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**Title:**
Natividad V. Andamo and Emmanuel R. Andamo vs. Intermediate Appellate Court and
Missionaries of Our Lady of La Salette, Inc.

**Facts:**
Petitioners Emmanuel and Natividad Andamo owned land in Silang, Cavite, adjacent to
property  owned by  the  Missionaries  of  Our  Lady  of  La  Salette,  Inc.  The  respondents
constructed waterpaths,  an artificial  lake,  and other contrivances on their  land,  which
allegedly caused several issues including the erosion of petitioners’ land, crop damage, the
washing away of fences, and danger to the petitioners’ lives during storms. These actions
allegedly led to the death of a young man by drowning.

In July 1982, the petitioners filed a criminal case (Criminal Case No. TG-907-82) against
Efren Musngi, Orlando Sapuay, and Rutillo Mallillin, officers of the respondent corporation,
under  Article  324 of  the  Revised Penal  Code for  destruction by  means of  inundation.
Subsequently, on February 22, 1983, they filed a civil case (Civil Case No. TG-748) for
damages and sought a writ of preliminary injunction.

Respondents opposed the injunction, and after hearings with ocular inspections, the trial
court suspended the civil case proceedings until the criminal case was resolved. On August
27, 1984, citing lack of jurisdiction, the trial court dismissed the civil case because the
criminal case was filed first. The petitioners appealed this dismissal to the Intermediate
Appellate Court, which affirmed the trial court’s decision on February 17, 1986. A motion
for reconsideration was denied on May 19, 1986, leading the petitioners to elevate the issue
to the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether a corporation causing damage to adjacent land due to construction within its
property can be held liable under Articles 2176 and 2177 of the Civil Code for quasi-delicts.
2. Whether the civil action for damages can proceed independently of the unresolved prior
criminal action.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court reversed and set aside the decision of the Intermediate Appellate Court.
The Supreme Court ruled that the civil case for damages, arising from a quasi-delict, can
proceed independently of the criminal case.

**Issue Analysis:**
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1. **Liability under Articles 2176 and 2177:**
–  **Ruling:**  The  Supreme Court  found  that  the  complaint  in  Civil  Case  No.  TG-748
sufficiently alleged a cause of action based on quasi-delict, noting the construction of water
pathways  and  contrivances  by  the  respondent  corporation  resulted  in  damages  to
petitioners’ property. The elements of quasi-delict (damage, fault or negligence, and causal
connection) were present.

2. **Independence of Civil Action from Criminal Proceedings:**
– **Ruling:** The Court emphasized that a civil action based on quasi-delict is independent
of a related criminal prosecution. Therefore, the trial court erred in dismissing the civil case
pending the outcome of the criminal case. Articles 2176 and 2177 elucidate that liability for
quasi-delicts is separate from criminal liability, permitting concurrent civil  and criminal
proceedings.

**Doctrine:**
1. **Quasi-delict Defined (Articles 2176 and 2177, Civil Code):** Actions based on quasi-
delict are separate and independent from criminal actions.
2. **Sic Utere Tuo Ut Alienum Non Laedas:** Proprietors must use their property so as not
to injure others’ property or rights.
3.  **Interdependence of  Civil  and Criminal  Liability:**  Quasi-delict  claims can proceed
independently of the resolution of criminal cases; acquittal in a criminal case does not
necessarily preclude civil liability unless the court specifically rules the fact behind the civil
claim did not occur.

**Class Notes:**
–  **Quasi-Delict  (Culpa  Aquiliana):**  Damage  caused  by  fault  or  negligence  without
contractual relation.
– *Elements:* Damage, fault or negligence, causal connection.
– **Independence of Civil Action:** Under Articles 2176 and 2177, a civil action for quasi-
delict is independent of criminal prosecution.
– **Sic Utere Tuo:** Article 431 emphasizes responsible use of property to avoid causing
harm to others.

**Relevant Legal Statutes:**
– **Article 2176, Civil Code:** Imposes civil liability for damages from acts or omissions
constituting fault or negligence.
– **Article 2177, Civil Code:** Confirms the liability for quasi-delicts is distinct from criminal
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liability under the Penal Code.
– **Article 431, Civil Code:** Addresses the limitation on how property can be used to
prevent harming others.

**Historical Background:**
This case reflects ongoing judicial acknowledgment of the principle that civil liabilities in
quasi-delict cases are distinct and independent from criminal liabilities. This distinction
ensures that aggrieved parties have alternative legal remedies even when the criminal
prosecution is delayed or results in acquittal. The Court’s insistence on independent civil
action underscores the broader aim of  ensuring timely access to justice and adequate
compensation for harm or damages suffered.


