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This is iY"l connection v.Tith a ~~~~otion to DiSl.:J.iss ," 

filed y petitioner o~ Octo er 19 , 1962 , prayin~ for 

the dismissal of this case on the groun ..... t_lat the re-

vised incoE!.e tax c;_ssessr:ents for 1951-1- , 1j)), 1956 , 

1957 and 1958 issued against it were a1rec.,dy paid as 

evi anced y photostatic copies of the i·lco·Je tax 

receipts ~~exed to the motion . 

In his uritten manifestation , respondent stc.ted 

that he i -rterpose no o j action tl1ereto . 

\-I!ii>ll::FGRJ , lat this case e, as it is hery 

dis>-:issea, .vi thout pronouncement as to costs . 

SO RDR.'i.ZD. 

:~anilo.., Decem er 4, 19(2. 
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