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RESOLUTION

Records show that the present Pestion for Review With Urgent Motion to
Suspend Tasc Collection (With Prayer for the Issuance of a Writ of Preliminary Injunction
and Dispensing of Bond) (the “Petition”) seeks the review of the Final Decision on
Disputed Assessment (FDDA) issued by respondent on April 21, 2025.

The Petition states the following material allegations, to wit:

“2. On 22 April 2025, Petitioner received a copy of the FDDA;
and hence, has thirty (30) days therefrom, or until 22 May 2025, within
which to file this Petition for Review; and hence, this Petition for Review
is timely filed.”

After careful evaluation of the material averments in the Pe#tion, this Court
finds that the same was belatedly filed, and thus, dismissible for lack of
jutisdiction.
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Basic is the rule that jurisdiction of a court may be questioned at any stage
of the proceedings." Moreover, it is the duty of the courts to consider the
question of jurisdiction before they look into other matters involved in the case,
even though such question is not raised by any of the parties.” Lack of jurisdiction
is one of those excepted grounds where the court may dismiss a claim or a case
at any time when it appears from the pleadings or the evidence on record that
any of those grounds exists, even if they were not raised in the answer or in a
motion to dismiss.” The reason is that jurisdiction is conferred by law, and lack
of it affects the very authority of the court to take cognizance of and to render
judgment on the action.* If the coutt has no jurisdiction over the nature of an
action, it has no other option but to dismiss the case.

It 15 also a settled rule that jurisdiction over the nature of an action is
determined by the averments of the complaint or other initiatory pleading, not
by the defenses contained in the answer.”

The Petition was filed via LBC, an accredited private courier service, on
May 22, 2025. It was received by this Court on May 23, 2025.

Section 14, Rule 13 of A.M. No. 19-10-20-SC¢ provides:

“SEC. 14. Conventional Service or Filing of Orders, Pleadings and Other
Documents. — Notwithstanding the foregoing, the following orders,
pleadings, and other documents must be served or filed personally
or by registered mail when allowed, and shall not be setved or filed
electronically, unless express permission is granted by the court:

(a) Initiatory pleadings and initial responsive pleadings, such as
an answer;

(b) Subpoena, protection orders, and writs;

(c) Appendices and exhibits to motions, or other documents that
ate not treadily amenable to electronic scanning may, at the
option of the party filing such, be filed and served

conventionally; and
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(d) Sealed and confidential documents or records.” (Emphasis

supplied)

As stated above, initiatory pleadings such as the present Pezzion should be
filed either: (1) personally; or (2) via registered mail. The provision does not allow
its filing via private courier regardless of accreditation. Under such circumstance,
the Petition should be treated as if filed via ordinary mail.” Consequently, the date
when this Court actually received a copy of the Pefition, i.e., May 23, 2025, shall
be deemed the date of filing, not the date of mailing on May 22, 2025. The Peztion
was therefore filed one (1) day late.

Perfection of an appeal in the manner and within the period laid down by
law is not only mandatoty but also jurisdictional.® The failure to perfect an appeal
as required by the rules has the effect of defeating the right to appeal of a party
and precluding the appellate coutt from acquiring jurisdicdon over the case.’

WHEREFORE, the present Petition for Review is DISMISSED for

Jack of jurisdiction.

SO ORDERED.
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MA. BELEN M. RINGPIS-LIBAN

Associate Justice

D-SAN PEDRO

-
C(% G. FERRER-FLORES

Associate Justice
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