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Title: Trusteeship of Minors Perez y Tuason: Antonio M. Perez vs. J. Antonio Araneta

Facts:
In 1948, Angela S. Tuason passed away, leaving behind a will that devised her estate to her
three children and grandchildren, including Benigno, Angela, and Antonio Perez y Tuason. A
specific provision of the will established trusts for the benefit of her grandchildren. These
trusts would be administered by J. Antonio Araneta, with authority to sell trust properties
and acquire new ones using the proceeds, retaining broad administration powers akin to a
trustee permitted by law.

In 1950, the trusteeship proceeding was initiated, and properties worth approximately PHP
900,000 were entrusted to Araneta for the grandchildren’s benefit. In 1956, 1957, and 1958,
parts of the trust property were sold at a total increase of PHP 98,828.88 above their
original appraised value.

On September 28, 1959, Antonio M. Perez, the minors’ guardian and father, filed a motion
in the trusteeship proceedings seeking that the indicated additional sum be handed over to
the  minors  as  income  or  profit.  This  motion  was  contested  by  the  trustee  and  was
subsequently denied by the lower court in an order dated March 10, 1960. Perez appealed
the denial of his motion to the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1. Whether the sum of PHP 98,828.88 from the increase in sale value of the trust property is
considered profits or income, thereby justifying its release to the minors pursuant to the
will’s terms.
2. Whether the trustee correctly retained the proceeds from the increase in property sale as
part of the trust’s principal rather than distributing it as income to the beneficiaries.

Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme Court  ruled  to  affirm the  lower  court’s  decision,  holding  that  the  PHP
98,828.88 should not be delivered to the minors as income or profit.

1.  Interpretation  of  Will:  The  Court  emphasized  the  importance  of  understanding  the
conditions under which the trust was established according to Angela S. Tuason’s will. The
testatrix authorized the trustee to handle the proceeds from sales of the property, indicating
that such proceeds remain within the trust’s corpus rather than being distributed as income.

2. Distinguishing Accountancy Profit from Legal Income: It clarified that the classification of
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amounts as ‘profit’ in income tax returns does not determine their status under the will.
Profits  from property  sales  were  capital  replacements  instead,  maintaining  the  trust’s
corpus.

3. Principles of Trust Law: Citing general trust principles, the Court reiterated that profits
from sales of trust assets generally remain part of the trust’s principal, unless expressly
stated otherwise in the trust provisions.

Doctrine:
Profits derived from the sale of trust property are part of the trust’s principal, not income.
The trustee’s duty is to manage these proceeds in keeping with the will’s terms, preserving
them as capital funds of the trust (Restatement of the Law, Trusts).

Class Notes:
– Trust Estate Management: Understanding roles and duties of a trustee.
– Differentiation between Capital and Income: Key concepts distinguishing principal from
income in trust law.
– Ruling Principles: Will interpretation with regards to trustee authority and beneficiary
rights.
–  Relevant  Statutory Reference:  Article  1442,  Civil  Code of  the Philippines concerning
general trust principles.

Historical Background:
This case took place in the context of post-World War II Philippines, where estate planning
and the interpretation of complex testamentary trusts became prevalent as wealthy families
structured wealth transfers. The decision reflects the post-war economic scenario where
property transactions led to significant valuation increases, necessitating clarity in estate
distribution beyond traditional inheritance concepts.


