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JOHNSON, J.:

This action was commenced in the Court of First Instance of the Province of Nueva Ecija, on the 25th of July,
1911. Its purpose was to recover of the defendant, Julio Magsakay, the possession of 8 hectares of land,
particularly described in paragraph 5 of the complaint. The complaint alleges that the plaintiff, Maria Navarro, is
the absolute owner and in the possession of 30 hectares, more or less, of land located in the barrio of Sangitan, in
the municipality of Cabanatuan, Province of Nueva Ecija; that the 8 hectares of land in question constitute a part
of said mass of land. The plaintiff prayed for a judgment for the possession of the land and for damages in the
sum of P500,

On the 23d of August, 1911, the defendant, Julio Magsakay, filed a general and specia answer. In the specia
defense the defendant aleges that the plaintiffs had appropriated a certain parcel of land, very indefinitely
described, supposedly the land in question, which belonged to him, and prayed that the court should declare that
said 8 hectares belonged to him, and that a judgment for damages in the sum of P2,100 be rendered against the
plaintiffsand in his favor.

On the 24th of August, 1911, the provincia fiscal of the Provinces of Tarlac and Nueva Ecija appeared, without
first having obtained permission of the court and without having been made a defendant, and presented a general
and special defense. In his special defense he alleged that the land occupied by the defendant, Julio Magsakay,
was involved in a petition for homestead which had theretofore been presented, and prayed that the defendant be
absolved from all liability under the complaint.

On the 30th of October, 1911, the defendant, Julio Magsakay, presented an amended answer, in which, in addition
to the facts alleged in his original answer, he aleged that he had presented a petition to the Bureau of Lands,
reguesting that he be granted a homestead upon said lands, and prayed that he be declared to be the owner of said
8 hectares of land, and that a judgment be rendered against the plaintiffs and in his favor for the sum of P2,100.

On the 7th of October, 1911, the plaintiffs presented an answer to the amended answer of the defendant, Julio
Magsakay, in which it was again alleged that the plaintiff, Maria Navarro, was the owner of the 8 hectares of land,
and that they constituted a part of the 30 hectares described in paragraph 3 of her complaint. She denied that she
had appropriated the 8 hectares of land in question, and alleged that she had been in possession of the same for a
period of 30 years; that the action interposed by the defendant had been prescribed.

On the 22d of November, 1911, the defendant presented a petition asking that the Director of Lands be made a
party to the action. On the 25th of November, 1911, said petition was granted and the Director of Public Lands
was made a party to the action.
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On the 25th of January, 1912, the Attorney-General, on behalf of the Director of Lands, appeared and answered.
His answer was a general and specia defense. In his specia defense he alleged that the complaint of the plaintiffs
did not contain facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action, and prayed that the defendants be absolved from
any liability under the complaint, with costs against the plaintiffs.

Upon the issue thus presented the action was brought on for trial in the month of January, 1912. After hearing the
evidence the court a quo reached the conclusion that the plaintiff, Maria Navarro, was entitled to the possession of
the 30 hectares of land described in paragraph 3 of her complaint, including the 8 hectares in question, and
rendered a judgment ordering the defendant, Julio Magsakay, to deliver the possession of said parcel of land,
composed of 8 hectares, to the plaintiffs and to pay the costs.

On the 9th of May, 1912, the fiscal of the Provinces of Tarlac and Nueva Ecija excepted to the judgment of the
court and presented a motion for a new trial, which motion was denied, and he now appeals to this Court. The
defendant, Julio Magsakay, did not appeal from the judgment of the lower court.

The brief presented on behalf of the appellant is signed by the Attorney-General .
From an examination of the record, certain facts seem to be proved by alarge preponderance of the evidence:

First. That Teodulo Navarro was the father of the plaintiff, Maria Navarro; that the plaintiff, Santiago Yason, is
the husband of Maria Navarro.

Second. That Teodulo Navarro had been in the quiet and peaceable enjoyment of the possession of said 30
hectares of land described in paragraph 3 of the complaint for a period of 25 or more years; that when he died the
plaintiff Maria Navarro entered into the possession of said parcel of land and remained in the peaceable and quiet
possession of the same for a period of 11 years or more.

Third. That in the month of March, 1910, the defendant, Julio Magsakay, presented a petition to the Director of
Public Lands, praying that he be granted a homestead of a piece or parcel of land measuring 800 meters in length
and 200 meters wide; that the defendant took possession of the said 8 hectares of land (presumably the same land
described in his petition for a homestead) in the month of May, 1910.

Fourth. By Exhibit B (see record, p. 46) it will be seen that the defendant, Julio Magsakay, in a letter dated the
20th of March, 1911, and directed to the Director of Public Lands of the Philippine Islands, requested that the
concession that had been made to him under his petition for a homestead be canceled.

Fifth. In the month of April, 1911, the defendant, Julio Magsakay, in an affidavit (see Exhibit A) again affirmed
that the 8 hectares of land, more or less, which he had solicited for a homestead, is the exclusive property of Maria
Navarro, and that the latter inherited the same from her deceased father, Teodulo Navarro; that Maria Navarro had
possessed the land for along period; that the petition for homestead had been presented without his consent.

During the tria of the cause, Julio Magsakay attempted to show, while admitting that he had signed Exhibits A
and B, that he had not understood their contents nor their purpose. Some of the witnesses who signed said
documents were called as witnesses and they insisted that Julio fully understood the contents and purpose of said
documents. In view of his admissions and considering the declarations of the witnesses who were present and
signed said documents with him, and considering the further fact that he did not appeal from the judgment of the
lower court against him, we are not inclined to believe his contention that he did not intend to have his petition for
a homestead canceled, as he expressly prayed in his letter Exhibit B directed to the Director of Lands, dated the
20th of March, 1911.

In view of the foregoing facts and circumstances, we are not inclined to change, alter, or modify the judgment of
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the lower court upon the appeal only of the Attorney-General. The defendant himself having renounced the right
of homestead, there is no apparent reason why the Attorney-General, on behalf of the Director of Lands, should
object.

For al of the foregoing reasons, we are of the opinion that the judgment of the lower court should be and is
hereby affirmed, with costs against the appellant. So ordered.

Arellano, C. J,, Torres, Moreland, and Trent, 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. 8473. March 07, 1916

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



