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PADILLA, J.:

This is a petition for prohibition with preliminary injunction.

On 6 January 1958 the petitioner Mercy A. de Vera, doing business under the name and style of M. C. Book
Store, filed a petition in the Court of First Instance of Manila alleging that the respondent Flordeliza Paloma
Supitran, who had been employed by the petitioner as bookkeeper from 6 October 1955 to 17 July 1957, filed a
complaint dated 10 September 1957 in the Regional Office No. 3 of the Department of Labor for recovery of the
sum of P1,239.44 for services rendered beyond eight hours from 6 October 1955 to 17 July 1957, under the
provisions of Commonwealth Act No. 444; P440, the difference between what had been paid and what should
have been paid to her from 6 October 1955 to 31 May 1956, under the provisions of Republic Act No. 602, and
P80 maternity leave pay from 26 October to 16 November 1956, under the provisions of Republic Act No. 679, or
a total of P1,759.44 (RO3 LS 647, Annex A); that the respondent Cecilia A. Furay, who had been employed by
the petitioner as saleslady from 12 June 1954 to 7 July 1957, filed a complaint dated 24 October 1957 in the same
office for recovery of the sum of P1,498, the difference between what had been paid and what should have been
paid to her from 12 June 1954 to 31 January 1957, under the provisions of Republic Act No. 602, P2,055.06 for
services rendered beyond eight hours from 12 June 1954 to 7 July 1957 under the provisions of Commonwealth
Act No. 444; P504 as maternity leave pay on two instances when she gave birth while still employed by the
petitioner, under the provisions of Republic Act No. 679, and P180 one month separation pay in lieu of notice
under the provisions of Republic Act No. 1052, as amended (RO 3 LS 795, Annex B); that the respondents F. A.
Fuentes, Administrator, and Geronimo Cordero, Hearing Officer, of the Regional Office No. 3 of the Department
of Labor, have arrogated unto themselves judicial functions not conferred upon them by law by hearing or about
to hear the respondent employees' evidence in support of their respective claims and thereafter to render judgment
to be enforced by writs of execution to be issued by the respondent officers after their decision shall have become
final; and that the petitioner has refused to submit to the jurisdiction of the said office because it is not vested with
judicial or quasi-judicial functions to hear and determine the respective claims of the respondent employees. She
prayed that a writ of preliminary injunction be issued directing the respondent officers, their agents and attorneys,
to desist from hearing and determining the respective claims against her brought by the respondent employees;
that after hearing judgment be rendered declaring Regional Office No. 3 of the Department of Labor without
jurisdiction to hear and determine the respondent employees' respective claims; and for other just and equitable
relief (special civil action No. 34729).

On 7 January 1958 the Court ordered the respondents to answer the petition within ten days from receipt of notice.
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On 20 January 1958 the respondent employees filed their answer to the petition denying the material averments of
the petitioner's complaint and asserting that the respondent officers are vested with quasi-judicial functions to hear
and determine their respective claims, as provided for by Republic Act No. 997, as amended, and praying that the
petition be dismissed.

On 25 January 1958 the respondent officers filed their answer to the petition specifically denying the material
averments of the petitioner's complaint and setting up the affirmative defense that since they are performing only
quasi-judicial functions and not judicial or ministerial functions, prohibition will not lie; that the petitioner does
not allege the absence of "appeal or any other plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law,"
which failure is fatal to her case; and that even if it were so alleged, the petitioner's case is premature because
under "Section 20 (b) of Plan No. 20-A," "a decision of a Regional Office may be appealed to the Labor Standards
Commission whose decision is, in turn, appealable to the proper Court of First Instance."

On 31 January 1958 the parties entered into a stipulation of facts and on 4 February 1958 submitted it to the Court
for consideration and determination. Said stipulation provides:

The parties agree on the following stipulation of facts:

- That defendants admit paragraph 1 of the complaint; they also admit paragraph 2; and that defendants filed
complaints, Annexes A and B, to the complaint with the Regional Office No. 3, Department of Labor; these
complaints being found on pages 8 to 11 of the record;

- That defendants F. A. Fuentes is the Administrator and Geronimo Cordero is the Hearing Officer, respectively,
of Regional Office No. 3, Department of Labor; and in that capacity they have given due course to the complaints,
Annexes A and B, and intend to go ahead with the hearing and determination of said complaints, Annexes A and
B, pursuant to the authority which they believe sustains them, namely, the Reorganization Plan No. 20-A, and
Executive Order No. 218, in relation to Republic Act No. 997 as amended by Republic Act No. 1241; they are
conducting but have not yet finished and are intending to continue conducting proceedings whereby evidence both
testimonial and documentary will have to be adduced and after that they intend to render judgment that may
become final and enforce the same by writ of execution, their authority being what has already been stated above;

- That plaintiff contends and she had always contended since the beginning that defendants have no such authority
and that they have attacked the validity of such authority as are those mentioned in the complaint of plaintiff; but
defendants contend that they have that authority as already mentioned in the above-mentioned plan, executive
order and republic acts.

- That the parties submit this case for decision based on the foregoing stipulation of facts and only ask for time to
be permitted to present their respective memoranda.

Wherefore, it is respectfully prayed that the foregoing stipulation of facts be approved. (pp. 29-30, record.)

After the parties had filed their respective memoranda, on 27 May 1958 the Court rendered judgment holding that
Reorganization Plan No. 20-A on labor, prepared and submitted to the President of the Philippines by the
Government Survey and Reorganization Commission, pursuant to Republic Act No. 997, as amended, was not
validly approved by Congress and was not enacted into law in accordance with subsection 2, section 21, Article
VI, of the Constitution, and that Regional Office No. 3 of the Department of Labor have not been vested with
judicial functions to hear and determine claims for recovery of sums of money, declaring the respondent officers
without authority to hear and determine the respondent employees' claims for recovery of overtime, wage
differential, maternity leave and separation pays, and granting the writ prayed for, without pronouncement as to
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costs.

The respondent officers have taken this appeal.

In Corominas, et al. vs. Labor Standards Commission, Manila Central University vs. Calupitan, Wong Chun vs.
Carlim, and Balrodgan Co., Ltd., et al. vs. Fuentes,et al., supra p. 551, this Court held "that the provision of
Reorganization Plan No. 20-A, particularly Section 25, which grants to the regional offices original and exclusive
jurisdiction over money claims of laborers, is null and void, said grant having been made without authority by
Republic Act No. 997."

The judgment appealed from is affirmed, without pronouncement as to costs.

Bengzon, C. J., Labrador, Concepcion , Reyes, J. B. L., Paredes, Dizon, De Leon, and Natividad, JJ., concur.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-13945. July 31, 1961

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - 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. No. L-13945. July 31, 1961

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 4

Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org


