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GRINO-AQUINO, J.:

This petition for review seeks reversal of the adverse decision dated May 22, 1991 of the Court of Appealsin
CA-G.R. CV No. 21776 entitled, "Julieta Ilao, et a. vs. Marcos Quiroz, et a.," dismissing petition-er's appeal
from the judgment of the Regional Trial Court, National Capital Region, Branch 93-Quezon City in Civil Case
No. 47297 for damages.

On November 25, 1985, at around 9:30 am., Julieta Ilao was on board an Isuzu Gemini sedan bearing Plate No.
PBZ-200 owned by her employer, Felicidad Realty Corporation, and driven by the company driver, Francisco
Tomilloso, on her way to work in Cubao, Quezon City. While the car was at a full stop at the intersection of
Aurora Boulevard and Katipunan Road in Loyola Heights, Quezon City, an International Harvester truck with
Plate No. NCZ-179, owned by Marcos Quiroz, and driven by his employee, Salvador Palaming, bumped the rear
portion of the sedan which was badly damaged as a result of the accident. It was brought to the INTECO Repair
Shop in Quezon City for repairs.

The car mishap was reported to the police and thereafter, Criminal Case No. 43663 was filed against the truck
driver in the Regional Tria Court of Quezon City, Branch 101 entitled. "People of the Philippines vs. Salvador
Palaming." On October 17, 1986, the Court convicted Palaming of simple imprudence under Art. 365, par. 2 of
the Revised Penal Code and imposed on him a penalty of one (1) month imprisonment.

The company's car carried a comprehensive own-damage insurance coverage from the Central Surety and
Insurance Company. On January 2, 1986, the insurance company paid the insured, Felicidad Realty Corporation,
through Mrs. Ilao, P10,270.81 on its Own-Damage Claim No. PC-85/70, Policy No. PC-HO-01968/85. The
insured executed in favor of the insurance company a Release of Claim with Loss and Subrogation Receipt (Exhs.
3 and 4). llao allegedly paid out of her own funds, the balance of P8,181.16, on INTECO's repair bill. The cash
receipt (Exh. C) shows however that that amount was only a"partial payment of Invoice No. 2153."

When Mrs. llao's demands on the truck owner, Marcos Quiroz, for payment of her damages, was not heeded, she
filed Civil Case No. 47297 entitled, "Julieta Ilao and Felicidad Realty Corporation vs. Marcos Quiroz and
Salvador Palaming," in the Regional Trial Court of Quezon City, Branch 93.

On November 29, 1988, the trial court rendered judgment in plaintiffs favor, ordering the defendants to jointly
and severally pay:

1. P8,181.16 plus legal interest thereon from the filing of the complaint until full payment;

2. P10,800.00 as cost for the use of another car during al the time that the Isuzu Gemini was under repair; and
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3. P5,000.00 by way of attorney's fees, and the costs of suit.

The defendant appealed to the Court of Appeals (CA-G.R. CV No. 21776). While they did not dispute their
liability for the car accident, they questioned the cost of the repairs supposedly paid, and the amount of damages
alegedly suffered by Mrs. llao. Their main objection to the award of actual damages by the trial court was that the
same was mainly based on oral testi-mony of the appellee, Mrs. llao, without adequate evi-dence to back it up.

On May 22, 1991, the Court of Appeals rendered a decision reversing the judgment of the trial court. The
appellate court found insufficient proof of the actual damages claimed.

I1ao filed this petition for review, aleging that the appellate court erred:
1. in holding that there was no adequate proof of her claim for damages; and
2. in setting aside the trial court's award of attorney's fees and the costs of suit.
The petition has no merit.

The records show that the damaged car was insured under a comprehensive own-damage policy with the Central
Surety & Insurance Company; that it had undergone com-plete repairs by authority of the insurance company
(Exh. 5 dated December 20, 1985) which specified that the cost of repairs should not exceed P14,420.00 on labor
and replaced parts. Actually, the insurance company paid the insured P10,270.81 only (Exh. 4) on January 2, 1986
in consideration of which the latter signed a Release of Claim with Loss and Subrogation Receipt (Exh. 3),
releasing the insurance company from al actions on account of all injuries and damages arising from the accident.
This receipt released the insurance company from all further liability under its policy with the Felicidad Realty
Corporation and subrogated it into the insured's right to recover what it paid, up to the amount of P10,270.81,
from the owner and/or driver of the offending truck. Although Ilao aleged that the total cost of repairs of the
damaged motor vehicle was P18,181.16, the hill for repairs, which was the best evidence of the cost of repairs,
was not presented to the court. The receipt, Exhibit "C," shows that the INTECO Repair Shop was paid only
P8,181.16 on January 10, 1986. No receipt proving that the Felicidad Realty Corporation paid INTECO the sum
of P10,270.81 which it had received from the insurance company, was presented in evidence. We only have Mrs.
llao'sword for it.

If the repairs had cost P18,161.16 as claimed by Mrs. llao, it is strange why the insurance company paid the
insured P10,270.81 only, instead of P14,420.00, which was the limit of its liability under Exhibit 5.

Petitioner's claim for P10,800.00 as rentals supposedly paid to Gregorio Manahan for the use of a Toyota Crown
at P300.00 per day while the damaged compa-ny car was being repaired, was not proved. The receipts for car
rentals paid, if any, were not submitted to the trial court. The car rental contract (Exh. D) only proves that there
was an agreement between Mrs. llao and Gregorio Manahan for the lease of a Toyota car for P300.00 per day. It
does not prove that the contract was performed, i.e., that she in fact used Manahan's car and paid the rentals due
under the contract.

As plaintiff, the petitioner had the burden of proving her claims against the private respondent (Sec. 1, Rule 132,
Rules of Court). The Court of Appeals correctly found that she failed to discharge that burden of proof.

In view of the dismissal of their complaint, the plaintiffs claim for attorney's fees has no basis.

WHEREFORE, finding no reversible error in the decision of the Court of Appeals, the petition for review is
DENIED.
SO ORDERED.
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Cruz, (Chairman), Padilla, and Bellosillo, JJ., concur.
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