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### Title:
**Puyat v. Zabarte: The Enforcement of a Foreign Judgment and Summary Judgment in
Philippine Jurisdiction**

### Facts:
Gil Miguel T. Puyat filed a petition for review on certiorari under Rule 45 of the Rules of
Court, challenging the decisions of the Court of Appeals (CA) and the Regional Trial Court
(RTC) of Pasig City in Civil Case No. 64107. This legal battle stemmed from Ron Zabarte’s
efforts  to enforce a money judgment rendered by the Superior  Court  for  the State of
California, County of Contra Costa, USA, in the Philippines. Puyat raised various defenses in
his answer, including arguments about jurisdiction, due process, and the foreign judgment’s
enforceability  under  Philippine  law.  Zabarte  filed  a  motion  for  summary  judgment,
contending that Puyat’s defenses did not tender any genuine issue as to any material fact.
The RTC granted the motion, a decision subsequently affirmed by the CA.

### Issues:
1. Was the issuance of summary judgment proper?
2. Did the RTC possess jurisdiction over the case for enforcement of a foreign judgment,
given Puyat’s claims of jurisdictional issues and principles of forum non conveniens?
3. Is the foreign judgment enforceable under Philippine law, considering the defenses of
lack of due process, fraud, and contravention to laws, public policy, and morals?

### Court’s Decision:
1. **Summary Judgment**: The Court ruled that summary judgment was properly granted.
It maintained that the defenses raised by Puyat, in this case, did not constitute genuine
issues  of  material  fact.  Puyat’s  acknowledgment  of  the  foreign  judgment  and  partial
payment corroborated the motion for summary judgment, thus making trial unnecessary.

2. **Jurisdiction and Forum Non Conveniens**: The Court held that the RTC had jurisdiction
and  that  the  principle  of  forum  non  conveniens  did  not  apply.  The  action  for  the
enforcement of a foreign judgment does not require the application of foreign law or the
scrutiny  of  foreign  contractual  obligations  but  merely  the  execution  of  an  established
obligation, which rightly falls within the purview of Philippine civil courts.

3.  **Enforceability  of  the Foreign Judgment**:  The Court  found no impediment  to  the
enforceability  of  the  foreign  judgment  in  the  Philippines.  It  rejected  Puyat’s  claims
regarding jurisdiction issues,  lack of  counsel  and due process,  unjust  enrichment,  and
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contravention to Philippine law, policy, and morals, concluding that these defenses did not
preclude the foreign judgment’s enforcement.

### Doctrine:
The principles established in this case underscore the enforceability of foreign judgments in
the Philippines, provided that such judgments do not contravene Philippine laws, morals,
public policy, or demonstrate fraud or lack of jurisdiction and due process. Additionally, this
case highlights the applicability of summary judgment in cases where no genuine issues of
material fact exist, simplifying and expediting judicial processes.

### Class Notes:
1. **Summary Judgment** – A procedural device allowing for the swift conclusion of a case
without trial when no genuine issues of material fact exist.
2. **Foreign Judgments** – Generally presumptive evidence of a right between parties,
enforceable in Philippine jurisdiction unless contradicted by specific defenses such as fraud,
lack of jurisdiction, or contravention of public policy.
3. **Forum Non Conveniens** – A discretionary power allowing courts to dismiss cases that
may be more appropriately tried elsewhere, not applicable when local jurisdiction has been
established and no substantial reason for dismissal exists.

### Historical Background:
The  context  of  this  case  highlights  the  Philippines’  judiciary  approach  towards  the
enforcement  of  foreign  judgments.  It  underscores  the  principle  of  domestic  courts’
maintaining an open yet  scrutinizing lens  in  dealing with  international  legal  relations,
ensuring that such foreign judgments are congruent with local legal standards, principles,
and values while upholding the values of justice, reciprocity, and international comity.


