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**Title:** Calalang-Parulan vs. Calalang-Garcia: An Examination of Successional Rights and
Property Ownership in The Philippines

**Facts:**
The case originated from a Complaint for Annulment of Sale and Reconveyance of Property,
initiated by respondents Rosario Calalang-Garcia, Leonora Calalang-Sabile, and Carlito S.
Calalang against petitioners Nora B. Calalang-Parulan and Elvira B. Calalang. Filed in the
RTC of Malolos, Bulacan, the complaint contested the ownership of a parcel of land in
Bulacan,  asserting  that  it  belonged  to  the  respondents  through  succession  from their
mother, following their father Pedro Calalang’s two marriages.

Pedro  Calalang’s  first  marriage  was  to  Encarnacion  Silverio,  with  whom he  allegedly
acquired the land. After Encarnacion’s death, Pedro entered a second marriage with Elvira
B. Calalang, during which he applied for a free patent on the land, later transferring it to his
daughter, Nora. The respondents contended the land sale was void as they, being Pedro’s
heirs from his first marriage, were not consulted, and claimed the sale was simulated as
Nora allegedly lacked the financial capacity for such a transaction.

The RTC ruled in favor of the respondents, designating the land as part of Pedro’s conjugal
property  with  Encarnacion  and  ordering  its  reconveyance.  Aggrieved,  the  petitioners
appealed to the CA, which upheld Pedro Calalang’s sole ownership of the property but
recognized the heirs from both marriages, thus amending the reconveyance proportions.

The petitioners then sought recourse from the Supreme Court, mainly disputing the CA’s
findings on Pedro Calalang’s sole ownership of the disputed lot and its subsequent transfer.

**Issues:**
The principal  legal  issue centered on determining the true ownership  of  the  disputed
property and the validity of its transfer to Nora B. Calalang-Parulan.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court granted the petition, reversing the CA’s decisions and favoring the
petitioners. The Court extensively examined evidence validity, reaffirming Pedro Calalang’s
exclusive ownership of the property, acquired before his second marriage, thereby making it
his sole property. Consequently, Pedro’s transfer of the property to Nora was deemed valid,
and the respondents’ challenge based on their supposed succession rights was rejected
since these rights only manifest upon the decedent’s death.



G.R. No. 184148. June 09, 2014 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

**Doctrine:**
The Court reiterated the doctrine that successional rights are vested at the time of death, as
per Article 777 of the New Civil Code. It underscored the necessity of clear and convincing
evidence to prove allegations of fraud, particularly in disputing the validity of property sales
between family members.

**Class Notes:**
– Successional rights are transmitted from the moment of the decedent’s death (Article 777,
New Civil Code).
– The legitimacy of property sales demands clear and convincing evidence, especially when
fraud is alleged.
–  Property  acquired  and  registered  in  one’s  name  before  marriage  remains  exclusive
property, not subjected to the conjugal partnership.
– The descriptive “married to [spouse’s name]” in property titles does not automatically
imply conjugal ownership but rather indicates civil status.

**Historical Background:**
This case highlights the intricate interplay between Philippine laws on succession, marriage,
and property registration. It delves into the complexities that arise from changes in marital
relations  and  how  these  affect  property  ownership  and  heirs’  rights.  Reflecting  on
longstanding legal principles, the decision encapsulates the dynamic nature of family law
and property rights, underscoring the importance of clear legal documentation and the
challenges of proving ownership and transfers of property across generations.


