REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES
COURT OF TAX APPEALS
QUEZOM CITY

BFI CAPITAL CORPORATION,
FPetitioner,

. T.A. CASE NO. 5457

O

- versus -—
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REVENUE,
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IN THE LIGHT OF ALL THE FOREGOING. e ireas b
petibion is DISMISSED ror insufficiesncy  af esidanoce, wilbh
costs agalnst Yetitloner.

50 ORDERED.

RAMON O. DE VEY

Fesoclate Judgd
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O N e e R Ty ged e e
e n Ln .f WG L E
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Tax Hppeals M oascordance with  Seotion 13, Avtaroeie MIDE
ot the Constitution.
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ERNESTO D. ACOSTA

Fresiding Judage



