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shall be released to the person named therein or to the duly
authorized representative, in accordance with En Banc
Resolution No. 03-2009, Re: Guidelines on Reduction and
Refund of Bail Bonds.

SO ORDERED.

In its Motion, plaintiff prays for a new decision affirming
the validity of the assessments issued against accused and
ordering him to pay the Bureau of Internal Revenue (BIR) the
assessed deficiency taxes, inclusive of charges and penalties.

Plaintiff raises the following grounds:

L. WITH ALL DUE RESPECT, THE HONORABLE COURT
ERRED IN RULING THAT THE PROSECUTION
FAILED TO ADDUCE PROOF THAT ACCUSED
AUTHORIZED DONALD REYES TO RECEIVE THE
PAN AND THE FANs ON HIS BEHALF,

II. FINALLY, THE HONORABLE COURT ERRED IN
RULING THAT THE PROSECUTION FAILED TO
ESTABLISH THE ACCUSED’S CIVIL LIABILITY.

Despite being given the opportunity, accused did not file
any objection or opposition to plaintiff’s Motion.3

Hence, the Court resolves,

After a careful examination of the records and meticulous
evaluation of plaintiff’s arguments, the Court finds no sufficient
and cogent reason to disturb its ruling in the assailed Decision.
The issues raised in the instant Motion have already been
thoroughly discussed and passed upon in pages 13-20 of the
assailed Decision.

To reiterate, the service of the Preliminary Assessment
Notice (PAN), Formal Letter of Demand, and Final Assessment
Notice (FAN) to Mr. Donald Reyes was improper. Moreover, there
is no proof that the accused personally received these
documents. This deficiency renders the assessment null and
void. In the absence of a valid assessment, no criminal
conviction or corresponding civil liability can arise for failure to
pay tax under Section 2535 of the National Internal Revenue
Code of 1997, as amended.

¥ Records Verification Report dated June 30, 2025.
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WHEREFORE, premises considered, plaintiff’s Motion for
Reconsideration on the Civil Aspect of the Case (Re: Decision
dated April 23, 2025) is DENIED for lack of merit,

SO ORDERED.
LANEE S. CUI-DAVID
Associate Justice
WE CONCUR:

(On Leave)
ROMAN G.DEL ROSARIO
Associate Justice

ssog¢iate Justice



