R..PUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES
COURT OF TAX APPEALS
QUEZON CITY

EN BANC
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL CTA EB NO. 2646
REVENUE, (CTA Case No. 9341)
Petitioner,
Present:
Del Rosario, P.].,
~VErsus- Ringpis-Liban,

Manahan,
Bacorro-Villena,
Modesto-San Pedro,
Reyes-Fajardo,
Cui-David,
Ferrer-Flores, and
Angeles, JJ.

JUAN MIGUEL M. ARROYO AND Promulgated:

MA. ANGELA M. ARROYO

(GOMECO ML TAL CORP)), ;

Respondents. / |
K m e e e 7C ------- X
RESOLUTION

RINGPIS-LIBAN, /.:

For resolution is the petitioner’s “Motion for Reconsideration™ received
by the Court on November 10, 2023, with respondents’ Opposition filed by
registered mail on December 15, 2023.

Petitioner secks reconsideraton of this Court’s Decision, the dispositive
portion of which reads as follows:

“WHERLEFORE, premises considered, the instant Petition
for Review is DENIED for lack ofjurisdiction.//"

'Rollo, CTA EB NO. 26:16, pp. 288-294.
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SO ORDERED.”

Petittoner clanms that the Court L2z Bane erred 1n dismissing the Petition
for Review for lack of junsdicion. Pettioner appeals for the kind indulgence of
the Court for the liberalizanon of the rules and to admit the Moton for
Reconsidetation filed betore the Court in Division as well as the instant Petition
for Review. Petitioner’s counsel insists that 1o strictly apply the reglementary
period to file an appeal betore the Court would cause a gross miscartiage of
justice since owing to the eftects of the unforeseen spread of the pandemic, there
has been a drastic drop 10 1he collection of taxes and the government is in dire
need of the funds needed 1o curly the turther spread of the virus as well as for
the support and recovery ot the nation’s economy. Lastly, even assurming argrendo
that petitioner belatedly filed the Motion for Reconsideration, petitoner submits
that as representative of the government in the collection and enforcement of
taxes, petittoner should not be bound by the errors of 1ts agents.

On the other haad, respondents state that the Hberality in the
interpretation and application of the rules can be invoked only in proper cases
and under justifiable causes and circumstances. The petitoner’s unexplained and
inexcusable delay in filing the Mouon for Reconsideration despite the State’s vast
powers and resources supporting him, docs not warrant the relaxaton of
procedural rules.

After consideraton, the Court IZn Bane resolves to deny the “Motion for
Reconsideraton.” "The Court iin Bawe reviewed the grounds relied upon by
petiioner in support of s Motion for Reconsideratton but finds no cogent
reason to grant the same.

In the assatled f2n Bane Decision, 11 was stated that the petitioner’s right to
appeal has already lapscd since the assailed Decision of the Court in Division has
become final and exceutory for falure of peddoner to tmely file a motion for
reconsideration. Despite thereol, the Court Ex Bane proceeded to evaluate and
discuss petitioner’s arguments ratsed before this Court anent the aforestated issue
on the finality of the assailled Decrsion. However, the Court Ex Bane finds no
valid justificaton to compel a modification or reversal of the assailed Decision
promulgated on October 23, 2023,

It must be suessed thar among the ends to which a moton for
reconsideration 1s addressed, one is precisely to convince the Court that its ruling
is erroneous and impropex, contrary to law or the evidence.? If the movant failed
to do so, the mouon {or reconsideravon must necessarily fail.

WHEREFORLE, premises  considered,  the  “Motion  for
Reconsideration” 1s DENIED for lack of merit./‘/

2 Vovdlilo M. Cogailla i, Vhe Hlan, Coppeiinsion o Viecisons cnd Meo Neil Moo Upvarer, GO No. 151914, July 31, 2002,
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SO ORDERED.
MA. BELEN M. RINGPIS-LIBAN
Associate Justice
WE CONCUR:

ROMAN G. DEL ROSARIO
Presiding Justice

T
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ASS({:iate Justice
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soclate Justice

JEAN MAR
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Associate Justice
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Associate Justice
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