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merit. Accordingly, the assailed Decision
dated September 15, 2016 and Resolution
dated February 9, 2017, are AFFIRMED.

SO ORDERED.

Petitioner raised the following grounds in support of its
motion, to wit:

A. The Honorable Court erred in ruling that there
is requirement to substantiate input VAT
carried over from previous periods in claims
for refund of input tax attributable to zero-
rated sales;

B. The Honorable Court erred in ruling that input
VAT must first be proven to exceed output VAT
for a claim for refund to prosper; and

C. Petitioner is entitled to a refund and/or
issuance of tax credit certificate for the
unutilized creditable input taxes for the fourth
quarter of 2006 that are allocated to its zero-
rated sales and sales to companies located in
special economic zones/Freeport zones.

Verily, the issues raised by petitioner in its Motion for
Reconsideration are a replica of the issues invoked in its
main pleading, all of which have already been determined
and passed upon, first by the Court in Division and
subsequently on appeal, by the Court En Banc. To rule on
the same issues all over again is reinventing the wheel
wasting the precious time of the parties and their respective
resources.

WHEREFORE, the Motion for Reconsideration filed by
petitioner Total (Philippines) Corporation is hereby DENIED,
for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.
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We Concur:

Presiding Justice
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Associate Justice Associate Justice
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CATHERINE T. MANAHAN
Associate Justice



