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### Title:
Philippine Lawyers’ Association vs. Celedonio Agrava: The Right to Practice Law Before the
Philippine Patent Office

### Facts:
The Philippine Lawyer’s Association filed a petition for prohibition and injunction against
Celedonio Agrava, the Director of the Philippines Patent Office, after he issued a circular on
May 27, 1957, announcing an examination scheduled for June 27, 1957. This examination
aimed to determine who was qualified to practice as patent attorneys before the Philippines
Patent Office, covering patent law, jurisprudence, and the rules of practice. The circular
stated that members of the Philippine Bar, engineers, and others with sufficient scientific
and technical training could take the exam. The petitioner contended that licensed members
of the Philippine Bar in good standing are duly qualified to practice before the Philippines
Patent Office and that the examination requirement was excessive and violated the law.
Agrava,  represented  by  the  Solicitor  General,  argued  that  patent  case  prosecution
necessitates scientific and technical knowledge beyond legal expertise. The case escalated
to the Supreme Court as it was the first formal challenge to the Patent Director’s authority
to require bar members to pass an additional examination.

### Issues:
1.  Whether  the  requirement  of  passing  an  examination  specific  to  patent  practice  for
Philippine Bar members violates their rights to practice law.
2. Whether the practice before the Philippine Patent Office constitutes the practice of law.
3.  Whether  the  Director  of  the  Philippine  Patent  Office  has  the  authority  to  impose
additional qualifications on lawyers wishing to practice before the Patent Office.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled in favor of the petitioner, declaring that members of the Philippine
Bar in good standing are qualified to practice before the Philippine Patent Office without
undergoing additional examinations. The Court reasoned that much of the business before
the Patent Office involves legal work, including the interpretation of laws and presentation
of evidence. As such, it constitutes the practice of law. The Court also noted that the Patent
Office Director exercises quasi-judicial functions, further supporting the position that legal
representation requires no additional technical examination. Lastly,  the Court found no
legal provision authorizing the Patent Office to determine the qualifications of  persons
practicing before it beyond their bar membership.



G. R. No. L-12426. February 16, 1959 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

### Doctrine:
This  case  establishes  that  the  practice  of  law  in  the  Philippines  encompasses
representations before the Philippine Patent Office. Members of the Philippine Bar in good
standing are deemed qualified to practice law across all forums, including judicial or quasi-
judicial bodies, without the need for additional technical examinations.

### Class Notes:
Key Elements:
– The exclusive authority of the Supreme Court over admission to the practice of law in the
Philippines.
–  The  definition  and  scope  of  the  practice  of  law  include  representation  before
administrative bodies like the Philippine Patent Office.
–  Judicial  or  quasi-judicial  functions  of  administrative  officials  necessitate  legal
representation  by  qualified  lawyers.
–  Absence of  express legal  provisions does not permit administrative bodies to impose
additional qualifications on bar members for the practice of law before them.

Relevant Legal Statutes:
– Republic Act No. 165 (Philippine Patent Law) compared with the U.S. Patent Law for the
lack of explicit authority allowing the Patent Director to require additional examinations for
lawyers.

### Historical Background:
This case marks a significant judicial affirmation of the exclusive authority of the Philippine
Supreme Court over the practice of law and its scope. By preventing the Patent Office from
imposing additional examinations on bar members, the decision safeguards the professional
rights of lawyers and underscores the broad definition of legal practice in the country.


