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BAUTISTA ANGELO, J.:

This is a petition for review seeking to set aside certain orders of the Court of Industrial Relations which denied
the motion to dismiss set up by petitioners on the ground of lack of jurisdiction.

Antonio O. Alzate, as manager of an hacienda located in the municipalities of Nampicuan and Guimba, Nueva
Ecija, filed a petition with the Court of Industrial Relations asking for permission to lay off nineteen (19) tenants
who were working on a portion covering an area of 67 1/4 hectares to enable its owner to introduce a
mechanization program which would increase its production at a lesser cost beginning with the agricultural year
1955-1956. The petition was filed on August 12, 1954.

The tenants, answering the petition, denied that the portion which is sought to be mechanized is suitable to
mechanized farming, the truth being that the purpose of petitioner is merely to seek the ejectment of the aforesaid
tenants to create an atmosphere of fear among them who previously had filed a claim against the hacienda
seeking' certain improvements in their tenancy relation.

Issues having been joined, the case was set for hearing. In the meantime, Republic Act No. 1199 was approved
governing the relations of landlords and tenants of agricultural lands and providing for mechanized farming as one
of the causes for the dispossession of a tenant. In "view of the approval of that Act the tenants moved to dismiss
the case on the ground of lack of jurisdiction which consists in that the procedure therein provided as a
prerequisite for mechanized farming has not been complied with, and this motion having been denied, as well as
two other motions for reconsideration filed by the tenants, the latter interposed the present petition for review.

Republic Act No. 1199 was approved on August 30, 1954. Said Act enumerates the causes whereby a tenant may
be dispossessed of the land among them being the desire of the landlord to cultivate the land "through the
employment of farm machinery and implements." And it is therein provided that in order that the mechanization
may be undertaken it is necessary that "the landholder shall, at least one year but not more than two years prior to
the date of his petition to dispossess the tenant * * * file notice with the court and shall inform the tenant in
writing in a language or dialect known to the latter of his intention to cultivate the land himself, either personally
or through the employment of mechanical implements, together with a certification of the Secretary of Agriculture
and Natural Resources that the land is suited for mechanization." (Section 50, paragraph a.) It is now contended
by the tenants that because the landlord had not complied with this requirement before filing the present petition
for mechanization, the industrial court has not acquired the requisite jurisdiction to proceed with the hearing of the
case.

We find this claim to be without merit. While it is true that under the new Act there is need to comply with the
above procedural requirement in order that a landlord may dispossess a tenant and give jurisdiction to the
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industrial court to act on the matter, the same cannot be invoked in the present case it appearing that the petition
herein was filed on August 12, 1954, or prior to the approval of Republic Act No. 1199. It is a well known rule
that "Laws shall have no retroactive effect, unless the contrary is provided" (Article 4, new Civil Code). Or, as
this Court well said, "A statute operates prospectively and never retroactively, unless the legislative intent to the
contrary is made manifest either by the express terms of the statute or by necessary implication" (Segovia vs.
Noel, 47 Phil., 543). There is nothing in said Act which would make its provisions operate retroactively even with
respect to the provision regarding mechanized farming.

It may be contended that a statute which merely regulates court procedure may be given retroactive effect to the
extent of applying it even to actions that are pending at the time of its passage (People vs. Sumilang, 44 Off. Gaz.,
No. 3, p. 881), but the provision under consideration does not merely partake of a court procedure but refers to a
requirement which must be complied with before the case could be brought to court. Thus, the new law requires
that "at least one year but not more than two years prior to the date of his petition to dispossess the tenant' the
landlord shall file a notice with the court and shall inform the tenant in writing of his intention and must secure a
certification from the Secretary of Agriculture and Natural Resources that the land is suited for mechanization.
Such provision is clearly substantive in nature and cannot be given retroactive effect unless so clearly expressed
in the law.

With regard to the claim that the motion for reconsideration set up by the tenants was acted upon by the industrial
court without hearing thus depriving them of their day in court, it appears that, under the rules of the Court of
Industrial Relations, a motion is deemed submitted for resolution after an answer had been interposed, the only
exception being if the court itself should consider it necessary to hear the parties. It would, therefore, appear that
this matter is addressed to the discretion of the court.

The orders appealed from are affirmed, without costs.

Paras, C. J., Bengzon, Padilla, Montemayor, Reyes, A., Jugo, Labrador, Concepcion, Reyes, J. B. L., and
Endencia, JJ., concur.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-9267. April 11, 1956

© 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. No. L-9267. April 11, 1956

© 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


