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As provided in the case of Bernadette S. Bilag, et. al. v. Estela
Ay-ay, et. al.’, to wit:

“Jurisprudence has consistently held that ‘[jlurisdiction
is defined as the power and authority of a court to hear, try, and
decide a case. In order for the court or an adjudicative body to
have authority to dispose of the case on the merits, it must
acquire, among others, jurisdiction over the subject matter. It
is axiomatic that jurisdiction over the subject matter is the
power to hear and determine the general class to which the
proceedings in question belong; it is conferred by law and not
by the consent or acquiescence of any or all of the parties or by
erroneous belief of the court that it exists. Thus, when a court
has no jurisdiction over the subject matter, the only power it
has is to dismiss the action.” Perforce, it 1s important that a
court or tribunal should first determine whether or not it has
jurisdiction over the subject matter presented before it,
considering that any act that it performs without jurisdiction
shall be null and void. and without any binding legal effects.”

WHEREFORE, premises considered, petitioner’s “Motion for
Reconsideration (To The Resolution Dated September 17, 2019)” is
hereby DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.
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