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The concept of tax risk, given its characteristics. We consider the classification of tax risks. The basic steps,

methods and techniques of risk management, a system of measures for their prevention and minimization.
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The problems of organizing the process of tax planning in a complex integrated structure – an industrial

holding company. The paper summarizes the principles, features that make the process of tax planning and identified
the possibility of its inclusion in the budgeting system of the industrial holding company.
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