G.R. No. L-48433. April 30, 1984 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
Dimayuga et al. vs. Court of Appeals and Manuel Dimayuga: A Study on Successional Rights
and Inter Vivos Partition in the Philippines

### Facts:

The case revolves around a thirteen-hectare homestead in Pola, Oriental Mindoro, initially
owned by spouses Genaro Dimayuga and Segunda Gayapanao, who acquired a Torrens title
for it in 1928. Following Segunda’s death in 1940, Genaro, alongside his mistress
Emerenciana Panganiban with whom he had illegitimate children, and later their legitimate
child Nelia, engaged in a partition of the property in 1948, assumed as a donation, without
proper legal representation for the minors involved.

The partition, unregistered, left Genaro’s son from his marriage, Manuel, with a portion
significantly smaller than that given to his half-siblings. In 1970, Manuel, challenging the
partition, secured a Torrens title for the entire homestead, leading to litigation initiated by
his half-siblings.

The trial court’s decision was in favour of Manuel, which was later partially overturned by
the Court of Appeals. The Supreme Court treated the case as a direct appeal due to its legal
nature.

### Issues:

1. Whether the 1948 partition inter vivos could legally affect the successional rights.

2. Whether Manuel and Nelia Dimayuga were entitled to the property by successional
rights.

3. The effect of prescription on registered land in derogation to the rights of a registered
owner.

4. The legal status and rights of Genaro’s illegitimate children.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court ruled in favour of Manuel, highlighting that:

- The 1948 partition was invalid, ignoring the conjugal nature of the property and Manuel’s
legitime.

- The partition assumed Genaro’s full ownership, which was incorrect as Manuel inherited
half upon Segunda’s death.

- Illegitimate children, being adulterous or spurious, had no successional rights but were
entitled only to support.
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- Registered land could not be acquired by prescription against the registered owner.

### Doctrine:

1. **Inter Vivos Partition and Successional Rights**: Inter vivos partitions must observe the
successional rights and legitime of the legal heirs.

2. **Prescription**: No title to registered land in derogation of the registered owner’s title
can be acquired by prescription or adverse possession (Sec. 46, Act No. 496; Sec. 47,
Property Registration Decree, P.D. No. 1529).

3. **Status of Illegitimate Children**: Adulterous or spurious children are not entitled to
successional rights but only to support.

### Class Notes:

- **Successional Rights and Conjugal Property**: The case delineates the impact of a
marital relationship on property acquisition and the division upon death, emphasizing the
protection of the legitime for legal heirs under Philippine law.

- **Adulterous or Spurious Children’s Rights**: Although such children have no successional
rights, they are entitled to support, differentiating between the types of illegitimate children
recognized by law.

- **Prescription and Registered Land**: Highlighting the principle that registered land
cannot be acquired by prescription, reinforcing the security of registered ownership.

- **Legal Interpretation of Inter Vivos Partitions**: It underlines the necessity of a will for
such partitions to carry legal weight concerning succession, especially in ensuring the
legitime is not prejudiced.

### Historical Background:

This case extensively covers the legal intricacies tied to property rights, legitimation, and
the classification of children within Philippine law. It demonstrates the evolution and
application of civil law concerning family relationships, property ownership, and
inheritance, against the backdrop of societal norms and legal reforms over the decades.
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