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RESOLUTION

RINGPIS-LIBAN, J:

For resolution are the taxpayet’s Mozion for Partial Reconsideration [Re:
Decision dated 27 May 2024] and respondents’ Motion for Reconsideration [To The
Decision dated 27 May 2024], both filed on June 13, 2024, with taxpayer’s Comment
/ Opposition (Re: Motion for Reconsideration [To The Decision dated 27 May 2024] filed
on July 29, 2024 and without respondents’ comment on the taxpayer’s Motion

for Partial Reconsideration [Re: Decision dated 27 May 2024]."

On May 27, 2024, the Court issued a decision which partially granted the
taxpayer’s Petition for Review. The decision reversed the assailed Judgment Based on -
the Pleading and Resolution of the Regional Trial Court (RTC) Branch 77, Quezon
City insofar as it dismissed the taxpayer’s petition and did »o# rule on the issue
of whether it is entitled to the refund being claimed. Furthermore, the Court

remanded the case to the RTC for the proper resolution of said issue.

! Report of Records Division dated September 16, 2024.
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have failed to raise matters substantially plausible or compellingly persuasive
to warrant the desired course of action.

XXX XXX XXX

WHEREFORE, the instant separate motions for reconsideration of
the main and intervening petitioners are DENIED.”

In this case, the other arguments raised in the motions have already been
sufficiently threshed out in the assailed decision. The motions presented no
other cogent reasons to disturb the findings and conclusions this Court made
in said decision.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the taxpayer’s Motion for Partial
Reconsideration [Re: Decision dated 27 May 2024] and respondents’ Motion for
Reconsideration [To The Decision dated 27 May 2024] are DENIED for lack of
merit.

SO ORDERED.
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