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based on the finding that while BSP is a government instrumentality, it is neither
under the Executive Branch of the government nor under the President’s
supervision and control.

Guided by the foregoing, a perusal of the averments in the present Petition
for Review plainly shows that this Court has no jurisdiction over the present case,
involving as it does a tax dispute solely between government agencies, ze¢., Bureau
of Internal Revenue (a revenue-collecting agency of the Government) and Light
Rail Transit Authority (a government instrumentality with corporate powers).®
Unlike in BS'P’s case, LRTA is clearly under the control of the Executive Branch,
being an attached agency of the Department of Transportation (DOTT).

Once a court 1s found to have no jurisdiction over a case, it cannot
perform any other action on the same except to order its dismissal.” Accordingly,
petitioner’s Motion to Refer the Case to the Department of [ustice must necessarily be
denied.

WHEREFORE, the Pesition for Review filed on June 24, 2024 is
DISMISSED for lack of jurisdiction.

SO ORDERED.
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MA. BELEN M. RINGPIS-LIBAN
Associate Justice

CORAZON G. FERRER-FLORES

Associate Justice

6 LRTA was created under Executive Order No. 603, s. 1980 as an attached agency of the DOTr. The Supreme
Court had previously ruled that LRTA is in the nature of a government instrumentality with corporate powers.
See Light Rail Transit Authority v. Quezon City, G.R. No. 221626, October 9, 2019; Light Rai/ Transit Authority
v. Gity of Pasay, G.R. No. 211299, June 28, 2022 (En Banc).

7 Mitsubishi Motors Philippines Corporation v. Bureau of Customs, G.R. No. 209830, June 17, 2015, 760 Phil
954,



