
Sirs/Mesdames: 

REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES 
SUPREME COURT 

Manila 

SECOND DIVISION 

NOTICE 

Please take notice that the Court, Second Division, issued a Resolution 
dated 23 March 2022 which reads as follows: 

"lJDK 17301. (Teresita C. Aron, Petitione,~ v. Ildefonsa G. Jimenez, 
substituted by Maria Teresita Jimenez Bitoy, Respondent). - This resolves 
the Petition for Review on Certiorari (Petition) 1 fi led by petitioner Teresita 
C. Aron (petitioner), seeking to reverse and set aside the Decision2 dated 17 
March 2_Q20 ·and Resolution3 dated 29 July 2021 of the Court of Appeals 
(CA) in CA-G.R. CV. No. 04198. 

After a judicious review of the case, the Court resolves to DENY the 
Petition and AFFLRM WITH MODIFICATION the Decision dated 17 
March 2020 and Resolution dated 29 July 2021 of the CA in CA-G.R. CV. 
No. 04198. The CA correctly ruled that Branch 4 7 of the Regional Trial 
C0u1i ofTagbilaran City, Bohol (RTC) did not commit any revers_ible error 
in ruling in favor of respondent lldefonsa G. Jimenez, substituted by Maria 
Teresita Jimcoez 13itoy. 

As a preliminary matter, the Comi notes that the Postal Money Orders 
(PMOs) attached to the petition had become stale, albeit without petitioner's 
fau lt.4 The "Pl'v1Os' lapsed validity was due to the delay in the mails. Hence, 
this would not prejudice petitioner. · 

-Mon:x)ver, the ·records reveal that petitioner failed to comply with 
A.M. No: 10-3-7-SC.5 Petitioner did not submit a compact disc or a soft 
copy of the petition, and a verified declaration that the petition and annexes 

1 Rollo, pp. 3- l Ci. · 
Id at 20-33; pe;,1~e<l by Associate :Justice Carlito R. Calpatura and conr:11rred in by Associate Justices 
Gabriel T. Ingles and Alfredo 0. Ampuan of the Special Eighteenth ( 1 S'") Di·,ision, Court of Appeals. 
Cebu City. . 
Id. at I 7-19; penned by CA Associate Just:ce Gabriel T. Ingles and cocnurrcd in by Associate Justices 

-Dorothy P .. Mcmlejo-Gonzaga-and Bautista G. rmvi11 .. .Ir. or the Special rorn1er S~1ecial Eighleenth ( 18'") 
Division, Court of Appeals, Cebu City. 

4 Id. at 1. 
· Entilled "Guidelines on Submission and Processing of Soft Copies of Supreme Court-Bound Papers 

Pursuant to the Efficient Use of Paper Rule,'" 10 September 20 13. 
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submitted electronically are complete, and true copies of the printed 
document and annexes with the Court.6 Nonetheless, these are not grounds 
for the denial of the petition. 

We deny the petition there being no substantial issues raised. 
Petitioner failed to show that the CA committed any reversible error in the 
assailed Decision and Resolution. 

As to the requirenient of barangay conc1liR.tion, the CA correctly ruled 
that this case falls within the exceptions where direct resort to the courts is 
allowed.7 Respondent's complaint was coupled with a prayer for the 
issuance of a writ of preliminary attachment. 8 Hence, it falls among the 
exceptions to the rule requiring referral to barangay conciliation.9 

On the alleged extinguishment of petitioner 's loan obligation to 
respondent, whether payment was indeed made is a question of fact best 
determined by the trial court. 10 Petitioner failed to advance any reason 
warranting factual review. In any case, the CA correctly ruled that the 
handwritten ·receipts are inadmissible in evidence and deserve no evidentiary 
weight because they were authenticated private documents. 11 

Moreover, petitioner mentions evidence supposedly showing the 
payments she made, as well as admissions by respondent's .witness that the 
signatures on the receipts appear similar to those of respondent. I2 However, 
she failed to attach the receipts and transcripts alluded to. As required under 
Section 4 ( d), Rule 45 of the Rules of Court, petitioner should have attached 
"such ~11aterial portions of the record as . would support the petition." 
Petitioner's failure to comply with this requirement is a sufficient ground for 
the dismissal of the petition. 13 · ·· · · 

Lastly, except for her bare assertions, petitioner failed to adduce proof 
of duress or coercion in the execution of the Deed of Real Estate Mortgage. 
Absent .-any cogent reason to the contrary, the · Comi shall defer to the 
un.iform factual findings of the RTC and the CA, especially their assessment 
that petitioner's testimony on this point is not ·credible and contrary to 

0 Id., Secs. l and 7. 
7 LOC1\L Govr:1iNMENT CoDr:, Sec. 41 '2; Racpan v. Barroga-Haigh, 832 Phil. I 044 (2018), G.R. No. 

234499, 06 June 2018 [Per .I. Velasco, Jr.l. 
8 Roilo, p. 30. 
9 Racpan v. Barroga-1-laigh, supra note 7. 
10 A111ericc111 /-tome Assurance Co. 1c (.'.Ima, 368 Phil .. 555 ( 1999), G.R. No. !)0421, 28 June 1999 [Per J . 

. Davide, Jr.J. 
11 RULES ciF Crn IRT, Sec. 20, Ru le 132. 
1" Rollo, pp. 9-1 U. • 
1.1 RULES OF COURT, Sec. 5, Rule 45. 
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common experience. 14 

Considering the foregoing, We affirm the CA. Nonetheless, the 
monetary awards should be modified to conform with prevailing 
jurisprudence and to avoid fu1iher litigation on the matter. The peso 
equivalent of the loaned USD6,500.00 should be computed based on the 
exchange rate prevailing at the time of payq1ent. 15 

In keeping with Nacar v. Gallery Frames, 16 the award of interest 
should also be modified as fo llows: ( l) the amounts of USD6,500.00 and 
? 50,000.00 shall earn interest at the rate of twelve percent (12%) per annum 
from the date of default until 30 June 20 13, and six percent (6%) per annum 
from O 1 July 2013 until fully paid; and (2) the total monetary award shall 
earn interest at the rate of six percent (6%) per annum fr01~. finality of this 
Resolution unti l fu ll payment. 

As the records do not show the precise date of petitioner 's default, the 
RTC, in computing· the judgment award, is directed to determine when the 
first demand, extrajudicial or otherwise, was made. For purposes of 
computing compensatory interest, the trial court should determine the date of 
the first e·xtrajudicial demand, if any. ln the absence of which, interest should 
be reckoned.from the date of judicial demand.17 

. . ... ~ 

The award of P2,900.00 representing reimbursement of expenses 
incurred in obtaining an order for written interrogatories shall no longer be 
disturbed, as the same was not assailed in this petition. 

· WHEREFORE, the-Petition fof Review on Certiorari is DENIED. 
The Decision dated 17 March 2020 and Resolution dated 29 July 2021 of the 
Court . of Appeals in CA-G.R . CV. No. 04198 are AFFIRMED WITH 
MODIFICATION, iri that petitioner is ordered to pay respondent: 

( I ) The equivalent of USD6,500.00 in Philippine peso at the time of 
payment and ? 50,000.00, representing petitioner's obligation to 
respondent with legal interest at twelve percent (1 2%) per annum 

·---· . ·- -. -- . 
14 See flank of t/1e PhiliJ!JJine Islands v. !i4e11doza0 807 Phil. 640 (20 17), G.R. No. I 98799, 20 March 20 I 7 

[Per J. Perias-Rerni>.be l. . 
I) Republic .Act Nb.· 3 l 83. "/\1i /\.ct Repealing Republic Ad Nurnbered Five Hundred Twenty-Nine as 

A1m:nded. Entitled An Act to Assure rhe Uniform Value of Philippine Coin and Currency," approved on 
11 .lune I 996; Jerzon Manpower and Trading, Inc. i: Nata. G.R. No. 2302 11. 06 October 2021 [Per J. 
Gesmundo]; CF. Sharp & Co .. inc. v. Nnrthwe.1·1 Airlines, lnr:., 43 1 Phil. 11 (2002), G.R. No. 133498, 
18 April ~002 fPer J. Ynares-Santiago]. . 

16 716 Phil. 2"67 (20 13), G.R. No. 189871, 13 Augusi 2013 [Per f. Peralta]. 
17 Nacarv Ga!leryF,·amcs, 7 16 1,hil. 267 ('.2013), G.R. No. 189871, 13 August20l3 [PerJ. Peralta]. 
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from the date of default until 30 June 2013, and six percent (6%) per 
· annum from 01 July 2013 until fully paid; and 

(2) P2,900 .00, repre.senting re imbursement of expenses incurred by 
respondent in obtaining an order for written interrogatories; and 

(3) Legal interest of six percent (6%) per annum on the total monetary 
aw_ard from finality of th is Resolution until fo lly paid. 

Moreover, Branch 4 7 of the Regional Trial Court of Tagbilaran City, 
Bohol (RTC) is directed to determine the precise date of petitioner's default. 

The Court, likewise, NOTES the manifestation dated 25 October 
2021 of counsel for petitioner, submitting the Decision dated 11 July 2021 
and Order dated 23 August 2011 of the RTC. 

SO ORl!llERED.'' (SAJ E. M. Perlas,.Bernabe, on Official Leave; J. 
Hernando," as Acting Chairperson per- S.o:· 2882 dated 17 l'vfarch 2022.) 

*TIN AM PAY LEGAL CLINIC (reg) 
Counsel for Petitioner 
10 C. Gallares St., City ofTagbilaran 
Bohol 

*UCA. T LAW OFFICE (reg) 
Counsel for Respondent 
0027 Torero Private Road, Cogon Dist. 
6300, Tagbilaran City, Bohol 

*MARJA TERESITA JIMENEZ BITOY (reg) 
Respondent 
O 158 C. Pu tong St. comer J. Remolador, St. 
Poblacion II , 6300 Tagbilaran City 
Bohol 

HON. PRESIDING JUDGE (reg) 
Regional Trial Court, Branch 47 
Tagbilaran City, Bohol 
(Civil Case No. 7738) 
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By authority of the Court: 

~ 

UINOTUAZON 
erk of Court Op~ 1 

31 MAY 2022 

JUDGMENT DIVISION (x) 
Supreme Court, Manila 

PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE (x) 
LIBRARY SERVICES (x) 
[For uploading pursuant to A.M. No. 12-7-SC] 

OFFICE OF THE CHI EF ATTORNEY (x) 
OFFICE OF THE REPORTER (x) 
PHILIPPINE JUDICIAL ACADEMY (x) 
Supreme Court, Manila 

COURT OF APPEALS (x) 
Ma. Orosa Street 
Ennita, 1000 Manila 
CA-G.R. CV No. 04198 

*with copy of CA Decis ion dated 17 March 2020 
and Resolution dated 29 July 2021 
Please notify the Court of any change i11 your address. 
UDK-1730 1. 03/23/2022(5 & 60)URES 


