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LABRADOR, J.:

Thisisan appeal from ajudgment cof the Court of First Instance of Pangasinan, Honorable L ourdes P, San Diego,
presiding, dismissing the action instituted by plaintiffs, declaring the defendants and intervenors owners of the
parcels of land sought to be recovered in the complaint, etc.

Plaintiff alleges in her complaint that during the lifetime of the spouses Gaspar Ramos and Angela de Guzman,
they were owners of three parcels of land situated in the Municipality of San Jacinto, Pangasinan, having acquired
the same during their marriage; that plaintiff Gliceria Ramos and deceased Alejandro Ramos are the children of
the said spouses Gaspar Ramos and Angela de Guzma,; and by the provisions of the law of succession plaintiffs
became owners in equal parts of the said three parcels of land; that upon the death of Gaspar Ramos his widow
administered the properties and delivered to plaintiff her share in the products thereof; that upon the death of the
widow Angela de Guzman, Algjandro Ramos continued delivering plaintiff's share in the products of said lands;
that similarly upon the death of Alejandro Ramos, his widow Julia Carino continued giving plaintiff her share of
the products of the lands in question until the year 1948; but that in 1949 the widow Julia Carino stopped giving
plaintiff her share in the products, alleging that she and her children are sole owners thereof, etc., etc.

Subsequently an amended complaint was filed whereby Estefania Sonday was included as a party defendant as
purchaser of the second parcel of land. It is further alleged therein that Angela de Guzman, widow of Gaspar
Ramos, donated that land to her son Alegjandro Ramos, but said donation is null and void and the certificate of title
issued in the name of Algjandro Ramos by reason of the said donation is also null and void because said donation
deprived plaintiff of her share as heir in the donor's properties. The defendants answered the complaint denying
the material allegations thereof and alleging that the lands subject of the action were acquired by Alejandro
Ramos as a donation from his mother Angela de Guzman, with the knowledge and consent of the plaintiff; that
when Algjandro Ramos married Julia Carino the three parcels of land were donated to the latter, and since then
the latter had always been in possession of the lands openly, peacefully, adversely, publicly, continuously and
uninterruptedly in the concept of owner without opposition on the part of the plaintiff; that the said lands had been
sold with the consent of the Court to the defendant Estefania Sonday and the latter had been in adverse possession
thereof for more than twenty years.

Rufino Megjia intervened in the action aleging that he is the owner of the third parcel of land subject of the
complaint, having acquired the same from the late Algjandro Ramos in 1943. Maximo Mejia aso filed a motion
for intervention and in his complaint alleged that he had acquired one of the parcels of land in question (Lot No. 1
covered by Transfer Certificate of Title No. 1738 in the name of Alejandro Ramos); that he had secured a transfer
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certificate of title of the land since 1950 and had been in possession thereof since the time of his acquisition up to
the present.

In answer to the complaint in intervention filed by Kufino Megjia plaintiff alleged that one-haf of the laid
alegedly sold to the said intervenor belongs to lier; that Rufino Mejia is a relative of Gliceria Ramos and the
purchase by him of the property was made in bad faith. Answering the complaint in intervention of Maxima Mejia
plaintiff denied all the allegations and alleged by way of special defense that the said intervenpr is not a purchaser
in good faith because he purchased the property knowing that the same belongs to the minor heirs of Algandro
Ramos, etc.

The documents submitted at the trial of the case show that the first two parcels of land subject of the complaint
were originaly registered in the name of Angela de Guzman, with title thereto, Original Certificate of Title No.
25500, issued in her name on October 16, 1923. (Exh. "B") On December 20, 1940 Angela de Guzman donated
said parcels of land to Alejandro Ramos, her son, and thereupon the original certificate of title issued in the name
of Angela de Guzman was cancelled and Transfer Certificate of Title No. 17338-P issued in the name of
Algjandro Ramos. (Exh-"9") In the year 1950 Julia Carino, wife of Alejandro Ramos, was appointed guardian of
her minor children. Subsequently Julia Carino and the minors sold Lot No. 1 of the lands registered in the name of
Algjandro Ramos to Maximo Mejia. The sale was annotated at the back of the certificate of title on May 23, 1950
(Exh. "9-b"). Pursuant to an authority granted by the Court, Julia Carino sold Lot No. 2 in the title of Algjandro
Ramos to Estefania Sonday and this sale was registered at the back of the certificate of title on June 7, 1951. This
land is now registered in the name of Estefania Sonday under Transfer Certificate of Title No. 10677. (Exh. "10")

The court makes the following finding as to whether or not the purchase of said Lots 1 and 2 by the defendants
Sonday and Mejiawas a purchase in bad faith:

"The plaintiff has not convincingly shown bad faith on the part of either the defendant Estefania Sonday or
Maximo Mejia, the intervenor so that, for which reason, their purchase of the lands in question and their
acquisition of transfer certificates of title thereto in due course be nullified their purchase may not be revoked
even if the seller, as alleged in the complaint, has acquired the title thru fraud, (Raymundo, et a., vs. Afable,
96 Phil., 655; 51 Off. Gaz. [3] 1329). * * *"

As regards the third parcel of land the Court below held:

"With regard to parcel (3), plaintiff has not even established the fact that it formerly belonged to her parents. *
* * Whereas, parcel (3) comprises 2,572 square meters and has for boundaries on the North Mariano Urbino;
on the East, Francisco Mgjia; on the South, the same; and on the West, Moises Sta. Cruz, the subjectmatter of
Exhibits "D" and "F"' comprises 50,973 square meters, bounded on the North by the old Pozorrubio-San
Jacinto Road; on the NE by Vaentine Cruz, Lazaro Perez and Maria Cruz; and on the SE by Silvestre Callao;
and the subject-matter of Exhibit "E" is a piece of land 20,241 sguare meters in area with boundaries on the
North, Mariano Mejia, Francisco, Maximo and Emilia Mejia; on the South, Salvador del Mundo; and on the
Southwest, Engracio de Guzman. On the other hand, defendants and intervenor Ruflno Mejia are in possession
of a deed of sale, covering a piece of land with the exact area and boundaries as parcel (3) of the complaint,
dated as early as 1943, i.e., during Algjandro Ramos ' lifetime, executed by the latter in favor of Ruflno Megjia."

As to the first two lots, plaintiffs cause of action cannot be sustained for two important reasons. The first is
plaintiff's failure to prove that the properties donated by Angela de Guzman to her son Algjandro de Guzman are
the only properties of which she was seized at the time of her death or at the time of the donation. In order that the
donation can be considered inofficious such as to deprive plaintiff's rights as forced heir of Angela de Guzman,
plaintiff should have proved that the value of the property donated exceeds the value of the free portion plus the
donee's share in the properties of the donor (Arts. 750, 752, Civil Code).
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The second reason is the fact that the two properties have aready been sold by Alejandro Ramos to the defendant
Sonday and the intervenor Maximo Mejia both of whom now hold certificates of title in their own names. No
evidence having been submitted by plaintiff that they acquired the Lots in bad faith, then good faith is presumed
(Art, 527, Civil Code) and their titles are valid.

With respect to the third lot, the court bejow has found that plaintiff's evidence referred to another lot, a bigger
one. There was a failure on the part of plaintiff to prove that it belonged to plaintiff's father and/or mother, and
also failure on her part to show that, ever tho it belonged to her parents, the transfer to Alegjandro Ramos is
in-officious, so that plaintiff could be adjudged entitled to a share therein as heir of her parents.

Wherefore, the judgment of the court below is hereby affirmed. With costs. So ordered.

Bengzon, C. J., Padilla, Bautista Angelo, Concepcion, Reyes, J. B. L., Barrera, Paredes, Dizon, Regala and
Makalintal, JJ., concur.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G. R. No. L-17429. October 31, 1962

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor everyone.

More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came fromit.

Audio case-brief lectures.

Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.

Complete, sequenced courses for al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull law-school curriculum.

One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock examsthat tell you whereyou stand.

Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keepsyou on pace.

Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org

The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 4
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



