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MORAN, C.J.:

On May 25, 1935, more than 720 tenants filed an action (civil case No. 6663) in the Court of First Instance of
Laguna against Colegio de San Jose, praying that defendant be compelled to respect its contracts of lease with
plaintiffs on some parcels of lands located in San pedro Tunasan, Laguna. After trial, judgment was rendered
declaring that plaintiffs and their privies or agents had no longer any right to contiune occupying the property in
litigation and they were ordered to vacate and deliver the same to the defendant. On appeal, the judgment was
affirmed by the Court of Appeals in a decision promulgated on July 31, 1940.

The property was later purchased by the Commonwealth of the Philippines and came under the direct and
exclusive management of the respondent Rural Progress Administration. On October 9, 1946, an action was filed
in the Court of First Instance of the same province against the Rural Progress Administration and others by
numerous plaintiffs allegedly the same plaintiffs in the former civil case No. 6663, or their agents or successors in
interest. In this new complaint, registered as civil case No. 8039, it is prayed that the title of Colegio de San Jose
on the property in litigation and the sale in favor of the Commonwealth of the Philippines be declared null and
void. Apparently, this second complaint was dismissed on motion of the Rural Progress Administration on the
ground of res adjudicata and lack of cause of action, and from the order of dismissal an appeal was taken to this
Court.

Upon the other hand, the Rural Progress Administration filed several complaints for forcible entry and detainer on
teh same property and againtst the same plaintiffs, their agents or successors in interest in the justice of the peace
court of San Pedro Tunasan, Laguna. To these complaints, the defendants filed motions for dismissal alleging that
the justice of the peace court had no jurisdiction because there was already an action for title pending then in the
Court of First Instance, which was civil case No. 8039 above mentioned. The justice of the peace denied the
motion for dismissal on the ground that the facts alleged in the complaints constitute forcible entry and detainer
falling within his jurisdiction. Wherefore, the defendants filed their action for certiorari in the Court of First
Instance, which was dismissed after trial upon the ground that the proer remedy was appeal, and that, furthermore,
the respondent justice of the peace had jurisdiction over the subject matter and over the persons of the parties. The
order of dismissal was appealed to this Court.

In the meantime, the cases for forcible entry and detainer were tried by the justice of the peace court and
judgments were rendered therein against the defendants which have become final and executory, some of them
having been already executed and the others about to be executed. The defendants asked for suspension of
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execution, but because said petition was denied they filed the present petition for certiorari.

There is no doubt that the justice of the peace court of San Pedro Tunasan, laguna, had jurisdiction over all the
cases for forcible entyr and detainer filed with it by the Rural Progress Administration. The pendency of an action
for title filed by the defendants against the plaintiffs in the Court of First Instance is no good ground for
impugning the jurisdiction of the justice of the peace court. Furthermore, well known is the rule that an action for
ownership is not a bar to an action for forcible entry and detainer. Whether title is necessarily involved in an
action for forcible entry and detainer is a question of fact to be determined from the evidence presented by both
parties at the trial, and that question can be reviewed only on appeal and not by certiorari proceedings in the Court
of First Instance.

If the justice of the peace court had jurisdiction over the forcible entry and detainer cases, then it had also
jurisdiction to try and render judgments therein and order the execution of said judgments. True that an action for
certiorari had been filed in the Court of First Instance to set aside the order of the justice of the peace court by
which it assumed such jurisdiction; but if no writ of preliminary injunction was issued therein by the Court of
First Instance against the justice of the peace court, the latter could continue trying and deciding the said cases and
order the execution of the judgments rendered therein.

Petition is dismissed with costs against petitioners.

Paras, Feria, Perfecto, Bengzon, Tuason, Montemayor, and Reyes, JJ., concur.

MORAN, C. J.:

Justice Pablo voted for dismissal.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-1855. June 22, 1949

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for 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 from it.

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 all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full 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 exams that tell you where you 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 keeps you 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.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-1855. June 22, 1949

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 3

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org


