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BELLOSILLO, J.:

On 23 January 1991, Davao Light and Power Company, Inc. (DLPC) filed with the Energy Regulatory Board
(ERB) an application for the approval of the sound value appraisal of its property in service.

The Asian Appraisal Company valued the property and egquipment of DLPC as of 12 March 1990 at One Billion
One Hundred Forty One Million Seven Hundred Seventy Four Thousand Pesos (P1,141,774,000.00).

On 6 December 1992, ERB approved the application of DLPC after deducting Fourteen Million Eight Hundred
Thousand Pesos (P14,800,000.00) worth of property and equipment which were not used by DLPC in its
operation.

On 6 July 1992, petitioners filed a petition for review on certiorari before this Court assailing the decision of ERB
on the ground of lack of jurisdiction and/or grave abuse of discretion amounting to lack of jurisdiction.

In our resolution of 8 September 1992, we referred the case for proper disposition to the Court of Appeals which
subsequently dismissed the petition on the ground that (1) the filing of the petition for review with the Supreme
Court was a wrong mode of appeal, and (2) the petition did not comply with the provisions of Supreme Court
Circular 1-88 in that (@) it did not state the date when the petitioners received naotice of the ERB decision, (b) it
did not state the date when the petitioners filed a motion for reconsideration, and (c) it inconsistently alleged
different dates when petitioners supposedly received the denia of their motion by ERB.

On 18 December 1992, petitioners filed a motion for reconsideration contending that our resolution of 8
September 1992 was a directive for the Court of Appealsto disregard the above circular.

In its resolution of 24 March 1993, the Court of Appeals denied the motion for reconsideration for lack of merit.
Hence, the instant recourse.

We deny the petition. The predecessor of the Energy Regulatory Board was the Board of Energy created under
P.D. No. 1206. Thereunder, appeals from the decisions of the Board of Energy were appealable to the Office of
the President. However, under the Interim Rules Implementing the Judiciary Reorganization Act of 1980, final
decisions, orders, awards or resolutions of the Board of Energy were made appealable to the Intermediate
Appellate Court (Sec. 9).

On 2 February 1987, the New Constitution took effect. Sec. 30, Art. VI, thereof provides: "No law shall be passed
increasing the appellate jurisdiction of the Supreme Court as provided in this Constitution without its advice and
concurrence."
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On 8 May 1987, the President promulgated E.O. No. 172 creating the Energy Regulatory Board to replace the
Board of Energy. Under Sec. 10 thereof, "[a] party adversely affected by a decision, order or ruling of the Board x
X X may file a petition to be known as petition for review with the Supreme Court."

On 27 February 1991, the Supreme Court promulgated Circular No. 1-91, par. (1) of which specifically provides
that the proper mode of appeal from any quasi-judicial agency, including ERB, is by way of a petition for review
with the Court of Appedls.

It is very patent that since Sec. 10 of E.O. No. 172 was enacted without the advice and concurrence of this Court,
this provision never became effective, with the result that it cannot be deemed to have amended the Judiciary
Reorganization Act of 1980. Consequently, the authority of the Court of Appeals to decide cases from the Board
of Energy, now ERB, remains (Cf. First Lepanto Ceramics, Inc. v. Court of Appeals, G.R. No. 110571, 7 October
1994).

If the appeal is brought to either Court (Supreme Court or Court of Appeals) by the wrong procedure, the only
course of action open to it is to dismiss the appeal. There is no longer any justification for allowing transfers of
erroneous appeals from one court to another (Quesadav. Court of Appeals, G.R. No. 93869, 12 November 1990).

Prior to Circular No. 1-91, the Supreme Court promulgated Circular No. 2-90 dated 9 March 1990, Item No. 4 of
which states that "[a]n appeal taken to either the Supreme Court or the Court of Appeals by the wrong or
inappropriate mode shall be dismissed”.

Paragraph (d) of said Circular No. 2-90 also provides that "[n]o transfer of appeals erroneously taken to the
Supreme Court or to the Court of Appeals to whichever of these Tribunals has appropriate appellate jurisdiction
will be allowed; continued ignorance or willful disregard of the law on appeals will not be tolerated.”

Consequently, the Court of Appealswas correct when it held -

Contrary to petitioners stand, the Supreme Court's Resolution dated September 8, 1992, referring 'this case to
the Court of Appeals for further disposition' was not a directive for this court to disregard the above circulars
and precedents. Rather the said SC resolution could mean only that this court should dispose of the subject
petition in conformity with, and not in violation of, those circulars and precedents (Rollo, p. 26).

Both Circulars Nos. 1-88 and 2-90 were duly published in newspapers of general circulation in the Philippines.
Hence, lawyers are expected to keep themselves abreast with the decisions of this Court and with its Circulars and
other issuances relating to procedure or affecting their duties and responsibilities as officers of the court
(Teehankee, Jr. v. Hon. Madayag, G.R. No. 102717, 12 December 1992).

SC Circular No. 1-88, which took effect on 1 January 1989, was not adopted and approved by this Court for
childish, flimsy or petty reasons, nor for pure love of technicalities, but to compel the strict observance of the
Revised Rules of Court in order that proceedings before this Court may not be needlessly delayed (Gallardo v.
Quintus, A.M. No. RTJ-90-577, 18 April 1991).

WHEREFORE, the instant petition is DISMISSED.

Padilla, (Chairman), Davide, Jr., Quiason, and Kapunan, JJ., concur.
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