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RESOLUTION

YNARES-SANTIAGO, J.:

In the Decision promulgated on January 19, 2001, the Court disposed of the case as
follows:

WHEREFORE, in view of all the foregoing, the decision of the Court of
Appeals in CA-G.R. SP No. 17596 is AFFIRMED and the instant petition is
DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.

Dissatisfied with the aforequoted Decision, petitioners filed a motion for
reconsideration of the said Decision, raising the following grounds:

First. There was valid summons by publication on the private
respondents.

Second.The portion of the court a quo’'s judgment concerning Lot
No. 3 originally covered by OCT No. 333 was never
appealed and thus, could not be annulled by the Court of
Appeals.

On the first ground, we find no compelling reason to reconsider our earlier finding
that there was no valid service of summons by publication on the private
respondents.

Under the second ground, petitioners argue that the portion of the Partial Decision
of the trial court concerning Lot No. 3 be reinstated on the grounds that:

1) Lot No. 3 was originally covered by OCT No. 333, different and
far-removed from Lot No. 2 covered by OCT No. 614, mother
title of the private respondents' derivative titles.

2) The defendants whose properties are located on Lot No. 3 and
whose titles were derived from OCT No. 333 never appealed
nor questioned the Partial Decision rendered against them.

3) There being no timely appeal, the Partial Decision is already
final and executory insofar as it affects Lot No. 3 and the
defendants whose properties lie therein and whose titles were
derived from OCT No. 333.

We find merit in petitioners' contention in this regard. The court a quo's Partial
Decision disposed in part:
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