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get indentiens of their impoxrts. The membars of
the Board of Directors or the liasen efficexs en~
tertained theom, in which case these lissen officers
submitted hotel and sccommodation expenses and alse
transpoxtation expenses.” (Pp. 61=62, t.8.0.3 Ps
20, Memerandum fax.%pmliutol ‘ ' |

_ From the evidence adduced by sppellant, there
were two ssts of representstien expenses, One covers
expsnses supported by approprists vouchere snd chitsy
the other covers expenses without supperting papers.
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ogtual smount ceversd by supporiing papexs mnd the

Smeunt without supperting papers., It is alleged

that the records were destreysd when the heuss of
Bucnaventuras M. Veless, wwﬂlﬂo A

vhere the records werse kept was burned. We may,

thorefore, sccept 8s correct the fast that at lsast

& portion of the amount of £75,885.88 was spent for
ropresentation expenses of appallant cmﬂmo

hile the perticn thereef mot covezed by suppexting |
pepers was spent for purpeses met clesrly established, *
The first qualifies for the deductien, the other does
net, It is up to us to determine frem all availsbloe
 deta the sssunt preperly deductible as representatiea
sxpenses. It would seem unjuet to disallow the de-
dustien of the ontire amount for lack of desumentary f
ovidencs to esteblish the precise smount boyend s
ressonsble doubt. ,The prsctice under the Fedeal In- |
Gome Tax Law of the United States e o | '
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With soste against appellant.
SO ORDERED, '

Manils, June 29, 1987,
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