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JULIO SIATHGCO .
Putitlhnnr,
versus CeTeho CASP NO, 2924
Y TACLOBLE CITY
ADSTEIOR & CITY BEOARD
OF ASSE33MENT APPREALS

OF TACLUEBAN CITY -
lles ents. Il ba /7S

BECIE1ON

This 43 an sppesl from a decision of the ﬂoaf& of
Agsessment Appeals of Taeloban City.

I$ appears that the petitioner, Jullc Ziayngeo, is
the owner of a lot deseribed in Tax Declorstion Ne. 17109
as residential, lecated at ¥Vilson “t., now Justice nage
8t.y Tecloban City, sssessed at P5,06P .00 offeetive 1561,
The lot was re-assessed by the City Lesessor of Tagloban
as commereial land, third class, at #317.50 per square
meter or, #9%,110,00 andar Tax Declaration Yo, 26416
effective 1969, Totlea of this asnsﬁsﬂnnt was reeeived
by petitioner only om April 19, 1971. On April 26, 1971,
petitioner appealed o the Tacloban City loard of Azsesse
ment Appeals, |

On Marech 9, 1973, petitioner recelved the depcision
of the City board of Azsessment Apneals reducing the
assessment by 30% and making 1t offeetive 1971. lot
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satisfied with this decision, petitioner appealed to this
Court sending his petitien for review by r-git;ered nail
en April &, 1973,

Hegpondent invokes the defense of lack of jurisdie-
tion asserting that:s (1) petitioner's appesl 1s cognizable
by the Central Loard of lax (assesswent) Appeals under
Presidential Decree %o, 76 and not by this Court; and
(2) aven assuwing argvendo that petitiorer's case 1s
aprealable to this Court, the present appeal was filed
beyond the Y'-day period preserided in SHeetion 11 of lle-
publie fet No, 1125, We have diesposed of this defense
in our Nesclution dated Jaouary 15, 1974 wherein we upheld
he jurisdietion of thig Court te Ytake cognisance of this
arpesl and it is unnecesgary fer us to dwell further om
this issue.

Petitioner for his part contends that the re-
assesament under Tax Declaration Fe, 26436 1s vold because
he received notice thereon only on 4pril 19, 1971 vhile
the zagessment 1s nade effegtive 1964,

Fotitioner adnmite that ouners of the lots adjacent
to the rroverty ir guestion were duly notified of the
re-nssessrant for the same period, 1t seems that 1f
petitioner 4id not reecive notice earlier than Spril 19,
1971 1t wos beoause he had left ?aciohun and resided in
Manila or uezon C4ity withont informing the eity assessor
‘q( his nev address. At any rate, it is & wprineiple of
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taxation that the owner of s resl est:te c:an not avold
an assesssert.or @ re-agssessoent therecof by mersly making
himselfl inncosssible to the muthorized assessor of the
goverrment, lhus, seetion 47 of Rapublie iot hg, 3068,
the Charter of the CIfy of lseloban,proviies that in the
event the owner of the resl sstate 1s unitnown the City
ssseusay shell neverthwless list =11 resl estalte for taxe
ation and charge the fay agoinsat such unkBown ownhep,

We find no werit in petitlioner's prntenslﬁn that
the pssassment of 37,50 per squore meter is ufreusonable,
Ihe svidence shows that Iax Jeclaration bo, 17139 clas-
sifies the lot imvolved hereln as a rlece of resildentisl
lund but in fax Jeclaratlion No, 26W36 the seme roperty
is reslassified from resldentisl lot to third cless come
meprclal lot, The svidence further show tist on lay 13,
1968 petitiorer sold & portisn of ssld lot with an arss
of 26,59 squers meters to the Philippine Uovermment at
P120,00 per square meter Gto be ased for widening ths strest
fronting ths same, The law requires that real projerty
ghnll he assessed at itz true ol Tull vilue or cash
vulue or falyr market v=lus (C.0H. HSodges v, Doard of saseas=
. ment Appecls of liollo Jity, Ol UJsse Nes, 36% and 362,
November 21, 1958; Vicente Jiegn Loesin and igustir I,
Loesin v, Cirile !, Gullos, im his capseity as Paccled
City Poard of Assesament [iax/ Appeslis, CT: Lase No, 1767,
Jeg, 18, 1967)., There is no showing thet the coriltion
af ths lot in juestlion tha% was loft sfter ths scle wus
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any different from thuat part th=% wes sold, ke presume
therafore that it cen commend the sule volus as Che popw
tion bought by tihe government, Undler thaze clircumstances
it cun herdly be sald that =r assessment of ¥37.50 per
square meter lg unressonsble,

Eowvaveér, Tax Jeslirstion No, 20836 shouly not reflact
u total erea of 1,467 squars mataers since on May 13, 1968,
petitimhar pold to the goverament 21,69 square meters.
Whnt reaulined nfba; the ssle to the government was
1,445,32 square maters apd at the rate of P37,50 jer
square meter the assessment shoull be only f17,93%.65.

Whad Gty the decision nppenled from iz hereby
modified, 1he sssessment covered by Llax Jeclirztion No,
26836 13 hereby reducsd to P37,930.00, Vithout proe=
nouncessut g5 to eqsts,

20 CROENLD.

Juszon City, Novembar 13, 1975.
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