








RESOLUTION
CTA AC NO. 313
Page 4 of 4

by the movant; and it would be a needless act,
too, with respect to issues raised for the first time,
these being, as above stated, deemed waived
because not sserted at the first opportunity. It
suffices for the Court to deal generally and
summarily with the motion for reconsideration,
and merely state a legal ground for its denial (Sec.
14, Art. VIII, Constitution}); i.e., the motion
contains merely a reiteration or rehash of
arguments already submitted to and pronounced
without merit by the Court in its judgment, or the
basic issues have already been passed upon, or
the motion discloses no substantial argument or
cog 1t reason to warrant reconsideration or
modification of the judgment or final order; or the
arguments in the motion are too unsubstantial to
1 juire consideration, etc.

1o e being no new and substantial arguments
propounded by petitioners in tt ir motion, the Court finds no
compelling reason to reverse the Assailed Decision.

WHEREFORE, petitioners’ Motion for Reconsideration (of

the Decision dated 29 July 2025) is hereby DENIED for lack of
o it

SO ORDERED.
CATHERINE7T. MANAHAN
Associate Justice
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