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In Barroso, the Supreme Court overlooked this procedural lapse,
mainly as the amendments to the Rules of Court which enacted this prohibition
took effect less than a year before the Petition for Certiorari in that case was
filed. However, said amendments took effect on May 1, 2020. Over fiv  years
have passed since then, and over four years have passed since the
promulgation of Barroso. The leniency extended by the Supreme Court in
Barroso is thus inapplicable here.

Furthermo. = Estrella v. SM Prime Holdings, Inc.,> promulgated on
February 20, 2023, fully applied Barroso’s construction of Rule 13, Section
14 of the Rules of Court, t. iting therein Petition as having been filed on the
date on which the Court received said initiatory pleading, not the date on
which it was sent by licensed/accredited courier. The prohibition on filing
initiatory pleadings via licensed/accredited courier had thus been in full  fect
at least three years before petitioner even received respondent’s Decision.

Considering the late filing of the instant Petition, the finality of the
assailed Decision, and this Court’s resulting lack of jurisdiction over the case
at bar, there is unfortunately nothing We can do but to dismiss this Petition.

FOR THESE REASONS, the instant Petition for Review, filed on
June 9, 2026, is hereby DISMISS..D for lack of jurisdiction.

SO ORD..RED.

MARIA RO { PEDRO

»

CORA G.
Associa  Justic
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