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REBsO0OLUTION

This is s petilion %o reviow s resoluticon ol the
City Joard of Assessment Appeals of Tmeloban ity
regoumending to the Honopable Jeerstary of Flnence g
304 sorossethe=board reduction of the reslty tax lnme
7osed under u gemersl Feassessmert made by the City
asssasor of Tmelodun City effective Janmbawy ;. 1969

The petitioner, The Lend and Hama Ownors Agsoo ,
elution of Tscloban, is wosposed of lapiowners of
Tsaloban Cdty. It is registered In the Jecurities
and Sxchangs Commission sinse Aucust 78, 1979, It
was firet organized ov Jumiary 13; (969 after the
land owners of Taelobsn ity discoversd that & gens
eral Peassessment mepds by the City Assessor of Isgloban
effective Jarusey 1, 1969, ralsed the assessed value
of jent in the elty to ns high ns 600% to 5004, On
the same 4sy of Jaruary 13, 1959, petitioner pnsesd
a resoiution identified ss Resolutivn Ho, 1 addressed
umn;wmnwmﬂm
asking for the sussenslon of the effectivity of ¢ ai
resssessment, not knowing mtnmw&f J’
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to Marah 12, 19 whea the motlon for peconsideration
was flled; 0 deys of the 30~dey period of appesl -
Uil s from Maveh 12 to May 77, the date of receipt
of the denisl of the wotion for peconsideration, the
period for appeal wns suspeaded; from May 17. 1971 te
Juoe 16, 1971 the dete of the saliing of the yetitien
for review, 30 days elspsed, A totai of 4t days
obvisualy elapsed fvom mﬁu_nf She spoealed declsion
to the filing of the spreal, whieh is well over the
period for sppeal provided by law, umwﬁ
of Republiec Act 1125 any sersony sesoclitlon or core
poration adversely affseted by = deelsion or ruling

of sly l‘rwtnhl or City Beard of Asasssunext Appsals
aay appeal to the Court of fgx Appreals within thirty
days after the receipt of sueh declsion or ruling,

The settled doetrine is that this thirty day periocd
is Jurisdictional, (Jonpston Lumber Co, v. Court of
Tax Appenls, Golle No, 9292, Aprdd 23, 1957, 901 il
151 (1957)) seting Cowmissioner of Interral Severus v.
Joseph, Golly Wo, MO, sugust 37, 19625 Miipimas
Investment & Finarce Cory, v, Commisszlioner of Intersal
Revenue, Gei. Bo, 23501, May 18; 1957; sapang Tan v,
Cossissloner of luternal Hevsmue, Uuf, No, 109%0,
dept. 25, 1959, 106 Pnll. 233 11959)) Pangesinan lrens,
Cos; Inge v, Blaquers, Uokc Ne, 13001, April 29, 1960,
107 Padle 975 (19600,)
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Petitioner. however, urges that the notlce of "o
decislon of Janmuary 29, (97 which was glven to its
secratary, Clare ' was mot a valld notice beesuse
under the secepted doctrine o this Jurisiletion, sane
wai’ have been given %o ita counsel, Atterney Fermando
1. Mate, It is well to recall that Attorvay Mate ape
pesred for the petitioner during the hearing of thls
gase before the responient bosrd; that thaveafter. in
a letter dated March 1, 1971, sddressed to respondent,
Attorney Mate, signing not us sere counsel but as
presidest of the yetitioner inquired if petitioner’s
appesl to snld Board had siready Lesn decided by rese
pondents that at the foot of sald lstter there nppears
a notation by Claro Ssavedra, secretary of the putitioner,
that be received o copy of the resolutioredeclision of
Jamuary 29, 1971 on that same day of Marenr 1, 1971;
thot the motion for reconsideration dsted Mareh /2.
1971, 15 signed by Attormey fernando I. Mate, again,
mumm:mummammm
Homeowners Assoeiation of Tacloban: that the notice
of the resolution of tls respondent deaying the motlon
for pesonsiierstion dated say 1% 1971 is addreesed to
the president of the petitioner and sppears to have
been received by Clere Sgavedrs as secretary of the
petitioner on May 17, 1971; that Lhe petition lor re=
view ani the notiee of cppeal to thilas Court slsoc appesr
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to be signed by attormey Fernando 7, Mate, not o mere
gounsel but as president of the petitioner) and that
the 1-“ petltion for review which wes subsequently
filed in this Court alse appear to be signed by Attorney
Yerrando T, Mate, agaln, ::ntumml.hlt-l
president of the petitionsr. It is obdvicus from all
wess that sttorney Mate himself has made it well under-
stood that bls setustions in Shis case la that of counsel
end president of the petitioner and the notise to him

a8 presldent suflices.

WHZREFORE, this appeal is heredy 4dlsmissed on
Jurisdietional grounds, without ;wonouncesent zs to
costs.

50 CADEHLD . .

smozon City, Oetober 30, 1972.

Wi CONCUR»






