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claims that she should not be faulted for not indicating in the Petition
the dal st 1 ceived the assailed tax assessment and WOG
considering that she was not served or notified by any of such processes
by the respondent or his agents.

On the other hand, respondent in his Comment and Opposition,
counter-argues that the Court correctly ruled that the Petition was not
timely filed. Respondent further argues that the petitioner is guilty of
“srum-shopping and submits that she has no cause of action since
Joelito’s deficiency tax liability has already been settled and paid by the
court-appointed Special Administrator, Ms. Alona S. Abejuela. Thus,
responc 1t prays for tt denial of the instant Motion for lack of merit.

The Court resolves to deny the Motion.

The bone of contention in petitioner’s Motion is that since
responc.at proceeded with tax collection without any notice to the
heirs of Joelito, due process rights were violated, and as such,
petitioner should not be faulted for failing to indical the date of receipt
of the assessment and WOG in light of respondent’s failure to serve the
same.

W are not convinced.

The period for filing an appeal t ‘ore the Court of Tax Appeals
(v:A) as found in Section 11 of Republic Act (R.A.) No. 1125, as
amended by R.A. No. 9282, is thirty (30) days after receipt of the
adv -se decision or ruling, to wit:

Sec. 11. Who May Appeal; Mode of Appeal; Effect of Appeal. — Any
party adr ‘sely affected by a decision, ruling or inaction of the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the Commissioner of Customs,
the Secretr—7 of Finance, the Secretary of Trade and Industry or the
Secretary ot Agriculture or the Central Board of Assessment Appeals
or the Regional Trial Courts may file an appeal with the CTA
within thirty (30) days after the receipt of such decision or
ruling or after the expiration of the period fixed by law for action as
referred to in Section 7(a)(2) herein. (Emphases supplied)

Likewise, Section 3, Rule 8 of the Revised Rules of the Court of
Tax Appeals provides for the ' (30)-day period to appeal the
advers ¢ ‘:ision or ruling of the respor. _2nt to the CTA, to wit:

RULE 8
PROCEDURE IN CIVIL CASES

SEC. 3. Who may appeal; period to file petition. —
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Moreover, the Court notes that in Annex “*"s of respondent's
“nswer, the offer of compromise for the settlement of delinquent
accounts of Joelito was submitted by Ms. "bejuela, in her capacity as
the court-appointed Special Administrator and as the legal wife of
Joelito. It appears then that there is a doubt as to the status of herein
petitioner considering that she claims that she is the surviving spouse
of Joelito. Thus, it is with more reason that the Court maintains its
ruling that it does not have jurisdiction to determine petitioner’s
proprie _’ of interest in Joelito’s properties.

WHERLFORE, premises considered, petitioner's Motion for
Reconsideration (Re: Resolution dated 22 July 2024) filed via
registered mail on August 27, 2024 is DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.

CarPeee” 7 M‘«——\
CATHERINE T. MANAHAN
Associal Justice
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Asc-nclate Justice
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5 Docket, p. 138.



