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HI-ESAI PHARMACEUTICAL, CTA CASE NO. 10706

INC.,,
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MODESTO-SAN PEDRO, Chairperson, and
-Versus- FERRER-FLORES, J/
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INTERNAL REVENUE,
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JUDGMENT ON COMPROMISE AGREEMENT

MODESTO-SAN PEDRO, J.:

For tt  Court’s resolution is a Joint Motion to Render Judgment Based
on Compromise Agreement, filed by the parties on May 5, 2026.

Attacl 1to the Joint Motion are the following documents:

(a) A Judicial Compromise Agreement, signed by Jonnahs V.
Singian (petitioner’s President and General Manager), Atty.
Alvin. T. Pagayatan, Atty. Daisy L. Parker (both of whom are
petitioner’s legal counsel, from Aranas Cruz Araneta Parker &
Faustino Law Offices), and respondent Commissioner of Internal
Revenue (“CIR™);

(b) A Secretary’s Certificate, signed by Samuel V. Torres
(petitioner’s Corporate Secretary), showing the authority of
Aranas Cruz Araneta Parker & Faustino Law Offices to represent
petitioner;)

(¢) Print-outs of eFPS Payment Details with their corresponding
Bureau of Internal Revenue (“BIR”) Form No. 0605s, showing
petitioner’s payment of the following amounts: f
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The Court thus 1 ninds the parties that a compromise agreement
approved by the courts has the force and effect of a judgment that is subject
to execution and attains the effect and authority of res judicata, as discussed
in Viesca v. Gilinsky:*

A compromise agreement has been described as a contract wl  eby
the parties, by making reciprocal concessions, avoid a litigation or put an
end to one already commenced. A compromise agreement that is intended
to resolve a matter already under litigation is normally called a judicial
compromise. Once it is stamped with judicial imprimatur, it becomes more
than a mere contract binding upon the parties. Having the sanction of the
court and entered as its determination of the controversy, it has the force
and effect of any other judgment. Such agreement has the force of law and
is conclusive between the parties. It transcends its identity as a mere
contract binding only upon the parties thereto, for it becomes a judgment
that is subject to execution in accordance with the Rules. Thus, a
compromise agreement that has been made and duly approved by the court
attains the effect and authority of res judicata, although no execution may
be issued unless the agreement receives the approval of the court where the
litigation is | 1ding and compliance with the terms of the agreement is
decreed.

(Italics supplied)

ACCORDINGLY, the parties’ Joint Motion to Render Judgment
Based on Compromise Agreement, filed on May 5, 2026, is he >y
GRANTED. Their Compromise Agreement is hereby APPROVED. This
Judgment on Compromise Agreement is rendered in accordance therewith.
The part ; are hereby ENJOINED to faithfully comply with all the terms
and conditions of the aforesaid Compromise Agreement.

Accordingly, this case is now deemed CLOSED and TERMINATED.

SO ORDERED.

MARIA RO ’>EDRO

I CONCUR:

W
c%z‘%’fv G. WES

Associate Justice

2 G.R.No. 171698, July 4, 2007.
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ATTESTATION

I attest that the conclusions in the above Judgment on Compromise
Agreement were reached in consultation t ‘ore the case was assigned to the
writer of the opinion of the Court’s Div:~* -~

MARIA RO PEDRO

Chairy ‘son

CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to Artic' VIII, Section 13 of the Constitution, and the
Division Chairperson’s Attestation, it is hereby certified that the conclusions
in the above Judgment were reached in consultation before the ca: was
assigned to the writer of the opinion of the Court’s Division.

M Ak 1 ~_

MA. BELEN M. RINGPIS-LIBAN
Presiding Justice



