
BATAS.ORG · PHILIPPINE LAW LIBRARY

DECISIONS / SIGNED RESOLUTIONS · FIRST DIVISION · OCTOBER 17, 2001

LETICIA M. MAGSINO, PETITIONER, VS. REPUBLIC OF THE
PHILIPPINES, CECILIA ELDUCAL, PEDRO ELDUCAL AND LEOCADIA
BINOYA, RESPONDENTS.

G.R. No. 136291. October 17, 2001

Ponente: PARDO, J.

Read online (full-text search, related cases, audio case brief): https://batas.org/library/g-r-no-136291/

PARDO, J.:

The Case

The case is an appeal via certiorari from the decision of the Court of Appeals[1] ordering the reversion of the
entire area of the subject lands to the mass of public domain, and deleting the award of damages against Cecilia
Elducal in favor of petitioner.

The Facts

On March 14, 1972, the Director of Lands granted to Pedro Elducal Free Patent No. 516388 over a parcel of land
consisting of 11.3586 hectares, situated in barrio Panabingan, municipality of San Antonio, Nueva Ecija, in virtue
of which the Register of Deeds of Nueva Ecija issued Original Certificate of Title No. P-5971 in his name.[2]

On March 22, 1972, the Director of Lands issued Free Patent Nos. 516563 and 516564 to Leocadia Binoya and
Cecilia Elducal, respectively, over parcels of land consisting of 13,3864 and 20,2539 hectares, located at barrio
Panabingan, San Antonio, Nueva Ecija, in virtue of which the Register of Deeds of Nueva Ecija issued Original
Certificate of Title Nos. P-5976 and P-5977 in their names, respectively.[3]

On May 5 and 9, 1972, petitioner Leticia Magno Magsino filed with the Bureau of Lands protests against the
issuance of the said free patents praying for cancellation of the patents and certificates of title issued in favor of
Cecilia Elducal, Pedro Elducal and Leocadia Binoya.[4]

By decision dated July 3, 1973, the Director of Lands[5] found that the patents of Cecilia Elducal, Pedro Elducal
and Leocadia Binoya were issued through fraud, misrepresentation and false narration of facts.

On October 18, 1978, the Solicitor General filed with the Court of First Instance of Nueva Ecija a complaint[6]
for annulment of title and reversion of land to the State, reiterating therein the finding of facts of the Director of
Lands[7] and praying among other things, to wit:

"(1) Declaring null and void ab initio Free Patent No. 516 386 and Original Certificate of Title No. P-5971 of
the Registry of Deeds of Nueva Ecija both in the name of Pedro Elducal;

"(2) Declaring Free Patent No. 516563 and Original Certificate of Title No. 5976 of the Registry of Deeds of
Nueva Ecija of Leocadia Binoya null and void;

"(3) Declaring Free Patent No. 516564 and Original Certificate of Title No. P-5977 of the Registry of Deeds of
Nueva Ecija in the name of Cecilia Elducal Vda. de Magno null and void ab initio;
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"(4) Declaring Transfer Certificate of Title No. NT-151073 and Transfer Certificate of Title No. NT-151074
both of the same registry of Cecilia Elducal Vda. de Magno, including whatever liens or encumbrances or
annotations thereof, also null and void ab initio;

"(5) Ordering the defendant Cecilia Elducal Vda. de Magno to surrender to the defendant Register of Deeds
owner's duplicates of Original Certificate of Title No. P-5977, Transfer Certificate of Title No. NT-151073 and
Transfer Certificate of Title No. NT-151074 and the latter to cancel the same; and

"(6) Ordering the reversion of the entire area covered by the aforesaid patents and titles to the mass of the
public domain under the administration and disposition of the Director of Lands."[8]

During the pendency of the case, on November 3, 1981, Leticia M. Magsino, with leave of court, filed a
complaint in intervention, claiming to be in prior possession of the parcels of land involved through her brother
lawyer and overseer, Atty. Jose R. Magno.[9]

After due trial, on January 17, 1986, the trial court rendered a decision, the dispositive portion of which reads:

"WHEREFORE, in view of the foregoing, the Court hereby renders judgment in favor of the plaintiff and
against the defendants:

"1) Declaring null and void free patent No. 516388, free patent No. 516563, free patent No. 516564 in the
names of Pedro Elducal, Leocadia Binoya and Cecilia Elducal respectively, as well as OCT No. P-5971, OCT
No. P-5976 and OCT No. P-5977 all of the Registry of Deeds of Nueva Ecija in the names of Pedro Elducal,
Leocadia Binoya and Cecilia Elducal respectively;

"2) Declaring TCT No. NT-151073 and TCT No. 151074 of the Registry of Deeds of Nueva Ecija to be null
and void including whatever liens or encumbrances or annotations therein;

"3) Ordering the Register of Deeds of Nueva Ecija to cancel all the certificates of title mentioned in the
preceding two paragraphs;

"4) Ordering the reversion of the entire area covered by said patents and certificates of title to the mass of the
public domain;

"5) Declaring intervenor Leticia M. Magsino to be the lawful possessor of the parcels of land involved in this
case who shall be entitled to be restored in the possession of the premises;

"6) Enjoining permanently the defendants from disturbing the possession of the intervenor Leticia M. Magsino;

"7) Ordering defendant Cecilia Elducal to deliver to Leticia M. Magsino 1,500 cavans of palay for every year
commencing the year 1969 until possession is restored to Leticia Magsino or its money equivalent as to the
time she makes payment;

"8) Ordering defendant Cecilia Elducal to pay the sum of P30,000.00 as exemplary damages to Leticia M.
Magsino;

"9) Ordering plaintiff, thru the Director of Lands, to act on the Sales Application No. V-18609 of the
intervenor Leticia M. Magsino.

"SO ORDERED."[10]

On March 11, 1986, respondents Cecilia Elducal, Pedro Elducal and Leocadia Binuya interposed an appeal from
said decision to the Court of Appeals.[11]

On December 15, 1997, the Court of Appeals promulgated a decision modifying the decision of the trial court, as
follows:
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"WHEREFORE, the appealed decision is hereby modified as follows:

"1. Declaring null and void Free Patent No. 516388, Free Patent No. 516563, Free Patent No. 516564 in the
names of Pedro Elducal, Leocadia Binoya and Cecilia Elducal, respectively, as well as OCT No. P-5971, OCT
No. 5976 and OCT No. P-5977 all of the Registry of Deeds of Nueva Ecija in the names of Pedro Elducal,
Leocadia Binoya and Cecilia Elducal, respectively;

"2. Declaring TCT No. NT-0151073 and TCT No. 151074 of the Registry of Deeds of Nueva Ecija to be null
and void including whatever liens or incumbrances or annotations therein;

"3. Ordering the Register of Deeds of Nueva Ecija to cancel all the certificates of title mentioned in the
preceding two paragraphs;

"4. Ordering the reversion of the entire area covered by said patents and certificates of title to the mass of the
public domain;

"5. Ordering plaintiffs, thru the Director of Lands, to act on all the claims affecting the subject property
including those parties in B. L. Conflict No. 142(N) and 264(N).

"SO ORDERED."[12]

Hence, this petition.[13]

The Issues

(1) Whether the Court of Appeals gravely erred in holding that petitioner was not the lawful possessor of the
property subject of her sales application; and (2) whether Cecilia Elducal was liable for damages arising from her
refusal to deliver petitioner's share in the fruits of the land.[14]

The Court's Findings

We deny the petition. The issues raised are factual. In an appeal via certiorari, we may not review the findings of
fact of the Court of Appeals.[15] When supported by substantial evidence, the findings of fact of the Court of
Appeals are conclusive and binding on the parties and are not reviewable by the Court,[16] unless the case falls
under any of the exceptions to the rule.[17]

Petitioner failed to show that the case falls within the exceptions.[18] The Supreme Court is not a trier of
facts.[19] It is not our function to review, examine and evaluate or weigh the probative value of the evidence
presented.[20] As heretofore observed, questions of fact cannot be raised in an appeal via certiorari before the
Supreme Court and are not proper for its consideration.[21]

Nonetheless, petitioner Leticia M. Magsino was an applicant for sales patent whose application had not been acted
upon by the Bureau of Lands from the time it was filed in 1953. Consequently, she could not claim to be holding
the land under a bona fide claim of acquisition of ownership, much less be declared the lawful possessor of the
property entitled to the produce thereof.

Petitioner's application for sales patent is an acknowledgment that she did not own the land; that the same is
public land under the administration of the Bureau of Lands, to which the application was submitted.[22]

The Elducals were in possession of the parcels of land in good faith[23] from the issuance of the certificates of
title, tilling the same. Hence, they are entitled to the fruits of their labor.

The Fallo

WHEREFORE, we DENY the petition and AFFIRM the decision[24] of the Court of Appeals in toto.
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No costs.

SO ORDERED.

Davide, Jr., CJ., (Chairman), Puno, and Ynares-Santiago, JJ., concur.
Kapunan, J., on official leave.
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