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CARSON, J.:

These are two separate appeals from decrees entered in the course of proceedings had in the Court of Land
Registration.

We shall consider first the appeal of petitioner from the decree maintaining the contentions of the opponent
Teodoro Catli, tutor and curador ad litem of Liberata Catli, and denying registration of the parcel of land which
the court held to be the property of the infant.

This opponent introduced in evidence a duly registered deed to the land in question from the Spanish Government
dated March 22, 1892, (titulo de composicion gratuita), in favor of Francisca Canlapan, grandmother and
predecessor in interest of the child Liberata Catli. It appears further that the child Liberata Catli and her
predecessor in interest had been in possession of this land under claim of title, based on this grant, from the year
1892 down to the date of the institution of these proceedings, a period of more than twenty years.

No documentary evidence of title was submitted in support of the claim of ownership by the church, the only
evidence offered in support of that claim being the ora testimony of two witnesses, the parish priest and a
sacristan of the local church, who testified in general terms that the land in question is included in alarge tract of
land, planted in cane ( cafas espinas), which had been in possession of the church for more than forty years, under
a claim of ownership. The testimony of these witnesses was extremely vague and uncertain as to the precise
nature of the alleged possession and title of the church, and there can be no doubt that the evidence of record fully
sustains the court below in its holding that under no circumstances could such evidence put in doubt the claim of
title set up on behalf of the infant Catli.

The evidence in support of the infant's claim of ownership was submitted at a hearing had after a decree had been
entered adjudicating title in favor of the church, the decree having been opened on a showing that no notice of the
petition had been served on the infant or her guardian, and that notice which had been directed to Francisca
Canlapan, the infant's grandmother, had never been served because she had died some years prior to the institution
of the proceedings.

It appears that neither the child nor its guardian had actual notice of the application for registry in favor of the
church until afew days prior to the entry of the decreead judicating title in favor of the church, which was dated
the 15th day of May, 1914; that on the 20th day of May, 1914, the guardian filed a motion praying that the default
judgment be set aside in so far as it affected the interests of his ward, and that his opposition to the registry of the
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infant's land in favor of the church be heard and adjudicated; that this motion, for some reason which does not
appear of record, was held under advisement until the 9th of March, 1915, when it was denied; that without
excepting to the order denying that motion, the guardian, on the 26th of March, 1915, renewed his motion, and
accompanied his prayer for reconsideration with the documentary evidence of the infant's claim of title; and that
on the 8th of the following April the court granted the prayer of the motion, set aside the original decree in favor
of the church in so far as it related to the land claimed by the infant, and set a date for the hearing at which the
evidence above set forth was adduced and a decree entered sustaining the opposition to the registration of the land
in favor of the church.

Due exception was noted by counsel for the church to each and all of the orders which resulted in the opening of
the original decree, and on this appeal, counsel insists, upon the authority of the provisions of section 38 of Act
No. 496, and of our rulings in the case of Gray Albavs. De la Cruz (17 Phil. Rep., 49) that these orders should be
reversed, and that the original decree adjudicating titlein favor of the church should be given full force and effect,
without regard to the evidence submitted at the rehearing in support of the infant's claim of title.

We cannot agree with these contentions of counsel for the church. The facts in the case relied upon were wholly
different from those in the case at bar. The ruling in the former case, in which it was held that the court below had
erred in reopening and setting aside a decree of registration in the absence of proof of actual fraud was predicated
upon the fact that the decree in question in that case was a final, unappeal able decree directing the registration of
the land in dispute, and that under the provisions of section 38 of Act No. 496, "such decree shall not be opened
by reason of the absence, infancy, or other disability of any person affected thereby, nor by any proceeding in any
court for reversing judgments or decrees; subject, however, to the right of any person deprived of land or of any
estate or interest therein by decree of registration obtained by fraud to file in the Court of Land Registration a
petition for review within one year."

In the case now before us, the decree directing the registry of the land claimed on behalf of the infant Catli which
was set aside by the court below was not a final, unappealable decree, and never did become final and
unappeal able.

This decree was entered by the trial judge on the 15th day of May, 1914, adjudicating title to the land and
directing the entry by the clerk of the court of the appropriate orders and decrees looking to the issuance of a
certificate of registration in conformity therewith; and while it is not improperly called a decree, in a strict
technical sense, it would more appropriately be designated as a decision, or filed opinion of the court, adjudicating
title to the land and directing the entry by the clerk of the appropriate orders and decrees looking to the issuance
of a certificate of registration after the lapse of the period within which an appeal might be taken from the
decision. Under the statute, this decision or decree could not become final until thirty days after notification to the
interested parties. Until it became final and unappealable, it might be set aside by the trial judge on a motion for a
new trial, and was subject to such alteration or amendment, in form or in substance, as in his opinion might be
necessary or proper in the interests of justice. (Section 14 of Act No. 496 as amended by section 4, Act No.

1108 and section 26, Act No. 2347. (Cf. Estate of Cordoba, and Zarate vs. Alabado, 34 Phil. Rep., 920, and cases
there cited.)

The record discloses that amotion for a new trial was submitted on the 20th of May, 1914, that isto say, five days
after the entry of the decree; that no action was taken on this motion until the 15th day of January, when an order
to show cause why the motion should not be granted was duly entered; that this motion was not disposed of until
the 9th of March, 1915, when it was denied; that this motion was renewed on the 26th of March, 1915, and was
finally granted on the 8th of April, 1915. From this summary of the history of the proceedings, it will readily be
seen that thirty days had not elapsed from the date of the entry of the decree to the date of the entry of the order
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setting aside the decree and granting a new trial, after excluding from that period the time during which the court
had under consideration the defendant's different motions for a new trial.

We conclude, therefore, that the trial judge was clothed with full power and jurisdiction to set aside the decree and
grant anew trial on the motion of the oppositor representing the infant Catli, and that the decree finally entered in
favor of the oppositor being fully sustained by the evidence introduced at the new trial should be affirmed, with
the costs of thisinstance against the appellant.

Turning now to the appeal of Jose Ruiz Sunico, we find that the land in question on his appedl, is a part of the
large tract planted in cafias espinosas claimed by the church within which the parcel just adjudicated in favor of
the infant Catli is also located. As we have already indicated the evidence in support of the claim of title to this
tract by the church is not very conclusive, consisting as it does of the somewhat vague and indefinite oral
testimony of the parish priest and one of his sacristans to the effect that the church had exercised certain acts of
dominion over this land for a period of more than forty years. On the other hand, the appellant Sunico offered
documentary evidence which tends strongly to maintain his claim of ownership, if the land in dispute is contained
within the boundaries of the land mentioned in these documents. Appellant's evidence as to the identity of these
lands is not wholly satisfactory, and would hardly be sufficient to sustain an affirmative finding in favor of his
claim of title, were this an action of gectment brought by him to oust the church from possession ; but it seemsto
us to be at least sufficient to raise such a doubt as to the title to the land in question on this appeal, as to make it
unsafe, on the evidence now in the record, to grant the prayer of the church for the issuance of a certificate of title
under the Land Registration Act. The burden in cases of this kind is upon the applicant to establish his claim of
title by such clear and satisfactory proof that a solemn decree can be entered, declaring that the proof submitted by
him affirmatively establishes his title as against the whole world.

Sunico offered in evidence the record of certain proceeding had in the Court of First Instance of the province
wherein this land is located, to prove that in the course of certain litigation with reference to the possession of the
lands in dispute, which arose on a former occasion between the parish priest and himself, he had secured a
judgment enjoining the parish priest from disturbing him in his possession of this land and declaring, at the same
time, that as between himself and the parish priest, he (Sunico) had the right to possession. This evidence appears
to have been excluded by the trial judge on the ground that the appellant failed to establish the identity of the land
then in dispute with that in question in these proceedings. If the identity of these lands were sufficiently
established, this evidence would have considerable weight as tending to weaken the probative value of the ora
testimony of the plaintiff in support of its claim of prescriptive title based on forty years of undisturbed
possession. And while the evidence as to the identity of the land involved in that litigation with the land now in
dispute does not appear to be conclusive, we are inclined to think that the trial court erred in excluding the record
of the former litigation, and that this record should have been admitted in evidence so that it might be considered
together with al the evidence of record, and due effect given to its probative value as that might appear from a
comparison of all the documentary and oral testimony touching the identity of these lands.

Certain it is that the decree entered by the lower court in so far as it affects the lands in question on this appeal,
cannot be sustained and must be set aside; and having in mind the nature of these proceedings, and the possibility,
if not the probability, that the question as to the identity of the lands in dispute can be established with sufficient
certainty upon a new trial to sustain a definite finding in this regard and thus finally dispose of the contentions of
the parties with regard thereto, we are of opinion that the record should be returned for a new trial as to the lands
in question on this appeal.

Ten days hereafter let judgment be entered affirming the decree of the court below, in so far as it relates to the
lands in question on the appeal of the applicant from the adjudication in favor of the infant Catli, with the costsin
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favor of the appellee; and reversing the decree in so far as it relates to the lands in question on the appeal of the
oppositor Sunico, and directing the return of the record to the court below for anew trial of the issue raised by his
opposition to the applicant's prayer for registration of the lands in dispute between them, without especial
condemnation of costsin thisinstance. So ordered.

Torres, Trent, and Araullo, JJ., concur.

MORELAND, J., dissenting:

| do not agree to the judgment as written.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 5
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 11527. February 16, 1917

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 5 of 5
Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



