
G.R. No. 207707. August 24, 2020 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

**Title:** Antonio G. Ngo vs. Visitacion Gabelo et al.

**Facts:**
The case revolves around a dispute concerning the recovery of possession of a parcel of land
in Manila. Antonio G. Ngo, the petitioner, filed a complaint before the Regional Trial Court
(RTC) of Manila, Branch 45, against Visitacion Gabelo and others. Ngo based his claim of
ownership on a Deed of Absolute Sale with Philippine Realty Corporation and a Supreme
Court ruling in GR. No. 111743, alleging refusal by the respondents to vacate the property
despite demands.

The respondents countered that Ngo lacked the legal personality to sue, pointing out that
the previous Supreme Court decision did not establish his ownership. They also highlighted
Ngo’s failure to undergo barangay conciliation as a precondition for filing the action. During
proceedings, the RTC initially dismissed the case for lacking cause of action due to the
absence  of  barangay  conciliation.  However,  upon  Ngo’s  Motion  for  Reconsideration,
highlighting possible court discretion to refer the case for barangay conciliation instead of
dismissal,  the RTC reinstated the complaint  and suspended court  proceedings pending
barangay conciliation. This reinstatement and referral were contested by Gabelo et al., and
upon rejection of their motion to reconsider, they escalated the matter to the Court of
Appeals  (CA)  through  a  Petition  for  Certiorari.  The  CA  eventually  ruled  in  favor  of
respondents, citing grave abuse of discretion by the RTC and dismissing the complaint for
non-compliance with barangay conciliation requirements, a decision Ngo further contested
in the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in nullifying the RTC’s Orders and dismissing the
complaint for recovery and possession due to non-compliance with the barangay conciliation
requirement.
2. Whether failing to file a Motion to Dismiss for non-compliance with a condition precedent,
namely barangay conciliation, constitutes waiver by the defendant.
3. Whether compliance with barangay conciliation during the case’s pendency in the CA
renders the case moot and academic.

**Court’s Decision:**
The  Supreme  Court  denied  Ngo’s  petition,  affirming  the  CA’s  decision.  The  Court
emphasized the  importance  of  procedural  rules  in  legal  proceedings,  highlighting  that
barangay  conciliation  as  a  precondition  to  court  actions  is  mandated  by  the  Local
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Government Code to ease court case congestion and foster amicable settlements. It clarified
that Ngo’s failure to initiate barangay conciliation prior to filing the court case was a
significant  procedural  lapse,  not  remedied  by  his  later  actions  or  the  issuance  of  an
irregular Certificate to File Action. The Supreme Court agreed with the CA that such non-
compliance warranted the dismissal of Ngo’s complaint, further dismissing Ngo’s arguments
regarding waiver and mootness as without merit.

**Doctrine:**
This case reiterated the doctrine that barangay conciliation proceedings are a mandatory
precondition  for  filing  certain  complaints  in  court.  Non-compliance with  this  condition
precedent can lead to the dismissal of the case for prematurity or lack of cause of action.
The procedural requirement emphasizes the policy of promoting amicable settlement of
disputes at the grassroots level to decongest court dockets.

**Class Notes:**
–  Barangay  conciliation  is  a  mandatory  precondition  for  filing  complaints  in  court  for
disputes between parties within the same city or municipality (Local Government Code of
1991, RA 7160).
– Non-compliance with the barangay conciliation requirement is ground for dismissal due to
failure to comply with a condition precedent (Rule 16, Section 1(j) of the Rules of Court).
–  A  party’s  subsequent  compliance  with  procedural  requirements  during  pendency  in
appellate courts does not render a petition moot and academic, especially if the initial non-
compliance already led to a valid dismissal at the trial court level.

**Historical Background:**
The barangay justice system, embedded within the Local Government Code of 1991 (RA
7160),  showcases  the  Philippine  government’s  commitment  to  local  governance  and
grassroots-level dispute resolution. This system underscores the importance of community
involvement in the amicable settlement of disputes, aiming to reduce the burden on the
judiciary and encourage harmonious relations among community members. The Ngo vs.
Gabelo case reflects the legal intricacies and procedural requirements underscoring the
Philippine judicial process, particularly emphasizing the pre-litigation steps mandated for
certain types of disputes.


