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Title: Fidel C. Querubin v. Court of Appeals (Fourth Division) and Felipe S. Mamuri

Facts:
1.  Fidel  C.  Querubin filed an election protest  against  Felipe S.  Mamuri  regarding the
mayoralty of Ilagan, Isabela.
2. The Court of First Instance (CFI) rendered a decision, subsequently appealed.
3. The appeal was filed with the Court of Appeals and the records of the case were received
on May 22, 1948.
4. Querubin believed that the Court of Appeals should decide the case within a three-month
period from receiving the record, per Section 178 of the Revised Election Code.
5. On August 22, 1948, Querubin filed a motion with the Court of Appeals for the dismissal
of the appeal due to the lapse of the three-month period.
6.  The Court  of  Appeals  denied the motion on September 15,  1948,  arguing that  the
appellant had not yet filed his brief, keeping the court’s jurisdiction intact.
7. Querubin escalated the issue to the Supreme Court contesting the jurisdiction of the
Court of Appeals post the three-month period.

Issues:
1. Whether the three-month period requirement for decision rendering by the Court of
Appeals, as stipulated in Section 178 of the Revised Election Code, is mandatory or merely
directory.
2. Whether the Court of Appeals lost its jurisdiction due to non-compliance with the three-
month timeline.

Court’s Decision:
1. The Supreme Court ruled that the three-month period specified in Section 178 of the
Revised Election Code is directory, not mandatory.
2. The Court emphasized the legislative intent to dispose of election contests speedily for
public interest, but non-compliance with the timeline should not defeat judicial settlement.
3. The Court determined that dismissing an appeal based on elapsed time would obstruct
justice, making time rather than merits the decisive factor.
4. The Court rejected the doctrine promulgated in Portillo vs. Salvani regarding mandatory
deadlines, ensuring cases are judged on merits and not on procedural timelines.
5. Finally, the petition challenging the Court of Appeals’ jurisdiction was dismissed.

Doctrine:
– The ruling clarifies that procedural timelines in election cases are directory to encourage
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speedy resolution, not obligatory to the extent of dismissals for technical non-compliance.
– It underscores the necessity for justice to be based on merits rather than rigid adherence
to procedural deadlines.

Class Notes:
– Key Element: Jurisdiction in election disputes pivots on interpreting procedural deadlines
as directory, focusing on content and context of disputes.
– Relevant Statute: Section 178, Revised Election Code
– Application: Encourages courts to prioritize resolving disputes on substantive justice over
procedural timeliness.

Historical Background:
– Post-war Philippines saw efforts to clarify electoral processes. This case iterates on the
challenges of strict timelines amid burgeoning democratic institutions.
– It reflects a judicial shift from rigid procedural adherence to substantive justice, aligning
with broader constitutional  values ensuring effective suffrage and public  confidence in
electoral processes.


