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PART I – FINANCIAL INFORMATION` 
 
Item 1. Financial Statements 

 

The unaudited condensed interim financial statements of OCEANAGOLD (PHILIPPINES), INC. (“OGP” 

or the “Company”) as of and for the period ended September 30, 2025 (with comparative figures as of 

December 31, 2024 and for the period ended September 30, 2024) and notes to unaudited condensed 

interim financial statements are hereto attached as Annex “B”. 

  

Item 2. Management's Discussion and Analysis of Financial Condition and Results of Operations 

 

The information required by Part III, Paragraph (A)(2) of “Annex C, as amended” is attached hereto as 

Annex “A”. 

 
PART II – OTHER INFORMATION 

 

We set forth below the developments on significant legal proceedings:.  

For the case entitled “Rev. Bishop Jose Elmer I. Mangalinao, et. al. versus Exec. Sec. Lucas P. 

Bersamin, Sec. Ma. Antonia Yulo-Loyzaga, et. al.”, a petition with the Regional Trial Court in 

Bayombong, Nueva Vizcaya seeks to cancel the Addendum and Renewal Agreement of the Financial 

or Technical Assistance Agreement (“Renewal Agreement”). The RTC denied the Petitioners’ 

application for Temporary Environmental Protection Order against the Company.  

In a Resolution dated April 2, 2025, the RTC found that there was no grave abuse of discretion as 

there was no new agreement requiring prior consultation or endorsement and denied the petition for 

certiorari. However, the RTC found that the issue of the alleged existence of open pit mining in 

violation of environmental laws requires the conduct of a trial. The Petitioners moved for 

reconsideration of the April 2 resolution. Thereafter, all parties filed their respective memoranda and 

the Motion for Reconsideration has been submitted for resolution.  

In the case entitled “Melchor Liggayu v. Jorge G. Gonzales, Sr., David Gonzales, Jerome Deloso 

and OceanaGold Corporation and/or OGP”, the Regional Trial Court in Quezon City (RTC) rendered 

a Decision dated March 11, 2025, declaring Mr. Liggayu and the heirs of Mr. Gonzales as partners, 

on a 50-50 basis, to all rights, participation and interests, as claimowners of the Didipio mining claims 

in the name of Mr. Gonzales, beginning January 2007. It further declared that the rights and 

entitlements of Mr. Liggayu cannot be directly enforced by him against OGP and OceanaGold 

Corporation in the existing agreements, which Mr. Liggayu can internally claim and enforce only 

against the heirs of Mr. Gonzales, and vice versa. Mr. Liggayu moved for partial reconsideration on 

the Decision and the Defendants filed their respective Opposition/Comment to the motion.  
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In an Order dated October 21, 2025, the RTC denied the Partial Motion for Reconsideration on the 

basis that the arguments raised have already been directly and substantially resolved by the RTC.  

 

[Signature page follows.]  
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