Republic of the Philippines

Supreme Court
Mlatila

FIRST DIVISION

NOTICE

Sirs/Mesdames:

Please take notice that the Court, First Division, issued a

Resolution dated QOctober 5, 2020 which reads as follows:

“G.R. No. 237509 — SPOUSES ROGELIO AND
EMARITA V. SALAS, JULIEANN-ROSE V. SALAS, SPOUSES
ROBERT AGULTO AND MARIA CHRISTINA S. AGULTO,
AND SPOUSES ARNEL TOBIAS AND MARY CHRISELLE S.
TOBIAS, petitioners versus SPOUSES BUENAVENTURA SALAS
AND LITA CALMA SALAS, respondents.

After a judicious study of the case, the Court resolves to
DISMISS the instant petition' for having been rendered moot by the
October 4, 2019 Order? of Branch 48, Regional Trial Court of San
Fernando City, Pampanga (RTC), in Civil Case No. 14363, which
dismissed the case for Delivery of Possession with Application for
Preliminary Prohibitory and Mandatory Injunction for lack of
jurisdiction.

The Court notes that herein respondents, who are the plaintiffs
before the RTC, have withdrawn their Motion for Reconsideration of
the aforesaid RTC Order? Consequently, petitioners themselves
manifested that in an Order dated October 29, 2019, the RTC already
declared the dismissal of the case as final and executory.*

A case is moot and academic when it ceases to present a
justiciable controversy by virtue of supervening events such that a
declaration thereof would be of no practical value.’ In such instance,
there is no actual substantial relief which a petitioner would be
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entitled to, and which would be negated by the dismissal of the
petition. Courts generally decline jurisdiction over such case or
dismiss it on the ground of mootness. This is because the judgment
will not serve any useful purpose or have any practical legal effect
because, in the nature of things, it cannot be enforced.®

With the dismissal of the case before the RTC, the Court no
longer finds it necessary to rule on whether the Court of Appeals erred
in denying the petition for certiorari filed by petitioners. The Court
finds it appropriate to refrain from passing upon the merits of this case
where legal relief is no longer needed nor called for.

WHEREFORE, the petition is DENIED for being moot and
academic.

The Compliance with Explanation and Deep Apologies’ filed by
petitioners’ counsel and the Compliance with Explanation and
Apology?® filed by respondents’ counsel are NOTED.

Likewise, petitioners’ Manifestation’ and respondents’
Manifestation and Motion for Issuance of Certificate of Finality of
Resolution'? are also NOTED.

Respondents are required to SUBMIT a verified declaration of
the signed manifestation and motion for issuance of certificate of
finality of resolution, and Atty. Peter Paul S. Maglalang and
petitioners are directed to SUBMIT a soft copy in compact disc, USB
or e-mail containing the PDF file of the signed compliance and
manifestation, within five (5) days from notice, and all pursuant to
A.M. Nos. 10-3-7-SC and 11-9-4-SC.
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RESOLUTION

SO ORDERED.”

MAGLALANG LAGMAN &
MAGLALANG LAW OFFICES

Counsel for Petitioners
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By authority of the Court:

LIBRA 4 NA
Divisiorf Clerk of CourL w1

MARIA TERESA B. SIBULO
Deputy Division Clerk of Court
47-A

Court of Appeals (x)
Manila
(CA-G.R. SP No. 150564)

PUNSALAN (+) LISING PUNSALAN
& RIVERA

Counsel for Respondents

570 Main Street, Maligaya Village

Dolores, San Fernando City

2000 Pampanga

The Hon. Presiding Judge

Regional Trial Court, Branch 43
San Fernando City, 2000 Pampanga
(Civil Case No. 14363)

Public [nformation Office (x)

Library Services (x)

Supreme Court

(For uploading pursuant to A.M.
No. 12-7-1-8C)

Judgment Division (x)
Supreme Court



