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In the instant Motion, petitioner argues that the best evidence
obtainable rule was misapplied by respondent, as there was no
refusal on the part of petitioner to submit its records; and that
assuming that petitioner is liable for any deficiency tax, it cannot be
made liable for deficiency and delinquency interest.

THE COURT EN BANC’S RULING

A careful perusal of the Motion for Reconsideration shows that
the arguments raised therein are mere reiterations of matters which
have already been considered, weighed, passed upon and
exhaustively resolved by the Court £En Banc in the assailed Decision.

Hence, finding no compelling reason to reconsider, modify or
reverse the said Decision, We shall no longer belabour, in this
Resolution, to repeat the disquisitions made therein.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, petitioner's Motion for
Reconsideration is DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED. .
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