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BONIFACIO V. MACHD,
?aﬁiﬁjanex, ’

= Yersus - U7 vhs CASE NO, 2118

COMMISS T ONER OF INTERNAL

- REVENUE,

Hespendent,

x&mamantdhtsmx'

RESOLUTION

This sefers to pevitisner's metion far &
regsiutisen on resrendent's metlen te diimiss

i?i‘-q;nt oy jn=¢s6 stisnal greunds,

, ;'I:#fgﬂn Kay 21, 496& petitiener received a letter

'j51%§poadant dated Apri. 27, 1362 assessing him

g Ln thu sum of B49,311,.83 ag commprcial breker's

fix lmd ptle&nanga taxes; plus surcharge and thé

-inn'lf??ﬁyﬂﬂﬁ as campranise penaity fér the years
. 1956 te 198%:; In a letter dated June 6, 1962,

petitiener Lrotésted fhe assessmapt. In g ilsiter

Ee pititiqnef*e ;ouqag;‘dated hugust 3, 1942 se-

spendent duried tie pretest and zeguested sald
asunsel "that veu Urge veir &!llent te settis® said
anetnt Tin erder that thig eose may bH¢ ciesed,"

In a letter dated Auglish 23, 1962 patitiener ye-
‘qﬁls{&d 4 relmvestigatien but this was llkswise
denisd by respendent in a lettes dated Septenber
2], 1962 receipt «f which was acknewl!sdgsd by peii-

tisner in a letter dated Octeper 9, 1962, In i4e
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lette® of askpowledpmen' paiitionsr requested s

reconsideration of The danial of Beplembsr 21,

1962,

Respundent s pretenticm is thet the leiisr o2

dentgl dsted September 21, 1962 wus final in mature
and peiitiomer should heve sppesied from it i thio

thiriy daye from Octobsr 5, 1965 when petiticns? re

seived same and this petiticn whish was filsd on
May 12, 1576 is out of times

It sppears thal thiz cgese i3 one of a npumber

of cases imvolvivg the seme issues hamdlisd by the

same coumssl. Iu ths communicgiicos Delwean themg

respondent and petiticoer's counssl sowetipes deglt
i ﬂth Sald cases Jolutiy wnd mov separefely. Ha=
spondent’s letter Lo petitivner's coumssl dated Sep-

tember 26, 1962 rums &s Zollowss

, With refersnes Lo your verious

letiters for sed iz beislf of youwr various
glisnte, sppealing from ihe amsessmsnis: of
wWhis Office ageins: thew for uroker’s

Lixed and parcsutags taxes im relsiion te
theis business dealioges wiith the Iuterus-
tiowmal Harvesier Malleod, Imc., I hkave the
homor te ipform you that yeur sdministrative
sipes) for and v bebell of said clsnts
will be Deld inm sbeyance psucing resolution
of the 1ssipes on a slmiler case whish was
gpjealied by you te the Cowrt of Tax dppcals.

In ordsr to resclve amce and for sll
the factusl and legel issues arising from
the Zudicial sppssl of one o your cliients,
thiz @fflce hay decided to deny your re-
quesi for an sdwinistretive hearimg of each
of Lhs cases of your verioms clisets wuich

&re similur o the case sisyabed by you on

appsal te the Tows: of Tex Apvsalse

*
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n.a letier dated Janvary 8, 1981 respondant
netified petitioner ihat i%s reguest for reconsider-
ation wiil be given dae course providsd 1Y axes
euted a waiver and lm s letier of the same dale,
respondant advised The Regional Pirscier of 8an
Feroande, Pasvpeugs thet petiticumer’s protest vas
' peniing decisitn, Subsegianily, pebitioner ssnt o
| respondent the reguirsd waiver dsted Jsnuary 1§,
1963, In a lstier duted August 2, 1368 resiendest

asked petisiocner To szxtand ths period of the waiver

of the Piatute of Iimitation to December 3i; 1%72 and
petitionar compiisd with ths demsnd extanding it te
mﬁ 30y 1975 *
3 e w’et’s position thet ths denial of Sep=
©_Sembar 21, 1962 vas #inal in tanor is £ob 1% conforRify
: 'H.'bh the svideuse ;dﬁmad by the partiss- &nd the
" pesords of this case. In seid latier respondent
uom;w raguestad petitioper®s counse! Lo ®urgs your
elisnt te pay® the gmount --gs_sum ®in order that the
eade may be slosed® which segrosiy counste Tinalitye -
Or the sther W_Q—magmmt elearly Racifested that
resoliution of paﬁl"kiemx‘_'s motion foy reconsideraiion
wae Belog held io ibuxmm' The least that csn be’
said lu this respeci iz thet respondsnty grani;m
arguendo that he intended t-b.e dpnial of Beptswber
2lg 1562 Lo be fipal, Teconsidersd m_rmw_ ef




"--uﬁ dmhl {tﬁrns s, ﬁma af Tade Bew.y GeTods
J =GM& ¥, Z‘MB, maﬂnum ot Jam 30, 1973)e

T.M-;, w ars nf m persuasion that the thirty-day
L period for sppesl ©o the Court of Tax Appesis can

:mt he cmm :‘mm notice of ihe denisl sf Eaptmbﬂ
ﬂt 1"%;20

;’l W mto, hmnr, et mute;ﬁh m

Jﬁf Ins. hvw GM ﬂan I% 15%,
2 et Maveh 31, 19713

wh’tﬂl imtmﬁ me, ﬁlﬂ ii m e !Mﬁ&
st a ' # mm m lewy M tﬁw
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