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In his Motion for Reconsideration, respondent maintains his
arguments that the claim for refund was filed out of time, and hence,
the Court should not have assumed jurisdiction thereof; that there has
been no violation of due process in the instant case; that petitioner's
deficiency income tax liability for calendar year 2011 has bases in
fact and in law; and that it is incumbent upon petitioner to prove that it
is entitled to the refund sought because a claim for refund is not jpso
facto granted upon filing thereof.

On the other hand, petitioner, in its Comment, counter-argues
that the Court has jurisdiction over the instant case; that respondent
violated petitioner's right to due process; and that respondent’'s
Motion for Reconsideration raises issues which were not tackled in
the Decision.

THE COURT’S RULING
Respondent’s Motion for Reconsideration lacks merit.

A careful perusal of respondent’'s Motion for Reconsideration
show that the arguments raised therein are a mere reiteration of
matters which have already been considered, weighed and resolved
in the assailed Decision.

Finding no compelling reason to reconsider, modify or reverse
Our Decision, We shall no longer, belabor in this Resolution, to
repeat the disquisitions made therein.

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

SO ORDERED. .
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Associate Justice

WE CONCUR:

On Official Business

ROMAN G. DEL ROSARIO CIELITO N. MINDARO-GRULLA
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