G.R. No. L-28032. September 24, 1986 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title:** *Francisca Tioco de Papa & Others v. Dalisay Tongko Camacho & Others: A
Dissection of Reserva Troncal under Philippine Jurisprudence*

**Facts:** The legal conflict arises from the application of Article 891 of the Civil Code
concerning reserva troncal. The disputing parties, plaintiff-appellees Francisca Tioco,
Manuel Tioco, Nicolas Tioco, and defendant-appellant Dalisay Tongko-Camacho, are related,
sharing Balbino Tioco as a common ancestor. The legal journey began with a “Stipulation of
Facts and Partial Compromise” leading to a decision in the lower court, and subsequently,
the appeal to the Supreme Court. Romana Tioco, during her lifetime, donated parcels of
land to her niece Toribia Tioco, whose inheritance was eventually subjected to reserva
troncal. The disputed property passed through various lineages and events, altering its legal
status until Eustacio Dizon, inheriting property under reserva troncal, died, leaving Dalisay
Tongko-Camacho as his sole legitimate descendant. The heart of the dispute lies in whether
the plaintiffs, as third degree relatives of the prepositus, are entitled to the reservable
property by virtue of reserva troncal.

**[ssues:** The pivotal issue revolves around the descendants’ rights to the reservable
property under Article 891 of the Civil Code and how such rights are determined by the
rules on intestate succession.

**Court’s Decision:** The Supreme Court, diverging from the lower court’s verdict, ruled in
favor of Dalisay Tongko-Camacho. The Court clarified that the determination of rights
among reservatarios should align with the ordinary rules of intestate succession. It
emphasized that reserva troncal directs the property to a specific group of relatives, within
which the property’s eventual distribution should obey standard intestate succession
protocols. The ruling elucidated that, as per intestate succession norms, nephews and
nieces (like the defendant-appellant) exclude more distant collateral relatives (such as aunts
and uncles, the plaintiffs) from inheritance, rendering the appellant entitled to the entirety
of the contested property.

**Doctrine:** This case reiterates the jurisprudence that reserva troncal designates the
group eligible for the inheritance but within that group, the distribution of property should
follow the rules of intestate succession. Furthermore, it underscores that reservatarios do
not inherit from the reservista but directly from the prepositus, clarifying the pathway of
inheritance in cases subject to reserva troncal.

**Class Notes:**
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- **Reserva Troncal:** A legal mechanism under Article 891 of the Civil Code wherein an
ascendant inherits property from a descendant, which was originally acquired from another
ascendant or sibling, must reserve it for relatives within the third degree from the line of
origin.

- *Intestate Succession:** The court highlighted the application of intestate succession
rules (Articles 1001, 1004, 1005, and 1009 of the Civil Code) among the reservatarios,
emphasizing that nephews and nieces exclude other collaterals (including aunts and uncles)
from succession.

- **Principle of Proximity:** The nearest relative within the eligible group has a preferential
right to inherit the reservable property.

- **Representation Right:** Within the third degree, the right of representation applies,
allowing descendants of a predeceased collateral relative to inherit in their stead.

**Historical Context:** The decision underscores the Spanish Civil Code’s influence on
Philippine jurisprudence, particularly regarding property and inheritance laws. Reserva
troncal, an inherited legal concept from the Spanish era, reflects the intertwined history and
legal evolution of the Philippines post-colonization, showcasing a unique aspect of Filipino
family and inheritance law that aims to preserve property within the lineage of origin.
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