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Case No. D3/14

Salaries tax — allowance — dependent brother or dependent sister allowance — whether the
Appellant had sole or dominant care of his elder brother — section 30B of the Inland Revenue
Ordinance (‘the Ordinance’). [Decision in Chinese]

Appeal out of time — whether the Board should extend the time for appeal — the Appellant
failed to put forward any specified or reasonable reason — section 66 and 66(1A) of the Inland
Revenue Ordinance. [Decision in Chinese]

Panel: Chow Wai Shun (chairman), Liu Kin Sing and Kenneth S Y Ng.

Date of hearing: 27 February 2014.
Date of decision: 14 April 2014.

The Appellant claimed that he gave money to his elder brother who lived apart in
the years of assessment 2009/10 and 2010/11. He claimed the dependent brother allowance
in those 2 years of assessment. The Assessor did not accept that the Appellant could claim
the relevant allowance, and assessed tax on such basis. For the year of assessment 2010/11,
the Deputy Commissioner issued a determination (‘the Determination’) to the Appellant on
8 February 2012, rejecting the Appellant’s objection, and informing him that he could lodge
an appeal with the Board in accordance with section 66 of the Ordinance. The Appellant
acknowledged receipt of the Determination on 10 February 2012. Although he did not leave
Hong Kong in that period, the Appellant did not lodge any appeal with the Board within 1
month thereafter. In addition, the Inland Revenue Department sent a letter to the Appellant
on 6 November 2012, revoking the dependent brother allowance given to him. The
Appellant raised an objection on 5 December 2012, and expressly stated that the objection
included the dependent brother allowance for the year of assessment 2010/11. The Inland
Revenue Department then told the Appellant that, since the Deputy Commissioner had
already issued the Determination, the Appellant had to lodge an appeal according to the
Ordinance. The Assessor again told the Appellant on 31 May 2013 that, if the Appellant was
not satisfied with the Determination, he needed to lodge an appeal with the Board. The
Appellant wrote to the Inland Revenue Department on 19 August 2013 trying to lodge an
appeal. The Appellant’s letter was only faxed to the Board on 27 September 2013.

The Appellant alleged that he received the dependent brother allowance for many
years. But he agreed that he did not know, and he did not care whether his siblings supported
his elder brother’s daily needs. His elder brother passed away in April 2011, and he sought
early retirement in May 2011 on personal grounds.
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Held:

Section 66(1A) of the Ordinance stated that the Board would only extend the
time limit for lodging an appeal if an appellant was prevented from doing so
because of illness, or absence from Hong Kong or other reasonable cause.
The word ‘prevented’ means ‘unable to’, which imposed a higher threshold
than a mere excuse (Chow Kwong Fai v CIR [2005] 4 HKLRD 687 applied).

The word ‘prevented’ did not include the situation where the appellant had
sufficient time to give notice of appeal within the 1-month limit, because he
did not do so because of negligence, or delay, or ignorance, or correspondence
with the Inland Revenue Department, or being busy at work, or not knowing
the law (D9/79, IRBRD, vol 1, 354; D11/89, IRBRD, vol 4, 230; D20/06,
(2006-07) IRBRD, vol 21, 442; D55/09, (2009-10) IRBRD, vol 24, 993
applied).

Although the Board could take into account the Appellant’s personal
circumstances and condition, and understand that the Appellant might be
unable to handle his emotions because the matters were petty and annoying,
the Appellant should clearly know that the assessments for the years of
assessment 2009/10 and 2010/11 were separately treated by 31 May 2013 the
latest. For the year of assessment 2010/11, he must lodge his appeal within
1 month thereafter. Therefore, the Appellant’s appeal was still out of time.
He did not put forward any specified or other reasonable reasons under
section 66(1A) of the Ordinance to explain why he was prevented from
lodging the appeal. Hence, the Board did not need to deal with the
substantive appeal (D44/11, (2012-13) IRBRD, vol 27, 18 applied).

There were 2 requirements to be entitled to the dependent brother or
dependent sister allowance under section 30B of the Ordinance. According to
section 30B(3)(a), ‘maintain’ meant the person had sole or predominant care
of the dependent (D10/11, (2011-12) IRBRD, vol 26, 207 applied). This was
a factual issue. The provision of money was not completely irrelevant to
maintenance, but this alone could not be sufficient to show sole or
predominant care of the dependent (Sit Kwok Keung v CIR 5 HKTC 647;
D67/05, (2005-06) IRBRD, vol 20, 929 applied).

Based on the Appellant’s own admission, he could not claim that he solely or
predominantly cared for his elder brother.

The Respondent confirmed that the Appellant’s situation in the year of
assessment 2010/11 did not have much difference when compared with that
of the previous years, and in particular the year of assessment 2009/10.
Although each year of assessment was to be treated separately, the Board
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believed that there could be a alternative ways to process and resolve the
substantive dispute in the present case, which the Appellant would find more
acceptable.

Appeal dismissed.
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Appellant in person.
Ng Sui Ling and Wong Kai Cheong Tony for the Commissioner of Inland Revenue.

404



(2014-15) VOLUME 29 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

£4 %5 D3/14

HaPL - o - A LB B AR - LIRATTRARENHLELK - (BE
61 ( Tim&kpl, ) #30BEK

LR - B0 28T AR EIRIATR — E A KRR B J5 9 A S TR R AR
(BL% %&p1) %66%66(1A)%

ZRa: AMSE (2F) ~ BAEA R R

B B #7 : 201442 4278
#k B : 2014447148

Lk A5 Mt 72009/10 % 2010/11 3R HL 4 £ A 46 T A IE RIAE 89 LK 4% - Lk
AR B N IR B B H AL R T B bbbk AR AL EAE R B0 IR AT BAAF B 48 X 89
FALER - FF B e B IEAL o $2010/1LRBEE M T - HLE A 2 B K T201242H88
mEiRAREERER (TiZAEH ) ) RELIFARN L » H 18 20T RAE % 5 5]
FO6XEENSRE LiF o FIRAA20125£28108 izt g - RAR LIF AR
XABA A EFLEICAZAREZA AR E LK - B4 B F AL
201271168 M LiIFAKRIE » MEL T LEIFAMBEAT L% ZHMM - LiIFAL
2012412 A58 32 Roxd » 3545 B0 R xd L 452010/ 113 Ht 5F FE 6y 4 3 U & 4h 4k % BLER o
BMEATAGLIFALEL -BAAZAKTK B IZAER AT LT ANRIEIZ KB
B o PR EEA20I3F5A318 ARk LiIRALEH 0 EiIR Aotz & BARH
A %R 2Rt B> EIRAT201348A198 2345 A 2R E ik - EIFA
15201349 A2TA 1A E R R & o

LIFAF A S FRERAF AR LD LR RN - 21 F TR %08 - TR

BRI P HRA TN ARRBATHE - LK T2011F48 B > Mtk A
2011454 B fo AFE 42 FRAK o

Rk :
1. ZEBIFO(LAFITHEN AR MERAZRRER  AEF AL

ARG mkERBERE Eik o A TEKEIRBAMR - P T kbe

405



(2014-15) VOLUME 29 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

— A T REEE] ) PT R R IE R — At o (3] A Chow Kwong
Fai v CIR [2005] 4 HKLRD 687 ) -

2. TREE ) — AR QELIFARLSH LB TAAELNA AR A & B
_J:_‘Lﬁ']@%ﬂ:h 494tb.LFnL S gk}éi% N gii:%‘j N &i’%ﬁi%}%ﬁ/fg N ES(A—I‘
VEE e~ R R ™A A #F (3] ADY/79, IRBRD, vol 1, 354; D11/89,
IRBRD, vol 4, 230; D20/06, (2006-07) IRBRD, vol 21, 442; D55/09,
(2009-10) IRBRD, vol 24, 993) -

3. EBARERSTMAREIFAGNALERRA RS LR ATHRERFHE
B R R G R T T ERFEY% 2 Lk AR TF20134£5A318 &%
3 4o 38 2009/10 & 2010/11 % AR AL 4 B e i LT TR 3L 0 FF L FE o Fh
2010/ 11 M EHE M T » e MTHEMINA NG EZ R SR E LiF o AF
A B AG) EiRi@ AR BT ER o IR R 3 % K] 5 66(1A) & 45 BA =,
ESERE > B RERE LK - Btk RRA AL FRIELMAKLIF
( 2] FD44/11, (2012-13) IRBRD, vol 27,18 ) -

4. HEBIFI0BEB T AT bk RAA AN ER - TR R HK
F . RIEEIBR)@)F > "HE LEET "RAKEHKE A
A (3] BD10/11, (2011-12) IRBRD, vol 26,207 ) X & — M E L ey 4Rk o
SERMERSRAFELA XL EEEISRIUMR BAREN
AR AN REER K $.5 5 B K 5 HKTC 647; D67/05, (2005-06)
IRBRD, vol 20, 929) -

5, ATLIKFABTHAIA HFRESHECTRIRENKAILEK -

6. ZHMAHIALIFAL0W/IIRMFEHOBEALSZNFE » LER
2009/10 R M AFELLREBF L EARE - BRFNREMFE IR LT -
fBRERNSMERE LT EREBEREREYEZEREFD RS EIFA
S BLIRAR ©

LIERE
EEEE

Chow Kwong Fai v CIR [2005] 4 HKLRD 687
D9/79, IRBRD, vol 1, 354

D11/89, IRBRD, vol 4, 230

D20/06, (2006-07) IRBRD, vol 21, 442
D55/09, (2009-10) IRBRD, vol 24, 993
D44/11, (2012-13) IRBRD, vol 27, 18

406



(2014-15) VOLUME 29 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

D10/11, (2011-12) IRBRD, vol 26, 207
Sit Kwok Keung v CIR 5 HKTC 647
D67/05, (2005-06) IRBRD, vol 20, 929

LIRAEB BB -
ZBREBBEREMSHAHKE BB -

H B

1. FiFARIHBE B m ik B ey 2010/11 R HL4E B 3 ARBLIEH  BLE B 8l
BET201242A 8845 HEEH » MELFARS K © EIFAZRE EiF -
2. BRARARER 2B RZRAG LIFABBEHRANEEORF - ik AR
Frigteha) ) B » SLEVEEFRARE AEFFEGEAME - LIRARKAR T L4E
e RERSADRBE » st EIFAGARE > HBEL  RHELEHL -

wWet ik

VES X

3. BEERSPICHELHLZFRNF THIRATIRRGFE XHHE > K
EZRABREERNERTERT LR A X EEL T ¢

(1) #FmalmKkT 201242488k LikAKE EiiagrEH - i
REPER —HTEK (BEEH) £ 66 FAXTHERSRE L
WERGEH > A SR FHFAFL LIFANE IR -

(2) AR FRAAT 201242 A 10 B 3 Lif AL EHIKE -

() HELEiIFAETF2012F2 A 98B EMEAHHRIFA x4 3 H 2010/11
FREF LRI R FETAH > S mT 20124 2 4 28
AREE LY RRCEHRAES  FEP S LIRATR S5
Keykg » T (BEEHB) & 66K ABACHERLELIFAL
— AR mERERRRE ik o

(4) WIEABEEGFLAREGHIE  LIFAT2012427108 % 3 A 10
B (BPEifARZERSRE LRy —NAMRG B HE ) 8 - H#
KB AL -

(5) MEEREAEWE LIFAMRIFMEE2012F7T A 9B 24 = 5 >

407



(2014-15) VOLUME 29 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

1)

(12)

F 2012 % 11 A 6 B & Eifk A% 2009/10 3R HL 4 B 3 Fe L AN ho T
BB WL T LI AGBE R U B bk AR o LK AT 2012
#1285 BRER A IFRABAR K BB LT L
T ¥ iF kRt 2009 £ 2011 #L3 &35 = 2009-2010 4 % 5L % % HLAR
2010-2011 4 % 5L R ALER | ©

%A T 201343 A 8 8 ® & LikA s Eif AR 2010/11 3 4L
EREIIH CBERRZAZH FEEE T A LikHRTE -
WwERAELRFARALGEES - OUHEER FAEFAREWELSER
B L REAI T AT RELEF  ERETEFELEKEY LR
BauehEATR o

LiIFAT 2013F3 A 158 E8.%5 A - A X Rxt 2010/11 R HLF
FEAiRHL 0 EIRAFEARE (31 S48, » 8RB TRIBAENE
] > Bl Cid et o TR E R RGBSR G ReFiEe o @ B4R
HARAIEWER o« FiE4iR > T A Y > RN ARAAZTIFE LS A
BLIR > MARAGIRFEN |

M5BT 20134545858 LifA » 3 2010/11 i #L 4 B iR HL -
BRRRZAEED  HEREFAWRREZZEED » Tk (HE
Z61) 66 % ARARPREREIRAE—TAN  qlkxehEk
NemIEHRE R » EH Lk M EIFAEMERIER LifIEd -
DEERRERRATHEMNLER -

#%5 AT 2013 F5 8 20 8 % & 2009/10 F A% 3T #F Bt & B HLi8 4o
B EMAT LIFAK RFBEM ARk LA - LiFABRE
%f5 » F 201345 A 29 AR AH S A XA - RTFIAANE AR
B A 3 o Bk 2010/11 3R B4 4F B 64 ROk 3E o

PIFRLE/ET 20134 5 8 31 B & & ik A 0 % 2010/11 iR £L 4 B i
#oRCREFAYRITE BiZET R BE5HRESLITFH - L
AR ER SR E EiF -

TiFAT 2013458 H 19 B EEHMEH  MRERTFHENS -
SERAREASPIEHFAL BB REL T 2013594 258
Rk EiRA > FEFE RSB HEL A ~ I 0T 8] R E B
YEFAR o

LiRAGIFHEIET 201359 A 27 B BEAL G - iFRLEAEF LiFA

20134 88 19 B EHEAELLIRA LIFABISEHEEE SR
RaPiehEL o

408



(2014-15) VOLUME 29 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

FEHXEEF > ERENGDH
4. (BLE5&B) % 66 KME

") FETA (FFLERA) 4o EXTHESTIFHAE L F IR XL+ (2.5
KAEZEIZITR XTI RG GZARE N » WFEA T—

@ ZEHKGFHEALER]AZEGRFEGLLRER
64(4) FEXAARAREL NAA 7 &

(b) #ZALSREFZANHKEF ZRARA » F 8 & By A3
e G AT W S S Rl o A
FREFBIEK L - F I A7 KGR 5)RE ] AT by
S FELHALF G AR — 1 LIREG LS - FHTF KR
FE o i

5. (B & H1) % 66(1A) K XM A :

"o T RN ILIRA R THA T B H A TE B by 7 A GE AR
FQ) @) HAM L A L fiE Fo T JFIRIEF(L) K& B _E 5728 4o 69 81 )] ZE K
EFEFUNELGIHIR -

6. WARERTF 2012 £ 2 A 10 B R EIRAS FWE - B (LS K6)
# 66(1)(@)% » EiIRAAT AT R A4S 1 NAREE Lk B 2012 4 3 A
10 B K2 # °

7. #m o ZRARICTF 20134 9 A 27 B 4k E Lk A LifEsD » &
w bR E AR 1844 -

8. AERRREERANR LIFHMR

9. ($5%61) F (LA FCHERRARKTFER R AMEFTATEKE

AR S 2012 -2 A 10823 A 108 H#/E » LiIFAXRABELS -

10. 12 L ik 2 % 5] Chow Kwong Fai v CIR [2005] 4 HKLRD 687 #F » #afi A i
BM3MAARE LIF > FARAIRMET AR LR WA FFE BMEFLHFLES -
HiER LifEE —H B R o BIFERE LiFAMN LI -

409



(2014-15) VOLUME 29 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

(1) LRl EKAEZETIEN MHRARIERMEEL SER GEM”
REETF AR E Lik o m " kae | —ia A4 T Raew®
e RKeFERZ BB - FBRFER e TF -

*20. In my opinion, while a liberal interpretation must be given to the
word “prevented”..., it should be best understood to bear the
meaning of the term “ % 4£” in the Chinese language version of
the subsection. ... The term means “unable to”. The choice of this
meaning not only has the advantage of reconciling the version in
the two languages, if any reconciliation is needed, but also
provides a less stringent test than the word ““prevent”. On the
other hand, ““unable to” imposes a higher threshold than a mere
excuse and would appear to give proper effect to the rigour of time
limit imposed by a taxation statute...’
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“46. If there is a reasonable cause and because of that reason an
appellant does not file the notice of appeal within time, then he has
satisfied the requirement... It is not necessary to put a gloss on the
word ‘prevent’ in its interpretation. If an appellant does not file
the notice of appeal within time because of that reasonable cause,
then it must be the reasonable cause which has ‘prevented’ him
from complying with the time requirement.’
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“45. ... Any misunderstanding on the part of the appellant... must be a
unilateral mistake on his part. Such a mistake cannot be properly
described as a reasonable cause which prevented him from
lodging the notice of appeal within time.’
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‘ The word “prevented”, as we see it, is opposed to a situation where an
appellant is able to give notice but has failed to do so. In our view, therefore,
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neither laches nor ignorance of one’s rights or of the steps to be taken is a
ground upon which an extension may be granted.’
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* [A]n extension of time can only be granted where the Taxpayer has been
“prevented”” from giving notice of appeal within the prescribed period of one
month. In this case, it cannot be said that the Taxpayer was prevented from
appealing. He could well have appealed within the time prescribed. He was
in no way prevented from so doing by the fact that he did not have evidence to
prove his case.

Furthermore, even if he had been prevented, he had no reasonable excuse
because he had had more than sufficient time to put his house in order.’
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purposes of this section... a brother or sister of the person... is only treated as maintained by
the person...if, at any time during the year, the person... had sole or predominant care of the
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‘ It seems to us, however, that the wording of sub-section (2)(b) suggests that
financial contribution to maintenance and education is not irrelevant.’
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