DECISIONS / SIGNED RESOLUTIONS - SIXTH DIVISION - APRIL 15, 2013
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Ponente: ABDULWAHID, J.

Read online (full-text search, related cases, audio case brief): https://batas.org/library/e224d6fa8e0b/

ABDULWAHID, J.:

Before us is an appea interposed by defendant-appellant from the Decision[1] dated April 15, 2013 of the
Regional Trial Court, Branch 91, Sta. Cruz, Laguna, in Civil Case No. SC-4222.

The relevant facts, as culled from the records of the case, are as follows:

The subject of the instant case is a parcel of land located at Longos (Kalayaan), Laguna, and consisted of 1,668
sguare meters. Said land is covered by Transfer Certificate of Title No. T-74581[2] and registered under the name
of “Rafaela Rivera (Dalagan), widow”.

On May 3, 2002, Rafaela executed four Deeds of Absolute Sale over the subject lot in favor of her three daughters
and two grandchildren, all defendants-appellees in the instant case, in accordance with the following division: (1)
to Zenny Dalagan-Villanueva, 492 square meterg[3]; (2) to Julie Dalagan-Bucayu, 499 square meterg4]; (3) to
Elsa Dalagan-Bagonggahasa, 361 square meters5]; and (4) to minors Edwin L. Dalagan and Jenna L. Dalagan, as
represented by their mother, Edna, 316 square meters[6].

On August 2, 2002, plaintiffs-appellants Vivencia Dalagan-Lara, also a daughter of Rafaela, and her husband
Enrico Lara filed before the RTC a Complaint[7] for Annulment of Deeds of Sale and Damages against
defendants-appellees. Plaintiffs-appellants averred that the subject land is an exclusive paraphernal property of
Rafagla and that, on December 13, 2000, the latter executed in favor of plaintiffs-appellants a Kasulatan ng
Pagkakal oob[8] or Deed of Donation over a 300 square meter portion on the southern side of the said property. In
addition, plaintiffs-appellants maintained that Rafaela had, through fraud, machination, intimidation, undue
influence and cajoleries, been forced to execute and sign the four Deeds of Absolute Sale by Vivencid' s sisters,
defendants-appellants herein, as evidenced by the Sinumpaang Salaysay[9] or Sworn Affidavit dated May 18,
2002 allegedly executed by Rafaela. In said Sworn Affidavit, Rafaela stated that her daughters, Zeny, Elsa and
Julie, and her husband, Buenaventura, had forced her to sign the already prepared Deeds of Absolute Sale over the
entire subject property, including the portion previously given by way of donation to Vivencia and her husband,
and over which the latter were already operating a piggery. Rafaela further averred that the execution of the Deeds
of Absolute Sale was against her will since she did not wish to deprive her daughter Vivencia of her share in the
property. Thus, plaintiffs-appellants prayed for the RTC to declare the nullity of the Deeds of Absolute Sale and
to uphold the legality and validity of the Deed of Donation in their favor. In addition, they prayed for actual and
moral damages, attorney’ s fees and cost of suit.

On September 13, 2002, defendants-appellees filed their Answer, wherein they denied plaintiffs-appellants
claims. Defendants-appellees aleged that, in 1974, while Rafaela and Buenaventura were living as common-law
spouses without any legal impediment to marry each other, they purchased the subject property through their
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common funds, making them co-owners of the property. However, the same was registered under the name
“Rafaela Rivera, widow” upon Buenaventura's suggestion, to prevent the latter’s children from a previous

marriage to make claims on the property. Thus, the Deed of Donation dated December 13, 2000, was null and
void ab initio for falure to include Buenaventura’'s signature or consent thereon. On the other hand,

defendants-appellants maintained that Rafaela freely and voluntarily executed and signed the Deeds of Absolute
Sale, as evidenced by a later Sinumpaang Salaysay[10] dated May 28, 2002, wherein Rafaela retracted her
previous Affidavit and stated that she had not understood the contents thereof when she signed the same and that
she had not been forced to sign the Deeds of Absolute Sale. Rafaela further aleged that she did not deprive
Vivencia of the donated portion by virtue of the Deed of Donation since she also caused the preparation of
another document, which her daughter Elsa signed, stating that the portion where the piggery had been built will
be returned to Vivencia on the condition that the latter will redeem two parcels of land which she had sold and
which was owned by Rafaela and Buenaventura. However, Rafaela denied that she intended to donate 300 square
meters of land to Vivencia, the truth being that she only donated the portion containing the piggery itself. Thus,
defendants-appellants prayed that the Complaint be dismissed, that the Deed of Donation dated December 13,
2000 be declared partidly null and void ab initio, and that plaintiffs-appellants be ordered to pay
defendants-appellees moral damages, attorney’ s fees and cost of suit.

During the pre-trial conference, the case was referred back to the barangay level for conciliation and/or
arbitration. However, the same resulted in failure, thus, pre-trial proceedings before the RTC resumed, during
which the parties stipulated on the following facts: 1) That the parties are brothers and sisters and that their
mother is Rafaela Rivera Dalagan; and 2) That TCT No. 74581 Lot No. 121 is registered in the name of their
mother Rafaela Rivera Dalagan.[11]

On December 30, 2003, plaintiffs-appellants, upon order of the RTC, filed an Amended Complaint[12], therein
impleading Rafaela as an indispensable party to the case.

After due trial on the merits of the case, the RTC rendered the assailed Decision, disposing the case, as
follows:[13]

WHEREFORE, premises considered, judgment is hereby rendered:
1. Theinstant complaint is hereby dismissed,;

2. The four (4) Deeds of Sale dated May 03, 2002 executed by Rafaela Rivera-Dalagan in favor of Zeny
Dalagan-Villanueva, Julie Dalagan Bucayu, Elsa Dalagan-Bagonggahasa, Edwin L. Dalagan and Jenny L.
Dalagan, respectively, is hereby declared valid;

3. The Deed of Donation dated December 13, 2000 is hereby declared null and void and of no force and effect;
4. No cost.
SO ORDERED.

Aggrieved, plaintiffs-appellants interposed the instant appeal on the basis of the following assignment of
errors:[14]

ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS
1

The Trial Court erred in holding that the deed of donation in favor of the appellant isinvalid while the four (4)
deeds of salein favor of the appellees are valid;
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2.

The Trial Court erred in not considering the significance of the allegations under paragraph 7 of the appellees
Answer to the Complaint to the effect that the giving of 300 square meters to the herein appellants is partially
null and void because it does not bear signature of Buenaventura Dalagan who is an alleged co-owner of the
subject parcel of land; [and]

3.

The Trial Court erred in not considering the apparent intention of the deceased Rafaela Rivera Dalagan in
respect to her exclusive property to be inherited by her five (5) children.

We find no merit in the instant appeal.

Rafagla’'s marriage to Buenaventura having been solemnized on August 7, 1978, the system of conjugal

partnership of gains governs their property relations in the absence of a marriage settlement, pursuant to Article
119 of the Civil Code of the Philippines.[15] There being vested right in both spouses, the subsequent passage of
the Family Code did not change their property regime to the system of absolute community property, as claimed
by defendants-appellees.[16]

However, since it is an undisputed fact that Rafaela was living in a common law relationship with Buenaventura,
without any impediment to marry, at the time that the subject land was purchased and registered in her name in
1974, Article 147 or the Family Code, which remade and amended Article 144 of the Civil Code, should apply,
Viz:

Art. 147. When a man and a woman who are capacitated to marry each other, live exclusively with each other
as husband and wife without the benefit of marriage or under a void marriage, their wages and salaries shall be
owned by them in equal shares and the property acquired by both of them through their work or industry shall
be govered by the rules on co-ownership.

In the absence of proof to the contrary, properties acquired while they lived together shall be presumed to have
been obtained by their joint efforts, work or industry, and shall be owned by them in equal shares. For purposes
of this Article, a party who did not participate in the acquisition by the other party of any property shall be
deemed to have contributed jointly in the acquisition thereof if the former’s efforts consisted in the care and
maintenance of the family and of the household. [Emphasis supplied.]

XXXXXXXXX

The foregoing provisions of the law provide a disputable presumption that property acquired within a common
law relationship without impediment to marry was acquired by the joint contribution of the common law spouses.
Thus, in the instant case, there being no proof otherwise, it is legally presumed that said land was purchased by
their joint contribution, making them co-owners of the same. Consequently, upon their marriage subsequent
thereto, the subject land became part of their conjugal properties. That being said, Rafaela could not have validly
donated the subject land, or any portion thereof, to Vivencia and her husband without the consent of
Buenaventura, pursuant to Article 125 of the Family Code, which reads:

Art. 125. Neither spouse may donate any conjugal partnership property without the consent of the other.
However, either spouse may, without the consent of the other, make moderate donations from the conjugal
partnership property for charity or on occasions of family rejoicing or family distress.

With respect to plaintiffs-appellants’ allegation that Rafaela’s consent to the four Deeds of Absolute Sale was
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vitiated by “fraud, machination, intimidation, undue influence and cgjoleries’, the general and oft-repeated rule is
that the party who alleges a fact has the burden of proving it.[17] Thus, the burden rests on plaintiffs-appellants to
prove the specific acts on the part of defendants-appellees which constituted fraud, machination, intimidation,
undue influence and cgjoleries. Under the Civil Code, the foregoing are particularly defined, as follows:

Art. 1335. Thereis violence when in order to wrest consent, serious or irresistible force is employed.

There is intimidation when one of the contracting parties is compelled by a reasonable and well-grounded fear
of an imminent and grave evil upon his person or property, or upon the person or property of his spouse,
descendants or ascendants, to give his consent.

To determine the degree of the intimidation, the age, sex and condition of the person shall be bornein mind.

A threat to enforce one’'s claim through competent authority, fi the claim is just and legal, does not vitiate
consent.

Art. 1337. There is undue influence when a person takes improper advantage of his power over the will of
another, depriving the latter of a reasonable freedom of choice. The following circumstances shall be
considered: the confidential, family, spiritual and other relations between the parties, or the fact that the person
alleged to have been unduly influenced was suffering from mental weakness, or was ignorant or in financial
distress.

Art. 1338. There is fraud when, through insidious words or machinations of one of the contracting parties, the
other isinduced to enter into a contract which, without them, he would not have agreed to.

In the instant case, not only were plaintiffs-appellants unable to establish and prove the specific acts constituting
fraud, intimidation or undue influence, but Rafaela herself, during the trial, categorically testified that she was not
forced by defendants-appellees into executing the assailed Deeds of Absolute Sale, to wit[18]:

ATTY. TOLENTINO:

As dleged in the complaint and testified by your daughter Vivencia Lara, according to her you were forced,
defrauded, intimidated and influenced by your daughters who are also your co-defendants. Edna, Julie and
Zenny al surnamed Dalagan entered into signing the four (4) Deeds of Sale dated May 3, 2002.

What can you say to that testimony and allegation in the complaint of Vivencia Dalagan Lara?

THE WITNESS:

That is not true, Sir.

Q:

According to you, that allegations are not true, do you remember having executed an Affidavit in connection
with this case with regard to your testimony today...to the testimony that you were not forced, defrauded,
intimidated and influenced by your co-defendants into signing the four (4) Deeds of Sale
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THE WITNESS:

A:

| voluntarily signed the document, sir.

Q:

So what (sic) document that you voluntarily signed, are you referring to the four (4) Deeds of Sale?

Yes, sir.

XXXXXXXXX

ATTY. TOLENTINO:

Q:

Do you know Diomedes Perez?

A:

Yes, sir. (Witness pointing to Atty. Diomedes Perez, sitting beside the table.)

Q:
Why do you know Atty. Perez?

A:

We went to his office to prepare the document, sir.

Q:

Y ou went to his office, to the office of Atty. Perez, to sign adocument, what document was that?
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A document of Deed of Sale so that | will use the proceeds for my medication, sir.

On the other hand, Rafaela vehemently denied having voluntarily executed the Sworn Affidavit upon which
plaintiffs-appellants are relying to support their claim that Rafaela had been forced to execute the Deeds of
Absolute Sale, viz:[19]

ATTY. SUMAYA:
Q:

You will likewise remember that sometime in the year 2002, more particularly May 18 of that year, you have
signed or likewise before me a deed entitled Sworn Statement Exhibit “G”, isit not?

A:

| cannot read the document very well, there is something wrong with my eyes, sir.

Q:

But you see in this Exhibit “G” that there is a signature above the typewritten name Rafaela Rivera Dalagan,
and you will admit that thisis your signature?

Yes, Sir.

ATTY. SUMAYA:

Q:
And thiswas prepared and signed by you at my Law Office herein Sta. Cruz, Laguna?

THE WITNESS:

A:

I was not the one who caused the preparation of that document, sir.

Q:

What | am asking is that you signed this document herein my Law Office at Sta. Cruz?

A:
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| was not the one who caused the preparation, sir.

Q:

Before you signed this deed entitled Sinumpaang Salaysay you will remember that you were alowed by Atty.
Sumayato read the contents of this before you were asked to sign by this representation, isit not?

XXXXXXXXX

THE WITNESS:

A:

| cannot understand very well, sir.

ATTY. SUMAYA:

Q:

Isit not afact even myself as the notary public explain (sic) to you the contents of this Sworn Statement, this
affidavit before | let you sign this, do you recall that?

A:
No, sir.

Clearly, therefore, plaintiffs-appellants failed to prove by preponderance of evidence their claim that the Deeds of
Absolute Sale in favor of defendants-appellees are null and void ab initio on the ground of vitiated consent. On
the contrary, considering the nullity of the Deed of Donation in favor of defendants-appellants due to lack of
consent on the part of Buenaventura, as well as the categorical admission by Rafaela that she voluntarily executed
the Deeds of Sale in favor of defendants-appellees, there can be no other conclusion that the Deeds of Absolute
Sale are vaid and enforceable.

WHEREFORE, the instant appeal is DENIED. The Decision dated April 15, 2013 of the RTC, Branch 91, Santa
Cruz, Laguna, in Civil Case No. SC-4222 is AFFIRMED in toto.

SO ORDERED.

Barzaand Cruz, JJ., concur.

[1] Rollo, pp. 44-50, penned by Judge Divinagracia G. Bustos-Ongkeko.
[2] Records, p. 6.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 7 of 9
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library SPS. ENRICO LARA AND VIVENCIA DALAGAN-LARA, PLAINTIFF...

[3] Id. at 9-10.

[4] Id. at 11-12.

[5] 1d. at 13-14.

[6] Id. at 15-16.

[7] Id. at 1-5.

[8] Id. at 7-8.

[9] Id. at 17-18.
[10] Id. at 35-36.
[11] . at 101-102.
[12] Id. at 80-84.
[13] See Note 1 at 50.
[14] Rallo, p. 39.

[15] Art. 119, Civil Code (Republic Act No. 386). The future spouses may in the marriage settlements agree upon
absolute or relative community of property, or upon complete separation of property, or upon any other regime. In
the absence of marriage settlements, or when the same are void, the system of relative community or conjugal
partnership of gains as established in this Code, shall govern the property relations between husband and wife.

[16] Art. 256, Family Code (Executive Order No. 209). This Code shall have retroactive effect insofar as it does
not prejudice or impair vested or acquired rights in accordance with the Civil Code or other laws. [Emphasis
supplied.] See aso Panavs. Heirs of Jose Juanite, Sr., 687 SCRA 414, 420-421 (2012).

[17] See De Leon vs. Bank of the Philippine Islands, G.R. No. 184565, November 20, 2013, citing Aznar vs.
Citibank, N.A. (Philippines), 548 Phil. 218, 230 (2007).

[18] Transcript of Stenographic Notes (TSN), September 26, 2006, pp. 3, 4-7.
[19] TSN, April 4, 2006, pp. 3, 8-10.
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