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I. The U.S. Perspective
A. There are multiple U.S. perspectives, not all in harmony
B. Many, but far from all, U.S. companies are closely monitoring 

developments at the OECD and the U.N.
C. U.S. Treasury is participating fully in the conversation
D. It is, however, a mistake to equate one branch of the U.S. Government with 

the United States
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II. A U.S. Perspective
A. As a U.S. person with a passing understanding of international taxation, I 

qualify to offer a U.S. viewpoint
B. That viewpoint is marked by skepticism — skepticism that the rules 

necessary to constitute laws of the sort described in the Unified Approach 
can be agreed, skepticism that the United States would accept the laws 
even if so agreed, skepticism that the discussion requires or foretells major 
changes in U.S. law

C. If the main point is that consumption justifies greater tax revenue for 
market jurisdictions from the digitalized economy, it would seem the 
appropriate response lies in additional consumption taxes
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D. It is hard to imagine that digital service taxes or other levies of a similar 
nature qualify for a U.S. foreign tax credit under U.S. statutory law or U.S. 
tax treaties

E. The principal U.S. objective should be to persuade more countries to accept 
mandatory baseball-type arbitration under tax treaties

F. Arguably, the U.S. Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, by imposing a real residence-based 
tax, addresses the underlying cause of the digital discussion (as well as 
BEPS)

G. The international income tax rules have worked well for a long time, and 
there has not been any convincing showing of why they should be changed

4


	�
	Diapositiva numero 2
	Diapositiva numero 3
	Diapositiva numero 4

