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The dispositive portion of the assailed decision reads as follows:

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Court hereby
DENIES the instant Petition. The Decision dated November 26, 2014
and the Resolution dated February 6, 2015 of the Second Division are
hereby AFFIRMED.*

After a careful consideration and evaluation of the parties’ respective
arguments, the Court agrees with Respondents and finds that the issues and
arguments raised in Petitioner’s Motion for Reconsideration have already been amply
discussed, passed upon and considered by this Court in the Decision sought to be
reconsidered. Petitioner’s arguments constitute neither compelling nor cogent reason
to modify, much less reverse our Decision dated November 28, 2016.

As stated in the assailed decision, the Court has consistently confirmed i its
rulings that "San Mig Light" is a new brand and not a variant of an existing brand,
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1. Commissioner of Internal Revenue v. San Migue! Brewery, Inc., a Subsidiary of San Miguel
Corporation, CTA EB No. 1292, September 28, 2016;

2. Commissioner of Internal Revenue v. San Mignel Brewery, Inc., a Subsidiary of San Miguel
Corporation, CTA EB No. 1279, November 26, 2015;

3. Commissioner of Internal Revenue v. San Miguel Corporation, CTA EB No. 873,
October 24, 2012,

4. Commussioner of Internal Revenue v. San Mignel Corporation, CTA EB No. 755,
September 20, 2012; and

5. San Miguel Brewery, Inc., a Subsidiary of San Migue! Corporation v. Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, CTA Case No. 8209, September 12, 2014.°

As aptly pointed out by the Respondents, the Supreme Court had recently
issued a decision on January 25, 2017 which affirmed the decisions and resolutions
of the Court in CTA EB No. 755 and CTA No. 873.

Thus, the Court finds no cogent reason to modify or reverse the assailed
Decision.

-~

4 Id. at p. 286.

5 Id. at p. 285.

& Commissioner of Internal Revenue v. San Miguel Corporation, G.R. Nos. 205045 & 205723, January
25, 2017.
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WHEREFORE, premises considered, Petitioner Commissioner of Internal
Revenue’s “Motion for Reconsideration (Re: Decision dated November 28, 2016)”
is hereby DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.
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