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CTA EB No. 1605
(CTA AC No. 127)

In her Motion for Reconsideration, petitioner maintains that the
subject assessment has long become final and executory for failure of
respondent to timely file a written protest under Section 195 of the
Local Government Code (LGC), that having failed to do so, respondent
cannot validly challenge the assessment by filing an action for refund
under Section 196 of the LGC; that the notice of assessment need not
contain factual and legal bases of the assessment because it is not a
mandatory requirement under Section 195 of the LGC; and that to rule
otherwise is to add a requirement not provided under the law.

As mentioned earlier, no comment or opposition thereto was filed
by respondent despite due notice.

THE COURT EN BANC’S RULING
Petitioner’'s Motion for Reconsideration lacks merit.

A careful perusal of petitioner's Motion for Reconsideration
shows that the arguments raised therein are a mere reiteration of
matters which have already been considered, weighed and resolved in
the assailed Decision.

Finding no compelling reason to reconsider, modify or reverse
Our Decision, We shall no longer beiabor in this Resolution, to repeat
the disquisitions made therein.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, petitioner's Motion for
Reconsideration is DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED. )
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Associate Justice
WE CONCUR:

ROMAN G. DEL
Presiding Justice
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