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Case No. D25/12

Extension of time — process of transmission — sections 58, 66(1) and 66(1A) of the Inland
Revenue Ordinance. [Decision in Chinese]

Salaries tax — unfair taxation law — sections 8(1)(a), 9(1)(a), 12(1), 12B(1), 26B, 26C, 30
and 68(4) of the Inland Revenue Ordinance. [Decision in Chinese]

Panel: Chow Wai Shun (chairman), Kenneth S 'Y Ng and Yeung Eirene.

Date of hearing: 28 May 2012.
Date of decision: 21 August 2012.

The Appellant raised objection to the salaries tax assessment for the year of
assessment 2004/05 by the Inland Revenue Department by reason that the taxation law was
unfair and that she should be given tax concessions and exemptions when she had
difficulties in securing a job as well as education allowance, donation eligible for tax
deduction, dependent parent and housing allowance. The Revenue sent the determination
by registered post to the Appellant on 23 July 2007 but it was not successful. The Revenue
sent the determination again by ordinary post to the Appellant on 20 August 2007 and
subsequently did not have any record of return of the determination. On 14 October 2011
the Appellant by email to the Clerk to the Board gave notice of her appeal against the
determination and because of the size of her file it was only wholly received on
19 October 2011.

Held:

1.  As the determination was initially sent by registered post and the date of
delivery was not clear, the Board could not therefore determine an earlier
time for ‘the completion of the process of transmission’. In any event the
notice was subsequently mailed to the Appellant again and the latest date for
the completion of the process of transmission should be 23 August 2007.
The Board only received the notice of appeal on 14 October 2011 and all the
appeal documents required by the legislation on 19 October. Even if the
email system of the Office of the Clerk to the Board were to be blamed for the
delay, the appeal is more than 4 years out of time. The Board finds the
Appellant’s appeal out of time and is not satisfied that the Appellant had any
grounds as provided in the legislation or reasonable cause preventing her
from giving her notice of appeal in time. The Board accordingly refuses to
exercise the power given to it under the IRO for extension of time.
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2.  The Board does not accept the Appellant’s grounds of appeal or her tenuous
evidence and dismisses her appeal.

Appeal dismissed.
Cases referred to:

D2/04, IRBRD, vol 19, 76

D20/06, (2006-07) IRBRD, vol 21, 442

Chan Chun Chuen v CIR, CACV 113/2011
D67/06, (2006-07) IRBRD, vol 21, 1188
Chow Kwong Fai v CIR [2005] 4 HKLRD 687

Taxpayer in person.
Chan Siu Ying Shirley and Yau Yuen Chun for the Commissioner of Inland Revenue.
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D67/06, (2006-07) IRBRD, vol 21, 1188 -
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* The question is whether those words mean that the intended appellant has one
month from the date when the process of transmission begins (that is, when the
Commissioner despatched his determination), or whether he has the one
month period after the process of transmission has been completed. In our
view, the latter meaning is more consonant with the legislative intention. ...
We should observe that the end of the process of transmission does not depend
upon whether the determination has physically reached the recipient. The
process of transmission would normally end when the determination reaches
the address that it was sent to.’

TR A G R E T & ] 215D20/06 K 2435 A -

15. L ikskBE-F Chan Chun Chuenv CIR — % » #A £ (#HE£6) % 58(2)
RS8R &ty B A XA  MEAH A KT AGRHAR S & Hidfo » FHAMPANRSE
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“2)

3)

... Section 58(2) is the governing provision of giving notice by way of
postal service. Once it is invoked the Commissioner does not need to
show further that the notice had ‘actually’ come to the knowledge of the
taxpayer. This is because, first, the very fact that a mode of service other
than personal service is permitted, is by itself an indication that service
will be completed when the requirements stipulated for service have
been fulfilled. Although section 58(2) does not use words that postal
service ‘shall be deemed to be service’, the wording in that section
clearly carries that meaning. See Deputy Commissioner of Taxation v
Taylor [1983] 2 NSWLR 139 at 143... once the document was properly
served under section 58(2), actual notice was treated to have been given
to the taxpayer. It is then up to the taxpayer to ensure that the document
which he had chosen to be sent to a specified address would be brought
to his attention.

... section 58(3) merely provides the rebuttable presumption on the time
that the notice sent by post is deemed to have been served, namely, on the
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day succeeding the date on which the notice would have been received in
the ordinary course by post. Even if the notice is not received by that
presumed time or at all, nonetheless it is deemed to have been served.
See D 135/02 (2003) 18 IRBRD 231 at paragraph 10 and R v County of
London Quarter Sessions Appeals Committee, ex p Rossi [1956] 1 QB
682 at 700...

4) ... the Commissioner’s duty is discharged by choosing any one of the
methods of service under section 58(2) because each one is equally
lawful and effective. There is no issue of minimum compliance...

5) ... Under the statutory framework there is no requirement to serve on all
the known addresses of the taxpayer. The taxpayer’s right is further
protected because he has the right under section 51(8) to choose which
address he wishes the notices from the IRD to be sent to him. ...

16. RAEH R 2~ £ 5] D67/06 » F-oRdf LA F ot N TAFREZX ALK -
17. FifsE T Chow Kwong Fai v CIR — % » stF (#.% % #1) % 66(1A)
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AE o T kgE, BARA prevented , —F 5 o 2 E L EK
ERREEH — INEFES % o #EHX H)13 77 F4o T -

... the word ““prevented”” used in s. 66(1A)... should best be understood
to bear the meaning of the term ““ % £ in the Chinese language version

of the subsection...The term means ““unable to”” ... [which] provides a
less stringent test than the word “prevented”. On the other hand,
“unable to”” imposes a higher threshold than a mere excuse...’

() HHAEG TR » FHAEKEFERE) S FEHE , - fFEH
77Tt T -

... 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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2R ¢ N8 R JE R X % E4E(Corporate Development &
Relationship Officer)
ZEHE : 20044418 22005414228
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F& 2004/05 3 HLEE AN HIAFIRBLE L - LI AR E A5 FF
AT 00 3B B A 265,237 7T o LiRAF IR A IR E LR B
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¥4 MR | AR | HAe 7 B J& R Egl g
4 | BA ¥ il IR AR A 7 B
frikterk | B
(i) (i) (iii) (iv) (V)* (vi)+ (vii)#
7T 7T 7T 7T 7T 7T 7T
200444 A 25,000 25,000 1,000 | 24,000
200445 A 25,000 25,000 1,000 | 24,000
200446 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
200447 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
200448 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
200449 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
2004410 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
2004411 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
2004412 A 25,375 25,375 1,000 | 24,375
200541 A 18,008 | 30,000 | 25,375 | 4,229 | 77,612 1,000 | 76,612
B 245,633 | 30,000 | 25,375 | 4,229 | 305,237 10,000 | 295,237
*(v) = (D)F(i)+(ii)+(iv)
+(vi):  EIRAUE R & @ RRE AR
#(vil) = (v)-(vi)
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(1)

()

(3)

E -

#1450 < 2> F (unfairness of the taxation law) & /% 7 kb 69 4~ & 384 b,
&k 22 3 43, (the inflexibility of the tax assessment towards [her] case) ;

FTIHRAAERL Y BBIEE - KL TH S E RS £ (tax
deductions and tax [refund] ; tax concessions and exemptions) ;

FIRARTHRHEGEN BE HAXEREEFBRF0R
(education allowance, charity, dependent parent, housing allowance) -
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X 4ot s MR Eif AL ZIRBE B G RIFHAL - JumARIEE 12(1)(@) & (b) &t de
PRI B B ATATE) 25% o sbsh o (HLEFpB1) F 26B(Q K EK > A HISLIRATIE G40
RIREFERGEMA > FAUREHAOEKARBEF L TRAELEFERRAHKANE
RF A KN THIERA XFOERLT » FTEHFERork -

3L MANRYFUME » (BLF5EH) FO5IMOERAEIXTRBEAXEFL
AR o (BEEB]) % 30 EMT BT Ao AT IRALEFE AR 3R i% A8 XK A -
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SRMZIR AR B LR Y KB ARE R E%HitHE A 1,000
T XA A TMIE X B A > HRAE B TAEAT 8 2B AR IE o

() RBEEM-—RZ(BEFH) F 9 &KAHE > bk ERBBERAR
Bheg BAE ML T Y fAE - RARE BRI AN B8 — 3 (F 9(1)(b) 2(c)
) BHEFEREBKXGE B ENFRE (HLEEH6)
FBL@FEHMINANBEZNMNE ;R » LIFAXRA A LR
MEEONNALTRALE LIRE - @ E N8B LIFAN ST
T EIRASIER &R T H R OENRBEE RS RAETE B E
NE &g 3&F] E N 8] 3 AR A £ E ik ALE 2004/05 R4S B 64 3 B BA 28
&R LR FARA WA RBAEMRABRIEERR  ARLEE
feifl » ALK R AWM - FLE » LIFALRR XRBEMFEEMET
WA C el » Bk (HEFFH)
% 9b)xC) FHREM -

(d) BAXFEHM— LiIFARA LA XRBFEGN N ALRHB
FERE BRI ELAR R RBFELAMEEAEN - LIFA
M AEERN B AFA ERERBEARNRBKE ZETAHAETASL
£ EARERE  EIRAMNIZSFE R AB T 12,000 7T o R EEAR EARIE
RAEE R E B EREA BN LIFATZFEASKR EHRARXE
ik 12,000 7T 5 $b TR R AE IR X FE S FAR B BAELE R o
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&
36. ZifmE R PTA XA BRI 85E 0 HERAT EX oM AR
Rk Lk Adet i TAREALIFABRBEMFRHERAGREEEGEGRR
FRIRGERPRE LK Hb 0 AN 2 A RIEBATEF IR T2 K EIREIMR A
I o Pl RZ N a8 LR RAR IR > AL R 2T REEHEM EIFAN LiRE
Ao B 35324 FIAFRE ik A ik FHAIAEXE 24(8) & a5 TR -
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