G.R. No. 205451. March 07, 2022 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: **Elizabeth Brual vs. Jorge Brual Contreras et al.**

Facts:

Elizabeth Brual, as the instituted heir and co-executor, filed a petition for the probate of the
last will and testament of Fausta Brual, who died single and without compulsory heirs.
Respondents, who are nephews and nieces of the decedent, contested the will, questioning
Elizabeth’s inheritance and the form of the petition for its lack of specific details on the
decedent’s blood relatives. The RTC of Manila denied the respondents’ motion for
intervention and subsequent motion for reconsideration. Respondents filed a notice of
appeal without a record on appeal, leading to the RTC dismissing the appeal due to
procedural non-compliance. Upon respondents’ filing of an omnibus motion with a record on
appeal citing inadvertence, the RTC still denied their motion. Respondents then elevated the
case to the CA via certiorari, arguing the RTC’s grave abuse of discretion in dismissing their
appeal.

Issues:

1. Whether the CA erred in reversing the RTC’s dismissal of the respondents’ appeal despite
procedural non-compliance?

2. Whether the respondents’ appeal was properly perfected in accordance with the Rules of
Court?

3. Whether certiorari was the correct mode to contest the RTC’s ruling?

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court granted Elizabeth Brual’s petition, reversing the CA decision and
reinstating the RTC orders. It held that the right to appeal is statutory and mandates strict
compliance with procedural rules, emphasizing the necessity of filing both a notice of appeal
and a record on appeal within prescribed periods in special proceedings. The Court found
the CA’s leniency towards respondents’ procedural lapses as misplaced, ruling that
inadvertence and the respondents’ belief in the timing for filing the record on appeal were
unacceptable reasons to deviate from the clear procedural requirements.

Doctrine:

The right to appeal is not inherent but a statutory privilege that requires adherence to
procedural rules. In special proceedings, both a notice of appeal and a record on appeal
must be timely filed within the specified period to perfect an appeal. Failure to do so
renders the judgment final and executory.
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Class Notes:

- The right to appeal is statutory and governed by specific rules that demand strict
compliance.

- In special proceedings, both a notice and a record of appeal must be filed within 30 days
from receipt of the order/judgment for an appeal to be considered duly perfected.

- Procedural lapses, such as the failure to file a record on appeal, can result in the dismissal
of an appeal, underscoring the importance of diligence in legal representation.

- The case reiterated that mere inadvertence or misunderstanding of procedural
requirements does not exempt parties from compliance.

Historical Background:

This case underscores the importance of procedural compliance in the Philippine legal
system, especially in matters of special proceedings like probate of wills. It demonstrates
the judiciary’s stance on maintaining the integrity of procedural rules to ensure fairness and
order in legal processes, reflecting a consistent theme in Philippine jurisprudence that
procedural rules are not mere formalities but essential components of legal order and
justice.
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