Plan says "AI" - that leads to a nightmare of definitional considerations, leads to millions of new entities the government will go bankrupt trying to find
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First, from an effectiveness standpoint, the authors believe that proposals that are dependent on defining AI/robots would lead to a compliance nightmare and even if this hurdle is overcome, governments will find it extremely difficult to enforce the collection of such taxes. For example, if more than 10 million self-driven autonomous vehicles enter into the market (e.g. US market) then, under the proposals that deal with taxing AI/robots as independent taxable subjects or deeming a notional salary in the hands of the owner, we would have to assess taxes with respect to 10 million new taxpayers. In this regard, it could well be possible that owners would be tempted to not disclose the ownership of AI/robots on their tax return. Also, it could be difficult for the tax administration to carry out an audit to understand whether or not a taxpayer uses AI/robots or whether or not an AI/robot is autonomous. Thus, tax collection and control could be a challenge. 
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