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CONCEPCION, C.J.:

Petitioner Sta. Cecilia Sawmills, Inc. - hereinafter referred to as the Company - seeks the review of a resolution of
the Court of Industrial Relations - hereinafter referred to as the CIR - sitting en banc, dated February 16, 1965,
affirming an order of its Presiding Judge, dated November 11, 1964, authorizing the Company to deduct from the
sum of P35,263.50, held by the same and due as back wages of 113 workers dismissed by said Company, and
members of respondent Tagkawayan Labor Union - hereinafter referred to as PLUM - the amount equivalent to
30% of said sum and directing the Company to deliver and pay the amount so deducted to Atty. Vicente A. Rafael
by way of his attorney's fees, as counsel for the PLUM in cases Nos. 198-ULP and 943-V of the CIR, and to
deposit the balance, or 70% of said sum of P35,263.50, with the CIR, for further disposition, presumably, by the
latter.

On February 29, 1964, the Supreme Court rendered its decision in G. R. Nos. L-19273 and L-19274, modifying
that of the CIR in said cases Nos. 198-ULP and 943-V thereof, entitled "Tagkawayan Labor Union (PLUM) vs.
Sta. Cecilia Sawmills, Inc. et al.," by ordering the payment by the Company of the back wages, for three (3)
months, of 113 of its workers it had dismissed. Said decision of the Supreme Court having become final and
executory, Atty. Vicente A. Rafael, as counsel for the complainant in said cases, filed with the CIR, on August 6,
1964, an "urgent motion for execution" (Annex A), praying that the Company be ordered to deposit the wages for
three (3) months of 401 members of the PLUM involved in the said cases, so that the amount of his attorney's lien
and the wages due to said workers could soon be withdrawn by them. At the hearing of said motion, the parties
agreed on the following, which was incorporated into an order of the CIR dated October 27, 1964 (Annex C):

“1. That only 113 workers, and not 401 as claimed by complainant's counsel in his motion, are entitled to three
months wages;

“2. That respondents will prepare the computation of the back wages due to those 113 workers within fifteen
(15) days from the date of hearing, and the same will be submitted to counsel for complainant for his approval;

“3. The manner of payment, whether directly to the laborers or through the union counsel will be discussed
further by the parties after the computation mentioned above has been prepared;

“4. That after the payment has been made, counsel for complainant will inform this Court that the judgment
has been satisfied."

On November 3, 1964, the Company filed with the CIR a statement to the effect that, upon computation, the back
wages due to the 113 laborers referred to in the aforementioned agreement and order aggregate P35,263.50.
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Forthwith, or on November 4, 1964, there was filed with the CIR a "notice of charging liens on back wages",
bearing the signa­tures of Atty. Rafael, Francisco Andres and Salvador Puri­sima, as counsel, treasurer and
assistant treasurer, res­pectively, of the PLUM. It was alleged in said notice that Atty. Rafael had a right to 30%
of said sum of P35,263.50 as compensation for services rendered by him to the Union, in connection with said
cases, in the CIR and the Supreme Court, for a period of eleven (11) years, including ex­penses incurred by him
for "transcripts, pleadings, etc.," which had not been refunded to him. The notice wound up with the prayer that
the Company be authorized, inter alia, to deduct 30% of said sum of P35,263.50 and pay it to Atty. Rafael, as his
aforementioned fees, and that the balance be retained by the Company until further disposition by the Court.

On November 11, 1964, the Presiding Judge of the CIR is­sued an order authorizing the Company to make the
aforesaid deduction and ordering the Company to deliver the amount thereof to Atty. Rafael, as his fees, as well as
to deposit the balance of said back wages with the court, for future disposition. A reconsideration of this order
having been denied by the CIR, en banc, in a resolution dated November 4, 1964, the Company interposed the
present appeal, upon the ground that said court had erred in issuing the aforementioned order and the resolution
affirming it, because there had been no proof of service of said "notice of charging liens", either to the Company
or to the 113 laborers above mentioned, and because, in ordering the Company to deposit in court the back wages
due to the laborers or the balance thereof, after paying the fees to Atty. Rafael, the CIR had, in effect, sought to
amend the decision of the Supreme Court in G. R. Nos. L-19273 and L-19274, which directed no such deposit.

This appeal is manifestly devoid of merit, for:

1. The deposit of the amount aforementioned constitutes merely a part of the process of execution of the decision
of this Court. Decisions do not usually specify the manner of execution thereof, the same being governed by
law,which, for all intents and purposes, is part of the decision itself.

2. As regards the alleged absence of proof of service of the "notice" in question to the laborers concerned, suffice
it to say that said notice bears the signature of the proper officers of the PLUM, which had brought the action on
behalf of said laborers, who were members of said Union. At any rate, the Company has no authority to represent
the laborers in connection with the alleged absence of proof of service to them of said notice or to complain
therefor, or to set it up as a defense, which belongs to them, exclusively.

3. The aforementioned notice states that copy thereof had been furnished Atty. Abalos, counsel for the Company.
Moreover, the latter had filed a motion for reconsideration of the order granting the prayer made in said notice. In
other words, the Company has already had an opportunity to state its objections to said notice and to the relief
therein prayed for. Besides, the record shows that the Company has no valid grounds to contest either the validity
of the lien asserted by Atty. Rafael or the amount claimed by him for his services as counsel for said laborers or
the PLUM.

WHEREFORE, the order and the resolution appealed are hereby affirmed, with costs against herein petitioner,
Sta. Cecilia Sawmills, Inc.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Reyes, J.B.L., Dizon, Regala, Makalintal, Bengzon, J.P., Zaldivar, Sanchez, and Castro, JJ., concur.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. Nos. L-24235-36. April 18, 1967

© 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 G.R. Nos. L-24235-36. April 18, 1967

© 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


