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SADANG, J.:

For our consideration are petitioner Asset Pool A (SPV-AMC) Inc.'s Motion for Reconsideration[1] of the
Decision dated June 18, 2013, to which respondent Clark Development Corporation filed a Comment[2] dated on
February 5, 2014, and Motion to Suspend Proceedings[3] (In Deference to Pending Supreme Court cases G.R.
No. 205915, under the principle of Judicial Courtesy).

In its Motion for Reconsideration, petitioner raises these grounds: a) the Supplemental Complaint actually
provided an additional cause of action which the injunctive reliefs were also based; b) raising a new cause of
action in the Supplemental Complaint may now be allowed following the recent decisions of the Supreme Court;
c) petitioner APA is not guilty of forum shopping; d) petitioner APA has right in esse entitled to judicial
protection; e) the non-presentation of sampling evidence to prove petitioner APA's right in esse was brought about
by RTC's violation of its right to procedural due process; f) petitioner APA has sufficiently justified its position
that a motion for reconsideration is no longer needed before filing the instant Petition.

Considering that the foregoing are a mere rehash of the arguments that have already been extensively discussed
and ruled upon in the decision, the motion must be denied.

In its motion for suspension of procedings petitioner alleges that it filed a petition for review on certiorari before
the Supreme Court, entitled “Asset Pool A (SPV-AMC), Inc. v. Clark Development Corporation,” docketed as
G.R. No. 205915, pertaining to Civil Case No. 13926. Petitoner argues that said petition involves questions of law
and fact that are identical and intertwined with the issues involved in the present case, hence, under the principle
of judicial courtesy, the proceedings before this Court should be suspended until the Supreme Court resolves the
petition in G.R. No. 205915.

The motion must be denied considering that this Court had already rendered its decision in this case. At this point,
the matter of suspension of the proceedings before the lower in view of G.R. No. 205915 is better addressed to the
lower court.

It is appropos to state that there are instances where, even if there is no writ of preliminary injunction or
temporary restraining order issued by a higher court, it would be proper for a lower court or court of origin to
suspend its proceedings on the precept of judicial courtesy.[4] Judicial Courtesy applies where there is a strong
possibility that the issues before the higher court would be rendered moot and moribund as a result of the
continuation of the proceeding in the lower court (or court of origin).[5] However, in De Leon v. Public Estates
Authority[6] the Supreme Court emphasized that the principle of judicial courtesy remains to be the exception
rather than the rule.[7] It should not be applied indiscriminately and haphazardly.[8]
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WHEREFORE, premises considered, petitioner's Motion for Reconsideration and Motion for Suspension of
Proceedings are DENIED for lack of merit.

SO ORDERED.

Librea-Leagogo, J., Chairperson, and Diamante, JJ., concur.

[1] Rollo pp. 1045-1065.

[2] Id., pp. 1161-1167.

[3] Id., pp. 1125-1129.

[4] Republic v. Sandiganbayan, G.R. No. 166859, June 26, 2006, 492 SCRA 747, 752.

[5] Id.

[6] G.R. No. 181970, August 3, 2010.

[7] Id.

[8] Go v. Abrogar, 446 Phil. 227, 238 (2003).

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library ASSET POOL A (SPV-AMC), INC. PETITIONER, VS. HON. OMAR ...

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - 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 ASSET POOL A (SPV-AMC), INC. PETITIONER, VS. HON. OMAR ...

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 3

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org


