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PAREDES, J.:

Instant case had been certified by the Court of Appeals, finding that the issue involved is purely legal in nature.

On December 2, 1957, plaintiff instituted before the CFI of Nueva Ecija, Civil Case No. 2693, for recovery of
sum of money against Victor Mañgoba and his counsel Nieves Safiru, allegedly representing the costs of E-Meg
Poultry Feeds, which defendants received from plaintiff. Defendants presented separate Answers, wherein they
admitted some and denied other allegations in the complaint. Both also interposed separate counterclaims of P1
,000.00 each.

In the hearing scheduled on March 10, 1958, neither defendants or their counsel appeared, so that the trial court
received plaintiff's evidence in their absence. On March 18, 1958, a decision was rendered, the dispositive portion
of which reads:

"The plaintiff declared that the agreement was made between him on the one hand and the defendant Victor
Mañgoba and Mrs. Safiru. Nieves Safiru denied in her answer having entered into such an agreement with the
plaintiff. And it will be noted that not one of the 16 invoices had been signed by Nieves Safiru. They were all
signed either by the defendant Victor Mañgoba or his wife C. B. Mañgoba. It needs more than the
uncorroborative testimony of the plaintiff to hold the defendant Nieves Safiru liable on the supposed contract
of agency. If it is true that Nieves Safiru had entered into this contract of agency with the plaintiff, at least one
invoice would have been signed by her.

Wherefore, judgment is rendered in favor of the plaintiff and against the defendant Victor Mañgoba for
P2,425.73 with interest at the legal rate from the time of the filing of the complaint and one-half of the costs.
The complaint is dismissed as against the defendant Nieves Safiru with ½ of the costs against the plaintiff
herein."

Appellant claims that the above decision was received by him on March 25, 1958 and the next day (March 26), a
Motion for New Trial was presented, wherein it was stated that the failure to appear at the hearing was due to
accident or excusable negligence, counsel having been ill of influenza from March 9 to 12. A medical certificate,
duly sworn to, was attached to the Motion (Annex A). Appellant further claimed that he had evidence, mostly
documentary, to counteract plaintiff's claim. Counsel for appellant asked the Court to hear the motion for new trial
on April 2, 1958. On April 1, 1958, however, one day ahead of the date, the trial court denied said motion, even
before the presentation of an opposition thereto, which was only filed on April 7, 1958.

In the appeal brief, appellant contends that in denying the motion for new trial, the court a quo deprived him of his
day in court.
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Generally, courts are given the discretion to grant or not, motions for new trial and appellate courts will not delve
into the reasons for the exercise of such discretion. In this particular case, however, it was shown that the absence
of counsel was explained and immediately upon receipt of the decision, motion for new trial, accompanied by an
affidavit of merit, and a medical certificate, were presented. Said motion for new trial could well be considered as
motion to set aside judgment or one for relief, since it contained allegations purporting to show the presence of
good defenses. The ends of justice could have been served more appropriately had the lower court given appellant
the chance to present his evidence at least. Furthermore, it appears that payments had been made by appellant to
appellee, which were duly received and receipted for. This particular circumstance merits consideration. After all,
court litigations are primarily for the search of truth, and in this present case, to find out the correct liability of
defendant-appellant to appellee. A trial, by which both parties are given the chance to adduce proofs, is the best
way to find out such truth. A denial of this chance, would be too technical. The dispensation of justice and the
vindication of legitimate grievances, should not be barred by technicalities (Ronquillo vs. Marasigan, L-11621,
May 21, 1962; Santiago, et al., vs. Joaquin, L-15237, May 31, 1963). Had not the trial court resolved the motion
for new trial, one day before the date set for its hearing, the defendant-appellant could have presented the
documents (receipts of payments), itemized in his brief, to counteract appellant's claim.

In view of all the foregoing, the decision appealed from is hereby set aside and another entered, REMANDING
the case to the court of origin, for the reception of appellant's evidence and for the rendition of the corresponding
decision. No pronouncement as to costs.

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