














BECisION -~
CTA CASE NO. 64

Acting Collector of Customs dated ipri 7, 96 .
Apri: 21, ° and Apri 27 1, respec. ve
‘tiomers had 5 days . dates th reecelved
doicion of e Aeting Collector of Customs,
= May 6. 196 and May 2, 9 | respestively

s wwink v perfeet their appeals to respondent.
81.v mo app ' therefrom . interpesed = peti-
GEmnn WSEe the Seday statutory period; the
deel v @ 5w Aeting “ollector - Cusi Dbecame
final and  theres (Que P Lay . Central
Bank of the Phi ., = & .o '=11019, Nev. 28, 958,
Comm, of "~ toms . Encarnaeion, ' hil “391-')]

(/ The motion for extensiom of "=« = ©il. = motiom
ﬁ reconsideration or appesl did not interrupt the
running of the period for appeal becmuse it was sub-
sequently denied snd the mere i ng of s motion for
reconsideration does  nterrupt the period fo ap-
peal (See Gibbs v. C.F.1. of Manila, B0 Phil. 1603 Gar-
ela . Buenaventura. 7% hil. &  Alejsndro v. Enden-
efa, 64 Phi 321, Aguinslde bros. Ine Lingad
CTA Resol. ' 6, Aug. 5 966) As for the motion
for reconsideration. it ppears that same was out of
time since 1t «: " led only on May 9, 1961 - 28 days
Py Ik pl Claiment - counsel »f the deelsion of
tho Collecter of Customs. and 22 days from receipt of
se . deeision by the Surety's counsel, By that time,
the decision of  Collector of Customs had become
fina . )
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Having  ved at the conclusion that . . Court
v me jurisdie’ = over the present cppea’, = fiud
1 unnecessary to po» upea ‘he other i ui: posed
| RS e
| VEEREFORE, the decision of respendent dississing
L, e cbove=entl - case is hereby affirmed with sasy
agains . pe  tioners
50 ORDERED.

Quezon City Decembes 1. 966. "
RAMOH L. AVANCRNA
Associate Judge

WE CONCUR: '
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