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SECOND DIVISION

G.R. No. 221732, August 23, 2017

FERNANDO U. JUAN, Petitioner, v. ROBERTO U. JUAN (SUBSTITUTED BY HIS SON JEFFREY C. JUAN) AND

LAUNDROMATIC CORPORATION, Respondents. 

D E C I S I O N

PERALTA, J.:

For this Court's resolution is the Petition for Review on Certiorari under Rule 45 of the Rules of Court dated

January 25, 2016, of petitioner Fernando U. Juan that seeks to reverse and set aside the Decision1 dated May 7,

2015 and Resolution2 dated December 4, 2015 of the Court of Appeals (CA) dismissing his appeal for failure to

comply with the requirements of Section 13, Rule 44 and Section 1, Rule 50 of the Rules of Court.

The facts follow.

Respondent Roberto U. Juan claimed that he began using the name and mark "Lavandera Ko" in his laundry

business on July 4, 1994. He then opened his laundry store at No. 119 Alfaro St., Salcedo St., Makati City in 1995.

Thereafter, on March 17, 1997, the National Library issued to him a certificate of copyright over said name and

mark. Over the years, the laundry business expanded with numerous franchise outlets in Metro Manila and other

provinces. Respondent Roberto then formed a corporation to handle the said business, hence, Laundromatic

Corporation (Laundromatic) was incorporated in 1997, while "Lavandera Ko" was registered as a business name

on November 13, 1998 with the Department of Trade and Industry (DTI). Thereafter, respondent Roberto

discovered that his brother, petitioner Fernando was able to register the name and mark "Lavandera Ko" with the

Intellectual Property Office (IPO) on October 18, 2001, the registration of which was filed on June 5, 1995.

Respondent Roberto also alleged that a certain Juliano Nacino (Juliano) had been writing the franchisees of the

former threatening them with criminal and civil cases if they did not stop using the mark and name "Lavandera

Ko." It was found out by respondent Roberto that petitioner Fernando had been selling his own franchises.

Thus, respondent Roberto filed a petition for injunction, unfair competition, infringement of copyright, cancellation

of trademark and name with/and prayer for TRO and Preliminary Injunction with the Regional Trial Court (RTC)

and the case was raffled off at Branch 149, Makati City. The RTC issued a writ of preliminary injunction against

petitioner Fernando in Order dated June 10, 2004. On July 21, 2008, due to the death of respondent Roberto, the

latter was substituted by his son, Christian Juan (Christian). Pre-trial conference was concluded on July 13, 2010

and after the presentation of evidence of both parties, the RTC rendered a Resolution dated September 23, 2013,

dismissing the petition and ruling that neither of the parties had a right to the exclusive use or appropriation of
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the mark "Lavandera Ko" because the same was the original mark and work of a certain Santiago S. Suarez

(Santiago). According to the RTC, the mark in question was created by Suarez in 1942 in his musical composition

called, "Lavandera Ko" and both parties of the present case failed to prove that they were the originators of the

same mark. The dispositive portion of the RTC's resolution reads as follows:

WHEREFORE, premises considered, this court finds both the plaintiff-Roberto and defendant-Fernando

guilty of making misrepresentations before this court, done under oath, hence, the Amended Petition

and the Answer with their money claims prayed for therein are hereby DISMISSED.

Therefore, the Amended Petition and the Answer are hereby DISMISSED for no cause of action, hence,

the prayer for the issuance of a writ of injunction is hereby DENIED for utter lack of merit; and the

Writ of Preliminary Injunction issued on June 10, 2004 is hereby LIFTED AND SET ASIDE.

Finally, the National Library is hereby ordered to cancel the Certificate of Registration issued to Roberto

U. Juan on March 17, 1997 over the word "Lavandera Ko," under certificate no. 97-362. Moreover, the

Intellectual Property Office is also ordered to cancel Certificate of Registration No. 4-1995-102749,

Serial No. 100556, issued on October 18, 2001, covering the work LAVANDERA KO AND DESIGN, in

favor of Fernando U. Juan.

The two aforesaid government agencies are hereby requested to furnish this Court of the copy of their

cancellation.

Cost de oficio.

SO ORDERED.3

Herein petitioner elevated the case to the CA through a notice of appeal. In his appeal, petitioner contended that

a mark is different from a copyright and not interchangeable. Petitioner Fernando insisted that he is the owner of

the service mark in question as he was able to register the same with the IPO pursuant to Section 122 of R.A. No.

8293. Furthermore, petitioner Fernando argued that the RTC erred in giving credence to the article of information

it obtained from the internet stating that the Filipino folk song "Lavandera Ko" was a composition of Suarez in

1942 rather than the actual pieces of evidence presented by the parties. As such, according to petitioner, such

information acquired by the RTC is hearsay because no one was presented to testify on the veracity of such

article.

Respondent Roberto, on the other hand, contended that the appeal should be dismissed outright for raising purely

questions of law. He further raised as a ground for the dismissal of the appeal, the failure of the petitioner to cite

the page references to the record as required in Section 13, paragraphs (a), (c), (d) and (f) of Rule 44 of the

Rules of Court and petitioner's failure to provide a statement of facts. Respondent also argued that assuming that

the Appellant's Brief complied with the formal requirements of the Rules of Court, the RTC still did not err in

dismissing the petitioner's answer with counterclaim because he cannot be declared as the owner of "Lavandera

Ko," since there is prior use of said mark by another person.

The CA, in its Decision dated May 7, 2015, dismissed the petitioner's appeal based on technical grounds, thus:

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the instant appeal is DISMISSED for failure to comply with the

requirements of Section 13, Rule 44 and Section 1, Rule 50 of the Rules of Court.

SO ORDERED.4

Hence, the present petition after the denial of petitioner Fernando's motion for reconsideration. Petitioner

Fernando raises the following issues:

A.

WHETHER OR NOT THE DISMISSAL OF THE APPEAL BY THE COURT OF APPEALS ON PURELY

TECHNICAL GROUNDS WAS PROPER CONSIDERING THAT THE CASE BEFORE IT CAN BE RESOLVED

BASED ON THE BRIEF ITSELF.

B.

WHETHER OR NOT A MARK IS THE SAME AS A COPYRIGHT.

C.

WHETHER OR NOT FERNANDO U. JUAN IS THE OWNER OF THE MARK "LAVANDERA KO."

D.

WHETHER OR NOT AN INTERNET ARTICLE IS SUPERIOR THAN ACTUAL EVIDENCE SUBMITTED BY THE

PARTIES.5

According to petitioner Fernando, the CA should have considered that the rules are there to promote and not to

defeat justice, hence, it should have decided the case based on the merits and not dismiss the same based on a

mere technicality. The rest of the issues are similar to those that were raised in petitioner's appeal with the CA.

In his Comment6 dated April 22, 2016, respondent Roberto insists that the CA did not commit an error in

dismissing the appeal considering that the formal requirements violated by the petitioner in the Appellant's Brief

are basic, thus, inexcusable and that petitioner did not proffer any valid or substantive reason for his non-

compliance with the rules. He further argues that there was prior use of the mark "Lavandera Ko" by another,

hence, petitioner cannot be declared the owner of the said mark despite his subsequent registration with the IPO.

The petition is meritorious.

Rules of procedure must be used to achieve speedy and efficient administration of justice and not derail it.7

Technicality should not be allowed to stand in the way of equitably and completely resolving the rights and

obligations of the parties.8 It is, [thus] settled that liberal construction of the rules may be invoked in situations

where there may be some excusable formal deficiency or error in a pleading, provided that the same does not
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subvert the essence of the proceeding and it at least connotes a reasonable attempt at compliance with the

rules.9 In Aguam v. CA,10 this Court ruled that:

x x x Technicalities, however, must be avoided. The law abhors technicalities that impede the cause of

justice. The court's primary duty is to render or dispense justice. "A litigation is not a game of

technicalities." "Law suits, unlike duels, are not to be won by a rapier's thrust. Technicality, when it

deserts its proper office as an aid to justice and becomes its great hindrance and chief enemy,

deserves scant consideration from courts." Litigations must be decided on their merits and not on

technicality. Every party litigant must be afforded the amplest opportunity for the proper and just

determination of his cause, free from the unacceptable plea of technicalities. Thus, dismissal of appeals

purely on technical grounds is frowned upon where the policy of the court is to encourage hearings of

appeals on their merits and the rules of procedure ought not to be applied in a very rigid, technical

sense; rules of procedure are used only to help secure, not override substantial justice. It is a far

better and more prudent course of action for the court to excuse a technical lapse and afford the

parties a review of the case on appeal to attain the ends of justice rather than dispose of the case on

technicality and cause a grave injustice to the parties, giving a false impression of speedy disposal of

cases while actually resulting in more delay, if not a miscarriage of justice.

In this case, this Court finds that a liberal construction of the rules is needed due to the novelty of the issues

presented. Besides, petitioner had a reasonable attempt at complying with the rules. After all, the ends of justice

are better served when cases are determined on the merits, not on mere technicality.11

The RTC, in dismissing the petition, ruled that neither of the parties are entitled to use the trade name "Lavandera

Ko" because the copyright of "Lavandera Ko", a song composed in 1942 by Santiago S. Suarez belongs to the

latter. The following are the RTC's reasons for such ruling:

The resolution of this Court - NO ONE OF THE HEREIN PARTIES HAS THE RIGHT TO USE AND ENJOY

"LAVANDERA KO"!

Based on the date taken from the internet - References: CCP encyclopedia of Philippine art, vol. 6

http://www.himig.coin.ph (http://kahimyang.info / kauswagan/articles/1420/today - in - philippine -

history this information was gathered: "In 1948, Cecil Lloyd established the first Filipino owned record

company, the Philippine Recording System, which featured his rendition of Filipino folk songs among

them the "Lavandera ko" (1942) which is a composition of Santiago S. Suarez". Thus, the herein

parties had made misrepresentation before this court, to say the least, when they declared that they

had coined and created the subject mark and name. How can the herein parties have coined and

created the subject mark and work when these parties were not yet born; when the subject mark and

work had been created and used in 1942.

The heirs of Mr. Santiago S. Suarez are the rightful owners of subject mark and work - "Lavandera ko".

Therefore, the writ of injunction issued in the instant case was quite not proper, hence the same shall

be lifted and revoked. This is in consonance with the finding of this court of the origin of the subject

mark and work, e.g., a music composition of one Santiago S. Suarez in 1942.

Moreover, Section 171.1 of R.A. 8293 states: "Author" is the natural person who has created the

work." And, Section 172.1 of R.A. No. 8293 provides: Literary and artistic works, hereinafter referred

to as "works", are original intellectual creations in the literary and artistic domain protected from the

moment of their creation and shall include in particular:

(d) Letters;

(f) Musical compositions, with or without words;”

Thus, the subject mark and work was created by Mr. Santiago S. Suarez, hence, the subject mark and

work belong to him, alone.

The herein parties are just false claimants, done under oath before this court (paragraph 4 of Roberto's

affidavit, Exhibit A TRO, page 241, Vol. I and paragraph 2 of Fernando's affidavit, Exhibit 26 TRO, page

354, Vol. I), of the original work of Mr. Santiago S. Suarez created in 1942.

Furthermore, Section 21 of R.A. 8293 declares: "Patentable Inventions - any technical solution of a

problem in any field of human activity which is new, involves an inventive step and is industrially

applicable shall be patentable. It may be, or may relate to, a product, or process, or an improvement

of any of the foregoing." Thus, the herein subject mark and work can never be patented for the simple

reason that it is not an invention. It is a title of a music composition originated from the mind of Mr.

Santiago S. Suarez in 1942.

Thus, the proper and appropriate jurisprudence applicable to this instant case is the wisdom of the

High Court in the case of Pearl & Dean (Phil.), Incorporation v. Shoemart, Incorporated (G.R. No.

148222, August 15, 2003), the Supreme Court ruled: "The scope of a copyright is confined to literary

and artistic works which are original intellectual creations in the literary and artistic domain protected

from the moment of their creation." The Supreme Court concluded: "The description of the art in a

book, though entitled to the benefit of copyright, lays no foundation for an exclusive claim to the art

itself. The object of the one is explanation; the object of the other is use. The former may be secured

by copyright. The latter can only be secured, if it can be secured at all, by letters patent." (Pearl &

Dean v. Shoemart, supra., citing the case of Baker v. Selden, 101 U.S. 99; 1879 U.S. Lexis 1888; 25 L.

Ed. 841; 11 Otto 99, October, 1879 Term).

It is noted that the subject matter of Exhibit "5" (Annex 5) Of Fernando (IPO certificate of registration)

and Exhibit B of Roberto (Certificate of Copyright Registration) could not be considered as a literary

and artistic work emanating from the creative mind and/or hand of the herein parties for the simple

reason that the subject work was a creation of the mind of Mr. Santiago S. Suarez in 1942. Thus,

neither of the herein parties has an exclusive right over the subject work "Lavandera Ko" for the simple
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reason that herein parties were not the maker, creator or the original one who conceptualized it.

Section 171.1 defines the author as the natural person who has created the work. (R.A. No. 8293).

Therefore, it can be said here, then and now, that said registrations of the word "Lavandera Ko" by the

herein parties cannot be protected by the law, Republic Act No. 8293. Section 172.2 (R.A. No. 8293) is

quite crystal clear on this point, it declares: "Works are protected by the sole fact of their creation,

irrespective of their mode or form of expressions, as well as of their content, quality and purpose."

Herein parties were not the creators of the subject word. It was a creation of Santiago S. Suarez in

1942.

Finally, in the case of Wilson Ong Ching Kian Chuan v. Court of Appeals and Lorenzo Tan (G.R. No.

130360, August 15, 2001), the Supreme Court ruled: "A person to be entitled to a copyright must be

the original creator of the work. He must have created it by his own skill, labor and judgment without

directly copying or evasively imitating the work of another." Again, herein parties, both, miserably

failed to prove and establish on how they have created this alleged work before registering it with the

National Library and the Intellectual Property Office, hence their claim of ownership of the word

"Lavandera Ko" is not conclusive or herein parties are both great pretenders and imitators. Therefore,

it is hereby declared that registration with the IPO by Fernando is hereby cancelled, for one and many

others stated herein, because of the admission of Fernando that he coined the name from the lyrics of

a song popularized in the 1950's by singer Ruben Tagalog. Admission is admissible without need of

evidence. (Section 4, Rule 129 of the Revised Rules of Court).

Considering that herein parties had made misrepresentations before this court, hence, both the herein

parties came to this court with unclean hands. Thus, no damage could be awarded to anyone of the

herein parties.12

The above ruling is erroneous as it confused trade or business name with copyright.

The law on trademarks, service marks and trade names are found under Part III of Republic Act (R.A.) No. 8293,

or the Intellectual Code of the Philippines, while Part IV of the same law governs copyrights.

"Lavandera Ko," the mark in question in this case is being used as a trade name or specifically, a service name

since the business in which it pertains involves the rendering of laundry services. Under Section 121.1 of R.A. No.

8293, "mark" is defined as any visible sign capable of distinguishing the goods (trademark) or services (service

mark) of an enterprise and shall include a stamped or marked container of goods. As such, the basic contention of

the parties is, who has the better right to use "Lavandera Ko" as a service name because Section 165.213 of the

said law, guarantees the protection of trade names and business names even prior to or without registration,

against any unlawful act committed by third parties. A cause of action arises when the subsequent use of any

third party of such trade name or business name would likely mislead the public as such act is considered

unlawful. Hence, the RTC erred in denying the parties the proper determination as to who has the ultimate right to

use the said trade name by ruling that neither of them has the right or a cause of action since "Lavandera Ko" is

protected by a copyright.

By their very definitions, copyright and trade or service name are different. Copyright is the right of literary

property as recognized and sanctioned by positive law.14 An intangible, incorporeal right granted by statute to the

author or originator of certain literary or artistic productions, whereby he is invested, for a limited period, with the

sole and exclusive privilege of multiplying copies of the same and publishing and selling them.15 Trade name, on

the other hand, is any designation which (a) is adopted and used by person to denominate goods which he

markets, or services which he renders, or business which he conducts, or has come to be so used by other, and

(b) through its association with such goods, services or business, has acquired a special significance as the name

thereof, and (c) the use of which for the purpose stated in (a) is prohibited neither by legislative enactment nor by

otherwise defined public policy.16

Section 172.1 of R.A. 8293 enumerates the following original intellectual creations in the literary and artistic

domain that are protected from the moment of their creation, thus:

172.1 Literary and artistic works, hereinafter referred to as "works", are original intellectual creations

in the literary and artistic domain protected from the moment of their creation and shall include in

particular:

(a) Books, pamphlets, articles and other writings; 

(b) Periodicals and newspapers; 

(c) Lectures, sermons, addresses, dissertations prepared for oral delivery, whether or not

reduced in writing or other material form;  

(d) Letters;  

(e) Dramatic or dramatico-musical compositions; choreographic works or entertainment in

dumb shows;  

(f) Musical compositions, with or without words;  

(g) Works of drawing, painting, architecture, sculpture, engraving, lithography or other

works of art; models or designs for works of art;  

(h) Original ornamental designs or models for articles of manufacture, whether or not

registrable as an industrial design, and other works of applied art; 

(i) Illustrations, maps, plans, sketches, charts and three-dimensional works relative to

geography, topography, architecture or science; 

(j) Drawings or plastic works of a scientific or technical character; 

(k) Photographic works including works produced by a process analogous to photography;

lantern slides;  

(l) Audiovisual works and cinematographic works and works produced by a process

analogous to cinematography or any process for making audio-visual recordings; 

(m) Pictorial illustrations and advertisements; 

(n) Computer programs; and  

(o) Other literary, scholarly, scientific and artistic works.
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As such, "Lavandera Ko," being a musical composition with words is protected under the copyright law (Part IV,

R.A. No. 8293) and not under the trademarks, service marks and trade names law (Part III, R.A. No. 8293).

In connection therewith, the RTC's basis or source, an article appearing in a website,17 in ruling that the song

entitled "Lavandera Ko" is protected by a copyright, cannot be considered a subject of judicial notice that does not

need further authentication or verification. Judicial notice is the cognizance of certain facts that judges may

properly take and act on without proof because these facts are already known to them.18 Put differently, it is the

assumption by a court of a fact without need of further traditional evidentiary support. The principle is based on

convenience and expediency in securing and introducing evidence on matters which are not ordinarily capable of

dispute and are not bona fide disputed.19 In Spouses Latip v. Chua,20 this Court expounded on the nature of

judicial notice, thus:

Sections 1 and 2 of Rule 129 of the Rules of Court declare when the taking of judicial notice is

mandatory or discretionary on the courts, thus:

SECTION 1. Judicial notice, when mandatory. - A court shall take judicial notice, without the

introduction of evidence, of the existence and territorial extent of states, their political

history, forms of government and symbols of nationality, the law of nations, the admiralty

and maritime courts of the world and their seals, the political constitution and history of the

Philippines, the official acts of the legislative, executive and judicial departments of the

Philippines, the laws of nature, the measure of time, and the geographical divisions.

SEC. 2. Judicial notice, when discretionary. - A court may take judicial notice of matters

which are of public knowledge, or are capable of unquestionable demonstration or ought to

be known to judges because of their judicial functions.

On this point, State Prosecutors v. Muro is instructive:

I. The doctrine of judicial notice rests on the wisdom and discretion of the courts. The

power to take judicial notice is to be exercised by courts with caution; care must be taken

that the requisite notoriety exists; and every reasonable doubt on the subject should be

promptly resolved in the negative.

Generally speaking, matters of judicial notice have three material requisites: (1) the matter

must be one of common and general knowledge; (2) it must be well and authoritatively

settled and not doubtful or uncertain; and (3) it must be known to be within the limits of

the jurisdiction of the court. The principal guide in determining what facts may be assumed

to be judicially known is that of notoriety. Hence, it can be said that judicial notice is limited

to facts evidenced by public records and facts of general notoriety.

To say that a court will take judicial notice of a fact is merely another way of saying that the

usual form of evidence will be dispensed with if knowledge of the fact can be otherwise

acquired. This is because the court assumes that the matter is so notorious that it will not

be disputed. But judicial notice is not judicial knowledge. The mere personal knowledge of

the judge is not the judicial knowledge of the court, and he is not authorized to make his

individual knowledge of a fact, not generally or professionally known, the basis of his

action. Judicial cognizance is taken only of those matters which are "commonly" known.

Things of "common knowledge," of which courts take judicial notice, may be matters

coming to the knowledge of men generally in the course of the ordinary experiences of life,

or they may be matters which are generally accepted by mankind as true and are capable

of ready and unquestioned demonstration. Thus, facts which are universally known, and

which may be found in encyclopedias, dictionaries or other publications, are judicially

noticed, provided they are of such universal notoriety and so generally understood that

they may be regarded as forming part of the common knowledge of every person.

We reiterated the requisite of notoriety for the taking of judicial notice in the recent case of Expertravel

& Tours, Inc. v. Court of Appeals, which cited State Prosecutors:

Generally speaking, matters of judicial notice have three material requisites: (1) the matter

must be one of common and general knowledge; (2) it must be well and authoritatively

settled and not doubtful or uncertain; and (3) it must be known to be within the limits of

the jurisdiction of the court. The principal guide in determining what facts may be assumed

to be judicially known is that of notoriety. Hence, it can be said that judicial notice is limited

to facts evidenced by public records and facts of general notoriety. Moreover, a judicially

noticed fact must be one not subject to a reasonable dispute in that it is either: (1)

generally known within the territorial jurisdiction of the trial court; or (2) capable of

accurate and ready determination by resorting to sources whose accuracy cannot

reasonably be questionable.

Things of "common knowledge," of which courts take judicial notice, may be matters coming to the

knowledge of men generally in the course of the ordinary experiences of life, or they may be matters

which are generally accepted by mankind as true and are capable of ready and unquestioned

demonstration. Thus, facts which are universally known, and which may be found in encyclopedias,

dictionaries or other publications, are judicially noticed, provided, they are such of universal notoriety

and so generally understood that they may be regarded as forming part of the common knowledge of

every person. As the common knowledge of man ranges far and wide, a wide variety of particular facts

have been judicially noticed as being matters of common knowledge. But a court cannot take judicial

notice of any fact which, in part, is dependent on the existence or non-existence of a fact of which the

court has no constructive knowledge.

The article in the website cited by the RTC patently lacks a requisite for it to be of judicial notice to the court

because such article is not well and authoritatively settled and is doubtful or uncertain. It must be remembered
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that some articles appearing in the internet or on websites are easily edited and their sources are unverifiable,

thus, sole reliance on those articles is greatly discouraged.

Considering, therefore, the above premise, this Court deems it proper to remand the case to the RTC for its

proper disposition since this Court cannot, based on the records and some of the issues raised by both parties

such as the cancellation of petitioner's certificate of registration issued by the Intellectual Property Office, make a

factual determination as to who has the better right to use the trade/business/service name, "Lavandera Ko."

WHEREFORE, the Petition for Review on Certiorari under Rule 45 of the Rules of Court dated January 25, 2016,

of petitioner Fernando U. Juan is GRANTED. Consequently, the Decision dated May 7, 2015 and Resolution dated

December 4, 2015 of the Court of Appeals are REVERSED andSET ASIDE. This Court, however, ORDERS the

REMAND of this case to the RTC for its prompt disposition.

SO ORDERED.

Carpio, Acting C.J., (Chairperson), Perlas-Bernabe, and Reyes, JJ., concur. 

Caguioa, J., on leave.  

Endnotes:

1 Penned by Associate Justice Mariflor P. Punzalan Castillo, with the concurrence of Associate Justices
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4 Id. at 45.
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6 Id. at 90-106.
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2016.

8Zacarias Cometa, et al. v. CA, et al., 404 Phil. 107, 120 (2001), citing Casa Filipino Realty

Corporation v. Office of the the President, 311 Phil. 170, 181 (1995), citing Rapid Manpower

Consultants, Inc. v. NLRC, 268 Phil. 815, 821 (1990).
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committed by third parties. (b) In particular, any subsequent use of the trade name by a third party,

whether as a trade name or a mark or collective mark, or any such use of a similar trade name or

mark, likely to mislead the public, shall be deemed unlawful.

14 Black's Law Dictionary, Fifth Edition, (1979), p. 304.

15Id.

16Id. at 1339, citing Walters v. Building Maintenance Service, Inc., Tex.Civ.App., 291 S.W.2d 377, 382.

17 http://www.himig.com.ph (http://kahimyang.info/kauswagan/articles/1420/today-in-philippine-
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18Republic v. Sandiganbayan, et al., 678 Phil. 358, 425 (2011), citing Ricardo J. Francisco, 7 The
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SEDANO, DOING BUSINESS UNDER THE

NAME AND STYLE "LOLA TABA LOLO PATO

PALENGKE AT PALUTO SA SEASIDE,"

Respondent (THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF), VS.

PHILIPPINE NATIONAL CONSTRUCTION

CORPORATION, Respondent (THIRD-PARTY

DEFENDANT).

 

G.R. No. 222561, August 30, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. JONATHAN TICA Y EPANTO,

Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 187257, August 08, 2017 -

REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES,

REPRESENTED BY THE OFFICE OF THE

SOLICITOR GENERAL (OSG) AS THE

PEOPLE'S TRIBUNE, AND THE NATIONAL

POWER BOARD, Petitioners, v. HON. LUISITO

G. CORTEZ, PRESIDING JUDGE, REGIONAL

TRIAL COURT, BRANCH 84, QUEZON CITY,
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ABNER P. ELERIA, MELITO B. LUPANGCO,

NAPOCOR EMPLOYEES CONSOLIDATED

UNION (NECU), AND NAPOCOR EMPLOYEES

AND WORKERS UNION (NEWU),

Respondents.; G.R. No. 187776 - ROLANDO

G. ANDAYA, IN HIS CAPACITY AS SECRETARY

OF THE DEPARTMENT OF BUDGET AND

MANAGEMENT AND MEMBER OF THE BOARD

OF DIRECTORS OF THE NATIONAL POWER

CORPORATION, Petitioner, v. HON. LUISITO

G. CORTEZ, PRESIDING JUDGE, REGIONAL

TRIAL COURT, BRANCH 84, QUEZON CITY,

ABNER P. ELERIA, MELITO B. LUPANGCO,

NAPOCOR EMPLOYEES CONSOLIDATED

UNION AND NAPOCOR EMPLOYEES AND

WORKERS UNION, Respondents.

 

A.M. No. RTJ-10-2223 (Formerly A.M.

OCA IPI No. 08-3003-RTJ), August 30, 2017

- MS. FLORITA PALMA AND MS. FILIPINA

MERCADO, Complainants, v. JUDGE GEORGE

E. OMELIO, REGIONAL TRIAL COURT, BR. 14,

DAVAO CITY (THEN OF MUNICIPAL TRIAL

COURT IN CITIES, BR.4, DAVAO CITY),

JUDGE VIRGILIO G. MURCIA, MUNICIPAL

TRIAL COURT IN CITIES, BR. 2, AND CLERK

OF COURT MA. FLORIDA C. OMELIO,

MUNICIPAL TRIAL COURT IN CITIES, OFFICE

OF THE CLERK OF COURT, BOTH OF THE

ISLAND GARDEN CITY OF SAMAL,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 178379, August 22, 2017 -

CRISPIN S. FRONDOZO,* DANILO M. PEREZ,

JOSE A. ZAFRA, ARTURO B. VITO, CESAR S.

CRUZ, NAZARIO C. DELA CRUZ, AND

LUISITO R. DILOY, Petitioners, v. MANILA

ELECTRIC COMPANY, Respondent.

 

A.C. No. 11616 [Formerly CBD Case No.

08-2141], August 23, 2017 - LITO V.

BUENVIAJE, Complainant, v. ATTY. MELCHOR

G. MAGDAMO, Respondent.

 

A.C. No. 6980, August 30, 2017 - CESAR

O. STA. ANA, CRISTINA M. STA. ANA AND

ESTHER STA. ANA-SILVERIO, Complainants,

v. ATTY. ANTONIO JOSE F. CORTES,

Respondent.

 

A.C. No. 7253, August 29, 2017 - ATTY.

PLARIDEL C. NAVA II, Complainant, v.

PROSECUTOR OFELIA M. D. ARTUZ,*

Respondent.; A.M. No. MTJ-08-1717]

(FORMERLY OCA IPI NO. 07-1911-MTJ) -

ATTY. PLARIDEL C. NAVA II, Complainant, v.

JUDGE OFELIA M. D. ARTUZ, MUNICIPAL

TRIAL COURT IN CITIES OF ILOILO CITY,

BRANCH 5, Respondent.

 

A.C. No. 10253, August 22, 2017 -

RAFAEL PADILLA, Complainant, v. ATTY.

GLENN SAMSON, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 198146, August 08, 2017 -

POWER SECTOR ASSETS AND LIABILITIES

MANAGEMENT CORPORATION, Petitioner, v.

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 225442, August 08, 2017 -

SAMAHAN NG MGA PROGRESIBONG

KABATAAN (SPARK), JOANNE ROSE SACE

LIM, JOHN ARVIN NAVARRO BUENAAGUA,

RONEL BACCUTAN, MARK LEO DELOS REYES,

AND CLARISSA JOYCE VILLEGAS, MINOR,

FOR HERSELF AND AS REPRESENTED BY HER

FATHER, JULIAN VILLEGAS, JR., Petitioners,

v. QUEZON CITY, AS REPRESENTED BY
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MAYOR HERBERT BAUTISTA, CITY OF

MANILA, AS REPRESENTED BY MAYOR

JOSEPH ESTRADA, AND NAVOTAS CITY, AS

REPRESENTED BY MAYOR JOHN REY

TIANGCO, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 190004, August 08, 2017 - LAND

BANK OF THE PHILIPPINES, Petitioner, v.

EUGENIO DALAUTA, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 218911, August 23, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. LEONARDO SIAPNO, Accused-

Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 221732, August 23, 2017 -

FERNANDO U. JUAN, Petitioner, v. ROBERTO

U. JUAN (SUBSTITUTED BY HIS SON

JEFFREY C. JUAN) AND LAUNDROMATIC

CORPORATION, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 222821, August 09, 2017 -

NORTH GREENHILLS ASSOCIATION, INC.,

Petitioner, v. ATTY. NARCISO MORALES,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 227878, August 09, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. GERALDO SANTILLAN Y

VILLANUEVA AND EUGENE BORROMEO Y

NATIVIDAD, Accused-Appellants.

 

G.R. No. 211222, August 07, 2017 -

ALLAN S. CU, Petitioner, v. SMALL BUSINESS

GUARANTEE AND FINANCE CORPORATION

THROUGH MR. HECTOR M. OLMEDILLO,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 186329, August 02, 2017 - DR.

FRISCO M. MALABANAN, Petitioner, v.

SANDIGANBAYAN, Respondent.; G.R. Nos.

186584-86, August 2, 2017 - ABUSAMA

MANGUDADATU ALID, Petitioner, v. THE

HON. SANDIGANBAYAN - 1st DIVISION,

OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL PROSECUTOR,

HON. SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF

AGRICULTURE, Respondents.; G.R. No.

198598, August 2, 2017 - ABUSAMA M.

ALID, Petitioner, v. PEOPLE OF THE

PHILIPPINES, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 223366, August 01, 2017 -

NATIONAL TRANSMISSION CORPORATION,

Petitioner, v. OROVILLE DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 226679, August 15, 2017 -

SALVADOR ESTIPONA, JR. Y ASUELA,

Petitioner, v. HON. FRANK E. LOBRIGO,

PRESIDING JUDGE OF THE REGIONAL TRIAL

COURT, BRANCH 3, LEGAZPI CITY, ALBAY,

AND PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 219500, August 09, 2017 -

MAMERTO DY, Petitioner, v. MARIA LOURDES

ROSELL ALDEA, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 217965, August 08, 2017 -

CONFEDERATION OF COCONUT FARMERS

ORGANIZATIONS OF THE PHILIPPINES, INC.

(CCFOP), Petitioner, v. HIS EXCELLENCY

PRESIDENT BENIGNO SIMEON C. AQUINO

III, ACTING COMMISSIONER RICHARD

ROGER AMURAO OF THE PRESIDENTIAL

COMMISSION ON GOOD GOVERNMENT

(PCGG), CHAIRMAN CESAR L. VILLANUEVA

OF THE GOVERNANCE COMMISSION FOR
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GOCCS (GCG), AND SECRETARY LEILA M. DE

LIMA OF THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,

Respondents.

 

A.M. No. MTJ-17-1900 [Formerly OCA IPI

No. 13-2585-MTJ], August 09, 2017 - ARNEL

MENDOZA, Complainant, v. HON. MARCOS C.

DIASEN, JR., ACTING PRESIDING JUDGE,

METROPOLITAN TRIAL COURT, BR. 62,

MAKATI CITY, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 217764, August 07, 2017 -

ANTONIETA LUCIDO @ TONYAY, Petitioner, v.

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Respondent.

 

A.M. No. P-16-3424 [Formerly OCA I.P.I.

No. 11-3666-P], August 07, 2017 - GLORIA

SERDONCILLO, Complainant, v. SHERIFF

NESTOR M. LANZADERAS, REGIONAL TRIAL

COURT, BRANCH 37, GENERAL SANTOS CITY,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 199710, August 02, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. PO3 JULIETO BORJA, Accused-

Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 228248, August 09, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. ROMEO DE GUZMAN Y DE

CASTRO, Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 228894, August 07, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. JOHN PAUL CERALDE Y RAMOS,

Accused-Appellant.

 

A.C. No. 8903, August 30, 2017 -

EDIGARDO V. BONDOC, Complainant, v.

ATTY. OLIMPIO R. DATU, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 201665, August 30, 2017 -

EDISON (BATAAN) COGENERATION

CORPORATION, Petitioner, v. COMMISSIONER

OF INTERNAL REVENUE, Respondent.; G.R.

No. 201668, August 30, 2017 - REPUBLIC OF

THE PHILIPPINES, REPRESENTED BY THE

COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE,

Petitioner, v. EDISON (BATAAN)

COGENERATION CORPORATION,

Respondent.

 

A.C. No. 10245, August 16, 2017 -

ELIBENA A. CABILES, Complainant, v. ATTY.

LEANDRO S. CEDO, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 188144, August 30, 2017 - F.F.

CRUZ & COMPANY, INC., Petitioner, v.

PHILIPPINE IRON CONSTRUCTION AND

MARINE WORKS, INC., AND/OR ANCHOR

METALS CORP., Respondents.; G.R. NO.

188301 - PHILIPPINE IRON CONSTRUCTION

AND MARINE WORKS, INC., AND/OR

ANCHOR METALS CORP., Petitioners, v. F.F.

CRUZ & COMPANY, INC., Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 201806, August 14, 2017 -

NORTH SEA MARINE SERVICES

CORPORATION, MS. ROSALINDA CERDINA

AND/OR CARNIVAL CRUISE LINES,

Petitioners, v. SANTIAGO S. ENRIQUEZ,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 210209, August 09, 2017 -

CATHAY LAND, INC. AND CATHAY METAL

CORPORATION, Petitioners, v. AYALA LAND,

INC., AVIDA LAND CORPORATION AND

LAGUNA TECHNOPARK, INC., Respondents.
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G.R. No. 188027, August 09, 2017 -

SWIRE REALTY DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION, Petitioner, v. SPECIALTY

CONTRACTS GENERAL AND CONSTRUCTION

SERVICES, INC. AND JOSE JAVELLANA,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 195457, August 16, 2017 -

READ-RITE PHILIPPINES, INC., Petitioner, v.

GINA G. FRANCISCO, MAXIMINO H. REYES,

LUCIA E. MACHADO, IRENE G. ABANILLA,

EDNA L. GUAVES, ARLENE FRANCISCO,

JOSEPHINE V. TRINIDAD, MARILYN E.

AMPARO, SOLITA F. SANTOS, ELLEN T.

CASTILLO, ROSALIE VALDEABELLA, MARITA

E. RIVERA, JULITA M. MAGNO, MARCIA P.

DELA TORRE, ELENA ANGCAHAN, ESTER H.

REYES, CORAZON ARMADILLA, IRMA A.

PEREGRINO, DELFIN D. DUBAN, AMANCIA

PRADO, CECILIA D. NABUA, DANNY A.

CABUCOY, ELIZABETH R. REVELLAME,

ELVIRA R. MAGNO, GIERLYN R. MARASIGAN,

JOHN JOSEPH R. MAGNO, LODELYN P.

CASTILLO, JUSTINA TORTOSA, LENY M.

ZARENO, LOIDA E. ESTOMATA, MA. BASILIA

DE LA ROSA, MA. GRACIA DE GUZMAN, MA.

NENITA G. CASTILLO, MERCEDARIO A.

MARTINEZ, NORA M. PAVELON, PRECILLA D.

MAGBITANG, RAQUEL CABUCOY, REGAL M.

ALFARO, RIZA UMANDAP, ROSALITA R.

MANLUNAS, ROSEMARIE C. LEYVA,

ROSSANA M. YUMOL, SENETA SERENO,

VILMA R. MANALO, YOLANDA Y.

MANGAOANG, GLORIA BARSOLASCO AND

NENA M. REYES, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 211004, August 23, 2017 -

QUEEN ERRIKA L. SADDI, Petitioner, v.

MARICRIS RENOMERON, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 223592, August 07, 2017 -

EQUITABLE INSURANCE CORPORATION,

Petitioner, v. TRANSMODAL INTERNATIONAL,

INC., Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 221857, August 16, 2017 -

JESUS O. TYPOCO, JR., Petitioner, v. PEOPLE

OF THE PHILIPPINES, Respondent.; G.R. No.

222020 - NOEL D. REYES, Petitioner, v.

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 223731, August 30, 2017 -

ROBELITO MALINIS TALAROC, Petitioner, v.

ARPAPHIL SHIPPING CORPORATION,

EPIDAURUS S.A., AND/OR NATIVIDAD

PAPPAS, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 224204, August 30, 2017 -

PHILIPPINE VETERANS BANK, Petitioner, v.

SPOUSES RAMON AND ANNABELLE SABADO,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 224225, August 14, 2017 -

NORMA I. BARING, Petitioner, v. ELENA LOAN

AND CREDIT COMPANY, INC., Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 211845, August 09, 2017 - PEN

DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION AND LAS

BRISAS RESORT CORPORATION, Petitioners,

v. MARTINEZ LEYBA, INC., Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 215454, August 09, 2017 -

HEIRS OF SPOUSES CORAZON P. DE

GUZMAN AND FORTUNATO DE GUZMAN,

REPRESENTED BY JENIE JANE DE GUZMAN-

CARPIO, Petitioners, v. HEIRS OF
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MARCELIANO BANDONG, REPRESENTED BY

REGINA Z. BANDONG, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 201478, August 23, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. PAROK LUMUDAG Y RACMAN @

AKMAD, Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 210669, August 01, 2017 - HI-

LON MANUFACTURING, INC., Petitioner, v.

COMMISSION ON AUDIT, Respondent.

 

A.C. No. 8574, August 16, 2017 -

CARMELO IRINGAN, Complainant, v. ATTY.

CLAYTON B. GUMANGAN, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 196342, August 08, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Petitioner, v.

NOEL GO CAOILI ALIAS "BOY TAGALOG",

Respondent.; G.R. No. 196848, August 8,

2017 - NOEL GO CAOILI, Petitioner, v.

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 230696, August 30, 2017 -

WILLIAM R. WENCESLAO, VIVENCIO B.

RODRIGO, JR., NOEL N. DAMIASAN,

VIRGILIO B. CRISTOBAL, JEMYLITO M.

APIAG, JOVENAL P. ATAG, ARNULFO S.

DASCO, CARLITO E. INFANTE, ALFREDO T.

VISAYA, JAMES M. REAL, RENATO A.

GUINGUE, ZACARIAS G. TALABOC, JR.,

GEORGE N. TAGUIAM, RANDY D.

ABRENCILLO, MELECIO B. QUINIMON,

CESAR B. JARANILLA, RIZALDE R. BARILE,

HERICO A. BUENAVENTE, JERSON A. TATOY,

MICHAEL L. CASIANO, FELIX M. DINIAY,

PEDRO DELA CRUZ, JR., JHOSEL BOY G.

ABAYON, AUGUSTO L. OCENAR, MARIO M.

FUNELAS, AND AVELINO T. QUIÑONES,

Petitioners, v. MAKATI DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION, DANTE ABANDO AND COURT

OF APPEALS, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 227734, August 09, 2017 -

ROMEO ALBA, Petitioner, v. CONRADO G.

ESPINOSA, ET AL., Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 208471, August 02, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. ERNESTO SAGANA Y DE

GUZMAN, Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 207396, August 09, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. DELIA SAUNAR, Accused-

Appellant.

 

OCA IPI No. 10-3423-P, August 22, 2017 -

JUDGE RAMON V. EFONDO, MUNICIPAL

TRIAL COURT OF GOA, CAMARINES SUR,

Complainant, v. EDEN D. FAVORITO, CLERK

OF COURT II, MUNICIPAL TRIAL COURT,

GOA, CAMARINES SUR, Respondent.; A.M.

No. P-11-2889 [FORMERLY OCA IPI No. 10-

10-117-MTC FINANCIAL AUDIT CONDUCTED

IN THE MTC OF GOA, CAMARINES SUR] -

OFFICE OF THE COURT ADMINISTRATOR,

Complainant, v. EDEN D. FAVORITO, CLERK

OF COURT II, MUNICIPAL TRIAL COURT,

GOA, CAMARINES SUR, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 197297, August 02, 2017 -

REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES, Petitioner, v.

SPOUSES DANILO GO AND AMORLINA GO,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 185420, August 29, 2017 -

LANAO DEL NORTE ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE,
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INC., AS REPRESENTED BY ITS GENERAL

MANAGER ENGR. RESNOL C. TORRES,

Petitioner, v. PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT OF

LANAO DEL NORTE, AS REPRESENTED BY

ITS GOVERNOR HON. MOHAMAD KHALID Q.

DIMAPORO AND ITS PROVINCIAL

TREASURER, MILDRED J. HINGCO,

PROVINCIAL ASSESSOR, NATIONAL

ELECTRIFICATION ADMINISTRATION (NEA),

AS REPRESENTED BY ITS ADMINISTRATOR

HON. EDITA S. BUENO, POWER SECTOR

ASSETS AND LIABILITIES MANAGEMENT

(PSALM), AS REPRESENTED BY ITS

PRESIDENT AND CEO HON. JOSE C.

IBAZETA, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (DOE),

AS REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY HON.

ANGELO T. REYES, THE COMMISSION ON

AUDIT (COA), AS REPRESENTED BY ITS

CHAIRMAN HON. REYNALDO A. VILLAR,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 224631, August 23, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. RUPERTO RUBILLAR, JR. Y

GABERON, Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 221991, August 30, 2017 -

JOSELITO PERALTA Y ZARENO, Petitioner, v.

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 222430, August 30, 2017 -

TRANSGLOBAL MARITIME AGENCY, INC.,

GOODWOOD SHIPMANAGEMENT PTE., LTD.

AND/OR MICHAEL ESTANIEL, Petitioners, v.

VICENTE D. CHUA, JR., Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 180447, August 23, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. FERNANDO GERONIMO Y

AGUSTINE, ALIAS "NANDING BAKULAW",

Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 193625, August 30, 2017 -

AICHI FORGING COMPANY OF ASIA, INC.,

Petitioner, v. COURT OF TAX APPEALS - EN

BANC AND COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL

REVENUE, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 191615, August 02, 2017 -

VICTORIA P. CABRAL, Petitioner, v. HEIRS OF

FLORENCIO ADOLFO AND HEIRS OF ELIAS

POLICARPIO, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 218592, August 02, 2017 -

CHRISTOPHER FIANZA A.K.A. "TOPEL,"

Petitioner, v. PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 185894, August 30, 2017 - BELO

MEDICAL GROUP, INC., Petitioner, v. JOSE L.

SANTOS AND VICTORIA G. BELO,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 197654, August 30, 2017 -

MERCURY DRUG CORPORATION AND

ROLANDO J. DEL ROSARIO, Petitioners, v.

SPOUSES RICHARD Y. HUANG & CARMEN G.

HUANG, AND STEPHEN G. HUANG,

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 205483, August 23, 2017 -

MARIO MAGAT, SR., MARIO S. MAGAT, JR.

MARIO S. MAGAT, III, MA. MARGARITA M.

ESTAVILLA, MA. MARJORIE S. MAGAT, ALL

SUBSTITUTE PARTIES AND HEIRS OF THE

DECEASED PARTY, JULIANA S. MAGAT,

Petitioners, v. TANTRADE CORPORATION AND

PABLO S. BORJA, JR., Respondents.
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G.R. No. 180745, August 30, 2017 -

ALBERTA DE JOYA IGLESIAS, Petitioner, v.

THE OFFICE OF THE OMBUDSMAN, GEORGE

M. JEREOS, ROBERTO G. GEOTINA, JUAN T.

TAN, KRISTINE MORALES, AND ALBERTO

LINA, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 205638, August 23, 2017 - DEE

HWA LIONG FOUNDATION MEDICAL CENTER

AND ANTHONY DEE, Petitioners, v. ASIAMED

SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT CORPORATION,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 203943, August 30, 2017 -

MAGSAYSAY MARITIME

CORPORATION/EDUARDO MANESE AND

PRINCESS CRUISE LINES, LTD., Petitioners,

v. CYNTHIA DE JESUS, Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 202364, August 30, 2017 -

ARTURO C. CALUBAD, Petitioner, v.

RICARCEN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION,

Respondent.

 

G.R. No. 199107, August 30, 2017 -

ALFONSO SINGSON CORTAL, JUANITO

SINGSON CORTAL, NENITA CODILLA,

GENEROSO PEPITO LONGAKIT, PONCIANA

BATOON, AND GREGORIA SABROSO,

Petitioners, v. INAKI A. LARRAZABAL

ENTERPRISES, REPRESENTED BY INAKI P.

LARRAZABAL, JR., THE HONORABLE

REGIONAL DIRECTOR, REGIONAL OFFICE

NO. VIII, TACLOBAN CITY AND THE

HONORABLE SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF

AGRARIAN REFORM, QUEZON CITY IN HIS

CAPACITY AS CHAIRMAN OF THE

DEPARTMENT OF AGRARIAN REFORM

ADJUDICATION BOARD (DARAB),

Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 208314, August 23, 2017 -

ANTONIO B. MANANSALA, Petitioner, v.

MARLOW NAVIGATION PHILS., INC./MARLOW

NAVIGATION CO. LTD./CYPRUS, AND/OR

EILEEN MORALES, Respondents.

 

G.R. No. 214771, August 09, 2017 -

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, Plaintiff-

Appellee, v. RUBEN "ROBIN" BONGBONGA Y

NALOS, Accused-Appellant.

 

G.R. No. 196564, August 07, 2017 -

GOVERNMENT SERVICE INSURANCE SYSTEM

(GSIS), Petitioner, v. ALBERT M. VELASCO,

Respondent.
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