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JOHNSON, J.:

This action was commenced in the Court of First Instance of Ilocos Norte by the Director of Public Lands. Its
purpose was to have registered under the cadastral survey (Act No. 2259) a certain piece or parcel of land. To the
petition various oppositions were presented. Said parcel of land was made up of various lots or parcels of land.
The opposition of the municipality of Dingras as well as that of Eduardo Sugo and his companions was to the
registration of lot No. 6418. Eduardo Sugo and his companions claimed to be the owners of said lot (No. 6418).

After hearing the evidence the Honorable F. Santamaria, judge, in a very carefully prepared opinion, denied the
registration of said parcel of land in the name of Eduardo Sugo and his numerous companions or coopositores
[co-objectors].

The decision of the lower court was rendered upon the 19th day of April, 1916. From that decision Eduardo Sugo
and his coopositores appealed. The original expediente [record] was not brought to this court. The bill of
exceptions does not show the date on which Eduardo Sugo and his coopositores were notified of the decision. So
far as the bill of exceptions shows, nothing occurred in the lower court from the announcement of the decision of
the lower court (19th day of April, 1916) until the 11th day of April, 1917, when Eduardo Sugo et al., presented a
motion for a new trial. Said motion for a new trial was denied upon the 16th day of April, 1917, notice of which
was given to Eduardo Sugo, et a., on the 21st day of April, 1917, and he and his companions presented an
exception on the 24th day of April, 1917. On the 25th day of April, 1917, Eduardo Sugo et al., presented a motion
asking the court to concede to him three months within which to present his bill of exceptions. On the same day
(the 25th day of April, 1917), upon a consideration of said motion, the judge conceded to him thirty days within
which to present his bill of exceptions, and due notice of said order was given to the appellant immediately. The
bill of exceptions was not presented until the 28th day of May, 1917—three days beyond the time conceded by the
lower court. On the 14th day of January, 1918, the bill of exceptions was duly approved and certified. The bill of
exceptions, however, was not received in the Supreme Court until the 16th day of May, 1918, or a period of one
hundred and twelve days after the date on which it was duly approved and certified by the lower court.

From the foregoing it will be seen that the following delays occurred in the perfection of the bill of exceptions: (a)
Nearly twelve months passed from the date of the decision to the time of the motion for a rehearing; (b)
thirty-three days elapsed between the denial of the motion for a new tria to the presentation of the hill of
exceptions; and (c) one hundred and twelve days elapsed from the time of the approval of the bill of exceptions
before it was filed with the clerk of the Supreme Couirt.

Section 26 of Act No. 2347 provides that the bill of exceptionsin land registration cases must be presented within
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the period of thirty days after notice of the decision of the court. Paragraph 2 of section 143 of Act No. 190
provides that: "Immediately upon the alowance of a bill of exceptions by the judge, it shall be the duty of the
clerk to transmit the same to the Clerk of the Supreme Court.” * * * Rule 14 of the Supreme Court, in force at the
time the bill of exceptions was presented, provided that within sixty days (now thirty days, Rule 14, par. [a], New
Rules) after ahill of exceptionsis approved by the lower court the appellant shall cause the same to befiled in the
office of the clerk of the Supreme Court.

We have held in numerous cases that, for a failure to comply with the above provisions, the decision of the lower
court became final and non-appealable. (Director of Lands vs. Maurera and Tiongson, 37 Phil., 410; Lavitoriavs.
Judge of First Instance of Tayabas and Director of Lands, 32 Phil., 204; Roman Catholic Bishop of Tuguegarao
vs. Director of Lands, 34 Phil., 623; Estate of Cordoba, and Zarate vs. Alabado, 34 Phil., 920; Bermudez vs.
Director of Lands, 36 Phil., 774; Santiago vs. Manuel and Tumale, 39 Phil, 869; Strachan & McMurray vs. Viuda
de Gurrea, R. G. No. 13786, decided March 25, 1919, not published; Porcuna vs. Philippine Industrial Co., R. G.
No. 14065, decided July 7, 1919, not published; Averillavs. Babia, R. G. No. 13830, decided February 6, 1919,
not published; Alcos vs. Almares and Almares, R. G. No. 13993, decided March 5, 1919, not published; Bradley
vs. Municipality of Tayug, R. G. No. 13131, decided January 14, 1919, not published; Gaza and Hernandez vs.
Borromeo, R. G. No. 13611, decided December 21, 1918, not published; Gonzalez vs. Talusan and Villarosa, R.
G. No. 12931, decided January 7, 1919, not published; Fluemer vs. Warrington, R. G. No. 12915, decided
December 7, 1918, not published; Villanueva vs. Tamarra, 39 Phil., 238; Anderson vs. Green, R. G. No. 13152,
decided November 9, 1918, not published; Y ap-Quico Viuda de Vazquez vs. Papa Viuda de Vazquez, R. G. No.
13359, decided November 7, 1918, not published; Rivera vs. Manaansan, R. G. No. 13586, decided December
10, 1918, not published; Asistio Daguinda de Jesus vs. Mariano Velasco & Co. and Mitchel, R. G. No. 13860,
decided December 6, 1918, not published; Lituaiia and Calicavs. Oliveros, 38 Phil., 628; Del Rosario vs. Director
of Lands, R. G. No. 13226, decided January 27, 1919, not published; Gonzalez Paramos vs. Director of Lands, R.
G. No. 13197, decided January 22, 1919, not published; Lim vs. Ambrosio, R. G. No. 14014, decided August 9,
1919, not published; Government of the Philippine Islands vs. Abural, 39 Phil., 996; Valderueda vs. Viuda de
Lizares, R. G. No. 15791, resolution of September 22, 1919; Reyes vs. Agalabia, R. G. No. 15669, resolution of
August 18, 1919; Lim vs. Singian and Soler, 37 Phil., 817; Laydavs. Legazpi, 39 Phil, 83.)

In the present case the appellants did not present their bill of exceptions within the time prescribed by section 26
of Act No. 2347. Neither did they bring the record to the Supreme Court within the time prescribed by the law and
the Rules of the Supreme Court. In view of the fact that the decision of the lower court became final and
non-appealable for the reason above stated, we are .without jurisdiction to consider the same.

The purpose of the law and the rules isto definitely fix the time when adecision isfinal so that it may be executed
and the litigation terminated. Without some definite way of determining when a decision is final, the parties
litigant could never know when they could enforce their rights under the judgment nor when the litigation isin
fact terminated.

Therefore, it is hereby ordered and decreed that the appeal be dismissed, with costs to the appellants. So ordered.
Arellano, C.J,, Torres, Araullo, Ma colm, and Avancefia, JJ., concur.

Appea dismissed.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3
Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 14257. October 10, 1919

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 3 of 3
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



