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FRANCISCO, J.:

On 8 April 2013, this Court issued a Resolution[1] denying the petitioner's Motion for Extension of Time to File
Petition for Certiorari. In the same Resolution, We dismissed the petition for certiorari as follows:

Under A.M. No. 07-7-12-SC, issued on 7 December 2007, The Supreme Court amended Rule 65 of the Rules
of Court by deleting the clause that allowed an extension of the period to file a petition for Certiorari under
Rule 65 for compelling reasons.

The petitioner cites the case of Domdom v. Sandiganbayan, wherein the Supreme Court ruled that the
amendment of Rule 65 did not, ipso facto, make the filing of a motion for extension to file a Rule 65 petition
absolutely prohibited. In Domdom, the Supreme Court held that motions for extension may be allowed, subject
to this Court’s sound discretion, but only under exceptional and meritorious cases.

In this case, however, the petitioner has not shown any exceptional or meritorious circumstance which merits
an extension of the period to file a petition for certiorari. Certainly, the volume of work of the handling
associate solicitor does not constitute a valid ground for the grant of the motion.

Moreover, no petition for certiorari has been filed despite the lapse of the period prayed for by the petitioner in
its Motion.

In view of the foregoing, the Motion for Extension of Time to File Petition for Certiorari is DENIED.
Consequently, the Petition for Certiorari is hereby DISMISSED.[2]

Subsequently, on 10 April 2013, this Court received the Petition for Certiorari[3] filed by the petitioner last 26
March 2013. Thus, this Court issued a Minute Resolution,[4] dated 2 May 2013, stating as follows:

The Petition for Certiorari filed by petitioner Republic of the Philippines, thru the Office of the Solicitor
General [OSG] on March 26, 2013 is NOTED WITHOUT ACTION in view of the April 8, 2013 Resolution of
this Court dismissing the instant petition.

On 7 May 2013, the petitioner filed a Motion for Reconsideration[5] questioning our 8 April 2013 Resolution.

The same must be denied.

It bears reiterating that the justification offered by the Office of the Solicitor General in its Motion for Extension
cannot be considered as a compelling reason to warrant an extension of the time to file a Petition for Certiorari.[6]

Accordingly, We find no reason to deviate from the general rule which requires that a petition for certiorari be
filed within the 60-day reglementary period.
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Accordingly, the Motion for Reconsideration filed by petitioner Republic of the Philippines is hereby DENIED.

SO ORDERED.

Borja, J., Ch., and Badelles, JJ., concur.

[1] Rollo, pp. 9-11.

[2] Rollo, p. 10.

[3] Rollo, pp. 12-26.

[4] Rollo, p. 36.

[5] Rollo, pp. 37-42.

[6] Heirs of Ramon B. Gayares v. Pacific Asia Overseas Corp., et al., G.R. No. 178477, 16 July 2012.
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