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Skatteverkets utredning angaende Kjells brottslighet, garningsbeskrivning dar
skatteverkets nertecknade automatvapen hot ej ingar i brottsbeskrivningen:

1.

Grovt bokforingsbrott och forsvarande av skattekontroll (grovt brott):

Mellan 2009-2010 bedrev Ekblad naringsverksamhet under foretaget Kjell Import
och Konsulti Ulricehamn. Verksamheten inkluderade internetforsaljning av
Xenonlampor. Skatteverket beslutade att granska verksamheten den 2 juni 2010.
Omséattningen uppgick till 1.628.117 kr ar 2009 och 286.332 kr ar 2010.

Ekblad avsiktligt eller genom grov oaktsamhet underlat att fora korrekt bokforing
for 2009 och 2010, vilket strider mot bokféringslagen (1999:1078). Detta gjorde
det svart att kontrollera verksamheten och skatten korrekt. Grovheten av brotten
ligger i det stora belopp som inte bokfordes.

Lagrum: 11 kap 5 § brottsbalken och 10 § skattebrottslagen (1971:69).

Grovt skattebrott: Senast den 3 maj 2010 har Ekblad avsiktligt eller genom grov
oaktsamhet lamnat felaktiga uppgifter till skatteverketi sin inkomstdeklaration
for inkomstaret 2009 (taxeringsaret 2010). Den felaktiga uppgiften innebar att
Ekblad minskade sin inkomst fran naringsverksamhet for 2009 med minst 815
250 kr. Detta resulterade i att skatt och avgifter undanhélls fran det
allmédnna med totalt 457 730 kr.

Felaktiga mervardesskattedeklarationer: Ekblad har aven ldmnat felaktiga
uppgifter i sina mervardesskattedeklarationer for flera perioder under 2009 och
2010. Han gjorde felaktiga avdrag och redovisade inte utgaende
mervardesskatt, vilket ledde till att merviardesskatt felaktigt aterbetalades
med 116.300 kr och fara for att mervardesskatt undanholls fran det allménna
med 647 250 kr. Totalt 763.550 kr.

Lagrum: 2 och 4 §8 skattebrottslagen (1971:69).

Talan om néringsforbud: Det yrkas att Ekblad alaggs naringsforbud pa grund av
hans grova brott enligt punkt 1 och 2 ovan. Ett tillfalligt naringsforbud vid
domens meddelande begars med hansyn till brottens allvar.

Lagrum: 1, 3, 4 och 10 88 Lag om naringsforbud (1986:436).



TOGETHER WE STAND
FIGHT FOR YOUR RIGHTS

Swedish Tax Agency's Investigation Regarding Kjell's Criminal Activity -
Description of Offenses (not include the automatic weapon threats):

1.

Serious Accounting Offense and Impeding Tax Control (Serious Offense):
Between 2009 and 2010, Ekblad conducted business operations under the
company name Kjell Import and Konsult in Ulricehamn. The business involved
internet sales of Xenon lamps. On June 2, 2010, the Swedish Tax Agency decided
to audit the business. The turnover amounted to SEK 1,628,117 in 2009 and
SEK 286,332 in 2010. Ekblad intentionally or through gross negligence failed to
maintain accurate accounting records for 2009 and 2010, which is in violation of
the Accounting Act (1999:1078). This made it difficult to assess the business and
tax accurately. The seriousness of the offenses lies in the substantial amounts
that were not accounted for.

Legal Basis: Chapter 11, Section 5 of the Swedish Penal Code and Section 10 of
the Tax Crimes Act (1971:69).

Serious Tax Offense: By no later than May 3, 2010, Ekblad intentionally or
through gross negligence provided incorrect information to the Swedish Tax
Agency in his income declaration for the fiscal year 2009 (assessment year
2010). The incorrect information understated Ekblad's income from business
operations for 2009 by at least SEK 815,250. This resulted in taxes and fees
being withheld from the public amounting to a total of SEK 457,730.
Incorrect Value Added Tax (VAT) Declarations: Ekblad also provided incorrect
information in his VAT declarations for various periods in 2009 and 2010.

He made incorrect deductions and did not report outgoing VAT on sales
totalling SEK 116,300. This resulted in incorrect VAT refunds of SEK 116,300
and a risk of VAT evasion amounting to SEK 647,250. In total, SEK 763,550.
Legal Basis: Sections 2 and 4 of the Tax Crimes Act (1971:69).

Application for Business Prohibition: It is requested that Ekblad be subjectto a
business prohibition due to his serious offenses as described in points 1 and 2
above. A temporary business prohibition is requested to be imposed at the time
of sentencing.

Legal Basis: Sections 1, 3, 4, and 10 of the Business Prohibition Act (1986:436).











