











contemplation of Section 363 of the Sevised Ad-
ministrative Code. Hence. they are subjeet to
forfeiture pursuant to the provisicns of said
codal sectio (see Henry Anderson vi. Commissioner
of Customs, G. R. No. I=-6001, September 19, 1952;
Comuissiones of Customa ve. Caridad Capistrano,
G. ® No. L-11079, June 30, 1960).

W ith respect to the U. §. money orders and
U. 5. checks petitioner argues that they cannot
be classified as merchandise inasmuch as () they
sre not legal tender or currency and (2) they are
werely orders to pay, that 1s, in his own words,
"ag if a foreigner had sent a letter to another
foreigner asking the latter to make a payment of
foreign exchange sbroad " Ve find petitioner's
arguments without merit. The fact thet money orders
and checks are not legal tender or currency adds
more reason for their clsssification as merchandise.
Chegks may be bought and sold 1ike a commodity. As
& matter of faet, in the nited States the deposit
&-muu-mummn-hm-
vering vs. Stein fOh W7 115 P 2d 468; Burton vs.
United Jtates. 196 US 203. 49 L ed 462). Voney
opders being simila: to checks, they may also
be bought and sold in the same way that checks are.
1f money orders and checks can be made the subject
of purchase and sale then certainly they can be
clsssified as merchandise.















