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This = o Gppeal vom 1 dee’ lon of respondi
Commi - of Internal Revenus assessing . .~
and demanding from petitioner ths amounts of ¥ 062,07
and #998.52, a8 dfictansy oo ond Lalaslfene
., respect vely 1inc usive of surcharge 1inter:

On Augus’ 7, 1957, Ariston J. Hermanc died in-
testate leaving as heirs his widow, lourdes D. Her-
mano, and three children. He left real and personal
properties. consisting of a 1,  sq. m. lot located
at 1621 Wright, Manila, with a house built in 1947
part of which 15 rented “ parcels of riee land sit-
uated at Roxas City; and 11,000 shares of stoek of
the Consolidated lines, Inc

At the time of his death K the deceased was ine
sured with the Philippine Ameriean Iif Insurance
Company in the amount of #2,500.00 with his wife as
Eowceaaiin Geeusie benefielary., (Exhc 7, po 89,
BIR ree.)
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W widow wa: eppoin . administra of
esta the deceased - Specia Proceeding No.
3896 = (lie Court of ¥ ! Isstance cf Manila Om
8 ebar 22, 1956, the Court of First Instance a
proved ‘ae pro ect of partition presented by the

On April 16, 958, | administratrix lLourdes
D, Hermano filed an estate and inheritsnce tax
return on the basls of whieh respendgant lssued on
May 19, /958, an assessment for estate tax inm the
r amount of $213.90 (Exh. B-1, p. 82 NI pec. ), which
shs paild on August 29, 1958 ©Bxh. B, p. 81 BIR ree.)

After the investigation of the - tate and ir
devvitance tax liabllity of ths s BIR exanminer
Flore B, Aballa rendered a report of his findings
the pertineat portion of whieh is guoted below:

“It was aseertainad in the course

of investigation that the deceased owned

real propertiss situated In the City of

Manila and in the Province of Caplz.

He also owned personal propertless con-

sisting of shares of stock and procaeds

of ‘nsurance  The real { ty In Mani

la 15 a parce’ dlmltnntd-tiruht

8i., with an area of 1.1%% sg. m. to-
t‘a with the m‘l The
232.000.00. In

nd s assessed at »22,540,00 and ih
improvemants mund :l
the absence of nmn 2 L the land

‘ - megessed a sq. m. The sald

| valuation is luuﬁ !"l into asec-

| eount that the -uuaul va been
/nersased by more than ‘Eht failr




DRCISION
CT4 CASE RO,

000 shaies &f lkeek & Hamgasw 3] - HesE
M” xS .‘I‘}'\?"- e .-__:_-'j,i_-'; = =
Bowaear. Tis vwesess of
Bwisuio showed et e
simak vere genled at PO, sl s
W e of 0w deoedent’s ih- The
By, R nho insured “ith
ean ln L -
}""‘!L ~a:~ ¢ the dessstgnd o Bl L
| _ﬂu el If Sapie. @memianal ¢ riee~
: =y th- i ."u o “l'l.l'h:-' o M
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W 90,580,953 a: tmanslow

I-E.g,mnw S Fmﬂn S oot sand inheritance taxes
copmeooitee o imelmsfo o a0 nd compromise
penalties Exhs. ' & . amd D, pp. 76-77, BIR pec.
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aed. ol tes S ossessts o o5 the ground that ¢

vae withent lmeis L Meet ool dew cid Feagpeaha @

Narch 21, 1962, a heavisy weg seniealed. ey FoRseEs |
not hers pertinent further hea = = postponed

petitioner requesting the = ter to - . . S .
randus -ubstan ating his protest toge - ~ 0
ditional documenta o Exh, O p. 111, BIR

quest. petitioner f2lled to submi . mesorandum and
documentary evidence ' led for Eveatuas = =
spondsnt denled petitioner' regquest for recons dera-
e of Mo fusesessst. From this denia | the 8w
appealsd to this Court
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On Mane 3. . respomdent e semmec s

Despite subsequent =~ o of /imilar re-

The presented f our determination . -

. Whether - not the right to assess
the = Ainheritance taxes = pi -

ol 1, SR )




mmhhmmnam
W petitiinss thet e Flghh (o aguess the tasme 8

WaE. We agEee WiMR vecpewins, S yesewls ohes e
o0 fsomei on Fobowary O, U368, whisk lo ool vithdm
Fiwy (¥) peare fres Ageilil 16, 19, e dste of We 4
Fiiling of e setete uvl lskeritesce fem solew by 00

a3 aBgete W GemH imo Wt wraweli (Bell, of 6,

- Rev, v, B Bes Gugsliany Oche e, S-PWGR, ing. 3,

3 APy Sell, oF Nk, Bov, 7. Deublets, Gu, WE. ke

'-'f; LaRie, Wy 89, 6T,




b i

TEL €Ass 3u. sy

TR swapest e e sosemll e LN AEpesn
Wt riidongr-adulnds e wis agsinlsed the ek
levmbed “n Mealls seebsileing L, square Ssiesd
ah % s vaiee of B2 40,00, Respondent
fesdaclener cppralsed il i a% 0 165,00, @

00 - square -

cisidoring that W gseessed value = F=ml
property 1s vuvy medlk Miow the Palr ss®ol wulne
(Zamora 7o, Celicatwe,; w“ ul., O.,R., Nes. 5290,
1~15280, 1-152089 « gl Way 0, 0, B
acosssed aiue of 922 540,00 of the rea preperty '«
ques’lon cenno’ be taken as v falr mevic = ue.
It should therefore, be = = . double =
assessed value or & ¥4%,080,00 (Sambramo - J.
Antonie Aranets, CTA = . T, Jaly o 0
eiting Cag' + vz Colloter G R . Lel2l' A
26, 962)

The hous: standing o the lot a° Wright 5.,
Manlla K weo oporalsed by respondent -t #32,000.00,
g cmsamemd weins, Bt pevinilssar-cissizistyebris
seaks to deduct = the mavsssed »oun of #32,000
the =we -« 0 41 .60, the alleged ' 1 deprecis-
Wem foew 1T 08 399F, She testified that e
building = ¢ o otoray house, ;- tlon & whieh "o
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st and loher!lueks tames, FunpseRdPwis ) piss §Re

. {atsrests provide: for '+ Sectioms /% and "IN
hi. o lnw Rewssmp Oode. If sald amounis, plus Hsbamasia,

e et pald wilikis 10 dayu after thie bGesialss e
asmes “lnal aad exsemiacy . the surcharge of %% ou the
unpaid tuxds ohal. alse %y pa'd in sccordance with
Soeileon 100ial of the Bevssse Code. Withea' juw-
EFuncewan’ as e mesie,

80 ORDEREC,
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