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### Title:
**Jesse Yap vs. Court of Appeals and Eliza Chua and Evelyn Te**

### Facts:
Jesse Yap filed a complaint in the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Makati City in January 2004
against Eliza Chua and Evelyn Te, requesting the cancellation of several checks he issued.
The case was designated as Civil Case No. 04-030. These checks were tied to real estate
transactions facilitated by Evelyn Te, for which Yap had paid through checks either directly
to sellers, Te, or to financiers like Eliza Chua. Disputes over the transfer of property titles
and consent on payments led Yap to stop payment and close his bank account, leading to the
dishonor of these checks.

Eliza Chua presented a different narrative, stating she had conducted financial transactions
with Yap through Jovita Dimalanta which resulted in Yap issuing multiple checks to her as
payment and interest for sums lent, which were also dishonored upon presentation.

Chua had previously filed a case for sum of money against Yap and his wife in the RTC of
General Santos City (Civil Case No. 6236). This case resulted in a decision against Yap,
ordering him to pay Chua significant sums.

Alleging grounds of  litis  pendentia and forum shopping,  Chua sought to dismiss Yap’s
Makati RTC case, which the Makati RTC initially refused. Chua then escalated the matter to
the Court of Appeals (CA) which found in her favor, leading to the dismissal of the Makati
case based on litis pendentia and violation of the rule against forum shopping.

### Issues:
1. Whether there was litis pendentia warranting the dismissal of Yap’s Makati RTC case.
2. Whether Yap’s action constitutes forum shopping.
3.  Whether the checks issued by Yap to Chua lacked valid consideration and must be
annulled.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court affirmed the CA’s decision, agreeing on the dismissal of Yap’s complaint
against Chua and Te due to litis pendentia and forum shopping. The Court identified that all
the elements of litis pendentia were present and that Yap had indeed indulged in forum
shopping by filing the Makati case subsequent to the General Santos case, which involved
the same parties and was founded on related occurrences and evidence. The Supreme Court
emphasized  the  adverse  consequences  of  forum shopping  on  the  judicial  process  and
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confirmed that Yap’s actions violated this principle.

### Doctrine:
The decision underscored the doctrines of litis pendentia and forum shopping. It established
that for litis pendentia to apply, there must be an identity of parties, rights asserted, relief
prayed for based on the same facts, and that a judgment in one case would amount to res
judicata in the other. Furthermore, it highlighted that forum shopping, defined as the act of
filing multiple  cases  based on the same parties  for  the same cause of  action to  seek
favorable judgment, is a grave procedural misconduct warranting dismissal of the action.

### Class Notes:
– **Litis Pendentia Requirements:** Identity of parties, rights asserted, relief sought must
be founded on the same facts, and judgment in one would result in res judicata in the other.
– **Forum Shopping:** Filing parallel  cases with identical parties and causes of action
seeking favorable judgment. It is a serious abuse of the judicial system warranting case
dismissal.
– **Res Judicata:** A doctrine preventing an issue from being relitigated between the same
parties once it has been judged on the merits.

To simplify, students should note:
1. **Litis Pendentia and Forum Shopping** are critical to avoid in filing suits; their presence
can invalidate a case.
2. **The Identity of Parties, Cause of Action, and Sought Relief** are the main components
in determining litis pendentia and forum shopping.
3. **Procedural Misconduct** like forum shopping can result in immediate case dismissal
and should be carefully avoided in litigation strategy.

### Historical Background:
This case highlights the judicial system’s mechanisms to prevent duplicative litigation and
misuse  of  court  resources,  reflecting  on  the  procedural  principles  designed to  ensure
fairness and efficiency in legal disputes. The doctrines of litis pendentia and forum shopping
are instrumental in maintaining the integrity of legal proceedings, ensuring that litigants
cannot abuse the system by initiating multiple cases to get a favorable judgment.


