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Peticionss ¥isente ,.ﬂuw Locsin purzhesed on
Beptenber 5. ’E‘Jﬁlu het Ney 25, Bioek o, §, with an
arss of 600 syuase websra at L0, 00 per syuars
water, oF Tor P6;000,00 from vl Capltel Subdivisiou;
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Ualdastral Lot 1209 pto ¥hick was sssesssd at ¥H.00
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Fo, 1967, Let 1% aloressid e geseumnd &% YL 00 =
pet mgtwze ua'lar or & belal ar PF, 200 by Tax Dee-

iareiion Ho. 1528, eFfestive 168%, canvelling Taa Des,

eration Foo 19118 en Tar s sald Lok An censeried.
The sasesemenl wi TlE.00 per sguare meter of satd iew
rolm P2.00 more than Lhe purdbess pﬂuﬁ par squass
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Uhs reasnsiseration of Hhe seld ssgessuant bel save
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On Agedi 05, 1966, petitioner Austis 7. Loesin; &%
e Gem waleil®. proteatad dnd appealed Thilz wio
Assesesent urging the canscellation thepeof and '
sedatasaney of %k Gssessment at 03,600,070 or o¥
.00 per square meter (Exh. 5, p. 20, Doard of
Soccs hppeals soe. . And Ut tae same letter of
4l Yy 1967 he charged EMAt (io Cinad weE
seilislem and contemptuous - . Bes
@ damassaei Appeals oaesus, 19 W intended o
BesENSs G5 Gosves and cempel him few. ¢ sowsdieg WA
e appeet of Mio eidesh, Viestte Dhepw eawis, thobe -
W iateleriag WUk ot cheNFeNlEs Ghe presesdings
lefess geid Bosrd .

Aakias R W cppealls of et Mewers Wiwesie
Diego Loosin and Agustin Loesin, respondent Beard
o gment muh deni ' the same. ' ing thus
issues 2@
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U@ Wi appeal peti’ o woges i Lots Nos .
T0 amd W were erroneously iuassessedy vt ket Ne,
1Y sl Se assediped 0 PY.00 i square meter s
%0 melhes lot, Galuswral Lot No. 120J=pt., Bas-
2la) Cowmrios;, Whee® Lot Noo W alsmldl o auseesed
W #6000 mu cemss seies in sccordance o th Tax
e Be (370G GRed (ke sesseseEneRtE La quesiiss
P 48 vhelatden of Weossintden Me. §)y serles oF
19, of Wee Beeeled S0ty Cesmafll, lurisg down the
et b e Gl P26 o€ Sheds TS absessed wiwasg
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On = @ hand, respendents contead .

e edw 1 question iFe adjasemt U= Gash vl
ol lesatet aleag T@dR BtFesd amd e sleesifisd @@
e sllems Peokdeeali]  Lvie weeer (5o Schedule @
Valuss approved = ) Department = Finance an
Scamban #1, 1968 cai cceceewd b e Fals o

No, 120%=p8.) rafussed to W petiSlumaes Edal
was assesged . P00 per square meter in o pemm
subiiiviglon wisess %W e (T «lees (8 eeild

" sehefule; WimG Ui Pasolod 01y Sswmaail’s soselwiles
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1° 10 mot eontroverted . petitioser Diego
bapeiin) pamehaaed. ot Bee 17 fves Gle CoulGel Swieo
Eviaien ot V10,00 jur agEes b a8 Beslasies
90, md peeiulanse Agustia T. Loesin beught ‘et
e, if fey Ghe ssme priee vk Crem the sass SaEPeD.
The sawessss: e afm’'d length (eRuasiiem. W
Fdesds MR b Seseshad U0 ghew Fsk Wese 0
dges) el eommand lwiter prices. Nor o there
Fldeme = ohow Rt the obls iets la S hiesk
esemied Bytior priees than PU0,00 jpar Sgmais
mefhee. e lee requires that ol property il
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be sassessed at its true and full wvalve, or cash
velune or fair market value (G, W, lodges v. Board
of Asssgsment Appesls of Ilecilo City, CTA Case Nos-
361 and 362, Nov. 21, 1958).

"The law reoguires that all real
property should be assessed for tax-
ation purposes: (a) at its true and
full value and (b) in scecordance with
the schedule of values in fTorce in the
municipality er municipal distriect
whorein the prop 12 situsted,

" The market value of the property is the price the

property will bring in a fair market after & fair
snd reascnable efforts have been made to find @ pur-
chaser who will give the highest price for it (Mag-
ondray & Co, v. B'lllnll'l. 33 udl,. 3?0}-,: Ia the
light of these rules it cannot be gainsaid that
#10.0C per sguare meter represents the fair warket
velue or the full value of the lots in gquestion,
sinee no reason hae been sdvanced for s change in
the market price of the lots.
®. o o If slodlar property is

commonly bought and seld, the price

whieh 1t brings is the best test of

the market va of the land under

consideration, and the assessor need

loak no W- o _5. (c..t’-:-h’

The law on Loeal Texation, p. 25,

quoting R, €, L.)

Lots Boa. 15 and 16 should be assessed at 10,00
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per square meter snd not more. The sssessmen at

#12.00 per square meter of lot No. 5 of “icente

Diego Logsin effective 964 in Tax Declarstion Wo.

14336 should be rednced to #0.00 per square meter.

¥ith respect to Lot No. 16 of Agustin T. loesin,

the assessment at #12.0C per gquare meter ef'fective

1963 in Tax Declaratien No. 17073 dated March 30,

1965 should be reduced to "10.00 per square meter
effective 1966 and not retrosctive to 1963.7 On

“arch 30. 1963, this lot wvas assessed at 'ﬁ.ﬁﬂ per

square meter effective 1963 and the City Assessor

cannot gorreet this sssessment in 1965 with retro-

active effect on the strength of Section 27(d) of

the Charter of Hacolod cited by him. Seetion 27(a) \ .
of said Charter provides tiat the City Assessor should
susess the real properties of the eity anmually:

Seection 27(d) provides that the 1list of psressments
ghould be published; that & day, which shall not be
lster than the tenth of January. be Tized to hear

all complaints by prrsons agalnst whom taxes have

boen assessed as owners of real estate and if the

City Assessor finds that injustice or error has

been comuitted he way amend the 1ist in secordsnce

with his findings. These provisions sre no suthority
for a correction of errors with retrosetive effect

two years sfter the alleged error Las been committed

in disrepard of the procedure provided by law. There was
® o or hearing with the reassessment 1. question
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seksar 1 Rbeeesasy inspection of e lamd EilEE Ae
wises happened . -
| Petdiomann, bewmes, (weich that their lots
simeEid] 2 aamaese @ PY.00 per square =ferw wilak
s G paswessy 3 the ibad Lot Bee 180§ Hailiees-
ing ke s oF uelfermity of Gasmiies, Im e
respect. . appears in Exhibit . ‘Lot Lot Nes, U0
aed 46 U5 question are ‘5 Bloek 3, C.P.C.8. = WY,
./ jacent to Bleek 2, C.P,C “ 7. The resident
L@ these two blogks ol im twe '~ olning blocks
age Bessans at PM0.00 to #1300 per square i
(Exhs 5 & ') because ' explained by respondent
Agsessor t = . © newly developed pertion ¢
QU am v elass in the Schedule of Value: but
the balance of the mother lot - ILots Woe, '§ and
/6 are beyond this newly developed portion. No
wi take 4t - be correect.  tands teo reason tha'
7 more developed subd.  on land ¢co ' more than
t developed ones and a difference in their
s 0 not o thout justifieation
Resolution No. 83 of 3 of the Hacolod Oity
Couned v ng @ poliey for :  usessments to
the effect ' increases n the sssessed value of
lands should = 508 of thelr previous assessment




DECIBION -
CTA CASE WO,

han 8 aling YePis op Affeat R eEgealsat U
Aosgaaes ' Dasoled: Under tis Sheeiss = Qe CLU
W esaind e duly (& ceouss L Varsad aW e & N
Assessor o s wos Mo se Judgment o e [ I
ggece (Seetion AT/ Com. ot Noe 326 0 mmembsd .
‘nd v adverted  further ' = express . .
W@ B e property should 5 catssesd ot the true
and il eiing of the property. We Ziwd me previsten
in the Charter of 'he City of Bacoled that v oo
the eity counei thereof ~ control ' judgment
e CAty Ascsaaes  n conmection with the ‘oowsssnts
of /. property /i purposes - taxation. /

With | %o the contempt charge 1 should
Be . - the assessment of petitioner Agustin
T. Loesin'c iu No. 16 was raised to $12.00, then
reduced to P6.00, and ter ral  again = # 2,00
per square meter  The charge = predieated on the
pretense that respondent rai ~ the . sment from
#6.00 to # 2.00 per square meter with the intention
of compelling petitieoner Agustin T Loesin not to
proceed wi = tioner Viecente Di  Leesin = ap-
peal before the Board of ' Appeals. Thi: preten-
sion = not substantisted by evidence and, on ' he
other hand, the faet that ‘he true  ue & wmarket
vl of edld et G0 #M10,00 and the neighboring lots
are ccossed - P0.00 te P12.00 milita ageinst 1t
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e B10400 o cemass netery and She socasEeRE UE
wamrd v 10600 G $104,00, theut Fuivenation
affwed. The metias s Gealasre pespendent City
Hesmasis Willes 55 oontempl is leeuly dmmilat-
Wit pronouncement - to ot
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