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RELOVA, J.:

Petition to review the order of the Court of First Instance of Bulacan, Branch |11 in Valenzuela, dated December
29, 1977, dismissing the complaint in its Civil Case No. 292-V-75, entitled "Republic of the Philippines, Plaintiff,
vs. Augusto Mina and Register of Deeds of Bulacan", instituted by the plaintiff to declare null and void Free
Patent No. 467702 and Original Certificate of Title No. P-1382 issued in the name of defendant Augusto Mina; to
order the aforesaid defendant to surrender the owner's duplicate of Original Certificate of Title No. P-1382 and the
defendant Register of Deeds to cancel the same; to decree the reversion of Lot No. 3745, Cad. 3375, situated in
Meycauayan, Bulacan to the mass of public domain and to grant such further relief as may be just and equitablein
the premises.

The complaint, among others, alleged that:
"X XX XXX XXX

"3. On July 7, 1967, defendant Augusto Mina filed with the Bureau of Lands Free Patent Application No.
(111-1) 4471-A for atract of land designated and identified as Lot No. 3745, Cad. 337, Meycauayan, Bulacan,
with an area of 2 hectares, 69 ares and 47 centares; X X X

"4, Relying on the information supplied and/or affirmations made, by defendant Mina in his aforesaid free
patent application (Annex 'A' hereof), and after routinary field investigation and processing, the Director of
Lands on August 14, 1969 issued an order approving said free patent application and aso directing the
issuance of patent to defendant Mina and, pursuant thereto, Free Patent No. 467702 was correspondingly
issued to said defendant on February 6, 1970;

"5. Said patent was transmitted to the defendant Register of Deeds who registered the same pursuant to Section
122 of the Land Registration Act and issued Original Certificate of Title No. P-1382 therefor in the name of
defendant Augusto Ming;

"6. Subsequently, however, on December 16, 1972, Montano F. Esguerra, Jr. filed with the Bureau of Lands a
petition assailing the validity of the patent issued to defendant Augusto Mina claiming that the latter obtained
the same by means of fraud and misrepresentation;

"7. Acting on the aforementioned petition by Montano F. Esguerra, Jr. an investigation was conducted by the
Bureau of Lands which revealed that neither defendant Augusto Mina or his predecessor--in-interest had ever
occupied nor worked in the land, subject matter hereof and that defendant Augusto Minas free patent
application aforesaid had been fraudulently obtained thereby prompting the Director of Lands to issue an order
on April 2, 1973, the proper court action be initiated for the cancellation of the patent and the corresponding
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certificate of title issued, and for the reversion of the land covered thereby to the state;

"8. Defendant Augusto Mina filed a Motion for Reconsideration of the afore-said Order of the Director of
Lands dated April 2, 1973, requesting for a reinvestigation thereof but before said investiga-tion could be
commenced, defendant Mina executed an affidavit dated October 10, 1974 ( xerox copy attached and made
part hereof as Annex 'B"), manifesting that he is no longer interested in pursuing his claim over the land in
guestion and that he iswilling to surrender Free Patent No. 467702 issued by the Director of Lands;

"9. Defendant Augusto Mina committed fraud in his free Patent Application No. (111-1) 4471-A (E-V-471160)
Annex 'A' that he and his alleged predecessor-in-interest had been in continuous possession and had cultivated
the land in question since 1943, up to his filing of the application in 1967, when in truth and in fact neither he
nor his predecessor-in-interest had occupied nor cultivated the same much less paid the rea estate taxes
thereon, in violation of Section 1, Republic Act No. 782;

"XXXXXXXXX"

On September 12, 1977, defendant Augusto Minafiled a motion to dismiss stating among others that inasmuch as
the free patent was issued to him on February 6, 1970, and the complaint was filed only on October 10, 1975,
plaintiff is now barred by the statute of limitation from asking for reversion; that plaintiff has no more cause of
action against him for the reason that the property had aready been sold to spouses Narciso del Rosario and
Teresita Zufiiga on February 11, 1976, that is six (6) years after the original issuance of the title.

The Court a quo granted the motion to dismiss in an Order dated December 29, 1977, stating that "the title of the
defendant Augusto Mina has become incontrovertible and indefeasible after the one year period." The dispositive
portion of the order reads:

"In view of the above, the Court hereby grants defendant's motion to dismiss. For the same reason, the motion
for leave to amend complaint for the purpose of including the spouses Narciso del Rosario and Teresita Zufiiga
becomes unnecessary to resolve. The same is true with respect to the motion for leave to intervene filed by
Serafin R. Santos who under the same ruling in the case of 'Republic of the Philippines v. Carle, supra is not
left with-out a remedy since he can file the corresponding action for reconveyance. The motion for
cancel-lation of lis pendensis likewise granted in view of the dismissal of this case as a logical and necessary
consequence thereof." (Order, pp. 68-73, Rec. on Appeal).

The alegations in the complaint that neither defendant Augusto Mina nor his predecessor-in-interest had ever
occupied or worked in subject property, and that Minas free patent application had been fraudulently obtained,
are indicative of fraud in the filing of the application and obtaining title to the land and, if proven, would override
the order of the trial court dismissing the case without hearing. The alleged misrepresentation of the applicant that
he had been occupying and cultivating the land are sufficient grounds to nullify the patent and title under Section
91 of the Public Land Law which provides as follows:

"That statements made in the appli-cation shall be considered as essentia conditions or parts of any
concession, title or permit issued on the basis of such application, and any false statement thereon or omission
of facts, chang-ing or modifying the consideration of the facts set forth in such statement, and any subsequent
modification, alteration, or change of the material facts set forth in the application shall ipso facto produce the
cancellation of the concession, title or permit granted x x x."

A certificate of title that is void may be ordered cancelled. And, atitle will be considered void if it is procured
through fraud, as when a person applies for registration of the land on the claim that he has been occupying and
cultivating it. In the case of disposable public lands, failure on the part of the grantee to comply with the
conditions imposed by law is a ground for holding such title void. (Director of Lands vs. CA, 17 SCRA 71). The
lapse of the one (1) year period within which a decree of title may be reopened for fraud would not prevent the
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cancellation thereof for to hold that a title may become indefeasible by registration, even if such title had been
secured through fraud or in violation of the law would be the height of absurdity. Registration should not be a
shield of fraud in securing title (Republic vs. Animas, 56 SCRA 499).

"A title founded on fraud may be cancelled, notwithstanding the lapse of one year from the issuance thereof,
through a petition filed in court by the Solicitor General, ( Sumail vs. Court of First Instance of Cotabato, 51
O.G. p. 2414 Phil. L-8278, 96 Phil. 946; Eugenio, et a., vs. Perdido, et a., G.R. No. L-7083, May 19, 1955 ;
De los Santos vs. Roman Catholic Church of Midsayap , G.R . No. L-6088, Feb. 24, 1954, 94 Phil. 405"

"The complaint in the present case was brought by the Republic of the Philippines not as a nominal party but in
the exercise of its sovereign functions, to protect the interests of the State over a public property. This Court
has held that the statute of limitations does not run against the right of action of the Govern-ment of the
Philippines.” (Republic vs. Grijaldo, 15 SCRA 681)

Prescription, both acquisitive and extinctive, does not run against the state. It has been held that the statute of
limitations does not run against the right of action of the Government of the Philippines.” (31 SCRA 219)

Thus, the right of reversion or reconveyance to the state is not barred by prescription. (Republic vs. Ramona Ruiz,
et al. 23 SCRA 348)

WHEREFORE, the order dated December 29, 1977 of the Court of First Instance of Bulacan granting the motion
to dismiss and cancelling the notice of lis pendens is declared annulled and set aside; and the Court a quo is
ordered to grant the motion to admit amended complaint for the purpose of including the spouses Narciso del
Rosario and Teresita Zufiiga, and the motion for leave to intervene filed by Serafin R. Santos, and thereafter to
hear Civil Case No. 292-V-75 on the merits and render judgment thereon accordingly.

SO ORDERED.

Teehankee, (Chairman), Makasiar, Plana, Vasquez, and Gutierrez, Jr., JJ.,concur.
Melencio-Herrera, J., on leave.

© 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. 60685. June 29, 1982

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



