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BENGZON, J.:

In the justice of the peace court of Bocaue, Bulacan, plaintiffs filed on June 14, 1947 a complaint for ejectment
against defendant Eusebio Castillo. In due time the latter interposed a written answer; and on July 12, 1947, he got
a favorable decision. Plaintiffs appealed to the court of first instance. Later, i.e., on September 18, 1947, they
submitted to that court a motion asking that defendant be declared to be in default, because—according to the
motion—he having been notified by the clerk of the docketing of the appeal, he neglected to file within fifteen days
awritten answer in accordance with section 1, Rule 9 and section 7, Rule 40 of the Rules of Court.

Denia of such motion and of a subsequent mation to reconsider, gave rise to this appeal, which we find to be
premature, the appealed order being interlocutory or incidental (sec. 2, Rule 41) because it leaves something to be
doneinthetrial court with respect to the merits of the case.[1]

The trial judge opined that the answer submitted by the defendant in the justice of the peace court may be
considered reproduced in the court of first instance, and denied the motion for default. Whether erroneous or not,
the order did not dispose of the case. The next step was the hearing; and if after such hearing the plaintiffs found
themselves on the losing end, they could then appeal, and assign as error the denial of the motion for default.

In Corpus Juris Secundum, Vol. 4, p. 252, it is stated that "except as it may be (specially) permitted by particular
statutes, no appeal lies from an order refusing judgment by default". That text is supported by decisions from
Cdlifornia, Ohio, Colorado, Arkansas, lowa and Oregon. (See also notesin 1948 Cumulative Annual Pocket Part).

In Brockway vs. W. & T. Smith Co., 66 Pac. 1073, the plaintiff appealed (by writ of error) to the Court of
Appeas of Colorado from an order denying his motion to declare defendant in default. The appeal was dismissed,
the court saying:
"But the cause is still pending below. While the court quashed the return of service, and denied the motion for
adefault, it entered no judgment against the plaintiff. All proceedings in the case stopped with the denial of the

default. With that order, the record before us ends. Our statute permits the review in appellate courts of fina
judgments only. Sections 388, 406, 406d, Mills' Ann. Code. Let the writ of error be dismissed. "

In Brown vs. Sterling Fixture Co., 166 Pac. 323, it was held:

"The appeal from the courts order refusing to enter defendant's default requires but the briefest notice. It is not
an appealable order.”

For the satisfaction of appellants it should be stated that before coursing this appeal, they applied to this Court for
awrit of certiorari to review the order of denial of default, and that such petition, was summarily dismissed by a
resolution saying "the proper remedy being by appeal”. Apparently plaintiffs merely followed the course indicated
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in our said resolution. But it must be clear that we meant an appeal at the right time—not an immediate appeal.[2]
Appeal dismissed. No costs.

Moran, C.J., Ozaeta, Paras, Feria, Padilla, Tuason, Reyes, and Torres, JJ., concur.

[1] See Moran, Comments on the Rules of Court, Val. |, pp. 730, 731.
[2] Compare Olsen vs. Olsen, 48 Phil., 238.

© 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



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-1873. October 31, 1949

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 3 of 3
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



