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PERALTA, JR., E. B., J.:

Relative to Our Decision on May 26, 2014, which was a discourse within twelve pages relative to the denial of
petitioner’s recourse under Rule 43 from the Civil Service Commission’s dispositions for petitioner’s dismissal
from the service due to dishonesty and falsification of documents,[1] petitioner retorted through a 4-page Motion
for Reconsideration.[2]

When tested by parameters of Rule 37, the subject Motion for Reconsideration did not address specific
observations of the Court which could have elicited a different conclusion from Us. As such, We were constrained
to treat petitioner’s Motion for Reconsideration as pro forma and concomitantly, it will not suspend the period to
appeal.[3]

Accordingly, petitioner’s Motion for Reconsideration from the impugned Decision is hereby DENIED on account
of the caveat on the concept of pro forma.

SO ORDERED.

De Leon, M. M., Chairperson, and Cruz, S. C., JJ., concur.

[1] Rollo, pp. 210-222.

[2] Rollo, pp. 227-232.

[3] 1 Regalado, Remedial Law Compendium, 10[th] edition, 2010, pp. 427-428, citing Section 2, Rule 37,
Francisco vs. Caluag, L-15365, December 26, 1961, Villalon, et al. vs. Ysip, et al., 98 Phil. 851 and other cases;2
Feria and Noche, Civil Procedure Annotated, 2013 edition, page 99 – “A motion for reconsideration must point
out specifically the findings or conclusions of the judgment demonstrating the invoked ground; or are not
supported by the evidence or which are contrary to law. There should be an express reference to the testimonial or
documentary evidence or to the provisions of law alleged to be contrary to such findings and conclusions.” (citing
Philippine Commercial and Industrial Bank vs. Ortiz, 150 SCRA 380,391 [1987], Marikina Valley Development
Corporation vs. Flojo, 251 SCRA 87,93 [1995].

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 1 of 2

Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for everyone.
More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came from it.

Audio case-brief lectures.
Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.
Complete, sequenced courses for all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full law-school curriculum.
One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock exams that tell you where you stand.
Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keeps you on pace.
Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org
The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library ROBERT T. MENDOZA, PETITIONER, VS. PHILIPPINE CHILDRE...

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 2

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org


