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Respectfully forwarded to the Hon. John Philip P.
Sevilla, Commissioner of Customs, Manila, the attached writ and
order of preliminary injunction issued by Judge Emmanuel C.
Carpio of the Regional Trial Court, Branch 16, Davao City,
enjoining this office from seizing, holding and alerting the
shipments of Starcraft International Trading Corp. which were sold
to plaintiff Joseph M. Ngo, which order was received by this office
this afternoon.

DA A P. PACASUM
Acting District Collector é
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