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### Title:
**Guerrero vs. Hon. Court of Appeals & Apolinario Benitez: A Tenancy Relationship
Dispute**

### Facts:
In 1969, Apolinario Benitez was employed by spouses Manuel and Maria Guerrero to take
care of cows within their 21-hectare coconut plantation in Bo. San Joaquin, Maria Aurora,
Subprovince of Aurora, Quezon. Benitez, given shelter on the plantation, also handled the
cultivation and processing of coconuts from a 16-hectare portion, sharing 1/3 of the copra
proceeds with the Guerreros.  In early 1973, Benitez was prohibited from accessing 10
hectares of his usual working land. After his complaints led to an agreement affirming his
tenancy  status  over  the  16  hectares,  he  was  once  again  restricted  in  July  1973.  The
Guerreros then demolished part  of  his  cottage,  intensifying the dispute.  Consequently,
Benitez sought legal remedy, leading to a Court of Agrarian Relations ruling in his favor, a
decision upheld by the Court of Appeals.

### Procedural Posture:
Benitez’s complaint started in the Court of Agrarian Relations under CAR Case No. 6793-
NE(SA-Q) ’73, leading to a judgment in his favor. The appellate court affirmed this decision.
Disagreeing, the Guerreros petitioned the Supreme Court to review the case, framing it as a
legal issue on the existence and recognition of tenancy relationships under the current
agrarian laws.

### Issues:
1. Whether or not Presidential Decree 1038 repealed the Agricultural Tenancy Act (Republic
Act 1199) and the Agricultural Reform Code (Republic Act 3844), thereby voiding share
tenancy agreements.
2. Whether Apolinario Benitez qualifies as a share tenant under Republic Acts 1199 and
3844 or merely as a farmhand or worker.
3. If Benitez is indeed a tenant, whether his ejection from the land was lawful.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court dismissed the petition, affirming the appellate court’s decision that
recognized Benitez as a legal tenant. It clarified that Republic Acts 1199 and 3844 were not
entirely repealed by the Code of Agrarian Reforms, stating that the eviction of a tenant can
only proceed under specific legal grounds, which were not present in this case.
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### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reinforced the doctrine of security of tenure for agricultural tenants,
underlining  that  the  abolition  of  share  tenancy  through agrarian  reform laws aims at
enhancing, not retracting, the rights and protections afforded to tenants. It reiterated the
distinction  between  a  farmhand  and  a  tenant,  emphasizing  that  the  agreements  and
practices between the Guerreros and Benitez established a clear tenancy relationship.

### Class Notes:
–  **Agricultural  Tenancy**:  Involves  the  possession  of  land  devoted  to  agriculture  by
someone, with agreed sharing of harvest or payment in kind or cash.
– **Share Tenancy**: A joint agricultural production agreement where one party provides
land and the other labor,  including possibly  other production elements,  with a  shared
output.
– **Security of Tenure for Tenants**: Legally protected from being evicted without due
cause defined by agrarian laws.
– The central statutes relevant to this case are:
– Republic Act 1199 (The Agricultural Tenancy Act)
– Republic Act 3844 (The Agricultural Land Reform Code)
– Republic Act 6389 (Code of Agrarian Reforms)
– Presidential Decree 1038 (Strengthening the Security of Tenure of Tenant Tillers)

### Historical Background:
This case unfolds within the broader context of  Philippine agrarian reform efforts that
sought to abolish share tenancy, aiming to award eventual land ownership and improve the
livelihood and rights of agricultural workers. The evolving legislation aimed at terminating
exploitative practices and fostering a more equitable agricultural sector, a key component of
the country’s socio-economic development strategies. The Guerrero vs. Court of Appeals &
Apolinario Benitez case illustrates the challenges and legal complexities in transitioning
from traditional share tenancy to more progressive agricultural leasehold and ownership
systems.


