G.R. NO. 156021. September 23, 2005 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
Cynthia C. Alaban, et al. v. Court of Appeals and Francisco H. Provido

### Facts:

This case revolves around a dispute concerning the probate of the Last Will and Testament
of Soledad Provido Elevencionado, who died on October 26, 2000. Francisco Provido, the
respondent, petitioned for the probate of the will, claiming to be the heir and executor. The
petition led to a decision by the Regional Trial Court (RTC) in Dumangas, Iloilo, allowing the
probate and issuing letters testamentary to the respondent.

Four months after the decision, the petitioners, asserting themselves as intestate heirs,
sought to reopen the probate proceedings. They questioned the RTC’s jurisdiction over the
matter due to alleged procedural lapses and claimed the will was invalid for various
reasons, including forgery and lack of testamentary capacity. Their motion was denied,
leading them to the Court of Appeals (CA) seeking annulment of the RTC’s decisions. The
CA dismissed their petition, finding no extrinsic fraud and noting the petitioners could have
availed of other remedies. This decision prompted the petitioners to elevate the matter to
the Supreme Court.

### [ssues:

1. Whether the petitioners are deemed parties to the probate proceedings through the
publication of notice.

2. The appropriateness of the remedies sought by the petitioners against the RTC’s
decisions.

3. The existence of extrinsic fraud sufficient to annul the RTC’s judgment.

4. The allegation of forum-shopping against the petitioners.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court denied the petition. It held that the publication of the notice effectively
made the petitioners parties to the probate proceedings. As parties, they could have availed
themselves of various remedies under the Rules of Court, but failed to do so within the
respective periods allowed. The Court found no extrinsic fraud as the petitioners were not
prevented from having their day in court. Additionally, the Court highlighted the issue of
forum-shopping, noting the petitioners pursued multiple actions involving the same parties
and issues without proper disclosure.

### Doctrine:
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- A proceeding for the probate of a will is in rem, and publication of the notice brings the
whole world as a party to the case, extending jurisdiction over all interested persons.

- Personal notice to heirs in probate proceedings is a matter of procedural convenience, not
a jurisdictional requirement.

- Extrinsic fraud, as grounds for the annulment of judgment, only applies where the
fraudulent scheme prevented a party from having a trial or presenting their case.

### Class Notes:

- In probate proceedings, the court’s jurisdiction is extended to all parties interested in the
will or estate upon publication of the petition for probate.

- Petitioners in legal proceedings must utilize available remedies (motion for new trial,
reconsideration, or relief from judgment) within prescribed periods, failing which further
legal remedies may be barred.

- Fraud sufficient to annul a judgment must be extrinsic, affecting the fairness of the trial
process, not just the judgment itself.

- Forum-shopping involves filing multiple suits across different courts for the same cause,
expecting a favorable judgment from at least one court, and is prohibited.

### Historical Background:

This case indicates the stringent requirements and procedural nuances in Philippine probate
law and practice. It highlights the importance of prompt action and complete transparency
by parties in legal proceedings, especially in matters as sensitive as the distribution of a
decedent’s estate. The ruling reiterates established principles in ensuring fair trials and
discouraging litigants from circumventing lawful processes through technicalities or
multiplicity of suits.
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