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In the instant motion, the CIR avers that the Court E» Banc erred in
ruling that SPPC is not liable to pay interest, surcharge, and compromise
penalty, hence, entitled to its claim for refund or issuance of tax credit
certificate; that the Court En Banc erred in granting the claim based on the
ground that SPPC relied in good faith on previous issuances issued by the
Bureau of Internal revenue (BIR); that that the imposition of compromise
penalty is proper.

On the other hand, SPPC argues that the CIR is precluded from
challenging the portion of the Decision of the Court in Division, which was
affirmed by the Court E# Banc ordening the CIR to refund to SPPC the amount
representing surcharge, interest and compromise penalty paid by SPPC; that a
taxpayer will not be held liable to pay surcharge, interest and penalty if he acted
in good faith.

After consideration, the Court E» Ban: resolves to deny the “Motion for
Reconsideration.” The Court E» Banc reviewed the grounds relied upon by the
CIR in support of his “Motion for Partial Reconsideration [re: Decision dated
October 14, 2019]” but finds no cogent reason to grant the same. The Court
notes that the CIR’s motion merely reiterates or amplifies the arguments
previously raised in its Petition for Review which were already considered and
extensively discussed upon by the Court E» Banc in the assailed Decision dated
October 14, 2019.

It must be stressed that among the ends to which a motion for
reconsideration is addressed, one is precisely to convince the Court that its
ruling is erroneous and improper, contrary to law or the evidence.” If the
movant failed to do so, the motion for reconsideration must necessarily fail.

In view of the foregoing, the Court finds it needless to reiterate the
discussions made in the assailed Decision.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the “Moton for Partal
Reconsideration [re: Decision dated October 14, 2019]” is DENIED for lack
of merit. The assailed Decision dated October 14, 2019 is AFFIRMED.

SO ORDERED.

MA. BELEN M. RINGPIS-LIBAN
Associate Justice

? Teadulo M. Coquiflo vs. The Hon. Cammission on Elections and Mr. Neif M. Alvarez, G.R. No. 151914, July
31, 2002.
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WE CONCUR: ; ;

(I reiterate my Concurring and Disienting Opinion)
ROMAN G. DEL ROSARIO
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