows the taxpayer to choose either to be refunded or be get offagaiy

future tax. Even though sub-section 3 provides that the tax refund should madSt
within 90 days of the decision of the Service, .thc practice is that the.tax authoritjeg de
not make prompt payment of tax refunds. This has the tendency to impact negatiVelo
on the business and finances of taxpayers. This is because, when th Y

C refunq |
eventually paid, the value of the money would have reduced due to i“ﬂatiOnarl;
factors (Akintoye, 2014)

3.5 Rightto Privacy

All taxpayers have the right to expect that the tax authorities will not intrude
unnecessarily upon their privacy. In practice, this is interpreted as avoiding
unreasonable searches of their homes and business premises. Based on this right, the
tax authority cannot request for information which is not relevant for determining the
correct amount of tax due. In all countries, very strict rules apply to the entry into a

person's dwelling or business premises by a tax official in the course of a tax
investigation and on obtaining information from third parties.

Section 29(1) of the FIRS Act provides that an authorized officer of the Service shall
at all reasonable times have free access to all lands, buildings, places, books and
documents in the custody or under the control of a public officer, institution or any
other person. This is allowed to be done for the purpose of inspecting the books or
documents, including those stored or maintained in computers or on digital,
magnetic, optical or clectronic media. Also, any property, process or matter which
the officer considers necessary or relevant for the purpose of collecting any tax under

any of the relevant enactments or laws for purpose of carrying out any other function
lawfully conferred on the Service can be done.

However, by section 29 (5), any authorized officer shall not enter any private
dwelling except with the consent of an occupier or pursuant to an authorization
issued under subsection (7) of section 29. Section 29(6) permits a judicial officer

upon an application by an officer of the Service may authorize the officer by warrant
to enter into any premises. In addition, Section

29(7) stipulates that the warrant
authorization shall:

(a) beinthe form prescribed in the third sched
(b)

_ ule of the Act;
be directed to a named officer of the Servi
(c)

be valid for a period of 3 months from the date of its issue or such lesser peri©
as the judicial officer considers appropriate
(d)

state its period of validity, or the date onwhich itexpires,

An officer exercising the power of entry conferred by an authorization issued ! md;:
subscction 29 (6) shall produce the written authorization and evidence Ofidennty"ti

first entering the private dwelling. This process must also be followed Whene-ver; is
subsequently reasonably required to do so. However, Section 26(2) ‘3‘)’ltrmhct(s:lli6f
rule of privacy by allowing an officer of the Service’ not below the rank of 2
Inspector of Taxes or its equivalent

. . - i no
: : . to act without giving any of the requir®
setoutin the section. This section requires review.,

ce

tices

)
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3.6  Rightto Confidentiality and Secrecy

The right to Confidentiality and Secrecy is one of the basic taxpayers' rights, What
this entails is that any information available to the tax authoritics on the affairs of a
taxpayer should be treated in a confidential manner and will only be usqd for the
purposes specified in tax legislation. Tax legislations impose heavy penalties on tax
officials who contravene this provision. Thus, Section 39(1) titled “Information and
Document to be Confidential” and Sub Section 2 prescribed the penalty for
contravening this provision by any employee of the Service. Similarly, Section

50(1) of the Act tilted “Official Secrecy and Confidentiality” bans unauthorized
disclosure of information by an employee.

However, despite the safeguards for confidentiality and secrecy of the tax payers'
information noted above, Section 47 (5) of the Personal Income Tax (Amendment)
Act (PITA), which gave the FIRS absolute power to procure information about the
taxpayers from any organisation, undermines the taxpayers' right to privacy, secrecy
and confidentiality. Likewise, Section 28(1) & (2) of the FIRSEA 2007 which
permits the FIRS to break through the bank secrecy regulation is another threat
staring the tax payers' right to confidentiality and secrecy in the face.

In the same vain, section 49 of the Companies Income Tax Act LFN 2004 and section
28, 29, and 31 of the FIRSEA, No 13 of 2007 ascribed power to the executive
chairman of the FIRS to appoint third parties such as banks as collection agents of tax
payers considered to be in default of tax payments.

Section 50 (3) however provides an exception if the information is divulged in the

process of instituting a prosecution for any offence committed in relation to any tax in
Nigeria.

3.7 Right to object to a Revised Assessment and Ri

ght not to be subjected to
Punitive Assessment ‘

Where FIRS serves a notice of additional assessment on a taxpayer, such a taxpayer
is entitled to object to such an assessment. Section 69 of CITA is clear on this and it
states that;
(I) Ifany company disputes the assessment, it may apply for the Board by notice of
_ objection in writing to review and revise the assessment made uponit
(i) An application under sub Section (1) of this Section shall — be made within
thirty days from the date of service of the notice of assessment:

According to Section 57 of PITA, notice is required by law to be served on the
taxpayers. This opens a right of objection to the taxpayer to enable him challenge any
disputable assessment. In the case of Okupe Vs Federal Board of Inland Revenue
(2010, 2 TLRN), it was decided that non-service of this statutory notice is a breach of
the rights of the taxpayer. In most instances, the law stipulates the time-frame within
Which a person or an authority is required to comply with clearly stated obligations.
However, it is a common practice for the Revenue Authority to flout such binding
obligations (See Oando Supply and Trading Ltd vs. FIRS (2011)4 TI:RN, 128-129).

typical case in point is the practice of issuing a Notice of Refusal to Amend
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(NORA) on taxpayers. Inother words, when a Revenue Authority issue
Additional Assessment on a taxpayer, the taxpayer may, if necessary, re
Notice of Objection. The Revenue Authority 1s thereaftcr required tg
the objection and reverse the additional assessment (in part or who]
NORA.

Sa NOti0e of
SPond g,

Cither accq;
€) or issye 2

Prior to April 7, 2011, it was mandatory for taxpayers interested in filin
wait for a NORA to be issued before the rights of appeal could arise.
on the Revenue Authority a lot of discretionary power which

deliberate delay in issuing NORA to taxpayers. On April 7, 2011, however, the Tax
Appeal Tribunal, Lagos Zone, delivered a landmark ruling in Oando Supply ang
Trading Ltd Vs FIRS wherein it was held that a period of 90 days is deemed be
reasonable time within which the Revenue is expected to issue its decision, failyre of

which will amount to an implied or deemed NORA. In clearer terms, the Tribunal
held thus:

& anappey)
This conferreg
Was abuseq |,

Where a taxpayer files a Notice of Objection to
FIRS, the latter, if they do not agree with the
taxpayer's objection in any material particular,
must issue their NORA within a reasonable time.
We must suggest 90 days. The Tribunal can treat
FIRS failure to issue NORA within reasonable
timeoratall as a “deemed decision”. FIRS must
treat the complaint fairly, justly and speedily.

Itisasettled law that, taxing authorities must not be capricious and vindictive and the
power to impose tax should not be exercised beyond the express provisions of the
law. Therefore, in making assessment, the taxing authority must operate strictly
within the confine of the enabling law, even where taxpayers are in default. The
taxing authority cannot go beyond the express powers conferred by the law to impose
anything beyond the due tax, penalty or interest. The courts have also held that lax
must not be taken as an instrument for punishment, even where the taxpayer 18 guilty

(Okupe Vs FBIR). In this Okupe case, the court held that,

“It is my view that though there is abundant
evidence that the Appellant was guilty of failure
or willful default in the supply of information or
disclosure concerning his sources of Income, the
officials of the Board have no rights or power

under the law to inflict any assessment which is

or tends to be of a punitive nature upon him and I

conceive that it is my duty in the public interest to
ensure that

;. officials of the Revenue Board are
isc

; -ouraged and in fact prevented Jfrom using
their power of taxation as q punitive measure "
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38 Right to Seek Remedy of Judicial Review

one of the remedies available to the taxpayer, as a protectioq against abuse by the tax

quthority, is the rem;dy of Judicial Reylew. Thls_ isa also aright preserved for the tax

er. Judicial Review keeps the taxing authority in check and plays an important

;rt in holding the taxing authorities to account. Th.e Fundamental Rights provisions

inthe Constitution strengthens the taxpayer's hand in applications for judicial review

as well as in the statutory appegls procedure. The taxpayer can also seek redress via
non-legal remedies such as the internal complaint procedures.

The remedy of Judicial Review under the tax system promotes the principles of
faimess and justice and is in consonance with the intent of Human Rights which
advocates for natural justice (Canaan, 2001). It should however be noted that,
judicial Review is not concerned with reviewing the merits of a particular decision,
but with the decision making process itself. For instance, it is concerned with issues
such as; whether the tax inspector or officer has assumed powers which he does not
have; whether he has failed to exercise a discretion, which he does have; or he has
exercised a power in a wholly unreasonable way. In exercising the power of judicial
review, the court is concerned with procedural impropriety. In proceedings for
judicial review, the court can give a wide range of remedies, including injunctions
and declarations and, in certain circumstances, damages.

Anexample of procedural irregularity occurred in the case of R v. Sevenoaks Commrs
(Ex parte Thome (1989) STC 560) where the taxpayer's solicitor produced a medical
certificate to the General Commissioners indicating that he was suffering from
depression and was unfit to answer questions. The Commissioners adjourned the
hearing, but on the new date, a further certificate was produced indicating that the
taxpayer's condition remained unchanged. The Commissioners refused an
application for a further adjournment. In a’proceeding for judicial review, the
decision of the Commissioner was quashed and the matter remitted to the Special
Commissioners for rehearing.

Despite its benefits, Judicial Review has been described as a comparatively
cumbersome and expensive procedure for taxpayers to contemplate. It is therefore
not surprising that, Sir Andrew Leggart, in his Report of the Review of Tribunals,
August 2001, refers to an increase in both volume and complexity of Judicial Review
applications. Some cases reviewed suggest that access to effective justice meant
access to the Tribunal rather than the opportunity to commence judicial review
proceedings. Notwithstanding this, certain complaints, such as those concerning the
Operation of an extra statutory concession, must be made by way ofjudicial review (R
Vs IR Commrs ex parte Fulford-Dobson (1987) STC 344 and RvC & E Commrs ex
parte Greenwich Property Ltd (2001) BTC 5, 158). Again, sometimes court
Proceeding is unavoidable and it is required to determine the correct amounts owed
by the taxpayer. The option of judicial review is also a protection available to the
taxPayer from abuse from Ministerial Public Notices. Here, the function of judicial
T®View is to control the power exercised by the executive.

Examinas: ,
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Judicial Review is not new in Nigeria (N igeria Tax Notes). Ther
in support of this assertion (e.g. Abou

d v Regional Tax Board INTC 15 4 ?Zof Caseg
Shodipo v Federal Board of Inland Revenye INTC 273 and Offshore [, CVeren

Yhatj
Federal Board of Inland Revenye (2011) 4 TLRN 59). In these cases, de:l;::tzlv
actions relating to non-liability to tax were brought to courts. While an gt "
certiorari and prohibition to quash assessment and

K
@) Sept. 29y

€ are serj

are in Cozt .hemsngS Into pressure groups to challes’
Uthat th V€ over pajq. axpay:?sedhon time after it is discovered th:olz_%h :;»0
e any amer, Should a]gq ensure that their right of %>
© Would be 4 t;iement Ornew Jay ; heirrig

- : this
. Wisintrody d, is enforced: When

. [ tax ced, 1s enforce e

0 Nigeri, egime fy, both the tq ing authorities and (1



Journal of Taxation and Economic Development ISSN 1118-6017 Vol. 17(2) Sept. 2018
REFERENCES

Abdulrazaq M.T.,"'When the Making of a Tax is an Abuse of Rights' 2018
Aboud v Regional Tax Board 1 NTC 124;
African Charteron Human and People's Rights, 1981 (African Charter)

Akintoye O. D. (2014). Examination of the powers of the Federal Inland Revenue

Service and taxpayers' rights in Nigeria (PhD thesis). Faculty of Law,
University of Ilorin, Ilorin, Nigeria. .

Alitalia Airlines Ltdvs FBIR (1NTC 222)

Barclays Mercantile Business Finance Ltd Vs Mawson (2005, STC 1),

Bentley D. (1998). Classifying taxpayers' in taxpayers' Right: An international
perspective. Revenue Law Journal School of Law, Bond University, Gold
Coast, 129-133

Bentley D. (2007). Taxpayers' right: Theory, origin and implementation. United
States Kluwer Law International, 37,110—-137.

Cannan J. (2001). Judicial review in the age of human rights. Retrieved
http;:www.tax.org.uk/tax policy/taxadviser.articles/2001

Companies Income Tax Act (CAP C21, LFN 2004 (as amended) FIRSEA, No 13 of
2007 Group 4

Securicor Nigeria Limited Vs LIRS. Lagos State Internal

Revenue Service Vs Group 4 Securicor Nigeria Limited Appeal No.
TAT/LZ/006/2013 Nigerian Constitution, 1999

Oando Supply and Trading Ltd vs. FIRS (2011)4 TLRN, 128-129

OECD Committee of Fiscal Affairs Forum on Tax Administration. (1990).
Taxpayers right and obligations. Retrieved from http://www.oecd.org.

Offshore International v Federal Board of Inland Revenue (2011) 4 TLRN 59

Okupe Vs Federal Board of Inland Revenue (2010,2 TLRN),

Owens J. (2010). Taxpayers rights and obligation. Quenstia Media, America.

Personal Income Tax (Amendment) Act (PITA),

RvC & E Commrs ex parte Greenwich Property Ltd (2001) BTC5, 158)

Rv.Sevenoaks Commrs (Ex parte Thome (1989) STC 560)

R Vs IR Commrs ex parte Fulford-Dobson (1987y STC 344

Shodipo v Federal Board of Inland Revenue INTC 273

Taxpayer's Bill of Rights 1996 (Pub. L. No. 104-168)

The legal status of the notice of increase in VAT rate to 1 0% and the Value Added Tax
(Amendment) Act 2007. Nigeria Tax Notes, /3(1). Hybrid Consult Publisher,
Lagos.

The Queen v. Urhobo Ratin g Authority (1NTC76).

Examination of Taxpayers' Rights in Nigeria: The Federal Inland Revenue Service as a Case Study 69

|



