EORT AMUNT PEVELOPNMENT 'Ct'o.
LTh., "hilippine Branch,
Fetitioner,

- Versus - g CoToho CAUE NO, 2807

COMMI SEOHER OF INTEVRMAL
REVERINME,
Fespondent.
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RESOLUYUVTION

rFor the reasan ztated in petitioner's "Motion
To Vithdraw ‘ppeal®” filed on Janusry 20, 1978 that
its elaim for refund of axcess income tax 4n this
cate in the amount ofi ~55,19:.00 has slready Doan
procassad, aporoved and actually refunded by res-
pondent as esvidencsd by xexopx copy £ Traasury
Warrant Ne, § 04,1%2,320, dated October 24, 1977,
the sald motion is .h-rnbr GRARTID,

Let this case m"p it ia hareby, consldercss®
closed and taerminated,

80 ORDERXD,

aunl City, PFebruaryls, 1978,

—

mmmn AMANTE EALLER
Aosociate Acting Presiding Judge



