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FERIA, J.:

Respondents have filed a motion for reconsideration of the Decision of the Second Division of the Court
promulgated on August 5, 1985 which granted the petition for certiorari and prohibition and set aside the order of
respondent Judge granting private respondents motion for new trial.

Theissue in this case is whether the fifteen-day period within which a party may file a motion for reconsideration
of afinal order or ruling of the Regional Trial Court may be extended.

Section 39 of The Judiciary Reorganization Act, Batas Pambansa Blg. 129, reduced the period for appea from
final orders or judgments of the Regional Trial Courts (formerly Courts of First Instance) from thirty (30) to
fifteen (15) days and provides a uniform period of fifteen days for appeal from fina orders, resolutions, awards,
judgments, or decisions of any court counted from notice thereof, except in habeas corpus cases where the period
for appeal remains at forty-eight (48) hours. To expedite appeals, only a notice of appeal is required and a record
on appeal is no longer required except in appeals in special proceedings under Rule 109 of the Rules of Court and
in other cases wherein multiple appeals are allowed. Section 19 of the Interim Rules provides that in these
exceptional cases, the period for appeal is thirty (30) days since a record on appeal is required. Moreover, Section
18 of the Interim Rules provides that no appeal bond shall be required for an appeal, and Section 4 thereof
disallows a second motion for reconsideration of afinal order or judgment.

All these amendments are designed, as the decision sought to be reconsidered rightly states, to avoid the
procedural delays which plagued the administration of justice under the Rules of Court which are intended to
assist the parties in obtaining a just, speedy and inexpensive administration of justice.

However, the law and the Rules of Court do not expressly prohibit the filing of a motion for extension of time to
file amotion for reconsideration of afinal order or judgment.

In the case of Gibbs vs. Court of First Instance (80 Phil. 160), the Court dismissed the petition for certiorari and
ruled that the failure of defendant’s attorney to file the petition to set aside the judgment within the reglementary
period was due to excusable neglect, and, consequently, the record on appeal was allowed. The Court did not rule
that the motion for extension of time to file amotion for new trial or reconsideration could not be granted.

In the case of Roque vs. Gunigundo (Administrative Case No. 1684, March 30, 1979, 89 SCRA 178), a division
of the Court cited the Gibbs decision to support a statement that a motion to extend the reglementary period for
filing the motion for reconsideration is not authorized or is not in order.
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The Intermediate Appellate Court is sharply divided on this issue. Appeals have been dismissed on the basis of
the original decision in this case.

After considering the able arguments of counsels for petitioners and respondents, the Court resolved that the
interest of justice would be better served if the ruling in the original decision were applied prospectively from the
time herein stated. The reason is that it would be unfair to deprive parties of their right to appeal simply because
they availed themselves of a procedure which was not expressly prohibited or allowed by the law or the Rules. On
the other hand, a motion for new trial or reconsideration is not a pre-requisite to an appeal, a petition for review or
a petition for review on certiorari; and since the purpose of the amendments above referred to is to expedite the
final disposition of cases, a strict but prospective application of the said ruling isin order. Hence, for the guidance
of Bench and Bar, the Court restates and clarifies the rules on this point, as follows:

1.) Beginning one month after the promulgation of this Resolution, the rule shall be strictly enforced that no
motion for extension of time to file amotion for new trial or reconsideration may be filed with the Metropolitan or
Municipal Tria Courts, the Regional Trial Courts, and the Intermediate Appellate Court. Such a motion may be
filed only in cases pending with the Supreme Court as the court of last resort, which may in its sound discretion
either grant or deny the extension requested.

2.) In appeals in special proceedings under Rule 109 of the Rules of Court and in other cases wherein multiple
appeals are allowed, a motion for extension of time to file the record on appeal may be filed within the
reglementary period of thirty (30) days. (Moya vs. Barton, 76 Phil. 831; Heirs of Nantes vs. Court of Appeals,
July 25, 1983, 123 SCRA 753.) If the court denies the motion for extension, the appeal must be taken within the
original period (Bello vs. Fernando, January 30, 1962, 4 SCRA 135), inasmuch as such a motion does not suspend
the period for appeal (Reyes vs. Sta. Maria, November 20, 1972, 48 SCRA 1). The trial court may grant said
motion after the expiration of the period for appeal provided it was filed within the original period. (Valero vs.
Court of Appeals, June 28, 1973, 51 SCRA 467; Berkenkotter vs. Court of Appeals, September 28, 1973, 53
SCRA 228).

All appeals heretofore timely taken, after extensions of time were granted for the filing of a motion for new tria
or reconsideration, shall be allowed and determined on the meits.

WHEREFORE, the motion for reconsideration of, and to set aside, the decision of August 5, 1985 is granted and
the petition is dismissed. No costs.

SO ORDERED.

Teehankee, C.J,, Y ap, Fernan, Narvasa, Melencio-Herrera, Alampay, Gutierrez, Jr., Cruz, and Paras, JJ., concur.
Abad Santos, J., no part.
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