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### Title:
Daya Maria Tol-Noquera vs. Hon. Adriano R. Villamor and Diosdado Tol

### Facts:
Daya  Maria  Tol-Noquera  petitioned  for  appointment  as  administratrix  of  the  absentee
Remigio Tol’s property in December 1986, alleging she was his acknowledged natural child
and claiming that Diosdado Tol fraudulently obtained a free patent over Remigio’s property.
Diosdado Tol opposed, asserting she wasn’t an acknowledged child and he held a valid title.
The trial court dismissed her petition on March 31, 1987, stating it was a collateral attack
on a Torrens title. The petitioner’s motion for reconsideration was denied, leading to the
filing of a notice of appeal with the Supreme Court on June 4, 1987. The Supreme Court
treated the appeal as a petition for review on certiorari due to only questions of law being
involved.

### Issues:
1. Whether the original petition was a collateral attack on a Torrens title.
2. The legal standing of Daya Maria Tol as an alleged illegitimate child to inherit and be
appointed as administratrix.
3. The timeliness of the petitioner’s actions towards securing admin rights and challenging
the title held by Diosdado Tol.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court found the dismissal by the lower court as hasty, stating the petition was
not a collateral attack on the Torrens title. It held that Daya’s claimed necessity for an
administrator did not equal an attack on Diosdado’s title. Further, it elaborated on the laws
regarding absentee management, indicating that Daya Maria Tol’s disqualification as an
heir was immaterial  to her appointment as administratrix.  The Court also clarified the
timeliness and propriety of her actions regarding appeal and potential for reconveyance or
damages claims. The case was remanded for determination of Daya’s legal personality to
petition for absence declaration and competence as administratrix.

### Doctrine:
This  case  reiterates  the  non-necessity  of  separate  proceedings  for  the  declaration  of
absence and petition for administration roles, underscoring the judiciary’s protective stance
towards absentee’s interests.  It  clarifies that an alleged illegitimate child’s petition for
administration does not inherently challenge a Torrens title’s validity.
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### Class Notes:
– **Collateral Attack**: An attempt to undermine the validity of a document (e.g., a title) in a
proceeding not directly aimed at challenging that document.
– **Torrens Title System**: A system of land registration where the state guarantees the
title and facilitates its transfer.
– **Art. 389, Civil Code**: Pertains to the cessation of administration for absentee’s estate.
–  **Art.  992,  Civil  Code**:  Discusses  the  inheritance  rights  of  illegitimate  children
concerning their legitimate family members.
– **Remedy**: Legal means to enforce a right or redress a harm, such as reconveyance or
damages in the context of fraudulent property claims.
– **Filing Periods and Appeals**: Emphasizes the importance of timely legal actions to
preserve appeals and the potential relief measures available.

### Historical Background:
The  legal  framework  governing  the  case  reflects  the  Philippines’  blend  of  civil  law
(influenced by Spanish codes) and common law traditions.  The provisions dealing with
absentees and their estates are notable for balancing the interests of missing persons with
those of potential heirs and claimants, illustrating the system’s adaptability to complex
familial and property-related disputes.


