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Title: Heirs of Kukungan Timbao vs. Oscar D. Enojado

Facts:  The Heirs of  Kukungan Timbao (petitioners),  all  Muslim-Filipinos claiming to be
members of National Cultural Communities, filed a complaint against Oscar D. Enojado
(respondent)  for  recovery  of  ownership,  possession,  and  damages  over  a  5.25-hectare
agricultural land. The land was forcibly vacated during the Ilaga-Blackshirt conflicts in the
1970s. Felix Enojado, later transferring possession to respondent, registered the land. The
petitioners contested the validity of this title, asserting that it was ancestral land not subject
to transfer and that respondent was a minor during the patent application.

Issues:
1. Whether the dismissal of the heirs’ appeal for failure to submit an Appellant’s Brief was
with grave abuse of discretion on the part of the Court of Appeals.
2. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in asserting that the petitioners chose the wrong
remedy by filing for certiorari under Rule 65 instead of a petition for review under Rule 45.
3. Whether the free patent issued to the respondent is void due to his minority status and
lack of residence on the property.
4. Whether the heirs’ action for recovery has already prescribed given the indefeasibility of
the Torrens title.
5.  Whether the property in question is  an ancestral  domain that  could not  have been
covered by a free patent.

Court’s Decision:
1. The Supreme Court partially granted the petition, noting that while the Court of Appeals
correctly followed procedure in dismissing the appeal due to failure to submit an appellant’s
brief, it was grave abuse of discretion to deny the appeal concerning technicality, given the
circumstances.
2. The Court determined that the Court of Appeals committed grave abuse of discretion;
thus, the petition for certiorari under Rule 65 was proper.
3. The Supreme Court held that the issuance of a free patent to a minor does not violate
Section 44 of the Commonwealth Act No. 141, as the law does not prescribe an age limit or
residency requirement for applicants.
4. It was affirmed that the respondents’ title had become indefeasible and the action for
reconveyance had already prescribed.
5. The petitioners failed to prove that the property was an ancestral domain; therefore, the
free patent was not null and void on that basis.
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Doctrine:
– The Supreme Court highlighted the principle that the dismissal of an appeal should not be
done lightly and that technicalities can be set aside in the interest of substantial justice.
– The doctrine established that a free patent may be issued to a minor without violating
Section 44 of the Commonwealth Act No. 141, as age and residency are not stipulated in the
Act.

Historical Background:
During the Ilaga-Blackshirt  conflict  in  the 1970s,  the Timbao family,  along with other
Muslim Filipinos, was displaced from their lands, which subsequently changed ownership.
This historically tumultuous period led to the contested rightful ownership and possession of
the land, part of the broader narrative of land disputes and displacement due to armed
conflicts in the Philippines. The legal resolution of this case signifies the aftershocks of such
conflicts, manifesting in legal struggles for ancestral land claims and recognition in the
post-conflict era.


