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TRACEY, J..

In the Court of First Instance of Samar, the plaintiff brought this action to recover from the defendant, his
brother-in-law, cocoa lands in the municipality of Guiuan, but his action was dismissed and the land awarded to
the defendant.

In 1887, the defendant borrowed 185 pesos of the plaintiff, which he claims to have repaid in various installments
and in the right exercised by the plaintiff of taking during six months the products of the land, which are alleged
in the complaint to have amounted annually to 460 pesos. It is the claim of the plaintiff, however, that the debt
was paid by the conveyance to him of the land, and in proof thereof he offered a deed by the defendant, dated
August 7, 1893, to him, which was received in evidence, containing a description of land so indefinite as to render
the instrument inoperative. The incident that in the deed the 185 pesos was recited to have been paid at the time,
whereas at that date they had already been received in the form of a loan, to which the judge of First Instance
advertsin his sentence, we do not deem amaterial variance from the facts so as to discredit the deed.

The plaintiff sought to prove a deed dated October 14, 1893, confirmatory of the earlier deed, and in which the
property was correctly described. For this purpose he offered a notarial certificate dated July 1, 1903, to the effect
that the accompanying document was a copy of an original in the custody of the certifying notary. This evidence
the judge rightly rejected, the notary, under the American system, being no longer the public custodian of such
documents, and not being empowered to give certified copies thereof. By force of chapter 6 of Act No. 136, upon
the passage of the Act for the registration of land titles, the old notarial system, as affecting them, went out of
existence and documents in the possession of notaries were required to be filed in the office of the generd
archives of the Islands at Manila, The Land Registration Act (No. 496) took effect January 1, 1963. The notary's
certificate, therefore, given on the first of the succeeding July, was not competent proof.

The existence of this same deed was sought to be established by the certified copy of the record of an action in the
court of ajustice of the peace between these parties for the recovery of this same land, it being assumed by the
trial judge, and apparently assented to by the parties, that the justice court was without jurisdiction in that action.
Upon this assumption, the ruling of the trial court in rejecting the record was proper, nor, was the mere copy of
this deed therein contained rendered competent by reason of the judicial proceeding.

In the course of the trial before the justice of the peace, however, this defendant expressly admitted that the facts,
as claimed by the plaintiff, were true, and that he had made the deed in question, but had done so only for the
purpose of rendering himself ineligible to the burdensome office of cabeza de barangay. It is obvious that if this
evidence had been offered on the examination in chief it would have been admissible, if properly attested, as an
admission made by the defendant, a party in interest. It was, in fact, offered only as evidence in rebuttal, and as
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such could serve no other purpose than to discredit the defendant. For this purpose the trial judge refused to
receive it on the ground that proper foundation had not been laid by previous questioning of the defendant as to
the time and circumstances of the alleged admission. We think that the trial judge must have overlooked the
following questions which had been put to the defendant when on the stand:

"Q. Is it not true that you stated in the justice of the peace court that it was true that you had ordered a
document of purchase and sale made for this land, but that it was only a pretended sale so that you might not
be appointed a cabeza de barangay?—A. No, Sir.

"Q. What did you answer to the justice of the peace when you were called there and shown the complaint?"

Question ruled out on the ground that it was indefinite.

"Q. Isit not afact that you stated before the justice of the peace even if everything that the plaintiff has stated
is true, the conditions specified in the document which he offered were not true, as we agreed in a contract to
transfer the land to Zacarias Bagsa in order that | would not be appointed cabeza de barangay?"

Objection sustained.

"Q. Before the Americans arrived, don't you remember having ordered a document made in Guiuan?—A. No,
sir. | did not order any made,"

Taken together, these questions, both those allowed and those ruled out, laid a sufficient foundation for the
contradiction of the defendant by his admissions made before the justice of the peace.

The question remains as to whether these admissions came up in a properly authenticated form. They are
contained in aduly certified copy of the record under the hand of the clerk. The trial court seemsto have held this
record inadmissible for the further reason that the justice having no jurisdiction over the cause, a record of it can
have no official effect and no greater value as evidence than proof of any other transaction out of court. Assuming
that the justice lacked jurisdiction, it is nevertheless the opinion of the majority of this court that the record,
properly taken and in due form, constitutes a public record and as such, when properly certified, may be received
as evidence of what took place on the hearing before him. This rule is a convenient one, as, otherwise,
transactions of a court acting in excess of jurisdiction might be put beyond the possibility of certain proof. While
they may not be given validity, it may be necessary to ascertain what they were.

The record of the trial in the justice court should, therefore, have been received to the extent of contradicting the
denias of the defendant, and when so received, it would have sufficed to establish a decided preponderance of
proof in favor of the plaintiff.

Examining the record, we fail to find therein sufficient evidence as to the value of the products of the land to serve
as foundation for their recovery. The figures before us indicate, at best, only the amount of the gross receipts. Our
judgment, therefore, is that the judgment of the trial court be reversed and that the plaintiff recover from the
defendant the land described in the complaint, with costs of first instance, but without damages or costs in this
court. So ordered.

Arellano, C, J,, Torres, Mapa, and Carson, JJ., concur.
WILLARD, J., concurring in the result:

I concur in the result, but | think that the admission made by the defendant before the justice of the peace, he
being a party to this suit, is substantive evidence against him.

© 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. 4383. August 31, 1908

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



