> TS o C.T.. & B0, 3PP

igsoLTEioN

M6 L0 2 esrestien Ak Wb, PNsien 30 Mistice Pebikics f
g N T kY WL e e—
Gessmesie Woel a W growsd thed G Favisn S o whe B
led @ v @ within 0 Oedey pariod preseribed ' il
I, o Republde bet W, 0L, U ior eyeatimg Meis e,

Fe @ plesdings P10 by b parties snd oo testimomy -
W W s Ursaly, CL Aesessor of Cebu and petitioner he
e appeared and (o4t v his behalf s the Uslesd cefdes,
 Sieslion amd the opposition thereto wmm ol el Wi st
@ fugnst 90, 00 o= follewlng Lot wie duly established:

e Appdl 16, 154, petitioner City Awswair of Coba sve
ved hie eopy of the dwelsion of the Teard . Aasessment ip-
gasiin oF o CINY of Cebu, whish 1s the i ef 4R gweswd
e e fEs 50w, Believing that he ~viv decisfon i csmEeE,
e oafbes . am Appil by INES, Tiisd) 5 eilen S 120 el
Grshian whion wme Esbod L 455 Beard of Asessememt Ajpesl.
B e SFER
Bally sssenbiind Gu RS peddiseea v M Beedesy of Wo Memed
o meseses. Appeals @ G==0 0, Toet, (o page | Opposition
e Yotien to Dismiss amd on the followlng dey, " oo

&.

o






[ORIRALT! 20N
5T GAIR MO, LY

for Fedmetdbrutioe o awid Ealefin,, G (W) dare el AamesE.
V) wo Myl ki) G sty 18 W S e o Tl
e & Geeeiives b Hotism Vo Dismiias

iy dag of the motion fer recounsideratiom o Appdl =
S975,. therefore, stopped the runniag of the 30-day porded ol
Wil % appesl to this Court, snd said interrupted time v vud
o e g o the day when motioce of Lhe order of « o o
mEldlse v yooconsiderat.ion was given to (x petitioner, - o
iy i petitioner - his oppositien - the iws b Madan, W
mwgpamdle) of the period to sppeal emded = wi 1 Wi, Teee
Fmmenly, applying =0 rule om o sompwtatidm of i i oo
G An b appe explred == iy T, 1955, (bwiously, il lssGaw
s Qe B3dy emly e July U5, 985 “

Bven if we were to grant the pelitioner all the o o
M) Gk, emd Geder Besn W SIS o the day whem the idndesow
reconsideration, instesd of Jume . 1955 - when he o verlally
aisied v W guld onder, v o) Sterting podmt e widaw o
msgeie s remaining perlod of v to eppeal, still the “swiowi
“ 0 to revlow the deeislon of the Tourd of isaesauent ippesals
o U City of Cebu, =i flied beyond the reglemsntary period pro=
wiidl B dm section | of fepublie Act Vo, 1125

W= Beee 0 000 the petitico herein had only twemty (20
S a0 wene speoifieally watil July = 1955, uﬂhh ol -
iz Wis appeal o wsic Courte Inaasuch s the petitiom for
seulew W sent to this Court by meil om July / 00 W wels
(it 4 sadd petitien was filed “u: (2) days after e i il
@ @ DSy perded within which to appesl.

e bl EY) (SRS, |2



Mk satssssss G e i o W A oF Rl @B

Mot M, AP, wedl Q% ceTlabandy 6 pRE WS el G Ol
G, W A0l RS O R EEROEDEME GER s o T il

T _.

¥ ®
2

THIHEE
1 __
th -

H .._m_

i

1998 am e ase question af law 20 Me Guee o e Pia & =




= the notlce - appeal, i
itie the s poview, = ddaie s
5 Ve ok i) meides of appeal Wi mmay
become final amd o

WHSRLFGE, 0 e £ eomsiderations,
S R e

Aok unls auim Dey o 44 o oy di-dased far Sisds of
SMii witiout promoucement as

. o

S0 QRIENED,
Mamils, Philippines, Septesber & i




