REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPRINES
RECGIONAL TRIAL COURT
NATIONAL CAPITAL JUDICIAL REGION
Cuezon City, Branch 220

SPOUSES FRANCISCO B FRANCISCO
and LTS A FRANCISCO,
Plaizntiffs,

- VEPSHS - ' CIVIL CASE NO. (3-53482

NaTIONAL HOUSING AUTHORITY NHM
}~ LULINO PE ANDIOR ARC HIPELAGC
B ALDI RS SUPPLY CORPORATION
AND BESTATE OF THE DECEASED
RULALIO R A GUA, '

efendanis.
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DECISION

A3 captioned in the complaint, the case filed by the plaintiffs was for
“Ramoval of Cloud with Preliminary Injonction.” B

A depper perpsal of the allegations in the complaint together wilh the
svadence thus addeced shows that plantiffy’ actian'c@ﬁid also be one for
guaeong of ttic. The plainhiits are asserting theit ovwn fitle or ownership over
thie propey and henee, prayed tha the titles of defendant NHA te declared
nuil ang void. Sueh achion is deemed to be in ihe naiwre of an action (o

Feve coud or (quieting of il



Resolution 2

Department of Transportation and Communication (“DOTC”, for
brevity), which is not a party to the case; and Motion for Leave to
Intervene and to Admit Appellant's Brief-In-Intervention dated 12
February 2007 filed with this Court by North Triangle Depot
Commercial Corporation (“NTDCC", for brevity).

Defendant-appeilant National Housing Authority (*NHA", for
brevity) and intervenor DOTC filed its Comment? dated 18 October
2007. They argued, among other things, that: with the filing .of
plaintiffs-appellees' Motions for Extension of Time within which to file
appellee's brief, the Motion for Suspending the Period of Filing
Appellee's Brief was rendered moot and academic; there are no good
and sufficient causes for the suspension of plaintiffs-appellees' period
within which to file their appellee's brief and said Motion for
Suspending the Period of Filing Appellee's Brief and the two (2)
Motions for Extension-of Time were filed by plaintiffs-appeliees for
the purpose of delay.

We' find that the Motion for Suspending the Period of Filing
Appeilee's Brief was rendered moot and academic by the filing of the
Second Motion for Extension of Time® datec! 09 July 2007 and the
Third and Final Motion for Extension of 1ime* dated 02 August 2007,
both of which were granted, in the interest of substantial justice, in the
Resolution® dated 24 March 2008, and-by the filing of the Appellees
Brief® dated 31 October 2007 which was noted and considered as
timely filed on 07 November 2007 in the same Resolution. A moot
and academic case cr issue is one that ceases to present a justifiable
controversy by virtue of supervening events, so that a determination

thereof would be of no practical value.’

~

Furthermore, We take note that the Motion for Leave to
Intervene and to Admit Appellant's Brief-In-Intervention® dated 12
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February 2007 filed by the NTDCC was already denied in a
Resolution® promulgated on Q9 July 2007.

WHEREFQORE, premises considered, the Motion for
Suspending the Period of Filing Appellees’ Brief has been rendered
MOOT and ACADEMIC.

SO ORDERED.
L//%W(/
CELIA C LIBREA-L AG
Assocuate Justice
WE CONCUR:

Chalrman Sndeenth Division

'
Aeusﬁﬁ\s.—am'

Associate Justice

¥ Id, at pp. 641-648
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