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STREET, J.

This appedl is prosecuted on behalf of Uy Pian Ng Shun and her minor son, Ramon Lim Tingco, in the matter of
the will of Mateo Lim Tingco, deceased, for the purpose of reversing an order of the Court of First Instance of
Leyte, dated October 29, 1927, excluding the appellant Uy Pian Ng Shun from sharing in the estate of the testator,
and declaring that Ramon, as an illegitimate child, is entitled only to support from the estate and that the
appellees, Justina Olondres and Balbina Lim Tingco, are entitled to share in the same estate respectively as widow
and recognized natural daughter of the testator.

The testator, Mateo Lim Tingco, of Chinese nationality, came to the Philippine Islands some forty-five or fifty
years ago, making his home in the municipality of Baybay, Province of Leyte, where he lived until his death on
April 18, 1927. In the early years of his abode in Baybay he became the father of a daughter, Balbina Lim Tingco,
now married to Benigno Barnes, and sometimes called Imbina Barnes. This daughter, as the tria court found, was
recognized in life by Lim Tingco as his natural daughter.

On November 27, 1886, a marriage was duly celebrated by Mateo Lim Tingco and Justina Olondres, otherwise
known in the record as Angela Olondres and Martina Londres. The pair lived together for many years as husband
and wife, but no children resulted from the union; and in course of time Lim Tingco formed an irregular
connection with a Chinese woman, the appellant, Uy Pian Ng Shun, who usurped the place of the lawful wife,
Justina Olondres. Thereupon Justina, becoming disgusted with her husband's infidelity, abandoned the conjugal
hearth and went to live elsewhere. As aresult of the irregular connection between Lim Tingco and Uy Pian a son,
named Ramon, was born. This boy is now some 8 or 9 years of age and is the minor appellant in this case.

On October 2, 1925, Lim Tingco executed awill in due form of law at Baybay, Leyte, in which he stated that he
was married to Uy Pian Ng Shun, and declared that he wanted his property to be shared by her and their son
Ramon as his only heirs. After Lim Tingco's death this will was duly admitted to probate on July 5, 1927, without
opposition from any source.

The fact that no opposition was interposed to the probate of this will by Justina Olondres or Balbina Barnes finds
its explanation, no doubt, in the fact that, a few days before the petition for the probate of the will was filed, the
adult parties interested in the division of Lim Tingcao's property had gotten together and compromised their claims
to said estate. For the effectuation of this purpose forma documents were drawn up and acknowledged before a
notary public by Uy Pian Ng Shun, acting upon her own account and as representative of her son Ramon, and by
Justina Olondres and Bahbina Lim Tingco, with whom was joined the latter's husband, Benigno Barnes. The
general purport of these documentsisthat Uy Pian Ng Shun assigned a part of the property belonging to the estate
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of Mateo Lim Tingco to Justina Olondres and another part to Balbina (or Imbina), wife of Benigno Barnes. In
consideration of the portions so received Justina Olondres and Balbina Lim Tingco in turn renounced whatever
rights they might have had in the estate of the deceased, and they agreed to make no claim in court with respect
thereto. The portions conceded to Justina Olondres and Balbina Lim Tinsrco by this agreement were of
respectabl e size, amounting together to more than P3,000.

Notwithstanding the making of this compromise and the acceptance by Justina Olondres and Balbina Lim Tingco
of the portions assigned to them respectively, Balbina and her husband appeared in court on July 6, 1927, and
filed what may be described as an opposition, or intervention, in which they impugned the intrinsic provisions of
the will with respect to the right of Uy Pian Ng Shun, as widow, and Ramon Lim Tingco, as heir, and asked the
court to ascertain who were the true heirs of Mateo Lim Tingco, regardless of the statements contained in the will,
and to make declaration accordingly. To this opposition, or intervention, a reply was interposed by Uy Pian Ng
Shun, in which she relied upon the compromise agreement, already mentioned. The cause was then set for hearing
upon the matter of the determination of heirs, whereupon Justina Olondres intervened, making common cause
with Balbina. In her reply to this intervention Uy Pian Ng Shun again set up the compromise agreement. Upon
hearing the cause the trial court, as stated in the first paragraph of this opinion, found that Justina Olondres, as the
widow of the deceased, and Balbina Lim Tingco, as a recognized natural daughter, were alone entitled to sharein,
the inheritance of the deceased.

We note that no extrinsic proof was introduced by the appellant Uy Pian Ng Shun for the purpose of establishing
her status as wife. Upon this point reliance is placed by her exclusively on the declaration of the testator,
contained in his will, that she was his wife at the time the will was made. But while admissible as prima facie
proof in favor of the appellant, this statement is not conclusive; and when it is demonstrated, as in this case, that
Justina Olondres was the true wife of the decedent by virtue of an undissolved canonical marriage, of date anterior
to the creation of the relation between Uy Pian and the decedent, the statement in the will must be considered
rebutted. The circumstance that the will had been admitted to probate is conclusive only of the due execution of
the will; and the disposition of the property made in the will is always open to question with respect to the
intrinsic legality of the disposition (Ramirez vs. Gmur, 42 Phil., 855).

But although Uy Pian Ng Shun and her son Ramon are thus excluded from talcing under the will in so far as the
disposition in their favor would prejudice the rights of the widow and the recognized daughter, it should not
escape notice that the testamentary provision would have complete efficacy in so far as concerns the portion of the
estate of the decedent which is of free disposition. It was therefore erroneous on the part of the court to declare
that Uy Pian Ng Shun and her son could not take anything under the will.

But consideration of the relative proportions in which the four litigants would have been entitled to share under
the will of Lim Tingco becomes an academic question, in view of the compromise agreement to which reference
has already been made.

The effect of this agreement undoubtedly is to estop Justina Olondres and Balbina Lim Tingco from claiming any
further share in the estate of the deceased. Thetrial court appears to have been of the opinion that the time had not
yet come to consider the effect of this agreement. But it is never too soon for the court to give effect to binding
contracts when issues are properly raised with respect thereto. In the case before us the appellants rely upon said
agreement as a special defense to the interventions of the appellees; and it cannot be disposed of by merely
ignoring it. The appellees were competent to bind themselves by said agreement, in conformity with its provisions
they accepted afair share of the estate in full satisfaction of their claims, and no suggestion has been made that the
contract was vitiated by fraud or error. The consequence is that the appellees must be excluded from further
participation in the property. Whatever weakness may have been inherent in the appellants' title, that defect has
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been cured, as against the appellees, by said agreement.

It becomes our duty therefore to reverse the appealed decision and to declare that the appellant Uy Pian Ng Shun
and her son, Ramon lam Tingco, are the only persons entitled to participate in the testate estate of Mateo Lim
Tingco, the same to be shared by them in the proportions contemplated in the will. So ordered, without
pronouncement as to costs.

Johnson, Malcolm, Villamor, Ostrand, Johns, Romualdez, and Villa-Real, JJ., concur.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 29236. December 29, 1928

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 4 of 4
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



