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Resolution, We deny petitioner’s Petition for
Review for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.”

We have carefully perused the Motion for Reconsideration and
find no valid or compelling reason to grant the same. The grounds and
arguments therein are mere rehash of his arguments in the Petition for
Review filed before this Court, and, likewise, the arguments in his
Motion for Reconsideration filed thru registered mail on May 8, 2015
with the Court in Division which had already been exhaustively
discussed and passed upon in this Court’s Decision dated February 27,
2017.

We, thus, find no merit in the instant Motion for Reconsideration
as the same did not raise any new, cogent or substantial ground to
warrant reconsideration of this Court’s Decision dated February 27,
2017.

WHEREFORE, petitioner’s Motion for Reconsideration is hereby
DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.
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