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This is in connection with The alffirmstive de-
fense raisad Ly the respondent ln his answer, qﬁal-
tioning the jurisdigtion of this Gourt’co antertalin
the appeal filed by tle peiiclioner, by virtue of
which, a preliminary ’rmﬁrin,; was held on aagust 7,
1965,

Petltionar 18 the registered owner cf two par-
eels of land (known as Lots sos, 31521 and 3522)
located at "ﬁ].oc':{ lio, 13, Hoxas Boulevard and llobert
Gtreet, Pasay Clty, wile: wers recently ro-assessed
by the I"{%Iﬂ:..'lndeﬂl.-k;lt_‘? Assessor of Fasay under Tax
Declaratlon wo. 9711, increzaing thelr origlual
valuatlon ander yrevigus assesswents Lln Lhe aggregate
sun of #¥116,69C,00 to ¢512,670.00,

Jpon denlal of its request {for roconsiderstion
of this new assessment, petlilonar appealed to the
Board of Assessmant Appeals of Fasay Clty, whieh,
in & decision dated lovember 6, 1904, reduced the

new assessment from ¥512,670.00 Lo 1ts previous value
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of #116,690,00 and ordered the respondent Cltf
Assessor to amend accordingly his assessuent of
the lots in guestion.

iespondent hav.ng falled to laplament the
sald deeciglon of the ibosrd of Assessment Appeals of
Pasay City, petitioner instituted the present ﬁuﬁ
tion, prayi.ngz, among others, that Judgment be reni-
ered ragulring the Uity Assessor to earry into ef-
fect tha aforasentioned dacision.

It s ﬂlil??l‘bf tha petitionar tﬁqt':hla
Court ean legally take eognizance of thils ease. Its
ecntantion is anchored qﬁ the elauss "or other mat-
ters arising under the Assessment Law, 1neluding
rales and r-gulJtiuns-falativa thereto”, in Seetion
7(3), of Rauvublie Act Ho. 1127, It further avers
that he 15 saversely affeeted by the refusal or
fallure of responient to carry into effect lhe de=
eision of the Board of Assessmant Appeals of Pasay
City.

On the other hand, respondent holds Lha con-

 trary view.
Petitioner's coatenticn is not well Caken,
(1:P1: Court is of special and limited jurisdietion.

Its Organie law, Republic Aet Lo, 1125, in Section
7 thareofl, sxpressly enumerates the mattsrs over )
wileh 1t may exercise its jurisdiotion; and by ime

plileation, such inu-s@atlon excludes all others,
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Expressio uoins est exglusio altepius. (Urszal v,
Court of Tax iAppesls, G.R. lio, L—lt‘.-lzj; 53 GaGe

6081) Obviously, the case at bar doec not fall under
apy of tiose caser or matters expressly enumersted
ia Section 7 of Aepublic Aet io. 1127, ) In s previous
case (0llads v, Comrt of Tax Appeals, 52 0.0. LW6E7)

the Gupreue Court held:

“wole Lhat the law gives to the

Court of Tax Appeals exelusive appellate

isdletion to review the declsions of

Collscter of Intermal levenue, the
Gomininn-r of Customs, and the provine
elal or elty Pourds of ﬁ:naﬂmnt Appeals.
Hote aliso thatl In delinlag the cases that
may be reviewed thae law beglne by ema-
merating thew and then adds a genaral
¢lause pertaining to other matters that
may orlse under the Jatignal Internsl
Aevanuoe umﬂ‘, the Cugtoms law and the
Asgessment law, This shows that thes
Tothar mattarn' Lnal may come under the
lmml clause should be of tha same
nature as those that have preceded them
upplylng the rnle of copstruction known

- L0 gther words, 1ln
.

it should be amd !‘arnign or ex-
traneous and 1= nol inelundad. (Mmler-

lining ours.)

Idkawise, under paragraph (3) of Section 7 of
Republic Aet lo, 1127, the jJurisdiction of this Court
is 1imits? only to appeals From deeisions of provine
elal or olty Poaprds of Assessment Appeals in cuczes

involving the assessrent and taxmtion of real property
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or other matters -rising under the Assagsreat law,
including rules and regulatioas rel:tivas thereto

(3es also Hedina vs. Uity Treasurer of Dumaguete,

CTA lio, 845, August 27, 1760)., Hothing ia Sectlon
‘i(3) of the sald law empowers this Court to pass upon
appeals which do not involve a decision of the Board

of Asseassament Appeals ia appropriate cases specifi-
h————\ -

e ———

cally eaumerated therein.

( It must also ve noted thit petitioner 1s not
adversely affected Dy the deelsion of the bBoard of
Assessment Appoalc ol' sasay City unﬁd dovenber O,
196%. uweither 1s 1t appealing toereiroa since said
deelsion lu in its favor. it simply wauts respondent
to eaforce tie declslon, which slallasly Saunot be
done bacausa, aas statel above, wie Uity mssessor of
Fasay <ity ia not a proper purty responieat under
the provislions of Hepublie \et i0. 1127.>

fhis Court, Liuerefors, nas ao jurisdiaeiion to

take dognizange tiila cuse,

.':'i Tl .'1..' .',.'Il m\ﬂ--'-[ '4-1.(..-1?‘ t\l]-‘; Mtlilﬂil L‘i.h' L'QVL.U 1.
beredby dismissed, withoul pronouncessat =s Lo costs.
ol DL sHEL,

Quezon City, suvember >, 1lye).
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