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(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)
Case No. D7/21

Profits tax — whether the profit from the sale of the property was capital in nature — whether
the intention to sell the asset was for profit or for long term investment — whether the asset
was an investment item [Decision in Chinese]

Panel: Elaine Liu Yuk Ling (chairman), Lee Hong Yee, Connie and Yeung Chung Chiu.

Date of hearing: 24 November 2020.
Date of decision: 20 August 2021.

The Appellant appealed against the Profits Tax and Additional Tax Assessment
for the year of assessment. In the year of assessment, the appellant sold 13 properties and
there were only 5 properties (‘the said properties’) related to the present appeal. The
Appellant claimed that the said properties were used for rental purposes, therefore the profits
was capital in nature. The Commissioner rejected the claim of the Appellant and also found
that the Appellant has failed to report some rental income received from the said properties.
The Commissioner therefore imposed profits tax and additional tax on the said properties.

Held:

1.

In determining whether the taxpayer was trading at the time of acquisition
of asset so that the profits received would have to pay profits tax, it was
required to consider whether the intention at the time of acquisition of the
asset was to dispose at a profit or as permanent investment. If it was
permanent investment, no matter the taxpayer sold at profits or at a loss, it
does not involve the operation of trading. However if the intention was to
obtain profits from resale, it was trading and would have to pay tax for the
profits obtained. One asset could not be trading stock and permanent
investment. It also could not have indeterminate status which was neither
trading stock nor permanent asset. (Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in
liquidation) and Others v Commissioners of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461
followed)

Whether or not an asset was an investment item is a question of fact. It did
not have any single test to find the answer. The claimed intention of the
taxpayer was one of the considerations but was not decisive. The intention
to trade could not be subjectively determined. It must rely on the whole
evidence and circumstances to determine. Single and one odd transaction
could be business nature investment activities. It depended on all the facts
and circumstances of the case and the interaction between various factors
present. (All Best Wishes Limited v CIR [1992] 3 HKTC 750; Lee Yee

372

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

Shing v CIR [2008] 3 HKLRD 51; Marson (HM Inspector of Taxes v
Morton and Others 59 TC 381; Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in
liquidation) and Others v Commissioners of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461 and
Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in liquidation) and Others v
Commissioners of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461 followed)

3. The Board rejected the claim of the Appellant that the purchase and the sale
of the said properties were upon the request of the property agent to increase
the sales and purchase transactions. Before the Appellant sold other
properties, the Appellant already had the intention to sell all or part of the
said properties for profits. The Appellant failed to prove that the profits tax
from the sale of the said properties was inappropriate or excessive.

Appeal dismissed.
Cases referred to:

Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in liquidation) and Others v Commissioners
of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461

All Best Wishes Limited v Commissioners of Inland Revenue [1992] 3 HKTC 750

Lee Yee Shing v Commissioners of Inland Revenue [2008] 3 HKLRD 51

Marson (HM Inspector of Taxes v Morton and Others 59 TC 381

Appellant in person.
Lo Hok Leung, Dickson, Fung Chi Keung and Ho Lut Him, for the Commissioner of Inland
Revenue.

373

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

X %mF D121

FIER - P LA EE T AR F-LAEH LT B £ A

T LT T TR
£ FEE (AR) F2 2 HEP
Bl p#p 12020 110 24 ¢

N pHE 2021 8% 20 0P

g a ;%,f;ﬁj} ;;14} %EJ_%E; MA AN a %%Qz}—égﬂyl%ﬁm/_— Lﬁu_ iF oo
r

AR ER L FAEFN I3 F 0T L s AT RApX ch R B¢ T S (T
Pl Yo PR AL minT Mg Arkan (Faiger ik > HJRA ’ﬁ‘*h‘ r{ o SEFL A E R
By rir A g f:_;} MR A BRINA R P E P hfE & T~ a1I—$;g'|_@‘_@

W i A TRk E RJIEROERE ) A ,g%mﬂ%wf—ﬁm °

AR

Lo BARApE AT IMET G 4?—w4%’*mﬁ%WJmﬂﬁ
FAGTERM R RPAR T XFTAHDRLELS LT ST

F ~ Pre FiT 4 ’\’#»p o g = \/;},\ v R oL AR A t_:",’gth:},\‘ﬁ?

Iﬁﬂwﬂ'} ‘5#}5’"# %,ﬁi*ﬁmtflvoﬂ?-&r&&‘]q\%%&‘]? » Jg

T %% - f”?i,“é;’ﬁ’i*“rfg? R E R o - R T A

/P“\Paﬁ“\ Pf’ﬁ%"’é‘;.‘)a%f&::\m,uc*,“Ppa'p—jq\ik“‘g“

agEE R b A 2 (4 4 Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in

liguidation) and Others v Commissioners of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461 ) o

2. ~MEFEFRIRFAD 0 A S E R AL H LG H - Pl

FREFR A THRDOL AL ch- S T RTFF > m AL

Moo % A LR Fle A E AL bR @ £ 0 kR GV ESE

ol m R AN E - - K b L T o 4 R i

FoFPAT ARG REREFR O NE TR F R mﬁwﬁ i

( % % All Best Wishes Limited v CIR [1992] 3 HKTC 750 - Lee Yee Shing

v CIR [2008] 3 HKLRD 51 > Marson (HM Inspector of Taxes v Morton and

Others 59 TC 381 > Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in liquidation) and
Others v Commissioners of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461 ) o

374

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

3. A [ £AEGLTAFTHRIAed Bo%ge 7 R R P R E R
R R L - 1L R RSP LRI S IR S E S
%KAQ\I,('P‘]? r‘r]&';{]o"';ﬁ‘/ké\ﬂb;iﬂ’iﬁ}qlg;;}-ﬂ]H_l__;_‘r_ mr/g‘? %E

&g F e

Lionel Simmons Properties Limited (in liquidation) and Others v Commissioners
of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461

All Best Wishes Limited v Commissioners of Inland Revenue [1992] 3 HKTC 750

Lee Yee Shing v Commissioners of Inland Revenue [2008] 3 HKLRD 51

Marson (HM Inspector of Taxes v Morton and Others 59 TC 381

1. For At S B Rl kX7 2020267 3P ,T* 5 4 2013/14 %2 2014/15%
ERAERERE A X L kfA 4mI-7f;:m,——<L( DR o Tz d DI iro

2. 52009# 20158 @ > i A F iEN Y134 0T E HY 3L F0
'5)L'}AJL4E{‘7;ILHJ 0_5%!15‘7}{1:‘\11‘]@\._ EI”«‘}””” (|—1/1 Iﬁv]L”” J)";/l In
pealdad 1R A H G o LT

(1) #%2013/2014i%fc & B g 4 (7§~ mgpa )

(a) L# v By (TBH I )= 2010# 128 7 1,680,000 %14 » -
200134 1138 7 2,450,000 & ) ; %

(b) D v C# a(TCH a1 )= 2011 2% + 1,530,000 % F§ » -
= 20134 2% 7 1,910,000~ & ) -

(2) % 2014201550 % B e 1% (T 5 = mpe 0 )
(a) D¥ vE# u(TE4 a1 )= 20124 23 + 1,478,000 % 5 ~ >

T 2014# 121 7 2,418,000~ &

375

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

(b) D¥ vF& u ("F4 0 )7 2013& »2 % + 1,538,000~ 7 » »
< 2014# 123 71,938,000~ & 1) 5 %

(c) D¥ vG¥ u("Gi )= 2012& 11k + 1,688,000~ 7 » >
< 2015# 12%2,263,000~ & ) -

3. LR A TR EA TSI M N0 iFdget g HILRELE AP
Foods A on B Fa L 4o

(1) Bjdr:3@d 4 9 #09Dy v > FART T
(2) CHa:md g

() B d o FUfeGipl i LAB SR 8GR K
*3 > *f——r;@@‘—‘mk\ TaEE 59 > %qu*p A o
4. PERRAE R RGP TA N TR e R EA AP o SR
LURR IV R By Al SCHdbfeFde U de £ T 0 AFfe A imike b or A 1E112013/14
% 2014/15%F & BRI @ FEHE 4 4 L feih bl o

5_ Ji&&@gﬁ%(ﬁﬂ’y;)#9[\?_ﬁ )1’ '{;}‘{_F\’wd_r-g—nb;_‘Ld
t‘l—i—#\]f’r]]}( ;

6. bR Ak A g s B R S2013/14E BB S 77,699 % e SR A
% By 2014/15% A i 204,544 % g SR A o

WX E ez R

7. A (4 A6]) %684) A2 > Fir A G BIE] EAER A} rAr
R LA TR R S X

8. (f4 £61) %14 AT FIERDEITT 40T !
rﬁ%ji[}/fﬁ‘%i”/’rb/irfa4,f_§,j§<,jf§‘/irafi~—; Y/

i AL [T f NN G FERERBRALTIE b F X AR T BE
AL G BT R B A r‘”"f,f’mf///i_ff ) s Y GE

w7 4# P iR F L E BE kA R T
77 e
9. (B4 5060) $2() AT 7l - R 4 T 2425 — 700 2 )

_»/_/'y/’":'-'gé’j,:—:’: 4"/4"{:77”’7'/5%# z%;}'l?’_ﬂJ

376

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

10. AT PRATIFAMEAT ELZF - A2 L Fla @ ol
%,Q»,F\'"'Tx—'fﬁﬁ ]ﬁ‘:‘-,"}imq-‘xh F'y:"- P X p Pl ah r‘]{%%‘ﬁ:}i r‘],? ~Fres F_ir A
ARAPT odolg T RARFT AL GPRA BN ERFTAP {jﬁ]ﬁ% How FHE A
Lotz e ded AR TII B B =TI o 6 R0 LA 04
—WE AT sbﬂ?’ﬁig WFEFERFATFA AT R Ly Ak anky Tk A
LM F AT AT o (Llonel Simmons Properties Limited (in liquidation) and
Others v Commissioners of Inland Revenue 53 TC 461 )

11. —IﬂpK J T HFIEP 0 B - S E LA Bk E - R

FHREFE GRATIOE r]a’d P A RTFF oAl g o AR
T EL A E AL rrJ,J',J‘*r v @ A I;a‘fiﬁgn}mwis}ﬁfr' Rk I M o H — ~—
M2 58 7 a4 z]“} s 0 F BT /‘%mhﬁ-y ETLEFRUE G
F|& 2 |3 ejp 3 Bivd o (All Best Wishes Limited v CIR [1992] 3 HKTC 750 - Lee Yee
Shing v CIR [2008] 3 HKLRD 51 » Marson (HM Inspector of Taxes v Morton and Others
59 TC 381  Lionel Simmons * 4=t )

_q\,\ \\'&
)\

FF R ek 2 P

12. b AT H Y irid e PR e B FF L AT R AR ;g“
— B A E e RRAR TR A Gk R R D o b ir AR ] E S ||
BRI T PRI Hp I 5 A% 5 X B R B e R LB o

13. FORAR FAL T R - B IR iR o HOZ s b T B A )
L% - mp b H g B FL DR Y e IRGLE B RIDE Y gl

14 FRABA TR PT R BT R FREREF D 2
Wx P AR RHRILERF d BT SR GE G RS e T
NBEF - 2pd o bip A ex FR NS - 2R FlE e F & BRTE
AR 0 T PRI HP A o ke L F AL S AR R o

15. g A FERALA —41—12014 FW o e A BEAEDR Y o

2
=9
FIhJLE A o F ARG o F g ] H#ﬂ' ZE o FirAfeAR S LT R
B oH S gAY ’znfh;r\::*H)p» Mo dode b A Y p g TR R 0 e e
EAFTRENSA F o BB BENEE - 255 LGP I HP I > A7 de ik
Pric e B ASEH o b 22014867 P ¥ UPg T HY 5 42015E57 Jokt o« Hix
WE D dedh R F 174255 > PR A HER R Aer mE R Y o
16. PR A FARAL S fed LA e E R R XTI TR T
BB cAR S S P %3097 2§ BRALATF ST oA P I RFEPE
*E & i*‘i“ﬂfﬁ’ FASHMIATLEG o DO JTEMH AL EH A 22T
.Qa\zzr PlgEd > BV LBE Y - A+ AR R o

377

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

1r. FAFAX FHYMI L LML FE B P AR ek FAL LS
S fo dFIE P RNIER e L S R o

18. _%4wf%%% BT AP HF ARG

Toe M DT AIRE B ERAL K o

—=\
[
=)
=

4
Ny
T

B PR chphp

19 EPEARAT T hIA 2 A LR A L BT D e (T A Y
E F] o

20. g A B 2009 a&;, LECRTIAE W REE | AN e M v - S = s R )
g Rordeh- (PP NI ESH e - B 5 - BRI F NS
fp L%;zﬁﬁm&ﬂ‘ﬁ°

21. Fwﬁ—/\@‘&i}.ﬁa*%i}:—tE#wll"erme‘f R o e e Hp A ;gu—ﬁﬁ“f’k

N /‘;}7»11 M—rff,’rr]«f /]j__"’ra ‘111’-%m, g A gt //\F#EP“F}’I g A "T%P;}{t
¥ 7 FELAFHEPIT % - B g B o5 W PIT R - Bl 2§ b A /‘#ﬁ_llﬂ’}rﬂ,g)
FIRART o IR ‘%El’j’ﬂrg’m;} EACIRS S iR S %ﬁf%%ﬂﬁﬁdﬁi—ﬂdﬁiﬁé °

22. FORAF R T F o R E LS - m LA BRSO o
FEMG TR 3 X PNt g 2 Fedh ke T
¥ - B ¥ mpa
B Il Cs E4 F4- a0 G v
i fe 7,000 x 12; 6,200~ x 17, 6,300~ 6,600~ 6,500~
7,300~ x 12; 7,000~ x5
7,800~ x 10;
A dpd 01-11-2010 — 08-10-2011 — 02-2013 25-02-2014 - 09-11-2013 - 18-05-2014 —
11-09-2013 (6,200+2) 03-03-2015 09-07-2014 28-02-2015
16-03-2013 — 15-08-2013
(7,000 )
- #a 53234(H 5F 3,391~ 7,655~ 7,966 =~ 5,095~
i @ 94,400 7)
23. urdmpﬁvm,ﬁ Twﬂhmﬂ$ﬁ%iuﬁﬁﬁ%p#iz’
FaLgs Z 2 e e » P2 T it om @ Fagk AR R - bl Rk 2

ﬂﬁqm¢¢ﬂ VRE o et o PR A ek T B KB G p A PR B AL R £ e oW
z@#m@'~£ﬁﬂ’a%#iw$$£3“:£#£°

24, FRAT AP FAFE A RARFNIREFENE S D B
FPRABA TR AER 2SN AR RS RE o D RT3
EAELRH AR o M o B E AL T T S EAL

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

ARk AA NEF D BN oH S PR A TR RS D g R FlE A
P Hir O o T#I—Avtj_:%&isr Bofie BPEAAL FIEA G Hemmra ’%.Pu&a' L A
2rUFEHARDRTF] ZLE AT RB RN DEPRFILTT

25. oo FigAFHNEE - 2 0hE- S RF] T TR xp A
A R A “%H#T«ffif’\%?’-;ebyizli-i?a"‘@am:@ EHEE T
C LG RMEL B AYHRT R ATI R BN Rk II e 5RL
37 F

LA oA TR AN E YD BN G R P > BT o

26. h’?&’d'fr Rh- A I N[ S L M ﬁf;{iﬁjﬁ%«ff
&7 > Hi I & Ai4&§’*%i°gi’K4 FALE T PR A A 5]T2014£3 0
31p 22014#47% 1p 23 U228 % = 24 17 FFH I 2 G dl > H ¥ A2014#57 7
PHRBGHF N E RHE N o d H P T 201485 8 X 8 > Fig A g A2014#6
TR A BT S AP T HP O o Fr il bR A R Al AR T AREY T U
Hf=llm s 2 %2328 5 - 2l ¢ chilate 2 % 3 & Ren @ ih o Fpb 5 1 gk #F
P FAZREREFTEANIHSP LA A2 B 5 2F 0> 72T o

27. g’.’v},L1)’T/\¢§ #wlliklaAi“-&éAr.r.H°7“3j’H4';’i'.'—
HATAL D B Ar s bR A g Hip Al 4R oifu”“ ’%WQF’]E’LH#%”" g
PollessliE > R AT o Abdele o PR A AN E R B S A HP A
B NI T K D » HALIRE koo

>
~

Iy |k
1y )h-
Iy T‘.ﬁ"\mL

28. PLH s BPRA N R A AR ETIRE kG F D 2p 0
pE 2 X o= f ’_‘é%x%;ping ,}Lﬂumll#_]_kl‘ét»,}tpubaiajm/*u 0
BOH R G bl AR RA TS AR R o 1T AR B D e e
* oo iy gRG £ F 4 fE(badges of trade) v Fon PR A X PRYL F o mpeal > H 4T

i & 59

29. I X Ega LY & iR u;rtu;gff—:n— >3 XGHF N 1iE 4
k73,120 chs £ v ’ijtqa A fiEH v fiiiﬂﬂg-@%”ﬁm—ixm-’uriigﬁo
Fpb o b ARG R EHBEF E o EP A ERERIL R o

iﬁ e

30. AEf AR AT X TR FAfoFR o R EPEL I oA
31, AEF L2 ARG LA FHNIfN G E S LR R &

Ij'l‘r‘ﬁ_ﬁ‘}\’ig—éciiig, °

379

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



32.
L AERGL BT LR A AT HP I e g

(2021-22) VOLUME 36 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS
(PUBLISHED IN NOVEMBER 2022)

IR A AP H L E 02 g E A R

- M
e
B2
S
I
IR
¥
o
et

2 F AN

33.

RGO R B = e o R S e SR R A

CEEET TR

34.

FE b hEf L AT W R RIS Bk

380

Verified Copy Last reviewed date: October 2022



