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Co oA, CASE NO. @4

A souliion for review was ' ed with this Court
November 28, 1995, and was amended on Jenuary 6.
1956,

In accordance with the provisions of “estion
", Republ @ Aot Ne. | 25 the person edversely af-
G@etod by i deelnlian of & Colleetor of Internal
Wapuses - appeal the tame to this Court within
Gaieny (307 dayn from the receipt thereof. In the
(metomt 2ose the decision which petitioner could
wawe sppealed to this Court was that rendegped co
February 5. 1990 which petitioner received on Fea-
guepy B, 1998, Thevefere counting from February 8,
1985, the reglementary period of thirty days within
Which an appesl may be taken expired om March 10,
1995, bsincc the instant petition for review was
fll.e% only on November 22. 1900, it becomes manifest
Whst the appesl was flled out of time. We ave there-
fame demctrained to hold that we could not acquire
Jusisdiction over the present appeal.

IN VIEW UF THE FORBGOING ., the petition for no-
view should be as it is hereby disamissed with costr
to petiticner

W CHbLEU .

Manila November 26 13%6.

. S
WARIANG SABLE
Presiding Judye
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