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Case No. D14/18

Salaries tax — single parent allowance — whether appellant having sole or predominant
care of his daughter — sections 32 and 68(4) of Inland Revenue Ordinance (Chapter 112)
(‘IRO’) [Decision in Chinese]

Panel: Chow Wai Shun (chairman), Cheng Wing Keung Raymond and Phillis L P Loh.

Date of hearing: 14 September 2018.
Date of decision: 21 November 2018.

The Appellant was unmarried and had a 7-year’s old daughter with Madam A,
who had not had a job for many years. The Appellant applied for single parent allowance,
declaring that he had sole or predominant care of his daughter. The assessor refused the
application. The Appellant objected to the assessment, and the Commissioner dismissed
his objection. The Appellant appealed to the Board.

In the appeal hearing, the Appellant admitted that Madam A had the daily care
of his daughter and shouldered household chores, e.g. visiting doctors, sending/picking up
his daughter to/from her school bus and preparing dinner. Madam A was also the
emergency contact person in his daughter’s student handbook. The Appellant also
contended that he had been given single parent allowance in the previous financial year.

Held:

1.

In respect of whether one had ‘predominant’ care of children, the burden
of proof lied on the taxpayer. Predominance of care was a finding of fact,
and in determining the issue all relevant facts should be considered, such
as the day-to-day care and supervision over the child, the making of
decisions for the child’s welfare as well as the provision of financial
support for the child. On the other hand, ‘care’ referred to provision of
conditions and assistance for the healthy growth of the child, with
emphasis on love, care and education. (Sit Kwok Keung v Commissioner
of Inland Revenue [2002] 5 HKTC 647, D67/05, (2005-06) IRBRD, vol
20, 929 and D4/09, (2009-10) IRBRD, vol 24, 365 considered; D140/01,
IRBRD, vol 17, 28 and D30/16, (2017-18) IRBRD, vol 32, 358
distinguished)

Apart from giving ‘sole’ care to his daughter financially, the Appellant did
not raise any argument or evidence on how he had the ‘sole’ care of his
daughter. Under the law, the mere fact that the taxpayer had contributed to
the upbringing and education of the child would not per se entitle him/her
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to single parent allowance. In addition, financial support was only one
factor to be considered. In the present case, the appellant needed to work,
and Madam A was a full-time housewife who resided with the daughter.
Madam A was also responsible for her daily care (in particular when the
appellant was at work). In the premises, although the Appellant had
proactively and diligently discharged his duty as a father, it did not mean
that the Appellant had thereby discharged his duty in proving that he had
the ‘sole’ or ‘predominant’ care of his daughter.

Regarding the Appellant’s contention that he had been given single parent
allowance in the previous financial year, it was the practice of the Inland
Revenue Department to make assessment based on the information
declared by a taxpayer in the tax return, and to verifying the entitlement,
and if necessary, to make correction pursuant to provisions in the IRO.
The practice was in accordance with the law and there was no bias or
injustice.

Appeal dismissed.
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Revenue.

429



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

% 2 35 D14/18

Faf - Emifif -t atMame A2 Tad & Ths okt a-
(Faris o)) ($112% ) (Tfbl ) #3255 5 68(4)iE

Bap ¥ o 2018#9°% 14p
$F,4p H :2018%11% 21p

AR BAY LT G - PTRAE aAR L S ERG 10T F R A
o PR R S EP GRS LB TAL R
A HALARIE o PR A R TR AP T RAF HaY TR E e
TR EgRN o

b RERILY o bR A KGRAL L RAEL TP A B AR ok a0 b
ops 1‘.\»%1%4 VR k**é‘frjﬁ "5%“‘ o Ak 1 —rr,g\__p AL g 4
E Lm?é%ﬁ Ao BIRARARAER b - A R RS B BRI -

-

1 %87 Ta4  HKex3+ Bt *+.fép\7fit’\ o A EE M4
R I L A N *J’l*‘ FFMER s AEHFLaOp ¥
BAFSEF 25 AL AR 8 R E - e
IHREEEF S REEF AL TRENHEH I LT EKT -
( %+ : Sit Kwok Keung v Commissioner of Inland Revenue [2002] 5
HKTC 647 » D67/05, (2005-06) IRBRD, vol 20, 929 - D4/09, (2009-10)
IRBRD, vol 24, 365 ; # i¥§2% : D140/01, IRBRD, vol 17, 28 » D30/16,
(2017-18) IRBRD, vol 32, 358) -

2. ”?“‘*‘Jﬁ“”.lb £ m* "4 g RER G R HEE Tip
I 2 ;"m’é‘q,}.ﬂf\? o FPRIE | F | > Wd AT R A 3 B
;ﬁ:fﬁ,ﬁfi?\ 3 L %\‘fféff’i o Fﬂ{?‘)&%’ _ﬂis}é@ 7_&4%9% %'El_o ¥

b A AvRIET A B A ’F't‘—IEm—, BEd o pAhZY bR

AFIFLLFS AL LR 2R IR A AL Ak O AN L
7B AP ¥ AF ﬁﬁ@@péyﬂmﬁ.x(% £ b2 A FFLa iF
F@>°ﬂﬁb’i?’%kﬁﬁﬁfllﬁ ’fﬁi ’;}fgf’f\%bmﬁli’ﬂ?igliﬂ?-

430



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

e g Ta4 & Tipd  ubg-

3. el iFAdpE - s RRES HRA T feirh - v 3
FLA it Y TR RUEAPARA TR T F R AR
l/}ljiﬂ ’”ﬁ,é?fi’p. lﬁ%j?% 4\0

SIT Kwok Keung v Commissioner of Inland Revenue [2002] 5 HKTC 647
D140/01, IRBRD, vol 17, 28

D67/05, (2005-06) IRBRD, vol 20, 929

D4/09, (2009-10) IRBRD, vol 24, 365

D30/16, (2017-18) IRBRD, vol 32, 358

FEARD AR -

BEG o AFRE USRS L iR b R B -

e A -

1. IR A KR «;ﬁm«% w i 1T 4 a2016/17Fcft & R F 5 AL it b B
SN 2018&4”25B’:ﬁ°“" T PIFA R FE e R A AR ke AL R
L S

THER

2. Rt EATI P AT HIT B2 alhan b ¥ 238

o AL R R TE AL G HER Lo

(1) Jé&A%&Q’&’AAJ F - nks2s ik aa2011E90 )

._’9
4o mALLe FERG 1T

(2) FFAH2016/1THfE B BB A LIRFE P ,;I;fc. 2¢ H3
SR ER AR T B AZERPN 2EPS N0 R
% 820

(B) A Ew P PF A T T F|2016/17 A E R Fr i fLITfACT

4%

YA i 447,621

431



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

S
(‘3\

PIRIE S  Sak- UEE ve 18,000
429,621
Pl S X 1 132,000
F L f AR 100,000
Y 184,000 416,000
Bdeft r L7 IR 13,621

2

e sgiar (@ d0f RIFTR)

(4) FIFAOFH T R s 2015/16 HpE R B A O~ L

R KT R C RS A

(5) b4 At Y G2016/17 g A fhdeth 4o
(a) ¢ 7#pHE£600~ ; 2
(b) AT AHFILE X £5648% ¢

(6) Tﬁwﬁ MY g PR AR T A Rt AL Y g R R
TR T B H R PP e AR AL § R A
wH oo

(7)  #F=fi T b 37 A 23R 13 372016/17 3 B 55 L= fitde ™ o

e e

x4 447 621
BRI 18,000
Bt gl ($20)0)TES ) s
e 132,000 ’
il 100,000
- LR 184,000 416,000
BE QA AT
Bdeft » L7 3R 7,973
Resgidn (° 4o ik TR 39

1 FEd

3. d Al R 0 T
S QA gt WAL L o AR L H 2

Phots D b3 AH D A2016/178A0E B 22
BORZeA o TR T bR A P A E RS
432



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

FE- A o AL 2O ERBRp A 2{25%?‘&7% H L @ais % e
KT ENTR S RRELIFT L 2D~ F o ’#éﬁv‘p? EFERL AP
EALS L Tﬁ,,byz é—i‘\,éu#i?’;]lhfne)\omli_-alﬂ-l S b ’ﬁ:&;} I H A A R
FAT At L2 BRSO FER oA B 7mH#4é°

£ Em

A e ke A A2016/173AE BV FELS E R A

2y N
Smj -
o

THEEELZ R
5. (fRasigtl) (T @A T (FRil) ) $320ER T

" Er A e TrFREREN EFHERFES 5 E- 27
A’agKﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁtz F AT F ARG F
A% fﬁfﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁg“ﬁ?MAﬁmﬁﬁﬁ
(ﬁpﬂmﬁ’ffzgf?)

() @ip A F TG BlEEY FEAA GG —

(b) #AF AR AR FE LT R ERE KT T
AR

() “F2 4 N2 gl kP F = ek R
K FRGT 0 Pl 7R T £ i € A A i —

(@) 5{@@%4#4é2$ﬁﬂ£ﬂ R AAE R
gF gy A

s
;%

jl\

FIR LR o

6. (Fu01) % 68(4)iF 12

FEF F FROT4LI TRE g F AR T AT R R E o o _F R Ak
éf g

433



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

7. EHEA R AP 0 45510 T RG]

(@ SIT Kwok Keung v _Commissioner of Inland Revenue [2002] 5
HKTC 647

(b) D140/01, IRBRD, vol 17, 28
(c) D67/05, (2005-06) IRBRD, vol 20, 929
(d) D4/09, (2009-10) IRBRD, vol 24, 365

(6) D30/16, (2017-18) IRBRD, vol 32, 358

h

FirhalhE 2 d P > 75 31 SIT Kwok Keung* D67/057 =

%W"%‘ﬁﬂiﬁﬂﬁmﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁ>i@%rﬁﬁ%<ﬁ
Bl) $32(1)iE¢ TA A geE | - FiTSFA FR e R %2
WA A B RITET il o

A KRR
8. _F’)%&_g_f’l?li:"r%;gﬁ%4@%§ﬁcﬂ°

9 P ABHAS LR ﬁplﬁi%'fﬁ DTN AR B T G BEAR L
j&;{l?l"”vg:

(8) - P ¥ 52013£117 27p chF fdp 4

(b) AP HF 520185117 28p d - &0 frph fLF 4 ER Pl
/‘Ii,,ﬂ}fr'

10. FHABRREAS L L ES N EE 7 §
REd s Ml A RAEE de kS 20 AT IR A T RA
‘ff’k&g:u mﬁ/l\) lﬁ_}%‘f\?ﬁi”gﬁ;?f‘ O,T}le'b ’ "’&A —rrttgé\;% ’31"4’%@%
G
(@ AskpHan 52016257 20p 2 2016£67 7p 4 2 RPLF A
LS

() woEEFRY > bHA LAY —ERYY IR o

(©) - %P L0186 135 0 4 DL R frF Lepif o 1 T
‘fr.q*._ %;_;\,A%ﬁﬂ—kf’)‘-iwﬂ?\%] ‘;’O

434



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

11. e &Em&é%Jﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?%’jﬁ&%ﬁAéiﬁﬁ%
PR FARG - Ao

12. FARAAT P RS RILEB RS R AT R AR
T FRETP RG4S -

13. Er Rk BN A g 22016/173AnE R R L 2Rk
“AaFle 5T (K2) TE5r, 4 aF fERd > bR ARt S8 ARl T 1
RO I TR 2w W o AT - Ad AR D gL TR S o AR AL LS
A E B0 R R - T v (F 4R RA805 R ) S o S Aw
K%éﬁﬂﬁﬂ%’iﬁ‘*f,ﬁ,LL#E'AA—LFE}éE*ﬂB’#i BAL R foi TR
PR d s > B3 H QM AR PR > A b IR AR S ERE S B R 2N
SR RTERLE S Y S PR ) I

14. TR AR N PF JHE o R R LIRS
FRfes 0 S L gL LR ] B ATRE b T
g A o PR AR HL a2017/188 & (T B - EFL) S - FHeng 4 Lp )

13 B ‘n‘v’—,ﬂ\“ Bf%l’?zy%’\ BALL e hw B h P PR AL B ;‘vjivgd,
ﬁ@vﬂ(mjﬁujﬁaaAéik;,M%ﬂ&P’ﬁ‘ﬁfﬁAAié,M
BAom2Ep by BEHd AL ;%’”T”%B Rywrage pe S REMBEA >R
AR RRIAL L RIIFRFEBE N L oo Jig 2 THLE oL F
PR AR 2T g - =& ,ﬁ—a RUE R FIRABEAS L IR T
HA o

:

|~

oA 1

15. %k ki & SIT Kwok Keung ~ D140/01¢2 D30/16 % i %723 7
FoatidHes ke P?fm’\’“k’i—*%ﬁ—a“l ALFEF A de ka2 ¢ SIT Kwok
Keung- =i 2Bz 2R 2% | €325 73 B

I~

(3

16. SIT Kwok Keung- %7 » h#ifei2 PR 2 B € %8B % pﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁ
AR ZETRLER ER i JIRA-FE O LR RAZ T - 2 Rpp R D
AT ek d h 2 ivi- > Tk R 443 & 51 * The New Shorter Oxford English
Dictionary (1993)3.*& a4, (predominant) — @ efzfd ¢

(@ ‘Having supremacy or ascendancy over others; predominating’; or

(b)  “Constituting the main or strongest element; prevailing’ -

5 %»F%@ﬂg%i%ﬁ4&éF$i@r%4ﬁiJ
Lo F’~ li’m,.}?wffb’(n—\@ FAJJ}IK%*’Q{‘IEi?ﬁ”%\“

435



(2019-20) VOLUME 34 INLAND REVENUE BOARD OF REVIEW DECISIONS

F_o
17. Y- 2 0 ABE A& R EDE7/05% 5 4piT o 82K 7/05??"]“%‘)”’-
Kﬁﬂiﬁf"“%ﬁﬁﬁléﬁ&ﬁﬁ‘? G A B RgearE - SR 4L
FLE B FRAERIEACAE A E o Z R g RA AT TAd AT LE-T
iﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁa@wpy%iﬁ’ PRI LD FBRAEEEE 2
AL RKER M E Y HFER Y 4o

‘12. In our view, the question of whether a parent has the predominance
care of a child is a question of fact. That question should be
considered by reference to all relevant facts. This would include not
only the day-to-day care and supervision over the child, but also the
making of decisions for the child’s welfare as well as the provision
of financial support for the child.’
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