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DECISION

These are appeals from the decisions of the Com~
missioner of Customs ordering the forfeiture of Alto
Surety 4 Insurance Co., Ine. Bonds Nos. 0~9902, (-9959,
0~998%, 0-9985, 0-11071, G-11085, ¢-11102, G~11086,
¢-9903, G-~11189, 0=-11193, 0=-11450, 0-~-9900, G-10077,
(=11027, 0=1103 and (=9832 and holding petitioners
liable jeointly and severally with the Alto Surety and
Insurance Co., Inec. for tin payment of the total sum
of P397,89%.29. , |

Upon motion of petitioners the sbove-entitled
cases were heard jointly in viewv of the similarity of
the issues involved,

The facts are not disputed. Sometime in 19%: and
1955 petitioners received various shipments of foodstuff
and textile from fongkong and Japan. The importations
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were covered by bills of lading and commercial invoices
“bat p-uumn'nuu to present the necessary consular
invoices and Central Bank release certificates as re-
quired by Central Bank Cireulars lo, We and k5. vhere-
upon, the Collector of Customs for the Port of llcnih
instituted seizure Mgl pursuant to Seotions
1363(f), 1250 and 1363(m)=3, & and 5 of the Revised
Mninistrative Code. l/eanvhile, the shipments in quest-
ion were released fron customs custody under beond after
payment of cuftoms duties and taxes, After due hearing,
the Colleetor of Customs found the importations were
in violation ef the prowisions of Central Bank Cir-
oulars Mos, W and 5., Consequently, he ordered the
forfeiture and configeation of the bonds posted by
petitioners. Petitioners mulid to the Commnissioner
of Customs who affirmed the deeision of the Colleetor.
Hence, this ml. |

On February 13, 1963, petitioners filed a sup~
plemental petition, alleging therein that Cemtral
Bank Circulars Nos. W and &5 were repealed by Central.
Bank Cireular So. 133 on Jm 21, 1962 and that by
virtue of the repeal the penalty of forfeiture incurred
under sald two eirculars was abated.

The questions posed by the parties for our oon-
‘sideration ultimately narrow down to whether or not
the forfeiture of the goods in guestion is in ascord-
ance with law.
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' The question is not new. In Pascual vs. Com~
missioner of Customs, 0. R. FNo. L-10979, Jume 30,
19995 Commissioner of Customs vs. Leuterio, G, R. I,
I~9142, Cectober 17, 1959, it was held that gocds im-
pérted in vielation of Cireulars Nos, W+ and 4§ of

-the Central Bank are subjeet to forfelture under Seo-
tion M of the Administrative Code.

Petitioners contend that the repeal of Central

Bank Cireulars Nos. b4 and b5 by Central Pank Cir-
cular fo, 133 extinguished the l:h‘bbility forfeiture
ineurred under the former two ecirculars.’ M a long |
line of deeisions, we have consistently held that im
rnpict' te the rmimqnt‘ of a release certificate
issued by the Central Bank or any ef its agents to
cover importations, Central Bank Cireular 'Nn. 133 aia
not in any way repeal Cemtral Bank Circulars Nos. W
and 45, And even Af 1t did, the repeal 4id mot make
the illegel importation 1-;-.1] (Andres Lagaro vs. Com-
missioner of Customs, CTA Cases Nos. 833 & 83k, June
b, 1963; Camerc vs. Commissioner of Custeoms, CTA
Case No. 11%3, July 30, 19633 Mapa vs. Commissicner
of Customs, CT\A Cases Nos. 893 and 594, August 27,

19633 De la Cruz vs., Commissioner of Customs, CTA

Cases Nes., 980 and 1150, August 27, 1963).

WHERRFORE, rmnni_ no error in the decisions
appealed 'M. the same are hereby affirmed ip loko,
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with costs against petitioners.

80 ORDERED.

September 30, 1963.

(A97) woman W, THALT
Associate Judge

I CORCUR:

(45#) waniawo mamie -
Presiding Judge



