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D E C I S I O N

PANGANIBAN, J.:

In the absence
of a marriage contract and a birth certificate, how may marriage and
filiation
be proven?

The Case

This is the main
question raised in this petition for review on certiorari challenging the
Court of Appeals[1] Decision promulgated on December 1,
 1994[2] and Resolution
promulgated on
 February 8, 1995[3] in CA-GR CV No. 23275, which
 reversed the
decision of the trial court and dismissed petitioner’s action for
partition and damages.

On August 10,
 1978, Petitioner Arturio Trinidad filed a complaint[4] for partition and
damages against
 Private Respondents Felix and Lourdes, both surnamed Trinidad,
before the Court
of First Instance of Aklan, Branch I.[5] On October 28, 1982, Felix died
without issue, so he was not substituted as a party.[6]

On July 4, 1989,
 the trial court rendered a twenty-page decision[7] in favor of the
petitioner, in
which it ruled:[8]

“Considering therefore that
this court is of the opinion that plaintiff is the legitimate
son of Inocentes
 Trinidad, plaintiff is entitled to inherit the property left by his
deceased
 father which is 1/3 of the 4 parcels of land subject matter of this case.
Although the plaintiff had testified that he
had been receiving [his] share from said
land before and the same was stopped,
 there was no evidence introduced as to
what year he stopped receiving his share
and for how much. This court therefore
cannot rule on that.”

In its four-page
Decision, Respondent Court reversed the trial court on the ground that
petitioner failed to adduce sufficient evidence to prove that his parents were
 legally
married to each other and that acquisitive prescription against him had
 set in. The
assailed Decision disposed:[9]

“WHEREFORE, the Court REVERSES
the appealed decision.

In lieu thereof, the Court
 hereby DISMISSES the [petitioner’s] complaint and the
counterclaim
thereto.

Without costs.”



Respondent Court
denied reconsideration in its impugned Resolution which reads:[10]

“The Court DENIES
 defendants-appellants’ motion for reconsideration, dated
December 15, 1994, for
 lack of merit. There are no new or
 substantial matters
raised in the motion that merit the modification of the
decision.”

Hence, this
petition.[11]

The Facts

The assailed
Decision recites the factual background of this case, as follows:[12]

“On August 10, 1978,
plaintiff [herein petitioner] filed with the Court of First Instance
of Aklan,
Kalibo, Aklan, an action for partition of four (4) parcels of land, described
therein, claiming that he was the son of the late Inocentes Trinidad, one of
three (3)
children of Patricio Trinidad, who was the original owner of the
 parcels of land.
Patricio Trinidad died
 in 1940, leaving the four (4) parcels of land to his three (3)
children,
 Inocentes, Lourdes and Felix. In 1970,
 plaintiff demanded from the
defendants to partition the land into three (3)
equal shares and to give him the one-
third (1/3) individual share of his late
father, but the defendants refused.

In their answer, filed on
September 07, 1978, defendants denied that plaintiff was
the son of the late
 Inocentes Trinidad. Defendants contended
 that Inocentes was
single when he died in 1941, before plaintiff’s birth. Defendants also denied that
plaintiff had
 lived with them, and claimed that the parcels of land described in the
complaint had been in their possession since the death of their father in 1940
and
that they had not given plaintiff a share in the produce of the land.

Patricio Trinidad and
 Anastacia Briones were the parents of three (3) children,
namely, Inocentes,
Lourdes and Felix. When Patricio died
in 1940, survived by the
above named children, he left four (4) parcels of
land, all situated at Barrio Tigayon,
Kalibo Aklan.

Arturio Trinidad, born on
July 21, 1943, claimed to be the legitimate son of the late
Inocentes Trinidad.

Arturio got married in 1966
 to Candelaria Gaspar, at the age of twenty three (23).
Sometime after the marriage, Arturio
 demanded from the defendants that the
above-mentioned parcels of land be
partitioned into three (3) equal shares and that
he be given the one-third
 (1/3) individual shares of his late father, but defendants
refused.

In order to
appreciate more clearly the evidence adduced by both parties, this Court
hereby
reproduces pertinent portions of the trial court’s decision:[13]

“EVIDENCE FOR THE PLAINTIFF:

Plaintiff presented as his first witness,
Jovita Gerardo, 77 years old, (at the time she testified in
1981) who is the
barangay captain of barrio Tigayon, Kalibo, Aklan, since 1972. She testified that
before being elected as
barrio captain she held the position of barrio council-woman for 4 years.
Also she was [a member of the] board of
 director[s] of the Parent-Teachers Association of
Tigayon, Kalibo, Aklan. That she knows the plaintiff because they
are neighbors and she knows
him from the time of his birth. She knows the father of the plaintiff as
Inocentes Trinidad and his
mother Felicidad Molato; both were already dead,
 Inocentes having died in 1944 and his wife



died very much later. Witness recalls plaintiff was born in 1943
in Barrio Tigayon, Kalibo, Aklan,
on July 21, 1943. At the time of the birth of the plaintiff, the house of the
witness was about 30
meters away from plaintiff’s parents[‘] house and she used
to go there 2 or 3 times a week. That
she knows both the defendants as they are also neighbors. That both Felix and Lourdes Trinidad
are the
uncle and aunt of Arturio because Inocentes Trinidad who is the father of the
plaintiff is
the brother of the defendants, Felix and Lourdes Trinidad. She testified she also knows that the
father
 of Inocentes, Felix and Lourdes[,] all surnamed Trinidad[,] was Patricio
Trinidad who is
already dead but left several parcels of land which are the 4
parcels subject of this litigation. That
she knows all these [parcels of] land because they are located in
Barrio Tigayon.

When asked about the adjoining
 owners or boundaries of the 4 parcels of land, witness
answered and mentioned
 the respective adjoining owners. That
 she knew these 4 parcels
belonged to Patricio Trinidad because said Patricio
Trinidad was a native also of Barrio Tigayon.
Said Patricio died before the [war] and after his death the land went to
his 3 children, namely:
Inocentes, Felix and Lourdes. Since then the land was never partitioned or divided among the 3
children of Patricio.

A picture, Exhibit A, was shown to
the witness for identification and she identified a woman in the
picture as the
defendant, Lourdes Trinidad. A man with
a hat holding a baby was identified by
her as Felix Trinidad, the defendant. The other woman in the picture was pointed
by the witness
as the wife of the plaintiff, Arturio Trinidad. When asked if Arturio Trinidad and Lourdes
Trinidad
and Felix Trinidad pointed to by her in the picture are the same
Arturio, Felix and Lourdes, who
are the plaintiff and the defendants in this
case, witness answered yes.

Another picture marked as Exhibit B
was presented to the witness for identification. She testified
the woman in this picture as Lourdes Trinidad. In said picture, Lourdes Trinidad was
holding a
child which witness identified as the child Arturio Trinidad. When
asked by the court when xxx
the picture [was] taken, counsel for the plaintiff
 answered, in 1966. When asked if
 Arturio
Trinidad was baptized, witness answered yes, as she had gone to the
 house of his parents.
Witness then
identified the certificate of baptism
marked as Exhibit C. The name Arturio
Trinidad
was marked as Exhibit C-1 and the name of Inocentes Trinidad and
Felicidad Molato as father
and mother respectively, were marked as Exhibit
C-2. The date of birth being July 21,
1943 was
also marked. The signature of
Monsignor Iturralde was also identified.

On cross-examination, witness
 testified that she [knew] the land in question very well as she
used to pass by
it always. It was located just near her
house but she cannot exactly tell the area
as she merely passes by it. When asked if she [knew] the photographer
who took the pictures
presented as Exhibit A and B, witness answered she does
not know as she was not present
during the picture taking. However, she can identify everybody in the
picture as she knows all of
them.

At this stage of the trial, Felix
Trinidad [died] without issue and he was survived by his only sister,
Lourdes
Trinidad, who is his co-defendant in this case.

Next witness for the plaintiff was
 ISABEL MEREN who was 72 years old and a widow. She
testified having known Inocentes Trinidad as the father of Arturio
Trinidad and that Inocentes,
Felix and Lourdes are brothers and sister and that
 their father was Patricio Trinidad who left
them 4 parcels of land. That she knew Inocentes Trinidad and
 Felicidad Molato who are the
parents of Arturio, the plaintiff, were married in
New Washington, Aklan, by a protestant pastor
by the name of Lauriano
Lajaylajay. That she knows Felicidad
Molato and Lourdes Trinidad very
well because as a farmer she also owns a
parcel of land [and] she used to invite Felicidad and
Lourdes to help her
 during planting and harvesting season. That she knows that during the
lifetime of Inocentes the three of them,
Inocentes, Felix and Lourdes possessed and usufructed



the 4 parcels they
inherited from their father, Patricio. That upon the death of Inocentes, Lourdes
Trinidad was in possession of
 the property without giving the widow of Inocentes any share of
the
produce. As Lourdes outlived her two
brothers, namely: Felix and Inocentes, she was the
one possessing and
usufructing the 4 parcels of land up to the present. The witness testified that
upon the death of Inocentes, Lourdes
 took Arturio and cared for him when he was still small,
about 3 years old,
until Arturio grew up and got married. That while Arturio was growing up, he
had also enjoyed the produce of
the land while he was being taken care of by Lourdes Trinidad.
That a misunderstanding later on arose when
Arturio Trinidad wanted to get his father’s share
but Lourdes Trinidad will not
give it to him.

Plaintiff, ARTURIO TRINIDAD,
himself, was presented as witness. He
testified that defendants,
Lourdes and Felix Trinidad, are his aunt and uncle,
they being the brother and sister of his father.
That the parents of his father and the defendants were Patricio
Trinidad and Anastacia Briones.
That
both his father, Inocentes Trinidad, and mother, Felicidad Molato, were already
dead having
died in Tigayon, his father having died in 1944 and his mother
about 25 years ago.

As proof that he is the son of
Inocentes Trinidad and Felicidad Molato, he showed a certificate of
baptism
which had been previously marked as Exhibit C. That his birth certificate was burned
during World War 2 but he has a
certificate of loss issued by the Civil Registrar of Kalibo, Aklan.

When he was 14 years old, the
defendants invited him to live with them being their nephew as
his mother was
already dead. Plaintiff’s mother died
when he was 13 years old. They treated him
well and provided for all his needs. He
lived with defendants for 5 years. At
the age of 19, he left
the house of the defendants and lived on his own. He got married at 23 to Candelaria Gaspar
and then they were invited by the defendants to live with them. So he and his wife and children
lived with
 the defendants. As proof that he and
his family lived with the defendants when the
latter invited him to live with
them, he presented a picture previously marked as Exhibit B where
there appears
his aunt, Lourdes Trinidad, carrying plaintiff’s daughter, his uncle and his
wife. In
short, it is a family picture
according to him. Another family
picture previously marked Exhibit A
shows his uncle, defendant Felix Trinidad,
 carrying plaintiff’s son. According to
 him, these 2
pictures were taken when he and his wife and children were living
with the defendants. That a
few years
 after having lived with them, the defendants made them vacate the house for he
requested for partition of the land to get his share. He moved out and looked for [a] lawyer to
handle his case. He testified there are 4 parcels of land in
controversy of which parcel 1 is an
upland.

Parcel 1 is 1,000 square meters,
 [has] 10 coconut trees and fruit bearing. The harvest is 100
coconuts every 4 months and the cost of coconuts is
P2.00 each. The boundaries are :
East-
Federico Inocencio; West-Teodulo Dionesio; North-Teodulo Dionesio; and
South-Bulalio Briones;
located at Tigayon.

Parcel 2 is an upland with an area
 of 500 square meters; it has only 1 coconut tree and 1
bamboo groove; also
 located in Tigayon, Kalibo, Aklan. Adjoining owners are : East-Ambrosio
Trinidad; North-Federico Inocencio;
West-Patricio Trinidad and South-Gregorio Briones.

Parcel 3 is about 12,000 square
 meters and 1/4 of that belongs to Patricio Trinidad, the
deceased father of the
defendants and Inocentes, the father of the plaintiff.

Parcel 4 is a riceland with an area
of 5,000 square meters. The harvest is
40 cavans two times a
years [sic]. Adjoining owners are: East-Gregorio Briones; West-Bulalio Briones;
South-Federico
Inocencio and North-Digna Carpio.

Parcel 1 is Lot No. 903.



Parcel 2 is Lot No. 864 of the
cadastral survey of Kalibo and only Lot 864-A with an area of 540
square meters
is the subject of litigation.

Parcel 3 is Lot No. 979 of the
cadastral survey of Kalibo covered by Tax Decl. No. 703310 with
reference to
one of the owners of the land, Patricio Trinidad married to Anastacia Briones,
one-
half share.

Parcel 4 is covered by Original
Certificate of Title No. 22502 RO-174 covering Lot No. 863 of the
cadastral
 survey of Kalibo. The title is in the
 name of Patricio Trinidad married to Anastacia
Briones.

Parcel 1 is covered by Tax Decl.
No. 11609 in the name of Patricio Trinidad while parcel 2 is
covered by Tax
Decl. No. 10626 in the name of Anastacia Briones and another Tax Declaration
No. 11637 for Parcel 3 in the name of Ambrosio Trinidad while Parcel 4 is
covered by Tax Decl.
No. 16378 in the name of Patricio Trinidad.

On cross-examination, plaintiff
 testified that during the lifetime of his mother they were getting
the share in
the produce of the land like coconuts, palay and corn. Plaintiff further testified that
his father
is Inocentes Trinidad and his mother was Felicidad Molato. They were married in New
Washington, Aklan,
 by a certain Atty. Lajaylajay. When
 asked if this Atty. Lajaylajay is a
municipal judge of New Washington, Aklan,
 plaintiff answered he does not know because he
was not yet born at that time. That he does not have the death certificate
of his father who died
in 1944 because it was wartime. That after the death of his father, he lived
with his mother and
when his mother died[,] he lived with his aunt and uncle,
the defendants in this case. That
during
the lifetime of his mother, it was his mother receiving the share of the
produce of the land. That
both
defendants, namely Lourdes and Felix Trinidad, are single and they have no
other nephews
and nieces. That
[petitioner’s] highest educational attainment is Grade 3.

EVIDENCE FOR THE
DEFENDANTS:

First witness for the
defendants was PEDRO BRIONES, 68 years old, unemployed
and a resident of
Nalook, Kalibo, Aklan. He testified having known the defendants,
Felix and
 Lourdes Trinidad. They being his first
 cousins because the mother of
Lourdes and Felix by the name of Anastacia
Briones and his father are sister and
brother. That he also knew Inocentes Trinidad being the brother of Felix and
Lourdes and he is already dead. According to the witness, Inocentes Trinidad [died]
in 1940 and at the
 time of his death Inocentes Trinidad was not married. That he
knew this fact because at the time of the death of
 Inocentes Trinidad he was then
residing with his aunt, “Nanay Taya”, referring
to Anastacia Briones who is mother of
the defendants, Felix and Lourdes
Trinidad, as well as Inocentes Trinidad. That at
the time of the death of Inocentes Trinidad, according to this
witness he stayed with
his aunt, Anastacia Trinidad, and with his children
before 1940 for only 3 months.
When
asked if he knew Inocentes Trinidad cohabited with anybody before his death,
he
answered, “That I do not know”, neither does he kn[o]w a person by the name of
Felicidad Molato. Furthermore, when
asked if he can recall if during the lifetime of
Inocentes Trinidad witness knew
of anybody with whom said Inocentes Trinidad had
lived as husband and wife,
 witness, Pedro Briones, answered that he could not
recall because he was then
in Manila working. That after the war,
he had gone back
to the house of his aunt, Anastacia, at Tigayon, Kalibo, as he
 always visit[s] her
every Sunday, however, he does not know the plaintiff,
Arturio Trinidad. When asked
if after
the death of Inocentes Trinidad, he knew anybody who has stayed with the
defendants
who claimed to be a son of Inocentes Trinidad, witness, Pedro Briones,
answered: “I do not know about that.”.


