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Foreword

This book is the eighteenth volume in the IBFD EC and International Tax 
Law Series, which includes monographs focussing on issues of interpreta-
tion of EU tax and treaty laws with particular attention to the interaction 
between tax law and other branches of law, primarily comparative law and 
public international law.

The EC and International Tax Law Series is based on multijurisdictional 
research carried out by legal scholars – including academic researchers – 
that is presented during annual invitational seminars. This volume of the 
series is based on the presentations made at the “Current Tax Treaty Issues – 
50th Anniversary of the International Tax Group” seminar that was held in 
Milan on 25 November 2019.

The aim of the EC and International Tax Law Series is to promote the 
dissemination of studies on EU and international tax law that go beyond 
domestic domains. Applications requesting support for research or publica-
tion projects are welcomed and may be sent by e-mail to the attention of 
Prof. Guglielmo Maisto (Series Editor) at seminar@maisto.it.

Prof. Guglielmo Maisto
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