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RESOLUTION 

MANAHAN, J .: 

To be resolved before this Cou rt is petitioner's Motion for 
Reconsideration (of the Decision Promulgated on February 
23, 2022) 1 filed on March 14, 2022 , without respondent's 
comment2 despite due notice3, praying for the setting aside of 
this Court's Decision promulgated on February 23, 2022 
(Assailed Decision) and the rendition of a new judgment 
granting its Petition for Review. 

Petitioner argues that its Petition for Review was filed on 
time as the Notice of Resolution dated June 24, 20204 shows 
stamps of receipt by the Bureau of Internal Revenue (BIR) , 

I Rollo, CTA EB Crim . No. 08 1, pp. 135- 146. 
2 Id ., Recbrd s Verification dated May 5 , 2022, p . 168. 
3 !d ., Resolution dated Ma rch 29, 2 022 , pp. 166-167. 
4 Id., Annex A, Motion for Recon s ideration (of the Decision Promulgated on February 23, 
2022), p. 148. ~ 
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namely: (1) On June 26, 2020 by the Appellate Division; and (2) 
On June 29, 2020 by the Prosecution Division. 

Petitioner also argues that Revenue Memorandum 
Circular (RMC) No. 23-2000 pertaining to the "50% Rule" is 
not applicable in the present case which reduced the civil 
liability to Php4,167,196,761.50 for taxable years 2005 to 
2009. 

We deny the instant motion. 

Petitioner alleges that there are two BIR stamps of receipt 
in the Notice of Resolution dated June 24, 2020. However, the 
records of this cases which are in the custody of the Court, 
reveal that said notice bears only one stamp of receipt from 
the BIR, to wit: 

s Docket, CTA Crim. Case No. 0-287, Vol. 17, p. 9089. ~ 
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It appears that the notice attributed by petitioner, which 
contains a date of receipt on "June 29, 2020", was unilaterally 
stamped by the BIR on its office copy and not on the Court's 
official record which shows only one BIR stamp of receipt 
dated June 26, 2020 and the Department of Justice's stamp of 
receipt dated July 13, 2020. Thus, the date of June 26, 2020 
cited in the Assailed Decision as the reckoning date for the 
counting of the fifteen (15)-day period to file a Petition for 
Review before the Court En Bane under Section 3(b), Rule 8 of 
the Revised Rules of the Court of Tax Appeals was proper. 

Considering that the instant petition was filed out of 
time, the Court will no longer discuss the other issue raised by 
petitioner. 

WHEREFORE, premises considered, petitioner's Motion 
for Reconsideration (of the Decision Promulgated on February 23, 
2022) is hereby DENIED for lack of merit. 

SO ORDERED. 
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