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Title: Regidor R. Toledo et al. vs. Jerry R. Toledo and Jelly R. Toledo-Magnaye, G.R. No.
[specific G.R. number], Supreme Court of the Philippines

Facts:

1. Background:
– The case concerns an agricultural land situated in Barangay Poblacion Norte, Municipality
of San Clemente, Province of Tarlac, originally owned by the now-deceased Florencia Toledo
and covered by Transfer Certificate of Title No. 125017.
– Florencia Toledo had three sons, Rodrigo, Romualdo, and Regidor. Rodrigo and Romualdo
predeceased Florencia.
– Upon her death, the heirs, specifically petitioners Regidor R. Toledo, Ronaldo, Joeffrey,
and Gladdys Toledo (children of Romualdo) contested sales made by Florencia.

2. Deeds of Sale in Dispute:
– Florencia sold 10,000 square meters of the property to her grandson Jerry (son of Rodrigo)
for PHP 60,000 on January 17, 2002.
– On October 10, 2002, Florencia sold another 3,000 square meters to her granddaughter
Jelly for PHP 50,000.
– Florencia executed these sales with the involvement of a notary public, Atty. Malate.

3. Florencia’s Death and Subsequent Letter:
– Florencia passed away on December 14, 2002.
– On September 8, 2003, Jerry notified the petitioners about the sales through a letter.
–  Petitioners  did not  recognize the Deeds,  pointing instead to  a  Sinumpaang Salaysay
(affidavit) signed by Florencia on December 7, 2002, stating she did not understand the
documents she signed, allegedly as a result of pressure from Rodrigo.

4. Litigation History:
– Petitioners filed a complaint to annul the Deeds, alleging fraud and undue influence,
claiming that Florencia was too weak to understand what she was signing and likely didn’t
appear before the notary public.

5. Decisions of Lower Courts:
– The RTC Parañaque (December 2, 2010) dismissed the complaint due to lack of evidence
proving fraud or undue influence.
–  CA  (August  20,  2015)  affirmed  the  RTC’s  decision,  noting  notarial  deficiencies  but
deeming them insufficient to nullify the Deeds.
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– Petitioners submitted motions for reconsideration and claimed newly discovered evidence
(notarial  records  absence),  both  rejected by  the  CA as  inadequate  to  alter  the  case’s
outcome.

Issues:

1. Whether the Deeds of Absolute Sale executed by Florencia Toledo were valid.
2. Whether irregularities in the deeds’ notarization affect their validity.
3. Whether the Sinumpaang Salaysay should prevail over the deeds due to purported fraud.
4. Whether the deeds can be considered absolutely simulated contracts.

Court’s Decision:

1. Validation of Deeds:
– The Supreme Court affirmed the lower courts, confirming that the notarization issues do
not inherently invalidate the Deeds, which merely downgrades them to private documents
that are still binding upon proof of execution.

2. Fraud and Undue Influence:
– The Court concluded that allegations of fraud required specific, clear, and convincing
evidence, which the petitioners failed to provide. The Salaysay was considered insufficiently
ambiguous and speculative.

3. Newly Discovered Evidence:
– The Supreme Court rejected the claim regarding new evidence, asserting that the absence
of notarial records does not equate to deceit in executing the Deeds.

4. Absolute Simulation:
– The Court found no merit in the late argument of absolute simulation, reaffirming the
contracts’ validity over the subject property transactions.

Doctrine:

–  An  irregular  notarization  of  deeds  renders  them  as  private  documents  but  doesn’t
invalidate  them.  Contracts  remain  binding  subject  to  customary  proof  requirements,
particularly for private documents.
– Allegations of fraud demand a higher degree of proof by clear and convincing evidence.
– Claims not raised during trial are typically considered waived on appeal (basic due process
principle).
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Class Notes:

Key Legal Elements:

1. Contracts of Sale: Requires consent, determinate subject matter, and price certain in
money (Art. 1458, Civil Code).
2.  Notarization:  Public  document  grants  additional  evidentiary  presumption,  but  lack
doesn’t void the agreement.
3.  Fraud:  Must  be established clearly  and convincingly—higher than preponderance of
evidence but less than beyond reasonable doubt.
4.  Simulation:  Occurs  when  one  party  shows  no  interest  in  asserting  rights  over  the
property.

Historical Background:

– This case revolves around the common issues in Filipino family disputes about property
inheritance and purported fraud. The period of the 2000s often revealed tensions within
families over division of properties, with courts frequently called to interpret the legitimacy
of various affidavits and deeds signed by elderly family members prone to manipulation
allegations. The case highlights due diligence in documenting sales and the legal thresholds
to overturn notarized conveyances.


