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**Title: Bingcoy v. Court of Appeals, 345 Phil. 1030 (1997)**

**Facts:**

– **Initiation of Case:**
–  On  May  31,  1952,  private  respondents  Victoriano  Bingcoy  and  Agustin  Bingcoy
(Respondents) filed a complaint for recovery of property in the Court of First Instance (CFI)
of Negros Oriental against the petitioners (Petitioners).

– **Initial Allegations:**
– Respondents alleged that in July 1948, Petitioners attacked them, usurped their property,
and forcibly dispossessed them.
– Respondents detailed their claims: the properties in question were inherited from Juan
Cumayao and Prudencio Bingcoy.

– **Claims in Complaint:**
– **First Cause of Action:**
– Properties inherited by Respondents from the deceased Juan Cumayao and Prudencio
Bingcoy were detailed, and Respondents claimed possession until they were dispossessed by
Petitioners.
– **Second Cause of Action:**
– Asserts Victoriano Bingcoy’s ownership of three additional parcels through donation and
purchase, which were also allegedly usurped by Petitioners.
– **Third Cause of Action:**
– Similar claim for a parcel of land owned by Agustin Bingcoy, allegedly purchased and then
unlawfully taken by Petitioners.

– **Petitioner’s Defense:**
– Petitioners presented a death certificate of Juan Cumayao establishing that he died single,
challenging Respondents’ claim of inheritance.
– Claimed ownership of the contested lands, stating they inherited them as kin to Juan
Cumayao.

– **Proceeding Developments:**
– **1964-1967:** Various documents and testimony establishing Respondents’ claims were
presented.
– **1983:** Respondents’ counsel submitted a Memorandum of Exhibits but confirmed that
original documents were lost in a 1987 fire.
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– **1987:** Trial court ordered the reconstruction of records based on available pleadings
and documents.

– **RTC Decision (1991):**
– Ruled in favor of the Respondents based on evidence of possession in good faith and
ownership due to inheritance, and ordered Petitioners to restore properties to Respondents.

– **Court of Appeals Decision (1994):**
–  **First  and  Second  Causes  of  Action:**  Affirmed  Respondents’  ownership  through
acquisitive prescription, rejecting inheritance rights argument.
–  **Third  Cause  of  Action:**  Reversed  RTC’s  ruling,  declaring  Petitioners  the  rightful
owners of that parcel as surviving heirs of Juan Cumayao.

**Issues:**

1.  **Can  unrecognized  illegitimate  children  acquire  ownership  of  property  through
acquisitive prescription?**
2. **Should documents that were lost in a fire but thoroughly testified upon be considered
valid evidence by the court?**

**Court’s Decision:**

1. **Acquisition by Prescription:**
– The Supreme Court underscored that acquisitive prescription is a legitimate mode of
acquiring ownership independently of inheritance rights.
– The Court found that Respondents had established possession over the property from
1926-1948, which meets the requirements for acquisitive prescription under Sec. 41 of the
Code of Civil Procedure.

2. **Consideration of Lost Documents:**
– The Court upheld the trial court and appellate court’s consideration of documents lost in
the fire since they were exhaustively testified upon during the trial and had been formally
offered in open court.
– Rejecting Petitioners’ argument, the Court maintained that procedural accuracy should
not overshadow substantial justice, thus validating the incorporation of evidence described
in testimonies.

**Doctrine:**



G.R. No. 118230. October 16, 1997 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 3

– **Acquisitive Prescription (Sec. 41, Code of Civil Procedure):**
–  Actual  adverse possession for  a  period of  ten years  uninterruptedly,  under  claim of
ownership, vests full and complete title in the possessor.

– **Evidence Consideration in Exceptional Circumstances:**
– Courts may consider the content of evidence that has been lost or destroyed if there is
substantial testimonial evidence regarding its existence, specifics, and implications.

**Class Notes:**

– **Acquisitive Prescription:**
– Essential for students to understand the impact of time and possession under legal claim
for acquiring property rights.

– **Evidence Law:**
– Importance of documenting and testifying evidence thoroughly, especially when physical
evidence might be compromised.

– **Public Document Presumptions:**
– Public records hold presumed accuracy but can be disputed with strong positive evidence.

**Historical Background:**

– **Land Disputes Post-WWII:**
–  Cases  like  Bingcoy  v.  Court  of  Appeals  exemplify  common  land  disputes  in  rural
Philippines,  where documentation might be lost due to wartime destruction, leading to
complex litigation regarding possession and inheritance.

– **Philippine Legal Framework:**
– This case highlights integral aspects of the Old and New Civil Code relating to property
rights,  inheritance,  and the doctrine of  prescription in the evolving legal  context post-
independence.


