
G.R. No. 168747. October 19, 2007 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

**Title:** Victoria Regner v. Cynthia R. Logarta, Teresa R. Tormis, and Cebu Country Club,
Inc.

**Facts:** In a complex family dispute over a property donation, Victoria Regner, the second
wife of Luis Regner, initiated a case against his daughters from his first marriage, Cynthia
Logarta and Teresa Tormis, and the Cebu Country Club, Inc. Luis had donated a share in the
Cebu Country Club to Cynthia and Teresa prior to his death, a move contested by Victoria.
She claimed the donation was fraudulently executed due to Luis’s alleged incapacity at the
time. After attempts to serve summons to Cynthia failed due to her residence overseas and
Teresa was only served after her return to the Philippines, Teresa sought dismissal of the
case  for  lack  of  prosecution and for  not  serving summons on an indispensable  party,
Cynthia. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) dismissed the case, a decision upheld by the Court
of Appeals, leading Victoria to escalate the matter to the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether a co-donee is an indispensable party in an action to declare the nullity of a deed
of donation.
2. Whether the delay in the service of summons upon one of the defendants constitutes
failure to prosecute that warrants dismissal of the complaint.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the decisions of the lower courts, holding that both Cynthia
and Teresa, as co-donees in the deed of donation, were indispensable parties to the case.
The Court noted that without jurisdiction over Cynthia, the case could not proceed to a valid
judgment. The Court further held that Victoria’s failure to pursue timely service of summons
on  Cynthia  constituted  a  failure  to  prosecute  her  action  within  a  reasonable  period,
warranting dismissal. The decision touched on important principles regarding the necessity
of including all indispensable parties and the expectations of diligence on the part of a
plaintiff in pursuing their case.

**Doctrine:**
This case reaffirmed the doctrine that indispensable parties, those with such an interest in
the controversy that a final decree would necessarily affect their rights, must be joined in a
suit for the court to validly exercise jurisdiction over the case. It also underscored the
principle that failure to prosecute an action for an unreasonable length of time, including
failing to effect service of summons on an indispensable party, can result in dismissal of the
action.
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**Class Notes:**
– Indispensable Parties: Parties without whom no final determination of an action can be
had. Their presence is essential for the court to properly adjudicate the case.
–  Failure  to  Prosecute:  A  plaintiff’s  inaction  or  delay  in  advancing  their  case  for  an
unreasonable length of time can lead to dismissal. This includes failure to effect service of
summons on parties essential to the case.
– Service of Summons: Essential for acquiring jurisdiction over persons in a lawsuit. The
manner of service—whether personal,  substituted, or extraterritorial—is dictated by the
nature of the action (in personam, in rem, or quasi in rem) and the residence status of the
defendant.

**Historical Background:**
The Regner v. Logarta case highlights the intricate issues surrounding property donation
disputes within families, especially when involving parties residing abroad. It underscores
the legal challenges in ensuring all interested parties are adequately represented and the
consequences of procedural lapses on the administration of justice. Through this case, the
Philippine  Supreme  Court  reiterated  critical  procedural  doctrines  on  the  role  of
indispensable parties and the obligation of diligent prosecution, emphasizing the balance
between procedural rules and substantive justice.


