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### Title:
*Commissioner of Internal Revenue vs. Lincoln Philippine Life Insurance Company, Inc.
(now Jardine-CMA Life Insurance Company, Inc.)*

### Facts:
The case involves  the Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue (CIR)  petitioning against  the
decision of the Court of Appeals which partly reversed the Court of Tax Appeals’ decision
regarding  deficiency  documentary  stamp  tax  assessments  for  1984  against  Lincoln
Philippine Life Insurance Co., Inc. (now Jardine-CMA Life Insurance Company, Inc.).

Lincoln issued a “Junior Estate Builder Policy” with an “automatic increase clause” for
enhanced  life  insurance  coverage  at  a  future  date  without  a  new  policy  issuance.
Additionally, Lincoln issued 50,000 stock dividends in 1984 worth significantly more than
their par value, paying documentary stamp tax based only on the par value.

The CIR issued a deficiency assessment for the automatic insurance increase and the stock
dividends’ excess book value. Lincoln challenged this in the Court of Tax Appeals (CTA Case
No. 4583), which ruled against the CIR, leading to an appeal in the Court of Appeals. The
Court of Appeals upheld the CTA’s decision regarding the insurance policy but reversed it
concerning the stock dividends. Both parties appealed to the Supreme Court (SC).

### Issues:
1. Whether the “automatic increase clause” in the insurance policy constitutes a separate
agreement necessitating additional documentary stamp taxes.
2. Whether the documentary stamp tax for stock dividends should be based on their par
value or actual/book value.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court granted the petition concerning the insurance policy, ruling that the
“automatic increase clause” is integral to the single transaction of the insurance policy at
issuance and not a separate agreement. Therefore, the deficiency documentary stamp tax
calculated based on the increase from this clause was justified.

The SC reiterated that tax avoidance schemes are not encouraged, especially when they
serve to circumvent the legal obligation to pay taxes. It underscored that the documentary
stamp tax should consider the total amount insured at policy issuance, including future
determinable increases.
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Regarding stock dividends, the Court of Appeals had already established that documentary
stamp taxes should be based on the actual or book value rather than the par value, and the
Supreme Court did not focus on this issue, as it was not part of the CIR’s appeal.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court case established that clauses within an insurance policy that provide for
future increases in coverage based on specific conditions are an integral part of the initial
insurance agreement. These should not be treated as separate agreements for tax purposes.
Documentary stamp taxes are to be computed based on the total amount insured by the
policy at issuance, including any future determinable increases specified within the policy
itself.

### Class Notes:
– **Documentary Stamp Taxes**: Levied on documents, instruments, and policies based on
the value of the transaction or property involved.
– **Insurance Policy and Automatic Increase Clause**: An automatic increase clause within
a policy does not  constitute a  separate agreement but  is  part  of  the single insurance
transaction. It must be considered in the computation of documentary stamp taxes.
– **Tax Avoidance vs. Tax Evasion**: Tax laws are designed to prevent evasion. Avoidance
strategies that contravene the spirit of these laws, aiming to evade rightful tax obligations,
can be overridden by judicial interpretation to ensure tax liabilities are met.
– **Par Value vs. Book Value for Stock Dividends**: For the purpose of documentary stamp
taxes, stock dividends should be assessed based on their actual or book value, not just their
par value.

### Historical Background:
At the case’s heart was the interpretation of tax liabilities under the National Internal
Revenue Code, emphasizing the importance of clearly defining elements within insurance
contracts and their implications for tax assessments. The decision clarifies the complexity
surrounding insurance agreements and the computation of corresponding taxes, reinforcing
the legal principle that contractual clauses, especially those affecting fiscal obligations, are
intrinsic to the initial contract’s terms and conditions.


