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DECISION
vy, J.:

This is a Petition for Review filed before the Court 6f Tax Appeals En
Banc on March 1, 2007 uﬁder Rebgblic Act: No. 1125, as amended by
Repu‘blic Act. No. 9282, seeking a revi'e'w of the Decision and Resolution
dated October 11, 2006 and January 11, 2007, respectively, rendered by
the Fir‘st Division of this Court' (Court in Division) in the case of Silicon
Philippines, Inc. v.s. Commissioner Qf Intérnal Revenue in C.T.A. Case No.
6310.

The dispositive portions thereof read as follows: ”y/ ‘

! Ponencia of Associate Justice Lovell R. Bautista, concurred by Associate Justice Caesar A.
Casanova, with Concurring and Dissenting Opinion by Presiding Justice Ernesto D. Acosta.
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Decision promulgated on October 11, 2006:

“IN VIEW OF THE FOREGOING, the instant Petition for
Review is heréby DENIED for lack bf merit.

SO ORDERED.”

Resolution promulgated on January 11, 2007:

“WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Motion is
hereby DISMISSED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.”

THE FACTS

" The antecedent ,faicts, és found by the Court in Division, are as -
follows:

Silicon Philippines .|IW¢., previou;c,ly known as Intel Philippines
Manufacturing Inc., is a corporation duly.organized and existing under and
by virtue of the laws. of the Republic of the Philippines with principal office at
No, 1321 Apolinario Street, Bangkal, Makati City. Itis registered as a value-
added tax (VAT) taxpayer effective January 30, 1996, as evidenced by
Certification of Registration No. 32A-3-002649 and BIR Form No. 1556 —
Certification of Registration No. 941048—02621.' Petitioner is likewise
registerea with the Board of Investments (BOl) as a pre’ferred—pio}leer
. enterprise for the product'ion / manufacture and export of tested and
untested integrated circuits, such as |a.rge scale integrated circuits and
microproceséor.

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue is the appointed government
official vested wi.th' authority to exercise the functions of his office, including,

among others, the power to refund any internal revenue tax erroneously or’

217



DECISION
C.T.A. EB NO. 266
o Page 3 of 29

illegally assessed or collected under the National Internal Revenue Code
(NIRC) of 1997, és amended, with office address at the BIR National Office
Building, Diliman, Quezon City.

On July 22, 1999, petitioner filed its VAT return for the second
’h quarter .of 1999 | declaring, . among .others, zero-rated sales . of
P1.810,154,723.64, output VAT of P34,799.57 and excess.input taxes of

" p52.809.939.93 for the said quarter.
Convinced that it is entitled to the above-mentioned excess input
VAT payments of P52,809,939.93, on August 6, 1999, petitioner filed..with
" the One-Stop-Shop Inter Agency Tax Credit and Duty Drawback Center of
] the Department of Finance an administrative claim for refund or tax credit

|
per BIR Form No. 2552 and Claimant Information Sheet with No. 35421.

Due to the inaction of the DOF on its claim, on June 29, 2001,
petitioner filed a Petition for Review with the Court in Division in order to toll
the running of the two—year prescriptive period provided under Section 229

| of the NIRC of »1997; ¢
' In fﬁe Decision dated October 11, 2006 2, the Court in Division found
that petitioner was able to substantiate and prove that its products were
acthally sold and shipped abroad; that in consideration thereof, it received
- for%aign currency payments, Wlwich were inwardly remitted in accordance
with the rules and regulations of the BSP; and thus, these export sales may

propgarly fall within the export sales transactions subject to zero percent

(0%) VAT referred to under Section 106(A)(2)(a)(1) of the NIRC of 1997, as

amended. After a close scruti‘ny of petitioner’'s sales invoices‘, however, th/e‘,v_‘

? Annex “D”, Docket, pp. 74-87.
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Court in Division found that these were not duly registered with the BIR as

| mandated under Section 237 of the NIRC of 1997 and that there was no

authority to print or BIR perm;t number, TIN-VAT number and-the imprinted
word “zero-rated” reflected on said invoices.

Thus, the Coﬁrt in Division held thaf[. petitioner’s reported export sales

in the amount of P1,810,154,723.64 for the second quarter of 1999 cannot

qualify for zero-rating under |Sec’ti‘on 106(A)(2)(a)(1) of the NIRC of 1997;
i and without zero-rated sales, the Court in Division denied petitioner's
claimed input VAT payment pertaining to its purchase of goods and
services attributable thereto.

With respect ‘to petitioher’s claimv'for refund on input VAT paid on

imported capital equipment, the Court in Division likewise denied the same

and said thus:

“Petitioner avers that the total claim of P52,809,939.93
included input VAT paid on importation of goods / capital
equipment in the amount of P29,122,031.00. However, per
report of the commissioned CPA, out of the claimed input VAT
payment of P29,122,031.00, the amount of P7,125713.00
was not supported by documents, such as Bureau of Customs
(BOC) official receipts or machme validated  Import Entry and
Internal Revenue _Declaration establishing actual payment
thereof to the BOC, XXX

While petitioner was able to prove actual payment of the
remaining input VAT of P21,996,318.00 (P29,122,031.00 less
P7,125,713.00) on its importation, it nonetheless failed to
submit documents, such as detailed schedule of capital goods
purchases, detailed general ledger, and audited financial
statements proving that the related importation qualify as
capital goods. It must be stressed that under Section 4.106-
1(b)y of RR 7-95, in order that items purchased can be
classified as capital goods or properties, it must be shown
that: 1) the goods or properties have economic useful life of
more than one year; 2) such goods or properties are treated
as depreciable assets under Section 29(f) [now 34(F) of tht;‘A
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NIRC of 1997]& and 3) they are used directly or indirectly in the
production or sale of taxable goods or services.

- For petitioner’s failure to present documents proving that
its importation fall within the definition of capital goods under
Section 4.106-1(b) of RR 7-95, the claimed input VAT
payment of P21,996,318.00 allegedly attributable thereto
cannot be granted.”

A Concurring and Dissenting Opinion was rendered by the Honorable
Presiding Justice Ernesto D.lecosta,3 Chairperson of the F‘irst Division of
this Court, stating his position fhat pétitli‘oner .shéuid bejentitled to the tax
refund or tax credit of the amount of it’s" anutilizéd .input VAT attributable to

its zero-rated sales considering that:

“... (1) pertinent provisions of the 1997 Tax Code do
not require imprinting of the word “zero-rated”; (2) the absence
of the term ‘“zero-rated” in the invoice does not affect the
admissibility and competency of the same as evidence in
support of its refund claim; (3) assuming the propriety of
imposing the alleged requirement to imprint the word “zero-
rated” in the invoice, the invalidation of the same and the
denial of the refund claim are not the legally imposable
penalties for failure to meet such alleged requirement; and (4)
the other equally valid pieces of evidence presented and
formally offered are sufficient proof to justify the grant of the
VAT refund claim attributable to its zero-rated transactions.

XXX XXX XXX

The High Tribunal in the recently promulgated case of
Commissioner of Internal = Revenue vs. Seagate
Technology (Philippines), G.R. No. 153866, February 11,
2005, pointed out the need to focus only on the legally
mandated requirements for claims for VAT refund and
explained that, A VAT-registered status, as well as
compliance with the invoicing requirements (Section 113 (A)
of the Tax Code), is sufficient for the effective zero-rating of
the transactions of a taxpayer. The nature of its business and
transactions can easily be perused from, as already clearly
indicated in, its VAT registration papers and photocopied
documents  attached . thereto. XXX. Administrative
convenience cannot thwart legislative mandate.”

¥ Ibid, Docket, pp. 88-92. . /V
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Petitioner filed through registered mail its Motion for Reconsideration
on November 2, 2006* seeking a (evers.al of the Decision of the Court in
Division but the same was denied in the subject Res\olution promulgatgd on
January 11, 2007.° |

Hence, this recourse before the Court En Banc pre;ying that the
assailed Decision and Resolution dated October 11, 2006 and January 11,

| 2007, respectively, |be reversed and set aside, and in lieu thereof, a new
one be fendered granting petitioner's claim for refund / issuance of Tax
" Credit Certificate in the total amount of P52,809,939.93 representing its

excess and unutilized input VAT incurred for the second quarter of 1999.
‘_ i
These are the grounds relied upon by petitioner in the instant Petition for

Review, to wit:
“GROUNDS

l.
“THE FIRST DIVISION OF THE HONORABLE COURT OF
TAX APPEALS ERRED IN DENYING PETITIONER'S CLAIM
FOR REFUND OR ISSUANCE OF TAX CREDIT
CERTIFICATE ON THE BASIS OF NON-EXISTENT
GROUNDS, THAT IS, ON ALLEGED VIOLATION OF
INVOICING REQUIREMENTS. :

I.
THE FIRST DIVISION OF THE "HONORABLE COURT OF
TAX APPEALS ERRED I[N INVALIDATING AND DENYING
OUTRIGHT THE CLAIM FOR REFUND OF THE
PETITIONER, THE SAME BEING NOT AMONG THE
PENALTIES PROVIDED FOR UNDER ARTICLE 264 OF THE
TAX CODE.

1.
THE FIRST DIVISION OF THE HONORABLE COURT OF
TAX APPEALS ERRED IN NOT GRANTING PETITIONER'S

' Annex “E”, Docket, pp. 93-124.
* Annex “F, Dockel, pp. 125-133.
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CLAIM FOR REFUND ON ITS IMPORTATION OF CAPITAL
GOODS™

' THE ISSUES

The issues in this petition,. based on the grounds submitted by

petitioner, are summarized as follows:

A. Whether or not petitioner violated the invoicing requirement by
not reflecting its BIR authority to. print, TIN-VAT number and the imprinted

word “zero-rated” in its export sales invoices and thus operating to forfeit its

entitlement to a tax refund / credit of its unutilized input VAT attributable to

its zero-rated sales; and

B. Whether or not petitioner was able to prove, through

‘ doéumentéry evidence, that items purchased were properly classified as
capital goods or properties in order to support its claim for refund or
issuance of tax credit certificate for its input VAT on imported / locally

i purchased capital equipment.

PETITIONER’S ARGUMENTS

According to petitioner, the Coyrt«é quo found and confirmed that its
export sales properly fall within the exp‘cﬁlrt sales transactions subject to zero
3 percent (0%) VAT referred to under Section 106(A)(2)(a)(1) of the NIRC of
1997. And for input VAT attributable to zero-rated export sales to be
refunded, what flwe NIRC of 1997 requirés, specifically the aforementioned
section, is for the éxport sales to be zero-rated export. And to be .zero—

_( rated, the sale must comply with the following requisites: “xxx sale and

actual shipment of goods from the Philippines to a foreign country; xxx and

© “Docket, p. 17, .-
o7
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paid for in acceptable foreign currency and accounted for in accordance

- with the rules and regulations of the Bangko Sentral ng Pilipinas (BSP)". ’

Petitioner further argues‘ that the provisions under the NIRC of 1997,
particularly Sections 113, 237 and 238, do not require the taxpayer to reflect
its authority to print in its invoicés and féilure to 'pri'nt such authority is not
penalized by any law or statute such that the invoices which do not contain
the BIR authority for petitibner to print its sales invoices are rendered

inadmissible in evidence. Further, there is allégédly nothing in the said

provision that requires the imprinting of the word “zero-rated” on sales

invoices. To quote:

“Sec. 113. Invoicing and Accounting Requirements
for VAT-Registered Persons. —

(A) Invoicing Requirements. — A VAT-registered person
shall, for.every sale, issue an invoice or receipt. In addition to
the information required under Section 237, the following
information shall be indicated in the invoice or receipt:

(1) A statement that the seller is a VAT
registered person, followed by his
taxpayer’s identification number; and

(2) The total amount which the purchaser pays
or is obligated to pay to the seller with the
indication that such amount includes the
value-added tax. xxx”

“Sec. 237. lIssuance of Receipts or Sales or
Commercial Invoices. — All persons subject to an internal
revenue tax shall, for each sale or transfer of merchandise or
for services rendered valued at Twenty-five pesos (P25.00) or
more, issue duly registered receipts or sales or commercial
invoices, prepared at least in duplicate, showing the date of
transaction, quantity, unit cost and description of merchandise
or nature of service: Provided, however, That in the ‘case of
sales, receipts or transfers in the amount of One Hundred
Pesos (P100.00) or more, or regardless of amount, where the

? Docket, p. 27.

-
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sale or transfer is made by a person liable to value-added tax
to another person also liable to value-added tax; or where the
receipt is issued to cover payment made as rentals,
commissions, compensations or fees, receipts or invoices
shall be issued which shall show the name, business style, if
any, and address of the purchaser, customer or client;
Provided, - further, That where the purchaser is a VAT-
registered pe'rson, in addition to the information' herein
required, the invoice or receipt shall further show
the Taxpayer ldentification Number (TIN) of the purchaser.”

“Sec. 238. Printing of Receipts or Sales or
Commercial Invoices. — All persons who are engaged in
business shall secure from the Bureau of Internal Revenue an
authority to print receipts or sales or commercial invoices

before a printer can print the same.

No authority to print receipts or sales or commercial
invoices shall be granted unless the receipts or invoices to be
printed are_ serially numbered and shall show, among other
things, the name, business style, Taxpayer identification
Number (TIN) and business address of the person or entity to
use the same, and such other information that may be
required by rules and regulations to be promulgated by the
Secretary of Finance, upon recommendation of the

Commissioner.

All persons' who print receipt or sales or commercial
invoices shall maintain a logbook/register of taxpayer who
availed of their printing services. "The logbook/register shall

contain the following information:

(1) Names, Taxpayer Identification Numbers of the
persons or entities for whom the receipts or sales or
commercial invoices are printed, and

. (2) Number of booklets, number of sets per booklet,
number of copies per set and the serial numbers of the
receipts or invoices in each booklet.”

Petitioner asserts that what the above provisions require is the
issuance of a “duly registered receipt” for sale of goods or services. The

only provision where the requirement of reflecting “zero-rated” on the VAT

invoice or receipt can get its authority from is Revenue Regulations No. 7-

95, the pertinent portion of which provid’éw
: KY.
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“SECTION 4.108-1. Invoicing Requirements — All
VAT-registered persons shall, for every sale or lease of goods
or properties or services, issue duly registered receipts or
sales or commercial invoices which must show:

1. the name, TIN and address of seller;

' 2. date of transaction;
3. quantity, unit cost and description of merchandise or

nature of service;
4. the name, TIN, business style, if any, and address of

the VAT- reglstered purchaser, customer or client,
5. the 'word "zero rated"imprinted on the invoice

covering zero-rated sales; and
6. the invoice value or consideration.”
Petitioner emphasizes that the above-quoted provision is merely a

regulation designed for the sole and Iimited objective of implementing a

- very exact law. As it has been long-established by the Supreme Court, the

rule is that administrative rules and regulations cannot expand the letter and
spirit of the law they seek to éanrce. Such rules and regulations should be
Confinled and limited by the power Conféfréd by the legislature.

With regard the requi_rément that the TIN-V of the petitioner should
be imprinted in the face of the invoice, it states that failure to indicate this
information is also not fatal to ité claim'fo} refund or tax cr.edit.

Petltloner further submits that imprinting of the TIN-V applles only to
domestic or Iocal sales ConSIderlng that the seller’s output tax, which is the
input tax on the part of the local purchaser, may be claimed by the latter as
a credit against its own output VAT. Since petitioner exports all of its
finished products to a non-resident foreign purchaser, the purpose of
imprinting its TIN-VAT number becomes irrelevant because £he transaction

" involved are zero-rated export sales and the foreign buyer is not liable for

input VAT and thus, not entitled'as well to input VAT refund.“)*

RY D)
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With respect ’fo the issue regarding the Court in Division’s denial of
its élaim for input Itaxes arising fromlimportation of capital goods or
properties, petitioner maintains that the documents that it has submitted
proving the importation of capital goods i"s enough to show that the goods
iméorted were indeed capital goods. And that it need not present the
ledgers, books, among other in proving that the goods imported were
capital goods. Further, the law defines ‘c'apital goods as to include even
those goods which are indirectly used |n .the brOdUction' or sale of taxable
goods or services. Therelgore, the input VAT paid by it on capital goods fhat
were indirectly used in the production or sale of taxable goods or services
are refundable.

RES‘PONDENT’S COUNTER-ARGUMENTS
Respondent, | in his' Comment, stresses that the invoicing

requirements as stated in the NIRC of 1997 and more specifically in

Revenue Regulations No. 7-95 must be faithfully complied with before any

taxpayer's - claim fqr refund or credit can be granted. Moreover, the
omission of the word “zero-rated” and its TIN-VAT number on the face of
the invoicevis. a patent violation of Section 4.108-1 of Revenue Regulations
No. 7-95 that explicitly reqqirés that these details be imprinted on the
invoices covering zero-rated siales’. ‘

Respondent's  assertion allegedly finds support in Revenue
Memorandum CircularlNo. 42-2003 (Clarifying Certain Issues Raised

Relative to the Processing of Claims for Value-Added Tax [VAT]

~Credit/Refund), pertinent portion of the said circular provides:

RYA
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“A-1 3‘:‘ XXXX

If the claim for refund/TCC is based on the existence of
zero-rated sales by the taxpayer but it fails to comply with the
invoicing requirements in the issuance of sales invoices (e.g.
failure to indicate the TIN), its claim for tax credit/refund of
VAT on its purchases shall be denied considering that the
invoice it 1s issuing to its customers does not depict its being a
VAT-registered taxpayer whose sales are classified as zero-
rated sales. Nonetheless, this treatment is without prejudice to
the right of the taxpayer to charge the input taxes to the
appropriate expense account or asset account subject to
depreciation, whichever is applicable. Moreover, the case
shall be referred by the processing office to the concerned
BIR office for verification of other tax liabilities of the
taxpayer.”

Furthermore, respondent contends that petitioner's claim for refund
or credit of alleged input taxes paid on capital goods was correctly denied
by the Court in Division on the gfoimd that it was petitioner’s legal duty to
present evidence that the items in question were capital goods. He
stressed that petitioner merely had to present documents shéwing that the

goods have the characteristics mentioned under Section 4.106-1(b) of

“Revenue Regulations No. 7-95, but it failed to do so.

THE COURT EN BANC’S RULING

The pertinent provisions of the NIRC-of 1997 in the:instant petition
are as follows: Section 106(A)(2)(a)(1) ~on VAT on the sale of goods or
properties; particularly with respect to export sales; and Section 112 (A)
and (B) on Refunds or Tax Credits of Input Tax arising from domestic
purchases of taxable goods and>servic'esf‘and imp.or‘tation.of goods / capital

equipment in relation with Zero-rated or Effectively Zero-rated Sales.

These provisions prO\)ideI:t,/‘

- 577
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“Section 106. Value-added Tax on Sale of Goods or
Properties.
(A) Rate and Base of Tax. -- xxx
X X X X .
(2) The following sales by VAT-registered persons shall
be subject to zero percent (0%) rate:

(a) Export Sales.--The term ‘export sales’ means:

(1) The sale and actual shipment of goods from
the .Philippines to a foreign country, irrespective of any
shipping arrangement’that may be agreed upon which may
influence or determine the transfer of ownership of the goods
so exported and paid for in acceptable foreign currency or its
equivalent in goods or services, and accounted: for in
accordance with the rules and regulations of the Bangko
Sentral ng Pilipinas (BSP).”

“Section 112. Refunds or Tax Credits of Input Tax -

(A) Zero-rated or Effectively Zero-rated Sales. - Any

. VAT-registered person, whose sales are zero-rated or

effectively zero-rated may within two (2) years after the close
of the taxable quarter when the sales were made, apply for
the issuance of a tax credit certificate or refund of creditable
input tax due or paid attributable to such sales,  except
transitional input tax, to the extent that such input tax has not
been applied against output tax: Provided, however, That in
the case of zero-rated sales under Section 106(A)(2)(a)(1), (2)
and (B) and Section 108 (B)(1) and (2), the acceptable foreign

" currency exchange proceeds’ ' thereof had been duly

accounted for in accordance with the rules and regulations of
the Bangko Sentral ng Pilipinas (BSP): Provided, further, That
where the taxpayer-is engaged in zero-rated or effectively
zero-rated sale and also in taxable or exempt sale of goods or
properties or services, and the amount of creditable input tax
due or paid cannot be directly and entirely attributed to any
one of the transactions, it shall be allocated proportionately on
the basis of the volume of sales.

(B) Capital Goods. - A VAT-registered person may
apply for the issuance of a tax credit certificate or refund of
input taxes paid on capital goods imported or locally
purchased, to the extent that such input taxes have not been
applied against output taxes. The application may be made
only within two (2) years after the close of the taxable quarter
when the importation or purchase was made.”

o2
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Based on the:afore—quoted provisibns, export sales, or sales outside
the Philipbines, are subject to VAT at zero percent (0%) rate, if made by a
VAT-registered person. When 4applied,t:o the.tax {aase,‘the zero percent
(O%) rate obviously results in zero tax liability chargeable against the
pu'rchaser. The seller of such transactions charges no output tax, but it can
claim a refund or tax credit certificate fof the VAT previously charged by
suppliers, provided the follo.wing requisites are’ complied with:

(1) the taxpayer s engaged iﬁ sales which are , zero-rated or
effectively zero-rated;

(2) the taxpayer is VAT-registered;

(3) the claim must be filed withih two years after the close of the
taxable quarter when such sales were made;

(4) the cr.éditable input‘ta>‘< due or paid must be attributable to such
sales, to the extent that such input tax has not been applied against the
output tax; and

(5) in case ofl zero-rated sales under Section 106(A)(2)(a)(1) and (2),

Section 106(B), and Section 108(B)(1) and (2), the acceptable foreign

' currency exchange proceeds thereof had been duly accounted for in

accordance with BSP rules ari1ld regulations.®
The Court in Division, in its assailed Decision, held that petitioner

may be entitled to refund or tax credit when it found that the documents

- submitted “proved that petitioher’s products were actually sold and shipped

. abroad anq in consideration thereof, petitioner received foreign currency

i

S8 Intel Technology Philippines, Inc. vs. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, G.R. No. 166732, April

27.2007 (522 SCRA 657).
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payments, which were inwardly remitted in accordance with the rules and
regulations of the BSP. Thus, it said that these export sales may properly
fall within the export sales transactions éubject to iero percent (0%) \/AT
referred to under Section 106(A)(2)(a)(1) of the NIRC of 1997, as amended,

However, notwithstanding said finding, petitioner’s claim was denied
by the Court in Division for its failure to comply with the invoicing

requirements as prdvided under Sections 113, 237 and 238 of the NIRC of

1997, as well as Section 4.108-1 of Revenue Regulations No. 7-95,

" particularly on registration of sales or commercial invoices or receipts,

failure to reflect auth»ority to p"fint or BIR permit number, TIN-V and / or the
word “zero-rated” in the face of the invoice or receipt as issued.
In line with the recent decision of the Supreme Court in the case of

Intel Technology Philippin'es, Inc. vs. Commissioner of Internal

‘Revenue® involving the same .parties, the Supreme Court clarified the

same issue involved in the instant petition of whether or not the provision of

“Section 113, in relation to Section 237 of the NIRC of 1997, was violated by

reason of petitioner’s failure to indicate the BIR Authority to Print on its sales
invoices. The Supreme Court'said that: ’

“It is clear from the foregoing (pertaining to Sections

. 113, 237 and 238 of the Tax Code, Section 4.108-1 of RR 7-
95 and Section 19d of RR 2-90) that while entities engaged
in business are required to secure from the BIR an
authority to print receipts .or invoices and to issue duly
registered receipts or invoices, it is not required that the
BIR authority to print be reflected or indicated therein.
Only the following items are required fo be indicated in the
receipts or invoices: (1) a statement that the seller is a VAT-

530
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registered entity followed by its TIN-V; (2) the total amount
which the purchaser pays or is obligated to pay to the seller
with the indication that such amount includes the value-added
tax; (3) date of the transaction; (4) quantity of merchandise;
(5) unit cost; (6) description of merchandise or nature of
service; (7) the name, business style, if any, and address of
the purchaser, customer or client in the case of sales, receipt
or transfers in the amount of P100.00 or more, or regardless
of the amount, where the sale or transfer is made by a person
liable to VAT to another person also liable to VAT, or where
the receipt is issued to cover payment made as rentals,
commissions, compensations or fees; and (8) the TIN of the
purchaser where the purchaser is a VAT-registered person.

XXX XXX XXX

In any case, the above cited provisions of jaw and
revenue regulations do not provide that failure to reflect or
indicate in the invoices or receipts the BIR authority to print,
as well as the TIN-V, would result in the outright invalidation of
these invoices or receipts. Neither is it provided therein that
such omission or failure would resuit in the outright denial of a
claim for tax credit/refund. Instead, Section 264:of the Tax

* Code imposes the penalty of fine and imprisonment for,

among others, invoices or receipts that do not truly reflect or
contain all the required information, xxx '

XXX ; XXX XXX

It bears reiterating that while the pertinent provisions of
the Tax Code and the rules and regulations implementing
them require entities engaged, il business: to secure a BIR
authority to print invoices or receipts and to issue duly
registered invoices or receipts, it is not specifically required
that the BIR authority to print be reflected or indicated
therein. Indeed, what is important with respect to the BIR
authority to print is that it has been secured or obtained
by the taxpayer, and that invoices or receipts are duly
registered.” (Emphasis Ours)

Applying the foregoing jurisprudential pronouncements, this Court re-
examined petitioner's documentary evidence, as submitted before the Court
" in Division, to determine whether or not the subject sales can qualify as

- zero-rated sales. And after due verification of the invoices / receipts forming

531
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declared zero-rated sales

amount of P1,014,477,202.26 was fully substantiated.

broken down as follows:

Exh.
P12-P14
P15-P17
P18-P20
pP22-P24
P59-P61

P98-P11,p£1

RV g
P113-P115
P155-P157
P158-P160
P161-P163

P164-P166°

P170-P172
P173-P175
- P176-P178
P179-P181
P182-P184

201-P203
P206-P208
P224-P226
P280-P282
" P284-P286

L, P287-P289
© L .P326-P328

i P329-P331
'P332-P334
- P353-P355

P357-P359
P360-P362

P366-P368
P369-P371

P393-P395

P420-P422
P423-P425
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+ P587-P589

 P413-P415

Invoice Date
5-Apr-99
6-Apr-99
7-Apr-99
7-Apr-99

20-Apr-99
et -gy

22-Apr-99
23-Apr-99
26-Apr-99
26-Apr-99
27-Apr-99
27-Apr-99
28-Apr-99
29-Apr-99
29-Apr-99
29-Apr-99
30-Apr-99

Subtotal — April

3-May-99
7-May-99
9-May-99
14-May-99
15-May-99
15-May-99
21-May-99
21-May-99
21-May-99
24-May-99
24-May-99
28-May-99
28-May-99
30-May-99 -
31-May-99

Subtotal - May

2-Jun-99
10-Jun-99
6-Jun-99
6-Jun-99

Invoice

No.
4119
4120
4121
4122
ha s
4165
4168
4169
4186
4186-a
4187
4189
4192

4193 |

4194
4195
4196

4208
4212
4222
4237
4239
4240
4256
4257

4258

4273
7270
4275
4276
4279-a
4280

4284
4292

4297

4298

' Exhibit “P", CTA Case No. 6310,

Amount.in USD

110,430.26
411,876.38
165,697.20

4 2RSS
3,035,956.00
6,521.04
611,916.46
'2,956.18
165,729.60
154,588.89
89,643.84
20,901.77
1,509,407.26
1,212,845.20
1,185.00
13,860.00
671,744.58

9,907,060.40

805,453.60
80,560.52
450,860.52
268.00
453177 64
681,165.26
69,069.21
9,948,058.12
1,270,301.87
9,240.00
1,557.40
890,255.28
359.626.84
134.00
74,628.86

15,094,357, 12

34,320.76
2,370.00
287,638.16
170,527.61

R

o

part of th cords.of the case under _yeview, We found that out of the

of petitioner of P1.810,154,723.64, only the

This amount is

Exchang_;le
Rate’ Amount in PhP
38.458 381,005,728 .86
37.770 570,113,868.42

W
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4300

P426-P428 6-Jun-99 365,395.67
P452-P454  10-Jun-99 4305 563,607.90
P473-P475 14-Jun-99 4311 .6,934.61
P477-P479 | 18-Jun-99 4314 2,823.54
P520-P522  20-Jun-99 4331 55,546.30
P523-P525  20-Jun-99 4332 44,906.57
P526-P528  24-Jun-99 4333 50,634.54
"P529-P531 25-Jun-99 4334 55,548.44
P532-P534  25-Jun-99 4335 14,951.88
P535-P537  26-Jun-99 4336 2,328.19
P538-P540  26-Jun-99 4337 23.80
P541-P543  26-Jun-99 4338 242 50
P581-P583  28-Jun-99 4350. 18,592.74
Subtotal — June 1,676,393.21 37.794  63,357,604.98
TOTAL 26,677,810.73 1,014,477,202.26

The rest of petitioner’sbclaimed zero-rated sales in the amount of

P795,677,521.38 with invoices without the word “zero-rated"’! or without

supporting.airway bills and exi'port documents'? are hereby disallowed.
Considering that only the sum of P1,014,477,202‘2§3 qualifies as
zero-rated sales, it bis bLJt'proper that only the portion of the claimed input
VAT attributable to ;uch quatlified zero—r.ated sales will be considered for
reand. Thé rate to be applied then should be based on the volume of

qualified zero-rated sales over petitioner’s total declared zero-rated sales,
¢ )

computed as follows:

'_!‘_‘St;e Mirant (Navotas I1) Corporation (Formerly: Southern Energy Navotas 1l Power, Inc) vs.
Commissioner of Intermal Revenue, CTA EB No. 226, September 11, 2007; Southern Philippines
Power Corporation vs. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, CTA* EB No. 214, July 31, 2007,

_ Panasonic Communications Imaging Corporation of the Philippines, (formerly, MATSUSHITA

BUSINESS MACHINE CORPORATION OF THE PHILIPPINES) vs. Commissioner of Internal
Revenue, CTA EB No. 239, May 23, 2007; Kepco Philippines Corporation vs. Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, CTA EB No. 186, May 17, 2007; Kepco Philippines Corporation vs.
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, CTA EB No. 174, May 9, 2007 Applied Food Ingredients Co.,

‘ Inc. vs. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, CTA EB, No. 220, May 7, 2007; Intel Technology

Philippines Inc. vs. Commissioner of '[nternal Revenue, CTA EB No. 181, March 27, 2007; and
J.R.A_ Philippines Inc. vs. Commissioner of Internal Revenug, CTA EB No. 128, January 15, 2007,

_ ' CTA Case Nos. 6368 and 6480, December 15, 2004, cited in the cases of Mirant (Navotas [1)

Corporation (formerly Southern Energy Navotas 11 Power, Inc. vs. Commissioner of Internal
Revenue, CTA Case No. 6418, April 11, 2006 (Entry of Judgment dated September 14, 2006) and

“ Takenaka Corp. Phil. Branch vs. Commissioner 6f Internal Revenue, CTA Case No. 6752, January -

2, 2007 (Entry of Judgment dated .February 16, 2007).

033
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Supported zero-rated sales o P 1.014,477,202.26
Divided by total declared zero-rated sales P 1,810,154,723.64
Rate of supported zero-rated sales 56.04%

In a claim for refund or issuance of a tax credit certificate attributable
to zero-rated sales, what is to be closely scrutinized is the documentary
substantiatien of the Iinput VAT‘peid, as.may be proven by other export
documents, rather than the supporting documents for the zero-rated export
sales |

As petitioner has established by sufficient evidence that it is entitled
to a refund or issuance of a'tax credit certificate, with the existence of
qualified zero-rated sales, and in accordance with the requirements of
Sections 106 (A)(é)(a)(t) and 112(Ay ,ot the 'NI‘RC of t997, it becomes
necessary now for the Court £n Banc to re-evaluate the-documentary
evidence on record, specmcally, petitioner's unutilized Input VAT for the
second quarter of 1999, to determine whether or not the same has been

: properly substantlated

§ of substantiation of lhput VAT is necessary to ascertain
énd ensure that What will be refunded to the petitioner are only those taxes
that have actually been remitted and paid.to the Government, in accordance

with the requirements of the law, and also, to determine whether such input

| .f';,j:\/AT has not yet b‘een utilized by the petitioner in the succeeding quarters.

Out of the excess unutiliz‘ed. input VAT being claimed for refund by

petitioner amou_r__l}t_i’ng to P52.809,939.93, the amount of P23,687,908.93

pertains to input VAT on domestic purchases of goods and services, while

Supra, Intel T echnology Philippines, lnc vs. Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

234




1.

DECISION

the remaining amount of P29,122,031.00 consists of input VAT on

irnponétion of capital goods / equipment. -

Anent petitioner's refund claim for input VAT on domestic purchases,
the Court commissioned lndependent CPA (ICPA) verified the voluminous
supportrng documents submltted by petitioner and the ICPA Report14
showed that out of the total claimed inpu-t VAT on domestic purchases, the
amount of P6,404,917.86 should be dlsallowed for the foIIowrng reasons:

l\/lissing invoice or official receipt P 5,976,048.68

Petitioner is not the actual claimant 228,278.61
Incorrect computation of input VAT 200,590.57

TOTAL k P 6,404,917.86
Further evaluation, by this Court, of the documents'® presented
reveal that petitioner's claim should again be reduced in the amount of

. P3,061,110.11, broken down as follows:

invoice/OR Invoice/OR
Exh. Supplier Date Number Input Tax
) Purchase of services with OR dated outside the period of claim
N-4983  Comfac Corporation 1-Jul-99 18462 P 2727273
e Data Center Design Corp. 22-Jul-99 570915961 10,553.64
: Data Center Design Corp. 22-Jul-99 571215961 8,930.00
- Data Center'Design Corp. 22-Jul-99 570675961 4,404 55
Data Center Design Corp. - 22-Jul-89 571715961 5,329.92
Data Center,Design Corp. - 22-Jul-98 5704/5961 4,404.55
Data Center. DeS|gn Corp. . 22-Jul-99 5707/5961 4.404.55
Data Center Design Corp. | n 22-Jul-99  5705/5961 4,404.55
Data Center, Design Corp. ' 22-Jul-99 5715/5961 5,329.92
__Data Center, Desrgn Corp,; . 22-Jul-99 571315961 8,930.00
Data Center. Design Corp. - 22-Jui-99 571415961 8,930.00
Data Center Design Corp. 22-Jui-99 5711/5961 8,930.00
' ‘ 22-Jul-99 5721/5961 5,329.92
22-Jul-99 5719/5961 5,329.92
: 22-Jul-99 5718/5961 5,329.92
" Data Center Design Corp K 22-Jul-99 5720/5961 5,329.92
" Data Center. Design Corp. - 22-Jul-99 5708/5961 10,653.64
Data Center. Design Corp.. 22-Jul-99 5710/5961 10,553.64
' i 22-Jul-99 5703/5961 5.138.64
22-Jul-99 570215961 5,138.64

Exhibit “Q”, CTA Case No..6310.
hibits “N-N5033", CTA Case No. 6310,

239
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N-1109
N-1167

N-1233

N-1239

N-1284

N-1292

N-1571

N-1574

N-1640 -

N-1657
N-1661
N-2412

N-2867
N-2873

N-2870

N-2897
N-2899

‘Systems Inc.
. JE Automated Parts Enterprises

Data Center Design Corp.
Digital Equipment Filipinas inc.
DMS Engineering & Services -
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DMS Engineering & Services
DS Steel Factors & Construction
DS Steel Factors & Construction
DS Steel Factors & Construction
DS Steel Factors & Construction

" DS Steel Factors & Construction
Electro Systems Industries Corp.
Electro Systems Industries Corp.
Electro Systems industries Corp.
Electro Systems IndustriesiCorp.

Flik industries Inc. .
Flik Industries Inc.

Foodmach Incorporated
Fortress Consultancy Group,Inc.
Globe Telecom Inc.

Genetron Engineering Supply &
Services Co., Inc.

Genetron Engineering Supply &
Services Co., Inc.

Genetron Englneenng Supply &
Services Co., Inc.

GRAJM Engineering

. GRAJM Engineering

uard All Electronic Securlty

Systems lnc"
Guard All Electronlc Secunty

::,‘_Guard All Electromc Secunty |
“Systems Inc.
Guard-A

Electronic Securlty

1l Electronic Securlty

JE Automated Parts Enterprises
E Automated Parts Enterprises
ome Construction

Liang Chi Industry Co.Ltd.

VWoodcraft Manufacturing

2306

9/23/1999
S1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jui-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
8-Jul-99
29-Jul-99
29-Jul-99
29-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
29-Jui-99
29-Juj-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
1-Jut-99
15-Jul-99
8-Jul-99

8-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
22-Jul-99

1-Jul-99
16-Sep-99

29-Jul-99

29-Jul-99

"29-Jul-99

29-Jul-99

29-Jul-99

" 22.4ul-99

1-Jul-99
1-Jui-99

8-Jul-99
28-Jul-99

,26-Aug-99
© . 22-Jul-99

29-Jul-99
7-Jul-99

5716/6168
7054
12357/6466
12356/6466
12399/6466

12396/6466

12397/6466
12361/6468
12390/6471
12391/6471
12389/6471
1070/1154
1604/1154
1610/1154
1613/1154
1632/1154
10109/15936
10105/15936
10013/15831
9202/15831
1723/1419
1721/1419
19243/23286
607/559
1464106

3052
3056

3058

534
535

7672/5469
7671/5469
7673/5469
7674/5469
7083/5469
7538/5481
7513/5391

7533/5391

662

666
670

191
3148
4707

5,329.92
95,407.83
1,045.45

| 345.46
13,090.91
3.636.36
3,381.82
581.82
2.072.70
26,381.82
22.609.09
18,000.00
625.00
450.00
625.00
625.00
20,809.09
6,000.00
1,072.73
1,072.73
4,453.18
7.600.00
1,881.82
4,409.09
440,663.80

956.37
1.718.81

1,236.36

19,263.64
995.45

1,109.54
2,155.45
6,165.05
4,965.61

60.50

12,190.18

7,090.90

548.19

2,110.91
1,309.09
1,819.00
2,909.09
7,000.00
12.157.27
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N-3432

N-3464

N-3802

N-3905
N-3907
N-3907

N-3907

N-4464

N-4469

N-4639 -

N-4672°

N-4708
N-4777
N-4803
N-4925

2.) Purchase of goods with invoices dated outside the period of claim
N-686
N-161
N-719
N-803

¥
Metro Engineering & Supply Co.”
Metro Engineering & Supply Co.
NCR Corporation Philippines
NCR Corporation Philippines
RCF Contractor & Services
RCF Contractor & Services
RCF Contractor & Services |
RCF Contractor &, Services
Skyline Food Services
Skyline Food Services .
Tricon Technical Services Inc.
Tricon Technical Services Inc.
Tricon Technical Services Inc.
Tricon Technical Services Inc.
Xybernetiks Software Devt & Control

ASB Realty Corp.

ASB Realty Corp.

DS Steel Factors & Construction
Micro-Biological Laboratory, Inc.
Reuters Limited

. NCR Corporation Philippines

Sub-total

Bryan Distributors & Services, Inc.
Alta-Meco, Inc.
Camden Industries, Inc.
Comfac Corporation
Comfac Corporation
Comfac Corporation . 4
Comfac Corporation ‘
Consolidateq Industrial-Gases Inc.
ilj ate'q."lndustrial Gases inc.
Co solidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Cansolidated Industrial Gases Inc.

SO T

“Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.

Consolidated Industrial Gases inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases inc.
Consolidated industrial Gases Inc.

_.Cansalidated Industrial Gases Inc.
£onsolidated Industrial Gases Inc.

Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated industrial Gases inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated:industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.

15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
22-Jul-99
28-0Oct-99
1-Jul-99
1-Jui-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jul-99
15-Jui-99
22-Jul-99
8/5/1999

7/1/1999

“7/1/1999

7/1/1999
7/29/1999
9/2/1999

. 3/30/1999-

5-Mar-99
4-Mar-99
4-Jan-99
29-Jul-97
12-Jan-98
,30-Nov-96

*..26-Dec-96

11-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
27-Mar-99
27-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
29-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
4-Dec-98
28-Nov-98
9-Dec-98
9-Dec-98
1-Dec-98
1-Dec-98
14-Dec-98
17-Dec-98
17-Dec-98
14-Dec-98
21-Dec-98

237

332602/285107
332601/285107

a

2362/1682
2363/1682

525/637
524/637°
527/638
517/645

3362
3363

1985/587
1998/587

1990/587

1407/590

0121+
99-05-
11/15155
99-05-
25/15155
1154
19707
22496
285372

13143
67366
40632
13370
14733
11953
12137
112744
67503
67482
67476
113420
113430
113336
67595
157405
158327
158034
109118
109119
158087
158086
109305
109394
109395
109304
109510

4,545.45
2,767.73
20,874.96
20,874.96
1,500.00
2.181.82
63,154.55
2,909.09
242.00
8,927 .27
17,131.15
10,567.41
12,960.82
2,335.97
6,639.36

12,360.66

15,656.82

16,200.00
12,272.73
11,992.50
13,514.69

P 1,182,070.62

P

312.70
11,053.38
10,778.24

2,004.55
2,004.55
2,810.55
.2,129.55
4,717.30
70,377.50
69,051.61
2,566.39
1,363.64
1,090.91
4,717.27
43,433.50
5,645.44

©1,890.91

1,890.91
1,418.18
1,418.18
1,418.18
1,418.18
1,418.18
1,418.18
1,418.18
" 1,418.18
1,418.18
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Consolidate
Corisolidated |

. Consolidated lndusma ases inc.
Consolidated Industrlal Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases inc.
Consotlidated Industrial Gases inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated industrial-Gases inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gasesinc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.:
Consolidated Industrial Gases inc.
Consolidated Industrial Gaseés [nc.
Consolidated Industrial Gases Inc.

Cornersteel Systems Corporation
Dakilg, Trading Corp.

Dauis Induétrial Sales

signers World Trade Center
sy-Gall Comm..Phils. Inc. .
=asy Call Comm: Phlls_-:'?lgc*

~ Easy Call Comm. Phils. Inc.’

Eas Qall Comrn. Phils. .InC:
sy’Call Comm:. Phils. Inck

‘Easy Call Comm. Phils. Inc,

sy Call Comm,« Phils. In&.

26-Feb-99
26-Feb-99

12-Mar-99-

9-Mar-99
22-Feb-99
19-Feb-99
16-Feb-99
10-Feb-99
6-Mar-99
9-Mar-99
12-Mar-99
2-Mar-99
\13-Feb-99

_26-Mar-99 -

26-Mar-99
4-Feb-99
4-Feb-99
21-Dec-98
8-Jan-99
8-Jan-99
“15-Jan-99
25-Jan-99
25-Jan-99
30-Jan-99
2-Feb-99
22-Jan-99
18-Jan-99
7-Jan-99
29-Mar-99
4-Feb-99
29-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
19-Mar-g9
12-Mar-99
19-Mar-99
19-Mar-99
19-Mar-99
19-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar:99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
., 26-Mar-89
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99

338

111571
111572
112796
112647

111414.

111318
111186
110986
112579
112667
112797
111695
111119
113266
113295
1108286
110825
109509
109862
109861
110152
110458
110459
110628
110716
110353
110209
109819
01498
24508
0071
995
163442
163423
163443
163446
163444
163445
157620
163481
163478
4894+
4893
4899
2075
2062
2092
2080
2064
2081
2156
2088
2154

1418.18
1.418.18
1.418.18
1.890.91
1,890.91
1.890.91
1,890.91
1.890.91
1,890.91
945 .45
1.418.18
1,890.91
1,890.91
1,890.91
945 45
1.418.18
1,418.18
1.418.18
1.418.18
1.418.18
1.418.18
1,418.18
1,418.18
1,890.91
1,890.91
1.890.91
1,890.91
1,890.91
34,150.35
10,750.55
89,272.72
413.82
383.64
767.27
383.64
383.64
383.64
1,150.91
3,060.00
1,102.91
1.102.91
509.09
3,340.91
463.64
879.90
365.60
100.00
293.20
1,009.05
536.00
716.60
408.25

255.10(*rt
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N-1394
N-1395
N-1396
N-1397
N-1398
N-1399
N-1400
N-1401
N-1402
N-1403
N-1404
N-1405
N-1406
N-1407
N-1408
N-1409
N-1410
N-1411
N-1412
N-1413
N-1414
N-1415
N-1416
N-1417
N-1418
N-1419
N-1622
N-1629
N-1634
N-1635
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Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
ERer Merchandising

Eker Merchandising

Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandising.
Eker Merchandising
Eker Merchandlsmg
Eker Merc i
Festo Inc. i
Festo Inc.

Flik Industries Inc.
Flik Industries Inc.

._Globaltech Automatlon i
- Lawrence Brothers,: 29
.- Lawrence B ;h,

24-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-59
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
29-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
5-Mar-99
10-Feb-89
19-Mar-99
29-Mar-99
31-Mar-99
11-Mar-99
19-Mar-99
29-Mar-99
23-Jan-99
24-Mar-99
"11-Mar-99
29-Dec-98

. 18-Dec-98

29-Dec-98
24-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
4-Mar-99
5-Aug-99
5-Aug-99
5-Aug-99
19-Nov-98

3-Dec-98

v 5-Mar-99 .
- 29-Mar-99

13-Jan-99

2070
2071
2084
2155
2065

. 2083
2090
2153
2085
2072
2079
2063
2073
2086
2089
2087
2082
2078
2151
2152
2076
2074
2077 :
2091
2099
2093

0068754
0068531
1660
1678
13778
13780
0002
1064
028
0755
0871
0847
2948
2932
2945
5424 -
5427
0272
11870
11871
11876
19015

38441/38442
40133

4611
5634

155.85
45575

. 826.00
208.58
394.25
76.13
50.00
240.10
57.60
94.95
273.00
114.25
440.65
52.99
53.75
97.00
456.33
70.23
442.00
598.95
104.23
96.10
1,075.15
1,105.00
492 68
522.00
132.14
6,792.50
9,138.86
27,224.46
3,201.65
27,272.72
6,089.52
5784.73
7.265.81
568.18
15,909.10
2,727.28
4,14145
4,142 36
4,241.82
182 .40
58,348.10
16,199.54
1,062.18
2,299 55
2,090 91
5757972

17,996 27

10,099.10
1,144 54
1,779.00
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] N-4287

Technico ’ i

] N-4288  Techno Molds Inc. ‘
! N-4289  Techno Molds Inc.

N-4230 Techno Molds Inc.

N-4291 Techno Molds Inc.

N-4293  Techno Molds Inc.

N-4294 Techno Molds inc.

N-4384 Tom:-Ele KT Electrical Trading

N-4417 Tratek Asia Inc.

N-4559 Versatrade Marketing

N-4560 Versatrade Marketing ‘

N-4561.  Versatrade Marketing

N-4563 Versatrade Marketing

N-464Q Zorin System

N-4642 Zarin System

N-4666 Alert 1, Inc.

' Sub-total

3.) Purchase of services without suppoiting OR
Genetron Engineering Supply &

N-5014 . Services Co., Inc. °
N-5015 Gent_atron Engingering Supply &
: Services Co., lnip
i N-2906 Inter Tek Testing Services
: N-2907 inter Tek Testing Services
N-2908 Inter Tek Testing Services
"N-2909 Inter Tek Testing Services
N-2910  Inter Tek Testing Services
N-2911 Inter Tek Testing Services'

Inter Tek Testing Services
..f_,'_‘:lnter Tek Testing Services

Inter T k Testing Services
Inter ng Services

Jeeps Enterprises
Teradynel%hils. Ltd.
Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
Teradyne Phils. Lid.
Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
"1 Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
~ Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
_ Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
.. Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
“ Teradyne Phils. Ltd.
Sub-total

.i‘:

© Bryan D|stnbutors & Ser\nces Inc.
- Digital Equlpment Flllpma‘s Inc
:Llang €hi Indy Coilid

- Metro Engi

fing & vSuppI‘y‘ Co.

internationa Elevator & Equip Inc.

30-Mar-99
24-Mar-99
24-Mar-99
26-Mar-99
24-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
30-Mar-99
31-Dec-98
25-Mar-99
2/12/1999
3/30/1999
3/30/1999
3/17/1999
3/29/1999
3/5/1999
3/22/1998

'6-Apr-99.

6-Apr-99

15-Mar-99
15-May-99
15-May-99
29-Apr-99
29-Apr-89
29-Apr-99
30-Apr-99
15-May-99
8-Apr-99

' 9-Jun-99 -
" 15-Apr-99

16-Apr-99

- 9/8/1998

10/12/1998
4/12/1999
"3/26/1999

. 4/26/1999

5/3/1999
4/15/1999
5/24/1999
5/24/1999
4/26/1999

10/12/1998
11/17/1998

urchase of goods or servtces W/thput suppon‘/ng invoices or ORs

12-Feb-99
26-Apr-99
20-Mar-99
13-May-99

033
3466

3467 :

3469
3468
3472
3471
1260
161
1728
1821
1822
1800
6015
5974
0348

2717

2720

19533
21834
21833
20942
20943
20941
21084
21832
20145
23120
14808
139.
00049
00064
00534
28388
00540
00546
00539
00563
00568
00541
00062
00090

12861
6974
3304
2351

1227273
1,100.00
1,320.00
1,950.00
3,600.00

900.00
675.00
6,363.64

17,598.69

10,288.77

11,008.78
7,183.05

15,178.73
2,728.01
2,454 61

16,064.26

P

860,821.33

P

40,477.73

10,909.00

890.00
2.799.32
120.45
1,183.64
1.204.55
2168.19
16.104.55
973.36
973.36
973.36
1,000.00
1,800.00
264322
288089
21.410.34
2674562
19,434 18
5.865.30
564,630.53

©11,311.74

6,109.02
6,493.77
1,154 61
8,727.01

P 758,983.74

P

43,952 .88

52,099.56

7,000.00

22‘39140"”
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633 3,600.00
- MNIGFE 632 34,831.80
Rubicon Printing Corporation 04478 26,880.00
Sub-total , P 190,755.34
5.) Purchase.of services supported with Provisional Receipts (PR) only
N-3375  Manila Genesis 8-Apr-99 147 P 17,605.26
N-3377 Manila Genesis ‘ 14-Apr-99 149 17,605 .26
b-total ‘ P 35,210.52
6.) Purchase gfiservices supported with Non-VAT OR :
N-4966  Tewn & Country Agri Reapers, Inc. 512611999 541 P 16,363.64
Sub-total o P 16,363.64
7.) Purchase of goods supported with VA T—exempa‘ invoice .
N-4634 Wise & Company Inc.. 4/8/1999 139406 P 13,768.55
Sub-total ’ P 13,768.55
8.) Input VAT on purchase of services erroneously computed
N- Guard All Electronic Security
2908/2910 Systems Inc. o 23-Feb-99 792 P 313637
Sub-total ‘ P 3,136.37
TOTAL _ P 3,061,110.11

Therefore, out of the total claim of P23,687,908.