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belonging to [said City] might be lawfully used or conveyed" pursuant to Section lOofB.P. Big. 337. 
Wherefore, all the issues hereinabove raised arc resolved accordingly. 

Atty. Eduardo E. Garcia 
Chief Legal Counsel 
Technology and Livelihood 
TLRC Bldg., Gen. Gil Puyat Ave., Ext. 
Makati,- Metro Manila 

Very truly yours, 

(Sgd.) SEDFREY A. ORDONEZ 
Secretary of Justice 

OPINION NO.6, s. S1988 

January 12, 1988 
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This refers to your request for opinion on whether or not the Technology and Livelihood 
Resource Center (TLRC) can validly consent to the sale or transfer of agricultural lands mortgaged 
to that Office in view of the enactment of Executive Order No. 229 (Providing The Mechanisms For 
The Implementation Of The Comprehensive Agrarian Reform Program). 

You state that TLRC administers and manages-,several programs of the govenunerit which 

I extend loans to small and medium -scale industries, secured by first mortgages on real estate 
properties, that the prohibition against subsequent sale or encumbrance of the mortgaged properties 

1 without prior written consent ofTLRC is a standard condition in all of the mortgage contracts; and 
that due to the enactment of E.O. No. 229, sorhe debtol"s are now seeking TLRC's approval for the 
subdivision and sale of mortgaged agricultural lands. 

At the outset, please be informed that by law the Secretary of Justice as Attorney-General, 
renders opinion or gives legal advice only on specific questions of law formulated or submitted by 
the heads of departments or the chief of bureaus and offices called upon to decide or act on cases, 
controversies or matte~I:S-actuallY arising from and still pending in their respective offices (Section 
83 of the Revised_. Administrative Code). Hence, by established precedents, the Secretary of Justice 
has consistently declined to render opinion or legal advice at the instance of a subordinate official 
of an office entitled to opinion. This is in accord with the well-settled procedure that subordinate 
officials instead of seeking the advice of the Department of Justice, should, on matters confronting 








































