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SANDOVAL-GUTIERREZ, J.

Petition for review on certiorari assailing the Decision of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CV No. 57868,
entitled "Dr. Ibarra S. Santos and Josefina M. Rivera versus Spouses Nieves de Leon, Virginia Enales and Deputy
Sheriff Pericles Telan."

Records show that on September 25, 1995, spouses Pablo and Nieves de Leon, herein respondents, filed with the
Metropolitan Trial Court (MTC), Branch 77, Parafiaque City a complaint for forcible entry against Josefina
Rivera, petitioner, docketed as Civil Case No. 9500. In her answer, petitioner Rivera claimed that the real owner
of the subject property is Dr. Ibarra Santos, also a petitioner.

The MTC rendered a Decision in favor of respondent spouses de Leon. Upon appeal, the Regional Trial Court
(RTC) affirmed the MTC Decision. Petitioners filed with the Court of Appeals a petition for review, but it was
denied.

Subsequently, or on July 3, 1996, petitioners Dr. Ibarra Santos and Josefina Rivera filed with the RTC, Branch
260, Paranaque City, Civil Case No. 96-0285 for declaration of nullity of a Deed of Sale with prayer for a
temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction. Impleaded as defendants were spouses Pablo and Nieves
de Leon (herein respondents), Virginia Enales and Pericles Telan, deputy sheriff IV of the said MTC.

The complaint alleges that petitioner, Dr. Ibarra Santos, is the registered owner of a parcel of land and its
improvements thereon situated in 1264 Interior Quirino Ave., San Dionisio Parafiague City, covered by Transfer
Certificate of Title No. 69150 of the Registry of Deeds, same city; that Virginia Enales and Rosendo Rivera
(deceased husband of petitioner Josefina Rivera) sold Dr. Santos' property to respondent spouses de Leon; and
that in Civil Case No. 9500 for forcible entry filed by said respondent spouses with the MTC of Parafiague City
involving the same property, awrit of execution was issued evicting from the premises petitioner Josefina Rivera,
the lessee of Dr. Santos. Petitioners Dr. Santos and Rivera thus prayed that the Deed of Sale between Virginia
Enales and Rosendo Rivera, as vendors, and respondent spouses de Leon, as vendees, be declared void; and that a
temporary restraining order and/or preliminary injunction be issued enjoining the sheriff from implementing the
Decision of the MTC in Civil Case No. 9500.

On August 1, 1996, respondent spouses de Leon filed a motion to dismiss the complaint on the ground that it
states no cause of action. The motion was granted.

Hence, both petitioners filed with the Court of Appeals a petition for review.
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On September 22, 1999, the Appellate Court rendered its Decision denying the petition, holding that the
complaint does not state a cause of action considering that while it alleges that the Deed of Saleis null and void,
however, petitioner Dr. Santos failed to specify the grounds why the said document is a nullity and should,
therefore, be annulled.

Petitioners filed amotion for reconsideration but was denied by the Appellate Court.
Hence, the instant petition.

Petitioners Dr. Santos and Rivera contend that the Court of Appeals erred in ruling that the complaint states no
cause of action. They insist that the alegations therein "are sufficient for rendering a valid judgment in
accordance with their prayer.” Their complaint states only the ultimate facts since the details can be proven during
thetrial.

Petitioners alleged in their complaint that:

"6. That plaintiff SANTOS is the absolute owner in fee simple of that parcel of land and improvements thereon
disputed in Civil Case No. 9500 entitled "SPS. PABLO AND NIEVES DE LEON versus JOSEFINA
RIVERA" before Branch 77 of the METROPOLITAN TRIAL COURT of PARANAQUE, METRO MANILA,
as shown by copy of TCT No. 69150 (ANNEX 'A");

7. That in said MTC Civil Case No. 9500, defendant ENALES and the late ROSENDO RIVERA (deceased
husband of plaintiff RIVERA) alegedly sold plaintiff SANTOS real estate property covered by TCT No.
69150 (ANNEX 'A") to herein defendant spouses DE LEON as shown by the "DEED OF SALE WITH
WAIVER OF RIGHTS' (ANNEX 'B"), "WAIVER WITH SPECIAL POWER OF ATTORNEY" (ANNEX 'C)
and "RECEIPT AND COMMITMENT" (ANNEX 'D")."

The general rule is that the allegations in a complaint are sufficient to constitute a cause of action against the
defendants if, admitting the facts alleged, the court can render a valid judgment upon the same in accordance with
the prayer therein. A cause of action exists if the following elements are present, namely: (1) aright in favor of
the plaintiff by whatever means and under whatever law it arises or is created; (2) an obligation on the part of the
named defendant to respect or not to violate such right; and (3) an act or omission on the part of such defendant
violative of the right of the plaintiff or constituting a breach of the obligation of the defendant to the plaintiff for
which the latter may maintain an action for recovery of damages.[1]

The above alegations quoted above sufficiently establish a cause of action. They specify that petitioners Dr.
Ibarra Santos is the absolute owner of the disputed parcel of land and the improvements thereon. His claim of
ownership is evidenced by Transfer Certificate of Title No. 4569216 of the Registry of Deeds for Parafiaque City.
Definitely, as the registered owner of the subject property, he has a cause of action against spouses de Leon who
claim to have purchased the same from Virginia Enales and Rosendo Riverawho are not the true owners thereof.

On the part of petitioner Josefina Rivera, she alleged in the same complaint that she has been in possession, as a
lessee, of the same property since 1983 as shown by a Contract of Lease between her and Dr. |barra Santos; and
that her right as a lessee has been prejudiced when the property, belonging to Dr. Santos, was sold by persons who
are not its real owners to spouses de L eon.

In determining whether the allegations of the complaint are sufficient to support a cause of action, the complaint
does not have to establish or alege the facts proving the existence of a cause at the outset; this will have to be
done at the trial on the merits of the case.[2] A complaint is sufficient if it contains sufficient notice of the cause
of action even though the allegations may be vague and indefinite.[3] To sustain a motion to dismiss for lack of
cause of action, the complaint must show that the claim for relief does not exist rather than that a claim has been
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defectively stated or is ambiguous, indefinite or uncertain.[4] The determination of the issue of ownership of a
property requires proofs which can be threshed out, not in a motion to dismiss, but in a full-blown trial on the
merits.

In fine, we rule that the Court of Appeals erred in ruling that petitioners complaint in Civil Case No. 96-0285
does not state a cause of action and that in filing the said complaint, petitioners did not violate the Rule on forum
shopping.

WHEREFORE, the instant petition is hereby GRANTED. The assailed Decision and Resolution of the Court of

Appeds in CA-G.R. CV No. 57868 are REVERSED. Let the records of this case be remanded to the Regional
Tria Court, Branch 260, Parafiague City for trial on the merits with dispatch.

SO ORDERED.

Panganiban, (Chairman), Corona, Carpio-Morales, and Garcia, JJ., concur.

[1] Consolidated Bank & Trust Corporation vs. Court of Appeals, G.R. No. 84588, May 29, 1991, 197 SCRA
663; Dulay vs. Court of Appedls, et a., G.R. No. 108017, April 3, 1995, 243 SCRA 220; Uy vs. Evangelista, G.R.
No. 140365, July 11, 2001, 361 SCRA 95; Velarde vs. Social Justice Society, G.R. No. 159357, April 28, 2004,
428 SCRA 283.

[2] Del Bros Hotel Corporation vs. Court of Appeals, G.R. No. 87678, June 16, 1992, 210 SCRA 33; Dulay vs.
Court of Appedls, supra.

[3] Cometavs. Court of Appedls, G.R. No. 124062, January 21, 1999, 301 SCRA 459.

[4] Azur vs. Provincial Board, G.R. No. L-22333, February 27, 1969, 27 SCRA 50, Dulay vs. Court of Appeals,
supra.
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