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~uprtmt <!Court 
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THIRD DIVISION 

NOTICE 

Please take notice that the Court, Third Division, issued a Resolution 

dated August 1, 2022, which reads as follows: 

"G.R. No. 259563 (G. V. Florida Transport, Inc. and Virgilio U. 
Florida, Jr. vs. Arthur R. Siazon).- At the maelstrom of this instant Petition 
for Review on Certiorari' are the 18 December 2020 Decision2 and 15 
December 2021 Resolution3 of the Court of Appeals (CA) in CA-G.R. SP No. 
164811, which affirmed the Decision4 dated 28 June 2019 and the Resolution5 

dated 31 October 2019 of the National Labor Relations Commission (NLRC). 
In its issuances, the NLRC affirmed the findings of the Labor Arbiter (LA) in 
NLRC CN RAB II 04-00184-2018 ordering G. V. Florida Transport Inc. and 
Virgilio U. Florida (petitioners) to pay Arthur R. Siazon (respondent) 
P6 I 8,750.00 representing his 13th month pay, correct computation of 
retirement pay, and attorney's fees.6 

The Petition must be denied. 

Generally, negligence of the counsel binds the client. An exception to 
this is when the negligence of counsel is so gross that the due process rights 
of the client were violated.7 Concomitantly, the essence of due process in 
administrative proceedings is simply an opportunity to be heard, to explain 
one's side, or to seek a reconsideration of the action of ruling complained of.8 

In the instant case, petitioners were sufficiently afforded due process in 
every stage of the proceeding. 

Rollo, pp. I 1-22. 
2 Id. at 41-50. Penned by Associate Justice Franchito N. Diamante with Associate Justices Germano 

Francisco D. Legaspi and Alfredo D. Ampuan. concurring. 
Id. at 29-31. Penned by Associate Justice Germano Francisco D. Legaspi with Associate Justices Ramon 
M. Bato, Jr. and Alfredo D. Ampuan, concurring. 
Id. at 119-125. Penned by Commissioner Mary Ann F. Plata-Daytia with Presiding Commissioner Grace 
M. Venus concurring and Commissioner Leonard Vinz 0. Ignacio, dissenting. 
Id. at 130-132. 

6 Id. at 209-21 I. Penned by Labor Arbiter Ma. Lourdes R. Baricaua. 
7 See B.E. San Diego vs. Bernardo, 788 SCRA 563, 568 (20 18). 
8 See Vivo vs. Phil. Amusement and Gaming Corporation, 721 Phil. 34, 39(20 13). 
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Before the LA, petitioners were directed to submit their position paper. 
Instead of doing so, they filed a total of 16 motions for extension of time to 
file position papers which were granted by the LA.9 Still and all, they failed 
to submit their position paper despite stern warning that the case would be 
submitted for resolution on 19 October 2018. Displeased with the LA's 
disposition, petitioners elevated their case to the NLRC seeking the admission 
of evidence submitted for the first time on appeal. All the same, petitioners 
failed to proffer any justifiable reasons why they failed to submit the same 
before the LA despite the extension of time. 

Clear as day, petitioners were given an opportunity to be heard, to 
explain their side, and to seek a reconsideration of the action of LA. They 
cannot invoke denial of due process to excuse themselves from the 
consequences of their counsel's negligence. Veritably, petitioners are bound by 
the negligence of their counsel who failed to file their position paper before the 
LA despite extensions of time to do so. 

A final word. In labor cases, questions of fact are contextually for the 
labor tribunals to resolve, and their factual findings, when supported by 
substantial evidence are accorded respect and even finality by the Court. 10 We 
find no reason to disturb the factual findings of the labor tribunals in the 
instant case. Thusly, the CA committed no reversible error in affirming the 
ruling of the NLRC directing petitioners to pay Arthur R. Siazon P618,750.00 
representing his 13th month pay, correct computation of retirement pay, and 
attorney's fees. However, pursuant to Nacar vs. Gallery Frames, 11 this Court 
deems it proper to award interest of six percent ( 6%) per annum of the total 
monetary awards, from finality of judgment until their full satisfaction. 

WHEREFORE, the Petition for Review on Certiorari is hereby 
DENIED. The Decision dated 18 December 2020 and Resolution dated 15 
December 2021 of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. SP No. 164811 are 
AFFIRMED. 

Petitioners G.V. Florida Transport, Inc. and Virgilio U. Florida, Jr. are 
solidarily liable to pay respondent Arthur R. Siazon P618,750.00 representing 
his 13th month pay, correct computation of retirement pay, and attorney's fees. 
The total amount shall earn legal interest at the rate of 6% per annum from the 
finality of this Resolution until full payment. 

9 Rollo, pp. 17-18. 
10 See Distribution & Control Products, lnc./Tiamsic vs. Santos, 813 Phil. 423, 435 (20 17). 
II 716 Phil. 267-283 (2013). 
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SO ORDERED." 

G.R. No. 259563 
August 1, 2022 

By authority of the Court: 

~\ ~,.,~ ... \\" 
MISAEL DOMINGO C. BATTUNG III 

Atty. Jose De Luna 
Counsel for Petitioners 
No. 9 Provincial Road, Pallua Sur 
3500 Tuguegarao City 
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