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**Title:** SACLOLO & PASCUAL vs. COURT OF AGRARIAN RELATIONS &
MADLANGSAKAY

**Facts:**

1. **Parties Involved:** The case involves petitioners Remedios Saclolo and her husband
Ernesto  Pascual,  against  respondents  Court  of  Agrarian  Relations  and  Santiago
Madlangsakay.

2. **Property Details:** Remedios Saclolo is the owner of a four-hectare land located in
Barrio Matungao, Bulacan, which is classified as paraphernal property transferred to her by
marriage.

3. **Tenancy Situation:** Santiago Madlangsakay, the tenant, was cultivating the said land.

4.  **Action  Initiated:**  On April  9,  1956,  a  notice  was  prepared  by  Atty.  Ernesto  M.
Tomaneng stating that Ernesto Pascual desired to personally cultivate the land. This notice
was served to Madlangsakay, and further notice was given to the Court declaring the same.

5.  **Purpose  for  Ejectment  Request:**  The  petitioners  sought  the  ejectment  of
Madlangsakay so that the land could be cultivated by Ernesto Pascual, who was experienced
in agriculture but unemployed at the time.

6. **Court of Agrarian Relations’ Decision:** The agrarian court dismissed the petition to
eject  the  tenant,  reasoning  similar  petitions  had  been  denied  based  on  statutory
interpretation that required personal cultivation by the owner.

**Procedural Posture:**

1. **Court of Agrarian Relations:** The court dismissed the petition based on Section 50(a)
of Republic Act No. 1199, which strictly demands personalized cultivation by the owner, and
did not extend this rule to include cultivation by the owner’s spouse.

2. **Petition for Certiorari:** Remedios Saclolo and Ernesto Pascual filed a petition for
certiorari to the Supreme Court, contesting the Court of Agrarian Relations’ decision.

**Issues:**

1. Whether the personal cultivation requirement under Section 50(a) of Republic Act No.
1199 can be satisfied by the owner’s husband.
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2. Whether the cultivation by a landowner through a spouse violates the intent of Republic
Act No. 1199.

**Court’s Decision:**

1. **Interpretation of “Personal Cultivation”:** The Supreme Court recognized that under
the legal principles governing the marital relationship, a husband and wife function as a
single entity. Therefore, the agricultural work performed by the husband on the wife’s land
meets the personal cultivation requirement.

2. **Unity of Existence:** The decision illustrated that a husband actively working alongside
his wife in any cultivation task is included within this unity of existence. This should extend
to the cultivation of the wife’s paraphernal property.

3. **Tenant’s Right vs. Owner’s Rights:** The Court clarified that similar to tenants having
the right to cultivate land through members of their household, the right must similarly
apply to the landowners for the mutual benefit of both parties adhering to the spirit of social
justice.

4.  **Statutory  Reading:**  The Supreme Court  did  not  find that  the Court  of  Agrarian
Relations’ decision followed the legislative intent by denying the practical application to
landowners based on marital dynamics.

5. **Decision Outcome:** The order of dismissal was reversed, and the petition was granted,
allowing the ejectment of Santiago Madlangsakay so that Ernesto Pascual could cultivate
the land owned by his wife, Remedios Saclolo.

**Doctrine:**

The Court  established that  the  requirement  for  personal  cultivation under  agricultural
tenancy law includes cultivation by the owner’s spouse. This broadens the understanding of
the term “personally” in the context of a uniform legal existence shared between marriage
partners.

**Class Notes:**

– **Key Concepts:** Personal cultivation, paraphernal property, marital unity of existence,
agrarian tenancy law.
–  **Statutory  Provision:**  Republic  Act  No.  1199,  Section  50  (a)  related  to  personal
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cultivation requirement.
–  **Application:**  In  agrarian  contexts,  marital  union  interprets  shared  responsibility,
fulfilling statutory obligations through mutual endeavors.

**Historical Background:**

This case emerged in an era post-World War II where the Philippines was reconstructing its
agricultural  economic base under legal  reforms aimed at  tenant-farmer protection and
landowner-tenant relations. Republic Act No. 1199 or the Agricultural Tenancy Act of 1954
aimed to provide social justice balances in tenancy agreements. This decision showcases the
interpretative evolution of martial  dynamics under these regulatory schemes, observing
broader human relationships over rigid statutory interpretation.


