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两个中心都不容许只存在于纸面上的居住。如果某种结构不同寻常、选择它
的唯一目的是节税，并且实际上能够实现这种节税，瑞士税法就会适用避税
（Steuerumgehung）原则。在纳税人的生活重心仍在别处的情况下，瑞士联
邦最高法院曾将这一原则适用于居住主张。1新加坡《所得税法》第33条设
有一般反避税规则。上诉庭在Comptroller of Income Tax v AQQ案中裁定，如
果某项安排的目的或效果在于减少税款，且不能以善意的商业理由加以解
释，该规则即适用。2真正迁居的创始人不会触发这两项规则。在楚格租一
套公寓或在新加坡租一套服务式公寓、每年只在那里待四十天、却在自己离
开的城市经营项目的创始人，则会触发这两项规则。

跨境视角
创始人可以分三步在楚格和新加坡之间作出选择。第一，问问自己在未来三
年内是否会继续为项目工作。如果是，就无法适用瑞士的定额课税。此时的
比较是在楚格普通课税与新加坡之间进行：前者资本收益免税，但每年征收
财富税；后者资本收益免税且没有财富税，但各批归属代币作为受雇收入须
缴纳最高24%的税款。两者相差不大，因此通常由您的投资者、交易所合作
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伙伴和团队所在地来决定。第二，如果您已经退居幕后，只要能够在不工作
的情况下取得居留许可，楚格的定额课税就是本章所有方案中税负最低的。
第三，无论选择哪个中心，您的份额究竟是购入的资本还是赚取的报酬，对
结果的影响都大于中心的选择。而这一性质取决于授予前签署的文件。

注释

BGE 138 II 239，判决理由第4.1点（避税的三要素测试）；BGE 132 I
29，判决理由第4点（依重要利益中心确定税务住所）。 ↩

Income Tax Act 1947，第33条；Comptroller of Income Tax v AQQ [2014]
SGCA 15，第[46]–[53]段和第[107]–[110]段。 ↩

Disclaimer

This article is provided for general information only. It is based on publicly available sources as at its
date of publication. These sources have not been independently verified against licences, regulatory
registers or the records of the entities concerned. It is not legal, tax, financial or investment advice.
Nor is it a recommendation to invest in, transact with or use the services of any entity mentioned.
Law and regulation change frequently, so the content may be incomplete or outdated. To the fullest
extent permitted by law, Dr Alexander Ressos and the publisher of SingaporeIQ exclude all liability
for loss or damage arising from the use of or reliance on this article. Readers should obtain advice on
their specific circumstances before acting or refraining from action.

Names and trademarks of the entities discussed belong to their owners and are used for identification
only. Their mention implies no endorsement, affiliation or allegation of wrongdoing. All Singapore
law advice is provided by a duly licensed and regulated firm of Singapore advocates and solicitors
only  on  the  basis  of  an  express  written  letter  of  engagement.  Corrections  and  updates:
contact@ressos.com.
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