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This is an appeal of petitiener Mol = Ray
Arick from & “ooion of Fuopondent Commissioner
of I erna Revenue ' ' July 14, 965 requiring
the forme: ' pay the amounts of #9.621.2 #25 -
§20.30. #30.964.38. and # 9. 08 .5 4o deleleney
income tax liabilities for the yes = 957 1058
1959 and 960, respeetively. plus #250.00 as com-
promise penalty.

The petitioner an Ame @ el v, o mining
engine:  and Deecond Viece 'residen’ of the ‘epante
Consolidated Mnes. filed his income tax returns
for the years 1957, 1958, 1959 end 560 decla ing
therein income mostly from calaried. v and
dividends In due course said returns were re-
ferred to examiners of the Buresu of Internal
Revenwe = nvestigetlon ag a result of wh ch
the expenses cleoimed by the petiticoer n hic
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It wesld seum Teat the sase of Fesmell &,
Besls,; ot ol (pap. 064, TC Meweo.; ¥ T @9l in
Bet eppliseils 46 Ghe @atw b Sw. In s Bevie
Gefe n Gespared coiived @ e et wed aet
TpePeting, G Goaved eviam erpended e niies
mdm-ﬁﬁﬁmmﬁm‘q
tien and madntenass weps 20 o ~lesseRill. e
which were pursued = . . Some " the land
o e eonoession were lizosd e newmErD, PEES
of the houses thereon rented . the taxpayer
Qe Hletes of the concession. iu the aolosd
@8, the property wui Eeely = mise with &= (-
ape TPee other pesFeas| operatiens wase met -5 o
sl minee et v being pursued @ other
outerops ind . Ww of Uui conecession. Thus, i
=l et of calaeltien @ (ssellesad wee
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The Qs issue Pe o by pet o an & the
isseaition of » compromiss pena v = FR50.00.

Tala sewpioalss nenalty s untenable in Che &
FoRee & ol agreement Traclly emtared Ente by

LGl a9 appeering in this casc Colleetos
G internc]l Boveene 7. Unfvessity & Bbe. Teass,
o s, GoR, Won L-1127% and 11280, Nov. 28,
19958 .

WH"REFORE, the appoaled decision of Lhe re-

spondent s Leredb; mod fied reoversing Lhe same f
with respect tn the aszessment foo Lhe years A
1997 and 1259, and ordering the respondent ta

give the netitioner o tax oredit of #9.599.83s

affirulng the sa.d decision with respeet to the
assesmment of (958 and 1960 withou' 1iabi ity
for the eoupromise agreement  without pi-oneunce=
nent as to woste .
B0 OMpRET . '
Qaexon City, May 30, 1969
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