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MUSNG]L, J.:
- This Court resolves the Motion for Reconsideration’ filed by accused-
appellant Joseph M. Pattawi (“Pattawi”) and the Plaintiff’s Comment (on
Motion for Reconsideration).*
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law and should state the evidence or the provisions of law alleged to be
contrary to the judgment.

Section 2. Contents of motion for new trial or reconsideration and notice
thereof. — The motion shall be made in writing stating the ground or
grounds therefor, a written notice of which shall be served by the movant
on the adverse p
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A motion for reconsideration shall point out a specifically the findings or

conclusions of the judgment or final order which are not supported by the
evidence or which are contrary to law making express reference to the
testimonial or documentary evidence or to the provisions of law alleged to
be contrary to such findings or conclusions.

A pro forma motion for new trial or reconsideration shall not toll the
reglementary period of appeal. (2a)

After a careful review, the Motion for Reconsideration failed to comply
with the abovementioned rule. It did not state the specific findings that are
contrary to the provisions of law or evidence. As correctly pointed out by the
plaintift, the subject Motion for Reconsideration is a pro-forma motion.

The Court has already passed upon the issues raised in the assailed
Decision and since there are no new arguments presented by the accused and
it failed to comply WTth the Rules of Court, it becomes evident that the motion
should be considered as a mere scrap of paper.

WHEREFORiE, in light of the foregoing the Motion for
Reconsideration is hzzeby DENIED for lack of merit

SO ORDERED.

MICHAEL FREDE L. MUSNGI
Associate Jubtice
Chairpers
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LORIFEL LACAP PAHIMNA
Associate Justice




