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I this petition [+ the review of a decisien
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DECISION -~
CTA CASE 9. 2437
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DECTSION -
CTA CASE NO. 2837

e part of petitiomer to preveat the Covernment
Gt from making proper syessment of 1ts tax
Wuelivy arising from such freight paymen -
el abread. _

It follows that, just like the Barcelona
case @i, this 19 plainly a ecase ariging under
“rarmal eircumstances" reforred te in the Azsnar
d- ' om to which the f1 r peried provided
(5 Bectien 3131 of the Hevemue Code i preperly
appli- Thic 1 entirely differsat frem o
A=y ease o o assessment was the result
W spplieation of the net worth expenditure: method
of lilusining unreported ‘mcome. This method
assessaent . reserted to only in cases where |
aeravias of the uareported incose of a taxpayer are
not defimitely ascertainable (fee Barcelena v
Commissione of Internal Tevemme, « Sinee
g idesen filed its 1965 annual return of income
G ot gouree on Apri 13, 1966 covering income
Gt te wes hesident aliens or corpora e
0 the year 1965, and ths desand letter dated
October 5, 1 together wil, the cvviuspending
G eiien whdeh oo gsued emly om October







DECISIOR -

that the mere v Wt peti e flled ﬂ“--;:-a!;.:n'
income tax retums 't source Tor payment: other o
these invelved in this case will not relieve petie
tioner of the 5% surcharge. o 25 surcharge
% imposed onmly. i¢ o o gleaned frem . readiiv
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a return o 1ist within the time preseribed by '
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In resume, we are of the opini - that |
pet tioner = under legal eblizatiem = i GEel
withheld from the freight payment: remitted = ' ©
‘neeme . due thereom, = the requisite " .l
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DECISION -
CTA CASE NO. 243

With cest: against petitioner.
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50 ORDERED.
Quezon City, Jamary 4. 977.
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Associate Judge
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f.»" Asscelate Judge
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