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need for trial. On the other hand, Petitioner argues that Respondent’s allegation that
there was inaction on its part, involves questions of fact that requires a full-blown
trial on the merits.

After a careful consideration, the Court finds that the issues and arguments
raised in Respondent’s motion had already been amply discussed, passed upon and
considered by this Court in the assailed Resolution. Respondent’s arguments
constitute neither compelling nor cogent reason to modify, much less reverse our
Resolution dated April 06, 2017.

We reiterate our finding that —

“ITThis Court finds that the arguments of both parties involve
factual issues that go into the merits of their respective claims and
defenses. Petitioner’s need to thresh out factual circumstances to make
its case becomes evident at this point. This can be better ventilated in a
full-blown trial.””®

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Respondent’s “Motion for
Reconsideration Re: Resolution dated 6 April 20177 is hereby DENIED for lack of

merit.

SO ORDERED.
Qha. Hken, & TN
MA. BELEN M. RINGPIS-LIBAN
Associate Justice
WE CONCUR:
LOVELL{R. BAUTISTA ESPE ZX R. FABON-VICTORINO

ssociate Justice

Associate Justice

> 1Id. at p. 577.



