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### Title:
**CCC Insurance Corporation vs. Court of Appeals and Carlos F. Robes, G.R. No. L-26369**

### Facts:
**1 March 1961:** Carlos F. Robes obtained an insurance policy (Policy No. MC-1156) from
CCC Insurance Corporation for his Dodge Kingsway car, covering losses or damages up to
P8,000 due to accidents.

**25 June 1961:** While the policy was active, the insured car was driven by Robes’ driver,
Domingo  Reyes,  and  was  involved  in  a  collision  in  Malabon,  Rizal,  causing  damage
estimated at P5,300.

**Insurance Company Refuses Payment:** CCC Insurance Corporation refused to cover the
repair costs, asserting that the driver, Reyes, was not an “authorized driver” per the policy
terms.

**Civil  Case Filed:** Carlos F. Robes filed Civil  Case No. Q-6063 in the Court of First
Instance of Rizal to recover the repair costs and additional damages.

**Trial Court Decision:** The court ruled in favor of Robes, awarding:
– P5,031.28 for repair costs
– P150 for towing
– P2,000 for actual damages
– P1,000 for attorney’s fees and costs

**Appeal to the Court of Appeals:** CCC Insurance Corporation appealed, challenging the
driver’s qualification and the trial court’s awards. The Court of Appeals upheld the lower
court’s decision, except for eliminating the P2,000 in actual damages as too speculative.

**Petition for Review in the Supreme Court:** CCC Insurance Corporation petitioned the
Supreme Court on grounds of procedural irregularities and the driving qualifications issue.

### Issues:
1. **Procedural Irregularities:** Whether the procedures at the trial court, specifically the
evidence reception by the clerk acting as commissioner, were valid.
2. **Authorized Driver:** Whether Domingo Reyes was considered an “authorized driver”
under the insurance policy terms given his questionable driver’s license.

### Court’s Decision:
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**Procedural Irregularities:**
– The Supreme Court noted the objections regarding procedural irregularities were raised
belatedly and thus, precluded from consideration.
–  The  procedure,  though  involving  the  clerk  of  court  as  commissioner  without  strict
adherence to Rule 33 of the Rules of Court, did not invalidate the trial proceedings since
there was no evidence of  abuse or  error  affecting the trial  court’s  ability  to  appraise
evidence.

**Authorized Driver:**
– The insurance policy allowed driving by persons permitted under licensing laws. Reyes
held a driver’s license, contested for its authenticity as it was disputed whether it was
genuinely issued by the Motor Vehicles Office.
– The legality of Reyes’ license under contemporary laws was pivotal. The Revised Motor
Vehicles Law allowed the issuance of licenses without exams at the discretion of Motor
Vehicles Office officials.
– The Court concluded Reyes had a valid license per the existing law and that the insurance
company did not sufficiently disprove its authenticity. Thus, no breach of the insurance
policy occurred regarding the driver’s qualifications.

### Doctrine:
**Insurance Policy Interpretation:** The Court emphasized that insurance policies should be
interpreted liberally  in  favor of  the insured and strictly  against  the insurer,  especially
regarding ambiguities or qualifications of coverage.

**Validation of  Drivers’  Licenses:** Under the Revised Motor Vehicles Law (Act 3992),
licenses issued without exams were valid, and the insured may rely on an official license
unless explicitly proven invalid.

### Class Notes:
– **Elements of Authorized Driver in Insurance Law:**
– Insured or person driving on the insured’s order or with permission.
– Driver must comply with licensing laws and not be disqualified.
– **Procedural Consideration:**
– Timeliness of objections is crucial; procedural errors must be addressed promptly.
– Rule 33 of the Rules of Court outlines the steps for appointing commissioners to handle
evidence reception; deviations may be waived by consent or lack of timely objection.
– **Statutory Provisions Applied:**
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–  **Revised Motor  Vehicles  Law (Act  3992,  as  amended):**  Sections  24 and 26 allow
licenses without examinations if deemed qualified by Motor Vehicles Office officials.

### Historical Background:
The case occurred during a period when the regulation of driving licenses in the Philippines
was less stringent, allowing for licenses to be issued at the discretion of officials without
mandatory examinations. This regulatory landscape influenced the Court’s interpretation
and enforcement of insurance contracts, emphasizing a liberal approach favoring insured
individuals in ambiguous or discretionary scenarios. The decision also highlighted evolving
scrutiny on procedural  correctness and good faith reliance on official  acts,  reinforcing
public confidence in administrative documentation and processes.


