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Title: **Sampaco vs. Lantud: Ownership and Validity of Land Title Dispute**

Facts:
The dispute centers around a residential lot in Marinaut, Marawi City, coveted by both Datu
Kiram Sampaco and Hadji Serad Mingca Lantud. On September 14, 1984, Lantud filed an
action to quiet title against Sampaco, alleging ownership of the said lot covered by Original
Certificate of  Title  (OCT) No.  P-658.  Sampaco,  represented by Hadji  Soraya Sampaco-
Macabando after his death, contested this, claiming long-term possession and ownership by
his predecessors-in-interest. The case traversed the judicial hierarchy from the Regional
Trial Court (RTC) in Lanao del Sur, which initially favored Sampaco by invalidating Lantud’s
title due to alleged fraud and irregularities, to the Court of Appeals which reversed the RTC
decision, affirming Lantud’s ownership as evidenced by his Torrens title. Amidst claims and
counterclaims of ownership, possession, and allegations of title invalidity due to fraud, the
case escalated to the Supreme Court for a definitive verdict.

Issues:
1. The validity of OCT No. P-658 amidst allegations of fraud in its issuance.
2.  Whether  the  Court  of  Appeals  erred  in  ruling  based  on  the  indefeasibility  and
incontrovertibility of the Torrens title held by Lantud.
3.  Whether Sampaco’s counterclaim seeking cancellation of  Lantud’s title constitutes a
collateral attack on the title.
4. Applicability of the prescriptive period for filing a counterclaim for cancellation of title
and reconveyance of the property.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition, affirming the decisions of the Court of Appeals
which recognized the ownership rights of Hadji Serad Mingca Lantud over the contested
property as per OCT No.  P-658.  The Court  delineated that  a Torrens title  is  the best
evidence of ownership, indefeasible one year after the issuance of the decree of registration,
and  not  susceptible  to  collateral  attack.  Furthermore,  the  Supreme  Court  dispelled
Sampaco’s assertions of ownership and possession, elaborating that the larger property
claim lacks specific identification, and the alleged ownership through ancestral ties was not
sufficiently substantiated. The decision underscored that allegations of fraud require clear
and convincing evidence, which was not satisfactorily provided by Sampaco. Moreover,
Sampaco’s counterclaim for reconveyance was found to be time-barred.

Doctrine:
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The Supreme Court reiterated the principle that a Torrens title, once issued and after the
lapse  of  the  one-year  period  from  the  issuance  of  the  registration  decree,  becomes
incontrovertible and indefeasible. Furthermore, it highlighted that allegations of fraud in
acquiring a title necessitate proof beyond mere preponderance of evidence, needing clear
and convincing evidence to substantiate such claims. Additionally, the decision underscored
that a counterclaim for cancellation of title due to alleged fraud constitutes a direct attack
on the title, not a collateral one.

Class Notes:
–  **Torrens System Principles**:  The Torrens title  system provides the registered title
holder  a  conclusive  evidence  of  ownership,  with  the  title  becoming  indefeasible  and
incontrovertible one year after the issuance of the decree of registration.
– **Fraud Allegations**: To challenge a title on grounds of fraud, the plaintiff must deliver
clear, convincing evidence to establish the fraud conclusively.
– **Counterclaims in Title Disputes**: A counterclaim seeking the cancellation of a Torrens
title over fraud allegations constitutes a direct, not collateral, attack on the title. However,
such claims must also adhere to statutory prescriptive periods.
– **Prescriptive Periods**: Actions seeking to annul title or for reconveyance due to fraud
must be filed within a statutory period to be considered timely and valid.

Historical Background:
This case highlights the intricacies of property disputes within the Torrens system in the
Philippines,  underscoring  the  importance  of  the  indefeasibility  of  title  and  the  high
threshold required to nullify a duly issued title on allegations of fraud. It delineates the
procedural obligations and evidential burdens parties face when asserting property rights,
reiterating critical legal principles regarding land ownership and title validity within the
Philippine legal landscape.


