REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES
COURT OF TAX AFPEALS

MATTILA m
)

SERTE: INVAITMENT COMPANY, \%‘ :
Petitisner,
' L’ Dy A
- VETSUS - 7 CASd M. 773

COMMISS INNER OF CUSTOMS,
Resvondant.

DECISICN
-~

This is an aspeal from the decision of the res-
pondent Commissionar of Customs affiwming an ovxder of
the Ceollector of Customs of Manila, dated Febhruary 195,
1956, which decreed the (oarfeiture of 3,000 crates of
onions consigned to the petitioner sometime in 1954,

ﬂ\i}!ctl of the case are stated in the decision
of the Collector of Custome of Manila, vizs

*This haa referance t¢ the protests
filed th! Serree Investmerts against the
coll redemption value of the

n thamnd 3,000) crates. of onions ‘
selzed by this Pursau under Seizure
uﬂim Noe 1650 and subjected to
seizure and forfeiture proceedings for vio.
lation of Executive Order Ne, dated
June 22, 1990, and of Central Bank Circu-
lars Hu. A4 and 4% in relation to Section
1362 (f) of the Revised Administrative

L ]

*This ::‘.f.pnnt of 3,000 crates of
enions arri Manile from Japan some=
time in June 26, 1954, on boazd 8/5
"™WikObar" mun-i to the herein protes
tant and was declared in Entry Ne. 52291,
series of 19354,

*After the seizure preeeedings,
decision was rendared by this Office on
July 27, 1994, forfeiting the merchandise
in favor of the Government. Upon request,
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AP oD ANFEY ™

CeTeAe CAJE MOe TTI

Lol
L

the ¢la njhur-:l.n protestant ) was
allowed to eenm the forfeited perchan-
dise in senarate erders by this Offien
datec ‘“l;'lllt 7 and Auguat 17, 1954, upon
the nt of the re titn value of
*72,830.3 (exclusive of the duties #nd
taxes mid) as evidenced Ufficial Ne-
celpts Hos. A0S and 248352, The paymant
of the redamption price of lT‘! 836,30 is
the subject of the present ':'rﬂtlltl.

2 ter the fomal lmazing o the proe

test during which the counsel for the preoe

testant presentsed documsntary evidence,

a mamorandum m- submitted in support of

the protest. The issues ralsed in the

memorandum are the lﬁnnt of Central

fank Cireulars les,. and 4% and the gore

rectness of the computation of the redemp-

tion prige of tha merchandige.” (See p. 2

Customs vecords, )

The sole issue in this apneal refers to the
validity of the seizure of goods immorted from abroasd
not covered by a release certificate from the Central
Rank as requirsd by Circulars Neos. 44 and 45 of sadd
bank, Peotitioner contends that-suech goods, if they did
not invelve any dollar remittance, were not subjact to
forfeiture as the Central Pank hn’/ authority to re-
gulate no-dollar importations.

~ In similar cases, it has heen consistently held
that gooeds fmnorted from abroad, whether or net involve
ing dellar renittance, if not covared by & release
certificate issued by the Central Pank, uve subject to
forfeiturs for violation of the Custons Law. (See Jere
ree Investment Co. v. Coms of Customs, C.T.A, Nos, 721,
722 and 723, Dec. 29, 1962.)

WIEREPORE,, finding no error in the decision ap-

pealad from, the same is hereby sffimmed, with costs
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DECISTION «

{:-Tn'.. C .-:: I - ’r.l,\?i

adainst petitionar.

10 CRDEAED.

Manils, March 19,

— &N ! ﬁﬂﬁ&:i
residing Judge

1963,

4

RAOMAN M. UMALT )

\sseceiate Judge



