Republic of the Philippines
COURT OF TAX APPEALS
Manila

AMDRES E. LATARO,
; Petitionmer,

- VOTSUS » : C.T.A. CASE NO., 728

TME COMMISSTIONER OF CUSTOMS, \®
Respondent. )j‘
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DEC1ISION

This is a2n appeal from the decision of the res-
pondent affirming that of the Collector of Customs of
Manila ordering the forfeiture of s shipment consiste
ing of toothpicks, pomade and dried fish with an ap-
praised value of #3,702,00,

The facts are stated in the decision of respond=
ent dated Novenber 3, 1999, from which we gquotes

. *The facts of this case are not in
dispute. Three (3) packages of tooth-
picks, one (1) package of pomade and one
(1) package of dried fish fins arrived
in Manils on $/3 "Mervar' on August 24,
19594, consigned %o Andres E. Lazaro under

. Customs Entyy No. 68206, This shipment
is not covered by any Central Rank »e-
lesse certificate, for which reason the
importation was seized for violation eof
Central Bank Circulars Nos. 44 and 49 in
relation to Section 1363(f) of the Revised
Administrative Code. Prior to the hear-
ing, however, the shi in question
was ordered relessed the Collector of -
Customs upon filing of Pioneer Insurance
and Surety Corporation Bond No. 024 in
the amount of THMLEE THOUSAND SEVEN "IN
DRED TWO (#3,702.00), without prejudice
and subject to the result of the seizure
proceedings. After due hearing the Cole
lector of Customs of Manila decided and
80 held that the shipment in gquestion
was imported contrary to law as charged,
snd he fortwith ordered the coenfiscation

370
e

r



DECISIN =
C.T.A. CASE NO, 728

T

and forfeiture of the aforesaid hond
in favor of the Govermment. The ime
porter, through counsel, filed an asp-
peal to this Office in due time,*
(See page 4, C.T.A. records. )

FPetitioner has filed a motion to set aside the

decision of respondent on the ground that with the

promulgation eof q!gtsil Rank Circular No. 133, which'
allegedly repealed Circulare Nos. 44 and 49, any lies-
bility srising from the alleged violestion of the lat-

ter circulars was extinouished, This question has sl

ready been resolved in similsr cases.

sion

*Moreover, even aranting
that Central Pank Circular No. as
been repealed by Circular Ne. 133, the
validity of the forfeiture under the old
circular is not sffected by its repeal,
the merchandise in questien having been
imported {llegally while it was still in
force. The expiration of Central Rank
Circular No. 44 did not have the effect
of legelizing an importation of goeds
which was illegal at the time of importa-
tion (Golay Puchel and Cie. v, Conmission-
er of Customs, (G, R, Nos. L-10994 & Lo
11012, Dece. 29, 19993 Leonora Roxas v.
Szge. G. R, No, L-6%502, November 29,
1l o (!.lzaro ve Com. of Cuttm. CeToAe
Nos. 883 A 834, June 14, 1963; see also
F. Sa re Enterprises v, Com, of Customs,
C.T.A, No. 752, July 3, 19637 Isaac Camere
v. Com., of cu‘tm" C.T.As No, 1153. Jlily
30, 19633 Rienvenido Maps v. Com. of Cus-
tm.' c.TOA. NO‘. 893 l 894. M. 27.
19633 Juana T. de la Cruz v. Com, of Cus-
toms, C.T.A. Wos,980 & 1150. Aw. 27
1963; Rosita C. de la Cruz v. Com. of Cuse
toms, C.T.A. Nos., 1158 & 1198, Sept. 30,
1963; Fermin Save v, Aseron, ¢.T.A. No.
%66, Oct. 7, 1963} Extensive Enterprises
v. Com. of Customs, C.T.A. No. 860, Oct.

28, 1963,

Finding no merit 4{n the appeal, the deci-

appealed from S8 hereby affirmed, with costs
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against petitioner.
30 ORDERED.
Manila, October 28, 1963.

(,{,A) ROMAN Mo UMALI

Assoclate Judge

I CONULTRS

W MARIAMO MABLE
Presiding Judge



