


DRCISION
CeTeA. CASE N0, 1513

oRe

the imported article in the computation of the =
duty and special impert tax. (Par. 1. Pet, for Reviews
Par, 1, inswer,

on July 18, 1961, petitisnar filed - protest with
the Collsgtor of Customs for the Port of Manila, vhich
was docketed v Nanila Protest No, 645. In said pro-
test, it requested refund of the sums  ¥P721,00 and
F294,00, representing overpaid customs duty and speeial
import tax, respectively, sllegedly due to the errone-
ous or illegal inelmsion of the 27% margin fee in the
tax=base of the imported article, @xh. "G%, pp. 20
23, Customs rec,)

In & deciston dated Nereh 17, 1963, tho Collsetor
of Custons dismissed petitionsr's protest. Pp, 78 -
61, Customs ree,) The said decision was sppealed to
respondent who, on Mareh 10, 1964, affirmed the same,
(Pp. 66 = 68, Customs ree.) lNenee, the present appeal,

e only issue imvelved in this case is purely
legaly 1.e.y Whethor or not the 255 margin fee imposed
pursuant to Republiec Act No, 2609 should form part of
the tamebase in the ecomputation of the customs duty
and specisl import tax on the shipment in question,

e fssue before us is not new. Ihis Court, in
analogous cases, resolved the issue sgainst petitioner's
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