CHINA BANKING CORPORATION,
Fetitioner,

versus - C.T.A. CASE NO. 4180
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL

REVENUE ,
Respondent.
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Respondent Commissioner of Internal Revenue,
in a motior filed on October 21, 1987, seeks the
dismissal of petitioner’'s appeal on the ground of

/1aﬁk of jurisdiction. He contends that the appeal
in this case is premature since a decision has not
vel béen rendered on the contested assessment that
may be appealed to this Court as contemplated in
Section 7(1) of Republic Act No. 112%.

We agree with respondent.

The pertinent facts as alleged in the petition
for review disclose that on June 29, 1987
petitioner received a letter-assessment dated May

el
2

. 1987, together with Income Tax Assessment
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Motice, preagp e ing petitioner to  pay deficliency
documentary stamp tav as follows:

sficiency Documentary Stamp Teax

- <

woonow FhET AL

Fromisaory Notes T 5y GO0, 00

Documentary Stamp Tax Due
Thereaon -

FékT 485 )
200,00

Wha le petitioner AVET S that D aor to the

n it had filed A recpiest for

reconsideration and reinvestiogatioh o f a F e

ABRREREG

sment Notice of respondent dated Qo
1985 proposing  an amendment, ampng  others, for

deficiency documentary stamp taw in the amount of

PR 1E69, 1,70 for 1982, its subseqguent protest on

Jurly 28, 1987 against the aforementiconed assessment
of May 2%, 1987 has not vet been acted upon by
respondent before the petition for review was filed

with this Coonrt o July 24, 1987,

Dbwious v, Iy

as velt heen

rendered by respondent on the protest of petitioner
against the assesament of May 29, 1987, there could

her no appealable decision cognizable by this Court.,
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WE CONCUR:

CERTIFICATTION

il herebhy oertify  that this decizion was
roanhed after due consultation among bthe members of
the Couwrt oof Tax fAppeals in accordsmos with Ssction

1%, Article YITTD of the Constitotion,

AMANTE FILLER
Fresidirfg Judge

Court.of Tax Appeals
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