
COMMENT

THE JURISTIC THINKING OF JUSTICE JOSE B. L REYES

Early in 1954, a metropolitan newspaper editorialized:

T7e man Pmident Magmaysay appointed to the presidency of the Court of Appeal
is one of the mo.t learned men in the country. He ts Joe* Banedicto Luna Rayes, whoe
Intelligence and wisdom. profound as theme are. are matched by a great humility. He Is.
tberefowa. a happy choice for a poation which should never have been made a political

"Under him. the Court of App&sU will once aain be the institution that It was in-
tended to be. Enjoying as be dos the respect of his colleagues. Justice Reys no doubt
will succeed in establishing harmony in the Court without In any way Impairing the Indiv4-

du]Jity of his brethren. This. we believe. is necessary In a Court which is Inferior only
to the Hig TribunaL

"We take this occasion to congratulate Justice Rays and to express the thought that
kis appointment Is a rare instance in which the man honors the Job. not otherwise." I

Thus they wrote of Jose B. L. Reyes, currently Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court of the Philippines---a man whose life has been a dedication to
law and Justice, whose name commands deep respect from his colleagues in the
legal profession, and whose conduct is a model of Judicial decorum.

BIoGRAPnicAL SKETcH

Justice J. B. L. Reyes 2 was born in Manila on August 19, 1902. His
brilliance which was to Illumine the Judiciary shone early in his life. In 1917,
he graduated with the degree of Bachelor of Arts, magna cur Lauds, from the
Atenoo de Manila. He transferred to the University of the Philippines, where,
at the age of twenty, he received his Bachelor of Law degree. The next year,
he took the bar examinations where he copped the sixth place. After being ad-
witted to the Philippine Bar, Attorney Reyes practiced law with the firm of
legal luminaries' Paredes, Buencamino and Yulo.

Justice Reyes' thirst for knowledge has always been insatiable. He spent
two years at the Universidad Central de Madrid taking up special courses in
civil law, this subject being his principal legal interest. In 1936, he finished
his Master of Laws at the University of Santo Tomas. The next year, the
degree of Doctor of Civil Law was conferred upon him by the same Pontifical
University. In the meantime, he was also continuously learning law by teach-
ing it. He has been a professor of law at the University of the Philippines, the
Atenco de Manila, and the Far Eastern University. At present, he is teaching
law at the Manuel L. Quezon Educational Institute, a school where he is also
a member of the Board of Trustees.

Recognition of the extraordinary legal talents of Justice Reyes came from
no less than four Presidents of the Philippines. In 1940, the late President
Manuel L. Quezon appointed the then Attorney Reycs as First Assistant Soli-
citor General in the Bureau of Justice. This was the opportunity he was wait-
ing for; this was the appointment which may, as it has, start him well on the
way towgrds the highest tribunals of the land, positions where his Judicial frame

'.J. B. L." ( d4gerie.,). Manila Chronle,. Feb. 15. 1954. p. 4.
OJustti RHays ex.zplain.s that hL. name is tze resuit of a conipromise: Jose is the name of his

mastrnal grandfather; Drniedicto. of hLs pater-nal grandfather; and LuLs, his real Christian namre.
He is pleased about it because the initials **J. B. L.- by which be is commonly referred to
ditinguish him fr the grest m~a.e of Rayeses.
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of mind would find their fullest expression. He held this position through the
turbulent period of Japanese occupation. After liberation, upon the reorrnniza-
tion of the Court of Appeals, the late President Manuel A. Roxas appointed
him as one of the Associate Justices. Added recognition came, when in 1948,
forme- President Elpidio Quirino nominated Justice Reyes, an outstanding author-
ity in International Law, for membership in the International Court of Justice.
In February, 1954, President Ramon Magsaysay, in an appointment which was
widely hailed in legal circles, named him Presiding Justice of the Court of
Appeals. The Court of Appeals however was not going to feel his steadv sutd-
ing hand for long. On June 30. 1954, Justice Jose B. L. Reyes reached what is
now the peak of his career-the position of Associate Justice of the Supreme
Court of the Philippinen.

The routine of Justice Reyes' life as a member of the Supreme Court is a
highly stable and pleasant one. He works steadily and energetically at cases
before the Court.' He Is extremely well read, a fact which is the inevitable
result of his idea that relaxation is only a matter of change in mental activity.
His extensive readings vary from legal literature to the latest books on political
science, geopolitics and political economy to Spanish literature and poetry. His
hobbies, which are photogRahy and hand-writing study, while constituting his
only leisure, serve as further outlets for his analytical and penetrating mind.
While clubs and sports do not interest him, he nevertheless was one of the organi-
zers and is a very active member of the Philippine Civil Liberties Union, an
activity which fits perfectly into his crusading spirit for civil liberties.

FORM AND SUMffANCZ

That "scholarship is a virtue" and "knowledge is power" are commonly
accepted aphorisms. Yet these concepts would remain worthless and would even
be suspect, unless they are channelled into a scheme which would benefit so-
ciety by regulating the inter-play of social and economic forces in the community.
Justice Reyes' chosen scheme is the field of law and Justice. To him, law is
a dynamic force-a force for infinite goodness; Justice Is the balancing of in-
terests to secure harmonious co-existence of individuals within the social frame-
work.

Under the realistic school of jurisprudence, laws are not prescribed and ad-
ministered for their own sake, but rather as a means to attain social ends.
Courts view statutes "not in isolation or in vacuo, as pronouncements of ab-
stract principles for the guidance of an ideal community, but in the setting
and framework of present-day conditions."' It in in the same context that
Justice Reyes looks at our law. He considers the erroneous Idea that law is an
end in itself as the result of semantical confusion.

The breadth as well as the depth of J. B. L. Reyes' legal scholarship can
easily be felt as one reads his numerous legal writings. The researcher is par-
ticularly impressed by the endless stream of logical, common-sensical, down-to-
earth thoughts and ideas which smoothly flow to clarify doubts and to bring
order to confusion. The pattern is almost always the aamo-an intelligent and
diligent appraisal of the factual situation (more especially in criminal case),
an incursion into the relevant contentions of the adverse parties, and an exam-

$ In the year 195S. Justlc Raya. penned " decbk the 0d hbbext Lu the Bupreme
Court for that ro.r. Justice BLautLta Anguo i. the top not.ehw with 72 demsioas to hk cz1t.

'CnDowo. h. LAW AXD LJTATU* ANlD 0Tnmm E*ATz ANDu A.zam 75 (l1).
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ination of law and jurisprudence involved so that the ideal of justice and fair-
play may be satisfied.

Justice Reyes has the knack of presenting the most complex problems in
clear, fluid, easy to understand language. His style is simple without being
dull, thorough without being prolix. He has none of the flair for pedantry and
rhetoric as an excuse for an uncalled for display of erudition; neither do his
opinions suffer from paucity of thought or inadequacy of study.

In Justice Reyes, we find the harmonious combination of knowledge and ex-
perience, law and common sense; he enriches pure reason with a keen appre-
ciation of the realities of practical life, and critical analysis with an acute
imagination. As a thinker, he is a realist; as a scholar, he is a progressive.

To gain a better insight into the many-sided facets of Justice Reyes' bril-
liance and methodology, a random sampling from his many decisions is ap-
propriate.

Pure reason and cold, incisive analysis are J. B. L.'s only tools in Quizon
v. Justice of the Peace:&

"rbe question. therefore. Is whether the Justice of the Peace court haa concurrent
Jurisdiction with the Court of First Instance when the crime charged is damag, to pro-
perty through reckless negligence or Imprudence If the amount of the damage is P125.00.

"We believe that the answr should be in the negative. To hold that the Justice of
the Peace cour has Jurisdiction to try cases of damiage to property through rockles nea-
licence, becamse t has Jurisdiction over cases of malicious mischief Is to assum, that the
former offense is but a variant of the latter. This assumption IS not legally warranted.

"The necessity of the special malice for the crime of mallcious mischlef to contained
in the requirement of our Revised Penal Code . . . that the offender "hal1 deltberwta
cause to the property of another any damage not falling within the terms of the next
prseding chaptr. i.e.. not punishable as arson. It follows that, in the very nature of
thiags. malicious aisehef can not be committed through negligence, since cuipa (negli-
swume) and malic@ (or delberatenses) are ementially Ineompatiblt ....

"The proposition (inferrel from Article 3 of the Revised Penal Code) that "reck-
Ies Imprudence is not a crime in itself but simply a way of committing it and merely de-
termines a lower degree of crLminal llabilty' Is too broad to deserve unqualified asmsnt.
Them are crimes that by their structure can not be committed through Imprudence:
murder. treason. robbery, malicious mischief. etc. In truth, criminal negligence in our
Revised Penal Code is treated as a mere quasi-offense, and dealt with eparately from
wilful offenses. It Is not a more question of classification or t.-rmnologry. In Inten-
tional crimes. the act Itself Is punished; in negligence or Imprudence. what is principally
Penalized is the mental attitude or condition behind -the act, the dangerous recklessness.
lack of car or foresight. the imnprsd*nuia puitble. Much of the confusion has arise
from the common use of such usacriptive phraiue as 'homeicide through reckless im-
prudence.' and the like: when the strict technical offense is. more accurately. recklss;
Imprudence resulting in homicide': or 'simple Imprudence causing damages to property.,'

With an analytical mind and a critical sense of imagination as his main
crutches in the case of Abendano v. Ha Su Ton, he rejects the contention that
the Ballantyne scale had a universal application in the country:

-7hereIs ary reason for not applying the Ballantyne shedule except when sheer
necmity demands it because of the absence of other evidence . . Moreovcr. the ache-
dale asumues that there was only one rate of equivalence throughout the Islands. when
It b a well-known fact that the conversion rate changed from place to place. according
to the facility in obtaining prime commodities. In the cities, where supply was scarce.
the purchasing power of the mUltary notes was lower than in the rural areas whoe food
wa. more easily obtainable. In fact. thar was only one standard universally accepted
as the time, and that was the rice standard. It may be that the sche-lule sets up a list
of averages; but If so. It must yield to proof of actual transactions. For averages may

'G.R. No. L-4641. July 2S. 1965.
447 O.G. 635Z (191,.
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not correspond to relitf. ty men five feet tal and another ffty who are aU feet tel.
would yield an averge height of five and one-half feet for the group. even If no one of
the men should be actually fiv and one-half feet taiL"

In Gracianw v. Otadoy, he squares the rules of the statute book with the do-
mands of reason and the exigencies of human existence:

*"he apoeflants stay In Manfla, was not reel voluntary. but a necessity ariS
from the continuation of his studies, and his quest for a satisfactory cultural preparatiem
for the struggle to survive. The right and duty to attain civic efficiency. enjoined by
the Constitution. would be penal sed and not fostered. wer we to rule that a eitisze
may not purne higher learning and competent technical prwaration without forfeiting
his domicile of origin. even If. as In the present ome. facilities for ouch studios ae mat
afforded in the town where he was born and to which be was attached.

A trained sense of right and Justice wholly in touch with the realities of prac-
tical life comes to the fore as Justice Reyes moves in to protect the weak from
strong power combinations:

This rigd application of the rule on ambiguities has becese nemszy in view of
current businem practices. The Courts can not ignore that nowadays monopols. cartels
and concentrations of capitalL endowed with overwbelming ecomouei Power. manage to
impose upon parties dealing with them cunninst prepared agreements* that the weaken
party may not change one whit. his Participation In the agreunet" belng reduced to
the alternative to ^take ft or leave It. Labelled since Raymond 8aelie 'eontracts by
.dberwnce (cotrate dradhaion). In contrast to those entered Into by parties bargain-
ins on an equal footing. such contracts (of which Policies of insurance and International
bl of lading are prime examples) obviously call for greater strictnm and vIglanee
on the Part of courts of Justi e with a view to protecting the weaker Party from abmes
and Imposition, and prevent tbi beoom us traps for the unwary (New CC. Art. 4:
Sent. of Supreme Court of Dpain. I Dec. 1324. 2T Feb. 1H )."-

Where the determination of cases depends on an accurate appreciation of factual
situations, he draws heavily on experience and a sensitivity to human nature in
the delicate process of sifting fact from fancy. Thus, in Povp v. Gamzows
he stated:

Mavtnf bem oesp*as ad twie toed by the Araenes. Onsums bad so chales
bat to accept the bonan ake offered by his victozu: but It iS naive and cutrary to ez-
perlence to asrot that auch ermy eo d instantly wipe et Gamne ntura To-
sentment at the navaller tretment to which he had barn sujected in pubie. History
sbowe that with Individual," - we as with natiamM a fogd pic ulthas pe to
be saither gee ume nor lastiag,"

Again In Sison v. Te Loay Ti:' 0

Indeed. It Is hard to believe. se, for deedant would want u to heileve. that.
after having be coerced and forced to strry agaisut ber will. plaintiff would so rno
chance heart and attitude towards deendant. and. wtth al wUlinguem and volnutaAjsem
suoat to an the incident@ of married lif. It in store Hke fr a girl who was forced
to marry a man sbe did not )ve to romain old. indifferent. and Inpmible towards b
bmbaid. and averse to and repulaiv of aey intm-at relatim with and sexual advanees
Iid by him."

The same fidelity to human experience was shown in Iljay v. lejay:'1

the priest coul not be lo audacou and ,hxaies as to go peronal to
the office of the municipal trasurer to resgister the bhrh at hi soc.' . ea tat weul
have aroused scandal In a amufi town, for obviom resons; nor is it erodhe tit be
wouMd have vo nutarUty caused his name to be entered in the publis resister as the father.
openly floutg his reigiom vows of oslibeay sad eheetht.-

'49 O.G. 2387 (1963).
S Qua Cbee Gan v. Law Union and Rock Insurance Co- (L No. L-4412. De.. 17. 104.
4a O.G. 117 (1952).

"43 O.G. 3904 (1012)
.149 O.G. 4903 (19"4).
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With a dose of knowledge and plenty of common sense to aid him, he reiterates
the rule that the criterion for compensation of expropriated lands is its value
at the time of actual taking:

- . For where property is taken ahead of the filing of the condemnation prooeed-
ins. the value thereof may be enhanced by the public purpose for which It is taken: the
entry by the plaintiff upon the property may have depreciated Its value therwby; or there
may have been a natural Increase in the value of the property from the tme It is taken
to the time the complaint is filed, du e to the general econom ic conditions. The owner
of private property should be compensated only for what be actually lose": it is not
Intended that his compensation sha extend beyond his loss or Injury. And what be
losses is only the actual value of his property at the Ume It Is taken. This Is the only
way the compensation to be paid can be truly Just; ie.. 'Just" not only to the Individual
whose property to taken. *ut to the public, which is to pay for it.-" (18 Am. Jur. VS3.
874) .U

In Liuts v. Araneta,2S we find Justice Reyes in a high point of judicial states-
manship as he goes into an able discussion of the economics of sugar in rela-
tion to the public welfare:

This Court can take Judicial notice of the fatt that sugar production is one of the
great industries of our nation, sugar occupying a leading position among Its export prod-
uets: that It gives employment to thousand@ of laborers in fields and factorie: that t
is a great sore of the state's wealth, is one of the Important sources of foreign e-
change needed by our government, and Is thus pivotal In the iplans of a regime omitt

to a policy of curency stability. Its promotion, protection and advancement, therefore
redounds greatly to the general welfare. Hence It was competent for the lisilature to
find that the general welfare demanded that the sugar Industry should be stabllhed Ia
turn: and in the wide field of its pollee power, the lawmaking body could provide that
the distribution of benefits therefrom be readjusted among its component. to enable It
to resist the added strain of the incresm in taxes that It bad to stutain."

In People v. Guaizon,24 we find him crusading for more scientific and progres-
sive methods of criminal investigation and improved techniques of evidence pre-
sentation:

-Tbe time seems ripe to cal the attention of all concerned, trial Judges. Gfis.
defense attorns and investigating offer., to the fact that the kind of medical tntlmouy
and post-mortsm reports now In use are of lttle service to the ends of Justice. What
s important. and what the reviewing courts need. is not so much a description in toeb-

nical language of the Injuries involved, but a graphic and co.rc represntation of the
location. sizes, directions., and Inclinations of wounds or Injuries Involved. which may blp
the courts to infer the truth or untruth of the testimony on how such injuries were In-
flicted or came about.. . . it is highly desirable that before the coming of the milles-
niumi the task of the courts be miade to some extent surer and ls blind with the &d
of such diagrams and charts. It is time . . . to replace verbal reports and descriptim.
which are always somethins of a commentary, with the unmalleable testimony of pbooo-
graphs, plans, casts and measurmts."

CrvIL LAw: THE MA87TR AT WORK

Justice J. B. L. Reyes is recognized as one of the country's eminent author-
ities in Civil Law. This field is one of his great loves. He owns and uses a
library which contains practically all the commentaries on the Civil Codes of
every civil law country in the world. With his wealth of knowledge on the sub-
ject, it is easy to understand his terrible disappointment with the new Civil
Code of the Philippines. 1

3 Considering the numerous inconsistencies, shortcom-
ings, and vague provisions within it, Justice Reyes could not help remarking that
the Code was too hastily prepared. Typical is this comment:

]Republo v. Lara. G.R. No. L.-6088, Nov. 29. 1954.
"G.R. No. L-7859. De. 22. 1955.
"See note 9 &epUP.
" Rep. Act No. S8. approved. June 18. 1949.
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j3otbas mma the undmtmIUs bo. with which t .4W& Wa ameinb se
tbao iepasted stum-cap refernes to 'mera law.* Tbay am ewideatbp dosicae to es,"
Ampheim thU th rams wo re sm .1 left ton their wes beMMa e1 tboa
dM irso haweV dOe wth ft W m SO pbli. That the q lt Of the C4de SUMkPrd
as a s-k isme undisptable.O

In the came of the provisions of the Code on gal and Partnerships, wherein
civil law and common law principles were combined without thought to homo-
genelty, the Justice was more emphatic: that this was a "lazy method of graft-
Ine without pausing to "harmonize." Justice Reyes was especially peeved by
the inability of the Code Commission to adopt clear-cut rules expressed in simple
terms. So much so that in the question of who is supposed to bear the risk of
1am due to fortuitous event in sales, he finally gave way to sarcam:

-It Is Indes ainazan that pem we *bd am the twenty ]OUn. of eintim
WW and tafechiw se Civil lave appear aftbli to stals soy a"d sumseIina Wbtm

uh .1 sit m to sni t aom wiaf, w be bom by the Ekor or by the bay.
Th trau dy at the sew CW I Coed e la. I the e-utiom weateb tamng abaft .d

the aim. T%8 tawhie pwed u i to the tak.-

One of the best civil law decisions of Justice Reyes, and one of his first
decsions in the Supreme Court is the cam of Heirs of Juan Boxmt v. Cowt of
Appecde & Ute.? s It was in this came that he clarifed the confusion in our
jurimspmence regarding the distinction between donations inter vivw and dona-
tions mortis caom. He started with the proposition, obvious but overlooked in
piwvious decisions that the "Civil Code of 1889, in its Article 620, broke away
from the Ronan Law Tradtionk and folowed the French Doctrine that no one
may both dona and return . . . by merging the erstwhile donations mortis
eassi with the testamentary dispositionm, thus suppressing mid donations as an

tlegal concept." He continue with the emphasis that "donatim
morti cam an commoaly eiployed is merely a convnient name to designate
thoes dispositions of property that are void when made in the form of don.
tkns." He concludes by carefully enunciating the following criteria, the pre-
mene of any of which shall stamp a donation as one of mortis caum:

1. Con ry me title or aewsmbip toth tran~oes bre dodoth ae d trasa.ree
or. what ammauts 10 the gam Sbbs. that the rsavwer ehosM 11tala she a -- aba
(frun o Mahed) aM4 mnt o te Um plwamnt was ahM, (Vidal . P16d0." MA L l4"
Gmmun 9. rIbm. 67 Phil EU).

L That I g, e dmeth he trso abmd be revhle by the tsamfem e at win.
ad ums .- but revbf e wo oe 9W IsabWTb by at a now 0 inw
It the * to d41wese the Ppuermtiessi mew (/.als. aed- ... 0.3L No. ,-42M
3"W. 1, iS).

L. Thea the tinnier abud he vv4d If Uth sore abso M sm-Ie the tsfers&

It is universaDy accepted that the foundation stone of society is the family;
destroy the concept of family solidarity, and society shall suffer dire cone-
qc. It is in keeping with thew truilsms that Justice Rayes would strongly

" 3 . .Joa L "Obmmt the New Ctvfl Code as Po to Not Cmwered by Am-
tAlaesry Prmooed. XVI Tur LAwmi JO 'IL%.ai 1" (1361).
"Je I L. Rao. -Tbe Rits In Bal.ad ve.r the New Civl Code." Te L"4v.. 1 (Uspt=Abmw-

04taber. 1361). 3.
0 . No. L4400. July 20. ML

0 In anotbar ese. A. Cumvs v. C. Cuovas. G.R No. L-KM. Des. 14. 1"&5. Justlee Rawm
t11 thU pise of advise: -We ma awdd that it he hlskb' desirable that all those who are O&J[d

to peepareor smotarte demd of d msias taboud Sall the atmatm at the do, to the neofty
ofadelirty spatifring whether. 4O*twiuatan4LL&X the donation. tbey wish to rcais the right to
mmtual and dispose at will of the propert bet- their deta. without ned of the conset or
iawr"eutc af the bwueSary. since the eWWrpMs rMaratiou of suck right would be conqive Is-
dketiho" that the UbhinIty I& to eXLat only St the door's death. Wnd thWrefre, the fOrMlitim
e ttanit wbouwd be obeer*d: )hal, o so . the exprm waiver of the right of free

dj. 0M L0. W0og.W ViaC4 the rnS"v of chsrautr of tbw docation beyond dimp~ise
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oppose the idea of giving spurious relationships far greater rights than that
traditionally given to the legal family. In his own words-

-In the absence of special regulation of relatJons that corttute what are eouphemal-

tcfy termed "cosnwon-law marriasw." we believe that the prohibitton prescribed by

law against llberaiitin between spouse. and step-childrwn are. by analogy. applicable to

such extra-mirital relations- . Moreover. it would not be Just that such donatioos

should subsist. Seat the condition of those who Incurred guilt should turn out to te better.

Ho Ions as manrrase ressain the cornerstone of our family law. reason and morality allk

demand that the Alasittles attached to marriage should likewise attach to wncoblnaget.-U

Strong ties and deep respect for elders have always been the hallmarks of the
Filipino family; this is our heritage. It is therefore a great cause for lament
to find litigations between parents and children brought before the bars of
Justice. And Justice Reyes would, if possible, have nothing to do with such un-
inspiring scenes:

-It to devoutly to be wished that the coults should be spared the unedifying spoctaki.

of daughters denying abetar to their aged msothers, and attempting to impute bass motiven

to the latter by way of excue for their unnatural conduct. When the right Is clar.

the motivation for Its onforu*nwnt througb legal proce is rarely relevant- Neither

morsal nor the law can Justify appellants" (the daughters) stand In this ce-.2

Justice Reyes would much rather have the pleasant task of bringing mem-
bers of families together. In the case of Banzon v. Alviar,22 after carefully
repeating the Civil Code provisions 23 imposing upon parents the duty to support
their unemancipated children, and to have them in their company, educate
and instruct them in keeping with their means, he concluded that the "petitioner
herein, being the mother of the minor Angelo N. Banzon, is entitled to her
custody and care, her husband being unable to exercise the parental authority
in view of his mission abroad in the service of the Republic.

Succession, concerned as it is with property rights and hence directly re-
lated to man's acquisitive instinct, is a fertile field for litigation. Elaborate
rules have therefore been set up to regulate the conditions for descent, and to
govern the various relationships of those who are to succeed. The interest of
private parties, and with greater reason, the interest of the State,"4 demand
that these laws ahould be properly interpreted and applied. Among the questions
which Justice Reyes had occasion to resolve was whether the signing of a will
by the testator, witnesses and notary should be accomplished in one continuous
act. The Justice's answer was no.

w. . . whether or not the notary signed the cortifteatJon of acknowledsment In the

]prence of the tertatrix and the witnee. does not affect the vaUdity of the oodial.
* . A comparison of A-itclem 805 and 806 of the new Civil Cod4 rves that while

testator and witnmss must ais in the pre ence of each other. al that is required W

that -every will must be acknowledged before a notary public by tho testator and wit-
nesres" (Art. 806); i.e.. that the Latter should avow to the certifying officer the autbnticty

of their signatures and the voluntarine of their actions in executing the testarmentary

dispoation. . . . The subequent signing and ealing by the notary of hi. ci-tflcatson

that the testament was duly acknowledzed by the participants tbervin is no part of the

fluenarmtura v. Dautista. 50 O.G. 3679 (1954).
" Zapanta v. Dartolome. 47 O.G. 6226 (1951).
1 3G.M No. L-8S06. May 25. 1955.
U Article 311: The father and mother $ointly exercise parental authority over their lzitinmata

children who are not emancipated.
Art" S 16: Th. father and the m~other have. with rsect to their unemancIp&aed chil-

dren: (1) The duty to support them. to have them In their company. aiucate and Instruct thes
In keeping with their means. and to represent them In all actions which may rmound to thvir
benelt"

ft B. ObLspo v. R- Obispo. 60 O.G. 614 (1954): 'Probate proceedingr. Involv, public interet.
. . . over and aoove the Interest of private parties in that of the State to se to it that testa-
mentary provialons be carried out if. and only if. executed conformably to law.-
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acknowledensot itself nor of the tsstamontaw act. . . It Is noteworthy that Article
306 of the now Civil Code doe not contain words reuairlng that the testator and the
witnesse should acknowledge the testamet an the sam day or coses that It wm
exuts'Ld n;

Another source of inadequacy in the new Civil Code is its provisions on
obligations and contracts. Justice Reyes deplores the failure of the Code Com-
mission "to regulate a number of contractual relations that are now common."
He specifically mentions "competitive contests, non-profit associations, relations
between producers and artists, contracts of, edition and publicity, open accounts,
brokerage (corretaije), board and lodging (hospedaje), and options."26 Anent
the provisions of the Civil Code regarding undue influence 2T in the creation
of obligations, Justice Reyes urges that among the criteria that should be "con-
sidered in determining it should be included 'gross economic inequality that de-
prives one party of adequate bargaining powerl" He continues with the observa-
tion that--

"Tbe now Codo dose not envisae a typ of contract that Is very emuo nowadays, the
so-called -cotracts of adherence (eontvetoo de adhisens), wbe an the terma are fixed
by one party and the other has etra 'to take it or leave it.' Against monopolm. eart
and great concentrations of capital, the Individual In umually hlplss to bargain for be
terms, and must accept those offered. usuall in printed forms. Travelers against tranm-
portation monopollas, the insured against Inrance combinations. customers against an-
clusfto agencime ae all forced to aampt mtracta earefuly worded by &kllsd counsel to
stack the cards agaist th blone Individual and In favor of the sorporatiom. "hose situa-
tioe demnd crmter corrective rmodim than contrasts prod by baralainin on emnal
term@, with powr lodged In the Comft to deny enfaresmmt of provision& that am o-
iusvely for the beneft of the stroner party, and cannot be Justifld by rmson a

puhiS. itmw"

Under the present state of the law on contracts, difficulties may also arise in
differentiating the status of various contractual relations as either void or
voidable or rescissible or unenforceable. Justice Reyes points out the distinctions
between void and voidable contracts in H 'r of Claridad v. Beware.:"

"A ecomplata void sontract wherein tMee Is no s t whaterm on the pert of
te sopiasing party to be bound mull be dhithuslbd from a ar nullase or vol&
abe contrast. antesd into throcugh ermer viabmee. intUatio , fraud, or undu Infl
wbdainemeant though defeetiwe. was atually elves ad wh . until anunned by, Ow
s is operative and binding. In this e. plaitl/ do not duoy having volntaril
agresdto sign a contract of bass to favor, of defendant Jose Bomea. 7%e fact that
Denarem. through fraud and decet, asde tb sign a1hta salas inatesa. done not rondar
the sales aheolutelr void. but maxab 'wldahle ..

One legal principle which has attained tremendous significance in our coun-
try as a result of recurrnt traffic mishaps is the responsibility of a common
carrier for the safety of its pasmngers. While the responsibility is well-nigh
absolute, law and common sense dictates that there must be certain limitations.
As Justice Reyes puts it-

"Tbere can be noqvazrel with the primelpie the a paseger is antitled to protertion
fro poal violence by the earrner or Us agents or ansplayses. ins the contract ad

t bilgtso the mazrr to trusasport- pa m w sef to Its deatinai. 24a

OJavw-an v. Ledsama. GR.. No. L-7171. June 50. 2305.
IM ne 1n 6 espr.
- Arti e 138: Ther. is undue Influence when a person taken inmupoer advantage of

Sover the wil Of another. dePriving the letter of a nmeonahle freedon of chalos. The
u circumtaxwes shan be considered: the eon dlential. fazaLy. spiritual and other rabs-

tions between the parxtis, or the feet that the person &oed to have Iu unu&ly Isflunmc wS
suffering from -- ntai weknm, or was Ismorant or tn fluaa-n- distrem.

]Raerse. ov. oi (January. 1961). 47.
.GR.I No. "-453.S. June to. 1461.
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under the law of the case, this responsibility etade only to thoe aeta that the eazrv
could foresee or avoid through the exorcise of the degree of care and dilitenee required
of It.

-7e act of guard Devema In shootn passenger Ginlaco (because of a personal rude
nurtured against the latter since the Japanme occupation) was entirely unforseeable by the
Wanila adiroad Company. The latter haJ no means to ascertain or anticipate that the
two would moet, nor could It reasonably formee every personal rancor that might exis
betw each one of It inemployee and any one of the thousands of eventual passengers
riding in Its trains.

No doubt that a common carrier In held to a very high degree of care and diligence
in the protection of its passengers: but. considering the vast and complex activitis of
modern rail transportation, to require of appellant that It should guard against al

mbe misunderetandlng between each and everyone of its emplom and every passenger
that mighgt chance to ride In Its conveyances at any time. strikes us a d=-dlng diligaune
beyond what human care and formight can provide." t

SOCIAL JUSTCE AND ECONOMiC WEL-BrINo

It is in the field of labor and social relations that the influence of the real-
istic school of jurisprudence had its strongest impact on Justice Reyes. His
approach to labor and social problems is highly pragmatic. Fully aware of the
fact that social situations are as volatile as they are complex, that economic
conditions are subject to various and rapid changes, he does not believe that
a priori rules and hypotheses are of great value, nor is the historical method
of attack effective, In bringing about satisfactory readjustments and harmonious
relationships. He reads the constitution against a background of social needs
to be met. To him, the social justice provisions of the constitution s Should
be interpreted and applied sociologically-in the light of what the framers
would have thought if the present conditions were existing, and not in the light
of what they thought in relation to the conditions existing, at the time of its
making.

It is highly significant that Justice Reyes' beet expositions on the social
and economic provisions of our constitution are dissenting opinions. Here (as
was said about Holmes' Lochn.r dissent) is "the best exposition we have of the
sociological movement in jurisprudence, the movement for pragmatism as a phi!-
onophy of law, the movement for the adjustment of principles and doctri
to the human conditions they are to govern rather than to assumed first princi-
ples, the movement for putting the human factor in the central place and rele-
gating logic to its true position an an instrument." 3 Feel the warmth and
vigor of his voice as he "appeals to the intefligence of a future day, when a later
decision may possibly correct the error into which (he) the dissenting Judge
believes the court to have been betrayed." A

Thus, in Republic v. Baylosia,s, he seeks to depart from the doctrine enun-
ciated by the Supreme Court in Guido v. Rural Progress Administration 09 that
the Constitution was aimed solely at breaking up large landed estates. He
argues that social unrest cannot and must not be solved on a purely quantitative
basis. He would deny to the courts the power to determine the size of lands
to be expropriated for redistribution, that being strictly a matter of policy
within the exclusive competence of the legislature*" The dignity of thought and

"Gillaco v. Manila Railroad Co.. (.I. No. L.4034. Nov. is. ig&.
• Art- U. See- 5: Art. XII. See. 2. a. 4 and 5: Art. Xrv. sec. s.
- Bowai. C. D.. YAxKxS Fsox OLurwva 148 (1*44).
*Quoted trom Chief Justice HuSbe.. BUNco. Paizw-wI'NS Po t.rnAL LAW 134 (10th ed. 1964).
, G.* - No. L-4191. Jan. 31, 15.

I47 0.0L 1548 (1951).
"To the oame ffsect. Lta% Sinco. op. d*. "pre not& 33. at 440. 4"8. writes: -N4tbar is It

within the oourt's competence to decide what the exact size of a -malI iot should be. T" ft
a Q0uinon of policy. Arguments on that point ar, proper oty when pruented bore Cloncr
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the majestic power of his dissenting arguments merit a very extensive quotation.
Let Justice Reyes speak:

"I am constrained to disent from the opinion of the uauority. The resons aft forth
by It against the validity of the proposed expropriation strike me as arguenta agait
the wisdom of the expropriation policim adopted by the rovernmeut rather than ruaoms
against the existence and application of the condemnation power in the prsent case.

-rhopropriety of exervistng the power of eminent domain under Article XII section
4 of our Constitution can not be determined on a purely quantitative or area basis. Not
only d the Constitutional provision speak of &aeds instead of lauded estat*. but I se
no ogent reason why the government. In Its quest for social Justice and pes. should
excuaively devote attention to conflicts of large proportions. involvins a considerable
number of individuals. and eschew small con troversie and wait until they grow into a
major problem before taking remedial action.

"With due respect. the najority opinion pr on two asumptiocs. neither of
which I consider Justified: firwt, that section 4. Article XIII. I an end in itself. whom
actually it Is but one of the means chosen by the framr of the Constitution to attain
social Justio. amelioration and tranquilt; eond. that the constitutional policy is attained
by the breaking up of landed estates into smaller portions. uentirer dsrard*nz the o-
stitutional directive that the lands oon6emned are to be Subdivided Into smal lots and
conveyed at cost to individuals.' i#. the tenants and occupants. Expropriation. subdivi-
sion and resle to tenants and occupants are Inseparable oomponents of tho'consUtutionil
scheme. Plainly. arrarian discontent can not be queDed. nor poe and security achieved
w tle teants must ontinue to labor for others. and are no converted into small owners
themmelves. There is no magic solution in the transformation of a conflict between n
tenants and one landlord into a serie of conflicts between many tenants and several
landlords. The wasteful controvesy will remain. and In fact will become more troubls-
some and expensive to settle, became e.h landowner will dcad Individual trestanam
of his own case.

"The majority says that the fact that the tenant. and occupant. of the land bave
by theve and their ancestor" been occupying and cultvating the same for maay
year is not suff1cient just fcation for the expropritJin- This hs not the vlac to discu
whether actual Producers diserve preferential treatnent by the State. nor the demerits
of absentee landlordisni It Is enough to recal that this sons of Injustice of the tenaft
Is of ancient vintage and was already exvrmed through the smbolic 'Ca.ng Tales' in
Risala MXl Fillbusteramo':-

'Podels bacer lo quo anerals, sefior Governsdor. yo soy un Ignorant, y no tano
fuermas. Pero he aultivado af8 campoe, m! muJer y ml bUa ban mnsreto ayudan-
dome a Ulmptarlos. Y no lcs do ceder alno a quel que panda 1c poT *lla sas
do Is que he beeho yo. Que lon riage puimero su sagre y quo entiarre on
OXO asu esposa y su .hjal"

LAally justf ed or not. such feeling has In the past led to ImpoaIrmats of tram-
quitly, and the records of the constitutional convention leave no doubt that in enacting
Article XIII section 4. the Convention precioey sought to avoid Its ranurvoc

-The constitution gostdared the sm individual lend tenure to be so Important to
the maintenance of powc and cder eand to the prosotion of psron and the general wV-
fare that It not only provided for the expropriation and subdivision of lands but aleo
opened the way for the limitation of private landholdings (Article XI. section 8). It
is ot fo thi Court to judge the worth of t"me a other social and emnomic pocln
expresed by the Constitution. our duty Is to conform to csh policie and sot to hook
their realization."

With the same passion for social justice in the light of the particular sur-
rounding facts, he dissented again in the case of Santiago v. Cruz.3 In de-
parting from the holdings in previous cases, and taking up the cudgels for the
sublessees rather than the lessees for priority in the purchase of lands expro-

or the asency authorized by. Cougrve to ftx the aso of small lots. Court. have so legal right
to question U wisdom or correctns of the Coaz in or b Uilative decision by substituting
it with Its own. For them to amume that right I to arrogate power that the Constitutiou do
mot was in therm.

'Dora the Court mean that the economic relief of a sall portion of the nation is not a
wavernuental duty? Does the Court mean that the overament saouml not put out a small fre
bat should wait for the entire community to burn before It may validly extend rei*T

- G.R. No. I.-MI. Dec. 29. IS4M
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priated by the government, he was guided by considerations of humanity-to
give to one who was in actual need rather than to one who merely sought profit.
Listen to his words of wisdom-

-here Is showing that flA Crua and her chfldren can uoot live in the other 3ofs
alreadb FmIi and acquired by them. Granting that a large fam=Uy may ftnd It o.
what Incovenleat to put up with lees space than it -houd 1Th to hav.% such Incm-
rmelenoe is minima omporv-1 to the appeTles being force to give up their hoaes, with
no Immediate prospect of stable shelter. Surely the state did not acquire the "haci nda
of Tamboboug In nrder to enable a few parties to li e at their ease at theost of datwh
others away from their bomes.

-In the preUms covet whet* we have upheld the superior right of l es over that
of the muhonsew or other ocupants of the hacenda lots, the needs of the contendtas
parties were eoualy peremptory. so that our Jodsgmet could be rested on otber coal-
derations. But where one party claimed a lot solely for .rete- convenience. whoe a-
other demanded preferenc bee of actual need of having a borne secure fr the
fear of being driver, away from It whenever his lmeor should decide that his own interests
so demand, this Court ha ivern preference to the more prmtns ner. hMus in the ese
of MAermeh 9. Jisi4ato. as a" G.AL No. I-8036-18. we overrule-I the claim of the fk,-

mediate losses to be preferrv- In the acquisition of the disputed lot. on the predie gicuad
tmt he already h4 h hoe asad was satuatly residins In t.o MnIcipAity Of Caloocan.
I ~e no fundamsntal difference In the fact that In one es" the rejected aasmnt had
his boaue In Cac whIle is the ooe at bar be lives In another lot ttalde the
"hacinda" of Tambo'onx. In 1ier c*, the law should prefer the one who seek to
avoid prejo u e er him who meek. to obtain a proilt: petlor at oeodifio e1. qu *r"
dodam*.. reodo evem ohms Qwi cwrtal As lucre eseudA.

Whfle Commonwaeotb Act 931 and the prvceifng Acts on the subject contaJed
provision IlMs the ono found in RetpublIc Act 247t. that no person should be allowed to
acquire more than o-9 lot In the apropriated estates. ech conditon Is Implicit in the
hoomite expropriationa. I submit that these expropriations were authorized to enable
ll ons to acqulre ho-r., stab'o and secure fror dltpoes-lon by other. but not to enable

privileged paUis to enLarge their prsent Iandhoi ss"

While Justice Reyes has consistently supported the legislative policy for
wider land distribution within the framework of the Constitution, he would not
countenance the use of such a social philosophy as a subterfuge for over-reaching
and a sanction for the utter disregard of every principle of fair dealing. The
case of E. Bernardo v. C. Bernardo 22 was on the surface a simple case-a family
squabble over a piece of land-yet Justice Reyes saw in it implications fraught
with possibilities for double-dealing and bad faith. Here, he "wisely skirted
a dangerous pitfall in the government's land reform program" by laying down
a broad principle "against the common practice of squatting on land belonging
to someone els and then socking by legal means to perpetuate tenure." " The
crux of the decision was his stand that "bona-fide occupants" was not synonym-
ous with "actual occupants." In so doing. he took both a legaliztic and a sociol-
ogical approach:

The 9ret Is tlat section 7 of Act 1170 of the o4d PhtlippIne Loeaislature empsors
the term "a-tu&l bons.-@..e eurttr and occupants,' plainly indiating that actual sasd
bost .flo are not syI-9nymoua, while the Cotmronwealth Acts deleted the te-rcm "actuPl
and solely used the words ltona-fde occupantA." thereby emphasizin r the requirswnt that
the prospctive henefkljArie of the Acts should be endowed with Ilitimnatm tenure. The
secand reason Is that In carryins out Its social readjustment policies. the rovrnment could
not simply lay ade noral standards, and aim to favor usurpers. squatters. and Intruders,
unnItt[tuJ of the lawful or tnlawfuJ oriin and character of their occupancy. Such a
Policy would perpetuate conflicts in ead of attaifni their Just solution. It ie safe to
say that the term 'bona-tid. occupants' wa not doa.gned to cloak and protect violence.
stratagy. doubh-dea21ng, or breach of trnst.

"G... No. L.-681, Nov. 29. 1 94.
0- Land OwnershIp" (EditoriJ). Mania Daily Bulletin. De. 2. 19&4, 20.
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THEm BENC uID AH BA

The judiciary has A distinct responsibility to the people. It must ever re-
main the "Indestructible citadel of Justice and a fortress of equality."dO To
maintain this Ideal, the Courts, in the exercise of their sacred trust to dispense
justice and harmonise conflicting interests must be fair and fearless. Judges
and lawyers, as officers of the Courts, must Join hands in maintaining the
highet standards of honesty and integrity. Justice Reyes could not have been
nare implicit when he said:

-No loft*m be juatifed in dmaias bed and debaing Meu rt mb pn-mUtia
priwf or aam dienticea to peate theret. shw mavw lti t. high or I&w. vrpza.
or pauve. must. without ezeeptJoa. stand before the mart mu ma n f ootlng azA
thereouan be so quicker wury of las the popul ar oidowe than a pubes zhitSm
of hbi& inailit to tealat weath. pA1vOr@u or Laftwoe In the dkmdarg. at kie otaci
detja, 46

On the duty of attorneys to the courts, he was As pointed and procis:

"Xt Sm movi to ruand amumal that a and above hbi duty to b& etimut. the
In we - to the ear aiohuta eando- ad fa.lrind &ad that &a Ot to ulale*d the
mto of j 2im a a otm bmeh ad athha &ad €daJ duty.- 1

Justice however would only be a mockery unless parties to litigations act
with Absolute frankness and with the greatest honesty in the narration or pre-
sentatloc of the facts and circumstances which gave rime to the case. In People
w. Rey",'2 Justice Reyes underscores the necessity and importance of revealing
the "truth' in courts of justice as he strongly decries the pernicious effects of
falsehood:

-Fakehaod to evw r epbanaim'z but ft in prteuIarty odion wbn €omanittd is
jude V - van. as it 004atut ma tupoamitn the emu ad eerlocmly
ft to a Itmezrdace of Just. Whm uabe tattimaaa Lu fayw of an seneed a be
h,- obmoeious than fahe tetomnmy eganat, him. both toma easlf1 ras&& to e

derfanals~ratomn af justie and dowe to be sleamemb r,r. "

Without abandoning their pledge to be impartial, and conscious only of their
duty to decide according to the Actual facts, Justice Reyes would therefore
expect courts to take a more active role in finding the truth amidst conflicting
statements and stories:

j I-e &T ftPAS rfM Sbdebia .mWusi WgtbcIy~t wfth awejxga Ift. 00 the
mom -MhftWceuwnat. %"be trW mor has the dut7. act asre the wpcuiiev. to .autf
bi-al of the vnmdty of the witzeme by anf lr m s at ks d[oe.L MA ft in beg,
natural that he ahould cr-eoc-'-'- the 6efa witnem at s~mtw lMaath sinLm&
3tatmeto ectmdet the of the wftmae for the provutc. It Is astoEa that
conmel who tnvom for the -u the prinupt of Invoenee abld be the drat
to dmy ft to the trial Jeds.. 1 g7-cal advice that w4b thme he good. evene
.hould pound on the evSdemee; but wbm the t W weak. pound o the judgV e m.
to Con t-A

The same zeal for the discovery of the truth so that judgments could have a
greater fidelity to the Ideal of justice prompted Justice Reyes to urge lower
courts to be more lenient in the admlson and inclusion of evin In the
record:

40-MInLstem of Truth and Justice.- (Ndioria). XV Turn L. -wA r Jouiaw.±. 2*1 (10").lu Garcltareu v. Almod&, 43 O.G. 3492 (1932).
0P )e v. Yap Sons . 44 O.G. 2651 (1960).
a4 M.G. 2837 (1M5).
" People v. Bolotamok 47 O.G. 3408 (IMI).



COMMENT 167

Tbe fear that the Iluion of the rejected pleadings and nmtiona may cae the
detemilnation of the appeal to be unnecessarily Involved. should yield to the advantave of
enabilg the reviewing tribunal to have before it an matters necesary to a just determin-
ation of the qustons submitted to It. thereby obviating possible remands or new trials.

CeTAwinby the appellate court. after deciding the case on Its merits, would be to &
far better position than the trial Judge to determine what matter included In the printed
room should be conmidered unnecesr or irrelevant for the purposes of the appea&L.m

Such policy of leniency has, with greater reason, been urged in criminal cases:

Tbae is greater reason to adhere to w=% policy In criminal cases where questions
arie as to admwfbtty of evidence for the prosecution for the unjustified exclusion of
evdemce may lead to the erroneous aoqttal of the accused or the dismissal of the charges.
from which the People can no longer Appeal-

"

On the basis of its effectivity in drawing out the truth from parties litigants
and their counsel, Justice Reyea believes that there is much left to be desired
in the manner court proceedings are being conducted. He advocates greater
informality in trials. He is convinced that a conference type of court session
is more conducive to probity than the highly technical and formal method cur-
rently being employed.

Considering that the success or failure of a case depends on the intelli-
gence and keen awareness of counsels for the opposing parties, Justice Reyes
could not help stressing the need for properly educating and training those who
aspire to be members of the legal profession. One of the means devised to
guarantee Adequate preparation is to demand high standards of performance
among bar candidates by giving difficult examinations. It is now generally
accepted that the Bar Examinations of August, 1955, of which J. B. L Reyes
was the Chairman of the Board of Examiners, was one of the most difficult bar
examinations given in the Philippines. The purpose according to the Justice,
was not to find out whether the bar candidate can memorize, but primarily to
test the individual examinee's ability to think-to rnderstand and grasp the
lss in a particular problam, to apply the principles of law involved, and to
use his logical facilities in working towards A molutior. The conclusions, he said,
did not matter much; it was the examinee's frame of mind which was im-
port.ant.' t

Because ltigations are as complex as they are ,nany, the need for a sound
system of Judicial administration is obvious. Otherwise chaos and confusion
would reign supreme. The Rules of Court has been promoulgatod for the precise
purpose of assuring system and order in the adjudication of cases Too often
however, technical perfection could do violence to reason and morality. In theme
cases, Justice Reyes would apply the provisions of the Rules of Court liberally,
not merely because the same Rules so ordain,s but becaue of higher conui-

0 Jal ALa Coioratoz of the PhIlliplnes v. Court. G.R. No. .- 79T2, Jan. 14 19"6.
" People v. YaiLo & GonsunjL GR. No. L-9191. Nov. M5 it".
"JosUce Reyes' dsa, are In "ne with the report of the American Bar AssociatIon Consul-

tants on Bar Eiminatious: fllar exianinattonA should teat not information and manbary. not
experienc. but the applUcant's ahluty to reason logically and to make an accurate legal analysis
of the problems Included in the exa omnat-on. and then to make a sound appliiation of the bas
princivple of the law to the facts. This type of examination wl provide a good evaluation of
the applknta legal tralinn. the kind that students s re4ve In the better law schooIs. As
Judge Goodrich aptly observe4. 'T s poson of en a ceniderable quantity of Informatioa
abou the rules of law does not show that a ran L fit to be a lawyer-earnins a dfinition,

ruve rohing except that a rnan has learned It: any jatkaaa can bray It beck to the Bar Exa -
etIf that is what the Ba Exarminer want&." James A. Drwnnrr (cowsluant). Rer E fis(

tios and4 R*,qwirvms~mt,. for Adwtiesawo to tA.. Der. it.
4 Rule 1. Sec. 2: -rtbe r-l-v sall be Morally conatrued In order to promote their object

and to sasLit the parties In obtainitn jlst. speedy. and Inexpeslre determination of every action
and proeeing.-
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derations of justice and equity. In leon v. Ermpmano, et aL,40 Justice Reyes
discourses on the philosophy behind his policy of liberality:

We are loath to permit the result of a cave. and the determination of the right.
of the parties, to be hazarded on a possible Inadvertence of counsil especiafly where the
means to render st ice cm the merits ramain available. Lewa rigt are too valuable
to is risked, and should not be staked. on the turn of a phrase. any zoom than tbey
should ie chanced cn a toes of eons or dioe.

-Disinclined a we are to have this c se decide on a technicality without full inqury
into Its merits, we feel that ood condenee and the Interests of Justice r e~uir. that the
parties be ve. omplete opportunity to thresh out In court ay Possible doubts that
ma arise as to the true and real Intent of the prvisiosm of the deed .... This result
can be better achieve not by renderag jodgmmt on the -mended stipulation but by
setting aside the Judsment appealed and remadng the e for a new tr4al.

In pursuanco of his policy, Justice Rayes was liberal in Ladis/a v. Peutawo:

-It appears from the records that defodant's faluow to fle her answer on tinme
due to Illne which prwented her ftm convultiun a lawyer about her ae within the
period fixed by law for answer. It also appears that s soon " sew got wea s wa
no time In puttin ber ca In the hand of couel, who In turn fdied an answer promptty
enougfrh. These circumstanoes. which plaintiff dit not even try to ,outrsadlt or sho
to t untrue. constitute accident or excnable nesllwnce which ordinary prudece could
not have guarde agalnst, and for which defendant-eppel ant can not be held blamable.

"Considering that the late flhinr of aopelant's aurwar was nneantrovertsdly doe to
mom. conetitutinx accident over which she had no owntroL that she appears to have
a mritoriom defene. and that the filing of her answer only owe day after the motio to
declare her in deaulh did not deprive the plasntlff of any substantial right. nor in them
e l-enoe of Intent to unduly delay the case., w hold that the lose Court coznmttel
in Iefinr to admit defendant-appellants answer and In declaring bar in deftulft-

Human nature being what it is, generosity often leads to abuse on the part of its
recipients. Conscious of such human frailty, Justice Reyes directs this caeat
towards litigants and attorneys:

"A wo.rd of caution to Itigants and attorneys Is not amiss. The petition in thOe
ease onstitutes a flagrant diaward of the doctriv eo in ts w. WL iisewsa. 34 PiL.
41. equiring parties to plesd al3 the fAft nec ry to ertablioh the osu-* of setsm.
and not to merely refer to te exhibits appeude4 thiereto. leaving it to the Court to essreh
for and clean the opelratIve ta" rm the mase of exhiMt. and appeadlcss. While Ia
the Interest of jurtie and prmpt drpositio of a e between Itom part. the
Court has not applied the doctrine rIgidly In this cae. partte li.tiant and counse shld
not rel on thip liberality. but Instsd take to heart the doctrine of the Wislieus c&"
and strictly adhee thereto, If they would not hav their petflons summarily disademe
In the future. a

Justice Reyes would have nothing to do with the inordinate insistence upon
a strict application of the letter of the law where it would not contribute to the
attainment of substantial justice. In P#o&p/ v. Nepomuceno,bz in language burn-
ing wi*h moral fervor and packed with sarcasm, Justice Reyes chides the Soli-
citor General for his insistence upon a punctilious, albeit unreasonable appli-
cation of the rules of procedure:

-The Pprution gom at length to argue t"at thi Court &old not have taken
cognizane of the cnriction of appllant'. sub-agenta. not 'thetaaodIn that they weems
accmdIted by uudisputI ot cial ot e. ut t that their admhoa should hare bemn
left to the lowm court at a now triaL No doubt we bed the p e to 8suapd the seit-
ta that we bad alrewy decided upos. even without these Judgment now under attack.
It w ud have bom vy eas to sautry the finsons spirit of the Staws atUorga and
their keen appreci&in of technical virtouicty. and send back the rqch to the Ceurt

46 O.G. 211 (1549).
00G.A. No. L-792M. April IV. 19"4.Is Rualos v. RPoio. et aL. GO.L No. L-720l. APri 22. 124L
n 4 0.0. 6134 (110)
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of origin In orde- that the deikions aanst appellants sub-agents might be introduced
in evidence with proper ceremonial and due respect for judicial protocoL Certalnly. we

could have granted the proseaution the joy of witnessing the accused appellants' mental
anguish and torture, due to the prolonged uncertainty as to her fate while the new
trial was being held. not knowing that we had already decided that she was guilty of no
crime. But to do such a thing we must stifll the prompting, of our consciencem disregard
our solemn oath to admi nister speedy justice and violate our sense of comnmon decency.
Finding it too high a price to pay, we chooso Instead to regard the rules of admlsiblity
as only a means to achieve substantial Justice. and as the prosecution could not. and did
not. attempt to deny the authenticity of the new evidence offered, we resolved this e
once and for all on its m ea. without subordinating Justice to technicalIties or the suD-
stance to the form."

Leniency and liberality in the application of rules of procedure, while com-
mendable because channelled to the ends of law and Justice, has its limitations
which not even the broadest interpretation of the rules can help. When this
situations occur, when the letter and spirit of remedial laws have been satisfied,
Justice Reyes would rot permit his sympathies and sentiments to interfere with
his judicial duty. In Rubios v. Reolo,93 he said:

"This cee emphasis= the neesity of the mourt's exwrelsing due care in the prece
determination of the rishts of parties to any contraosey, In order to avoid unneceary
delays that may bring hardship to the persons Involved. While we sypathlize with the
plight of the tenants whose remedy Is being further delayed, we are duty bound to a
that, in the enmeral lnterest. rules of orderly proeodure are obeye, to avoid confualom
and misunderstanding. that will further aggravate the situation. Th. reimdy of the
parties hem Is to apply to the Court of Industrial Relations to mwake Its Judgment more
de ito and eartain.-

Compassion once again gave way to the Rules of Court in the case of Fap v.
Makazital:"

Wbfle we do not favor the lower Cort's refmal to grant a pauper's appeal miee
because the amount Involved is small beaue . . . what may be Insignificant Am

a wealthy man may be worth a treasure for the needy. yet the failure to perfect the
appeal In te leaves us no alternative but to deny the remedy applied for.

One of the most serious problems confronting the Judiciary today is the
clogging of court dockets, with the attendant evil consequence of delay in the
adjudication of cases In cases therefore where there appears to be a manifest
intent to obstruct the smooth operation of the judicial machinery, to trifle with
the courts, and to make a travesty of Justice, Justice Reyes, in fidelity to his
"solemn oath to administer speedy justice," s is quick to use the coercive powers
which his high office carries. They become objects of his Judicial wrath. In
dismlsaing the case of Tolentino v. Lirm Bun Hioc," Justice Reyes opened the
door for a possible civil action for damages against the plaintiff, as he opined:

Considering that the case at bar is the third litigstion over the same issue that, ap.
pellant. being a mmberr of the bar. is. or should be familiar with the rule of re judiaf,

and estoppel by Judsmwnt: and that be should kn*w that his roplaint In the previous
esimm have erprasly put In Lsasu the validity of tbe contract be is now assaluns. the ap-
pensas my well cA1 that this action is merely designed for harramint purposes."

In the sane vein, he said in Insular Equipment Co. v. Rodad:31

-If anything, the conduct of the plaintiff and its officers show, a disposition to trifle.
not only with the cmrt that Issued the summon, but with the prompt adinaistraton of

"e note 51 cupri.
h47 O.G. "IS (1961).

8ea note 52 V~pV
SG.R. -No. L-4t". May 10. 196.

"4,, O.G. 3471 (1949)
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$umtsw Deay in the dlfpittim of sme bem the etenal and recto.a s mapklnt
ot the psple. and while its c.e ut be mougM In acoperative ofot od t and cou
paetm and Witness It r"s a or duy to 5emb' "a - any attpt to etard tbe

u1oassl at ua to waft the a)leffiksom or s wassm. of Mtntiuf

Again. in Villarivera w. Ta Kaw,* the Court of Appeals, speaking through
Justice Reyes. dismissed an appeal where the appellant failed to make page re-
ferences to the record in his brief. Justice Reyes explains their drAstic action
in thi manner:

-Ib e r,-lnerma g number of brouwgt to tWs Ourt oappe makms It
sore Imeperative apo the bar to ober strictly the re.romitm of the rule regardlag
the belob om appeaL. To ask the mort to 1nmeo the entire rom at a e as or d
to deteralne If in the partleukr Instana the phbeb agabsat the 6m aPymi
from am Jsft ed or not. ulttmatelr woka to the prejudwe of othe apelntab, saw d-
EWint and caeful. whm ee are unoeieparlY delayed.-

Justice Reyes is receptive to and would sanction innovations which would bring
about speedier adjudication of cases with its concomitant effect of easing the
blaeklog in the court dockets. He would permit trial Judges in the City of
Manila to render decisions even in the absence of the transcript of stenographic
not":

The% abuseem of the transsva of thse staeohle nounes so ber to the vafldity of
the Joinm. slo the tria.l Jefte bad pormasly board the vrttasm ad taente
of te4r toetissoy. It is a Wefl.-knw teet thas the nauxbr of m tred In the C t
of First Insrtaxe at Manuis sucwh as to =make It VtrtMsfVy 1h V 0 tow, the Judges
tberda to awaft the tzanscript of the twstimosy before readering ode omnL Aay otkm
iurs wrodl speodily bring the sam1unetwhos of Japies to a fun o~. m0

In the Supreme Court, Justice Reyes considers those lawyers who appear before
the High Tribunal to deliver orations, and incidentally argue their cases, as
one of the causative forcz. of delay. Hi has observed with growing annoyance,
that those who have a flair for oratory, who in ther seal for artful language
and dramatic allusions to history, often lose sight of their main objective-to
enlighten the Court on obscure points in the c.ase under consideration. It has
come to such proportions wher J. E. L. could not help suggesting that in the
future, in calling counml to appear for oral arguments, It should be definitely
stated as to what points in the case the Supreme Court would want to be further
clarified, in order to avoid the oratory and to prevent the repetition of points
which have already been sufficiently dealt with in the briefs and memoranda.
Vhil he admits that the orations are beautiful, he belkries that it has no place
in a court whoe dockets are overflowing wth cases awaiting decisloa.

With all the powers that the courts poss, J. B. L. recognizes the fact
that the Judicial machinery has its limitations; that therv are certain aspects
of decislon-making in which It is inherently inompetent to act. Thus, he would
leare the task of reapportioning sugar quotas under the sugar limitation laws
to the Philippine Sugar Administrator:

-... It Is a task that. by "a 00ISAzity* Sarn met be w~da proper aahh"A cc
jdidal dsterminat1omn i require the sniderato and balmadag of numr and
vartabig faintos wt wkis he m - m-a no e expte I o eope. Marloet and m
eosdltiom eapeeitr of rawr an Ms. r Quta dedlacloh or empm In ema dirtries
for so" yeas and otho data. both tohnial and compex Intelace ad oo terset e
othe to Infauem the adequte sohalm to be sive.. For their w.abet.i. the lutv,
and adolutrattwe bram. rther than the earts. are poculirtr Afted and have been

4 O.G. 5443 (1r8).
09lar. Yo & Cuack. Inc. v. Santoa. 47 O.0L 6872 (11).
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ootrustd b7 law with the took To that rpee. they may make a neinrr Invaft-
Cations and findings and ls the rulso and regulations required to make & Jwt reav-

CrviL LnBnmm A" Ptmc Or-FcIsCs

The Constitution is a bulwark of Civil Liberties. It is a charter of indi-
vidual liberty; it is an instrument against the abuse of official discretion; it
is a limitation on governmental power.

One of the basic tenets of our democratic system, deeply enshrined in the
Constitution is "due process--that "no man shall be deprived of life, liberty
or property without due process of law.",6 Here in the works of Daniel
Webster is a law which "hears before it condemns, which proceeds upon inquiry
and renders Judgment only after a trial." 4 2 Aside from his active membership
in the Philippine Civil Liberties Union, Justice Reyes' high regard for the essen-
tials of due process and fair play can be gleaned from his Judicial opinlonAs In
Peope v. Saludez,' he insists that the protection afforded by our Bill of Rights
should be extended even to the most despicable criminals:

-We believe that It is ttme that the attonUon of the law enforcetment orsew, should
be again called to the fact that the immunities gurarant*ed by the Constitution to an mdi-
viduak. even to those accused of heinous crimes, are actual limitations on the Power at
the governmwt and its offlem. They are aot more privisev or franchisee revsabl be
wifL to be enjoyed only on sufferance of the law enforaement agwncies. VIolation Of stiB
hbortles necariy undermlne confidence In the government: and rsort to torture landLates

lack of mtaJ alerto and activity in the inwoastra."

It was with the same passion for civil liberties that he spoke in the came of
Boddeviso v. Sitier: "

Tbe stubborn fact rmsaim that Domingo 8itier and his wife were given no opo-
tuf to mneit their deTum or produce evidence in support thereof; Justice against thos
would be In violation of the constitutional provsIon that no person can be deprived at
life. liberty or property without doe pro . for doe pre means above a d things opp
tcrlt to be hear -

The protective aura of the law and the courts however extends only to those
who are vigilant in asserting and protecting their legal rights. For those
who would rather sleep on their rights even if an adequate opportunity for its
defense is given, the law offers no remedy, and they can not claim a deprive-
tion of their day in court. Justice Reyes clearly said so in Vi!ar v. Javier de
Pd .rana: :

-Axell&at eonplalns that sbe wao deprived of ber 4ay La tort in the Court below
because Judgment was rendered for plajntlff-appollee without giving her a chance t

present her evidence. The chare Ls unfounded: for the records show that the hearing cc
the ease has be repeatedly postponed upon motion of the defendant. so that %be was given
every ehoace to be beard. On the final bearing neither she nor ber counsel appeared.
hence trial was bad In her abeenes. Settled is the rule that. If the defendant fallst
appear at the trial the hearing may procee without him. And wbr a party Is duly
notified of the trial and fals to attend It without sufficint cause, he can not thermter
elam that be wua deprived of his day in court.

The Constitution of the Philippines, in providing that "No officer or em-
playee in the Civil Service ahall be removed or suspended except for cause as

Suarz v. Mount Arayst Sugar Co.. G.R. No. L-4135. March 31. 198.
"2 Art. III. Sec. 1. Par. .
- Darmouth College v. Woodward, 4 wheat. 518 (U-. 1319).

"46 O.G. Supp. No. 6. 8-28 (1949).
e46 O.G. 487 (19&0).
40G.R. No. L -7657. Sept- 18. 1965.
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provided by law"" recognizes the prime importance of security of tenure in
public office. Considering Its direct relation to morale and efficiency in the
public service, its vital role in responsible government cannot be over-emphasized.
Nothing is more demoralizing to the public servant than the fear that he can
be removed or transferred at the mere whim or caprice of a superior. Justice
Reyes has contributed his share towards strengthening the ramparts of job
security for government employees.

In the leading case of Festejo v. Mayor of Noabua, he was equal to the
high purposes of legislative policy as enunciated in Republic Act 657. He
denies the power of any body leas than that of the whole council or board (as
the case may be) to suspend or dismiss police officers:

"lowhore do" the act authorize the cotenl to de1-ate the Investigation to a com-
mitt ., and it Is apparent that the chang was dedsnel to uilv. the in e tigated officera
protecton agi Lnst the pozi-blilty of Laving to face an Invtigatlton conducted by a
mltee eompose of coundilre hostile to the acumid. and wbove A-lAfam would neesarily
Infl enco the final decision of the cogucil to be rendered upon their report.

. . . the new law. Republi Act "5. section 1. .zprmosy requir chr.s aains
a member of the municipal pol to be investIfated by the municipal council In pubbe
bewjtng.t"

Subsequently, in Olegario v. Laeason s while also applyingr the defensive shield
of Republic Act 557 to detectives and secret service agents, he took issue with
the technical contention that the mere fact that the appointee lacks civil service
qualifications (under the law then in force) meant that his appointment was
temporary.

'Zetortiies or secrvt service acenta may now he removed oub a provided In Saim
Act (667) ....

Wlth reward to the appellee's lack of civil amsv qualifcation. It is to be remarked
that such lack does t4 necessarily mean that his appointment was temporary in char-
acter. cotusdering that when appeiee was appointe:d EXecutive Order 264. was &a yet
In fares, and under Its terms. poeitions of sec rt asent or detective wee excepted from
civil servicw reQuIrementa. h recore of the cs at bar. In fact. show that appellee
Olwa io's appointment wan not tmporary In chaeter.a.

Laeon v. Ron*ro,*' De loa Sattos v. Mallare,TO and other similar eases are
already landmarks in Philippine Jurisprudence. Their doctrines, significant
milestones in our law on security of tenure, are however not so comprehensive
and absolute as to preclude the existence of any exceptions. Gorospe v. do
Veyray, is such an exception. Here, Goroape signed an agreement whereby he
would be sent abroad for specialized training, on the conditions that he would
give the Department of Health discretion to assign him to a position where his
training would bring the greatest benefit to the country. In upholding the power
of the Director of Health under the terms of the agreement, Justice Reyes
stated:

-We cannot aree that respondent's tralning contract is agin/st public polky in
so far as it authorizes the Department of HBelth to detall him to another position.. PubLI
policy requires, as we may ha" rp.tedly held. that officale in the classid or unclaifled
civil service be not removed. &upended or indefinitely transferred except with their consent
or for rufftiat cams. But this rule alme primarily to protect the tenure of publ OCf5-

MArt_ XII. Sec. 4.
G.R. No. L-4943. Dlec. 1954.

- G.IL No. L-71926. Mlay 21. 1964.
47 O.G. 1778 (1951)
4.8 O.G. 1848 (1952)

" G.f. No. L-408, Feb. 17. 1956
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ais6 to gard them trm pst--e or Imposition, and they may voluntarily relinquish the
protection, at least for a limited period. as this respondent has done through his training
agreeent."

Article X of the Philippine Constitution provides for an independent Com-
mission on Elections charged with the mission of insuring popular government
by seeing to it that elections are conducted in an atmosphere of freedom and
honesty. One of the Commission's safeguards against partisan political inter-
ference is the staggering of the nine-year terms of the three commissioners at
three-year intervals. The theory is .to obviate the possibility of having an ad-
ministration of four years appoint more than one permanent commissioner, and
hence prevent control of the entire Commission. In Republic of the Philippines
v. Imperial & Pez,2 a case which immeasurably strengthens the stability and
independence of the Commission on Elections, Justice Reyes carefully explains
how the rotational plan works:

-Now. the operation of the rottional plan remquire two conditions, both Indispesauble
to Its workability: (1) that the terms of the first three commision er should start m a
.omtuen deLo. and (2) that an vacancy due to death. resignation or disabillty before the
expiration of the terms should be fied only for L. nsepired blae of ha. termt. W.. tho-
out stsfing these onditions the regula-rty of the lntervals between appointsents wold"
be desbtoe and the evident purpose of the roation (to prevent that a four-rear admn-
istration should appoint mere than one permanent and regular cocmmssioner) would be
frustrated.

"While the seeral rule i. that a pu offi oes death or other permanent disah1lty
ereatie a vacaney in Me o1 s. so that the succesor is entitled to bold for a ftu tares.
such rule is retonied to suffer exoeptiou in those cae wher" the clear intention Is to
have vacancies and appointments at regular Intervaia.

"%e fact that the orderly rotation and renovation of coimlasoners would be wrecbed
unles in eae of early vacancy. a succemr should only te alowed to serve for the am-
expired portion of each regular term. suff5cently explains why no exprees provision to
that effect k made in Article X of the Constitution. The rule is so evidnty fun dameta
and Indispensable to the working of the plan that It beeame unnesary to state It in
many words. The mere fact that such appointments would make the appointees
tar les than nine reamn does not argue against readng such limitation Into the oo&A*I-

tution. bemuse the nine year term an not be lifted out of eontext and independenty at
the provision limiting the terms of the first commissioners to nine. six and three years; &ad
became in any etent. the unexpired portion Is ati part and pareal of the predLa
term. so that In flling the vacancy, only the tenure of the sucer t sortwd but noot
the term of ofgke"

On the task of determining the precise date from which to begin counting the
terms of the commissioners, J. B. L. Reyes, in choosing June 21, 1941, the date
of the organiztion of the Commission, was guided by the nature and essenc.
of an appointment to a constitutional office:

-Of the three startin dalas given above. we inclne to prefer that of the orrantmtioe
of the constitutional C- coia n of ]lections under CAmonweath Act £57. on June 21.
II41. since saJd Act Implemented and compl d the organization of the Commission that
under the Constitution shall be' establshed. C4rtaInlb the tarnma cannot beein free
the frst appointments. because appointment to a Corttutional offce Is not only a right
but equally a duty that ahould not be shirked or deLayed. One of the baalc taoeta of
our dmocratle Institutions. it can hardly be conceded that the appointng power houd
p discretion to retard compliance with Its constitutionalJ duty to appoint when delY
woqid Iedeor frustrst. the platn Intent of the fundamental law. Ordlnarly. the
operation of the Constitution cannot be ma de to depend upon the L lature or the
Zxemtive, but in the present case the gvenT*rlty of the organis.tioal Unms under A.rtic.
X sehe to enviug prospective implementation.-

" G.R. No. L-3684. March SI. 296.
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NATIONA LSM AND NATIONAL I'TZST

The years of Japanese occupation in the Philippines has left its lasting
impression on Justice Reye& From his vantage point in the Solicitor General's
office, he was a close spectator to the sufferings of his countrymen under the
heels of a foreign and ruthless invader. This has developed within him an
intense feeling of nationalism, a feeling which every now and then finds its way
into his decision. Feel, in Ng Sin v. Republic,?8 the rush of overwhelming ts-
tional pride as he touches on the attribute of independence and sovereignty:

-Tbe law demands the enrolmeut of applicant's children in our sabook not onty ID
ensure that tw are traned In our owa way of lif, but also " evidence of the petftiosuise
honest and endurins lntention to assume the dutis and oblications of FMlipao eitiamhi.
If the applicant for naturalization is really inspired by an abidlng love for this ommtry
and its institutions (and no othe reson Is admissible). he must prove it by acts et
strict compliance with Ieal requireawnts. It may mean baruship and sacriflh; but dii-
aeship in this Rspnhlic, be it ever so sma and weak, to aiways a pulv11'e and
alen. be be a subject of the mont powerful nation of the world, can take such citizenship
for gmted or assume it a a mattr of right."

It is with the same spirit of love for country and people that he would forbid
an alien non-stock corporation from acquiring agriculturil lands in the Phil-
ippines To the clear intent of the Constitution that "in the absence of capital
stock, the controlling membership should be composed of Filipino citizens," Mr.
Justice Reyes would supplement this bitter lesson from our national history:

"To permit reiios sociatoms ontrolled b n w-lpincis to eequis eariculta
hads. win be to drlive the ePeN wedge to revive a11-M refos hasbanw In t
emsryt. We -m- not ignore the bltorial faet tht eomplai-ts aait an a at
thet kind were amus the factar* that sparked the rewolm of MO&"

Taken from the standpoint of both law and morals, And with the consideration
that their pressence in this country is merely a "matter of privilegei" J. B. L.
Res demands from all aliens in the Philippines a "strict observance of the
laws concerning his admission" T

The public weal and the paramount interest of the State were Justice ReyeW
main concern in Suore v. Mount Ararat Sugar Co.,?T where he upheld the
rirht of the government to reallocate vacant sugar quotas:

-WbUs ou its face applicable only to erpo.t of "A- suar. this law mabbo a
smInmiAPs apnlcabe to all claes of suart in aimfiar sttuation. The alleation of q-s
under the smuar limitation laws and realatione was prtmarily stabisb" far publn
Intrt. sad It is ekwea linked wth the pmrvamic of mmaukfs for essr Id . the
dejar soeervatio. and otr esonsme posisim in wbia the Stat bcm a par t to-
u Tbe redistribtio of anmt. theretre. sa a be viewe a a matter Of l-
dve irivet. into.int. affasia ouly swap emntrah &a planters. but on eola
the natioo at lrge. It to but propi. thoufar, that it should be entrt to the sto
to the Interest of the entire peopla-

In Soriamo V Cia v. Collctor,T  Justice Reyes supported the contention of the
Solicitor General that the exportation of farm tractors was not within the
scope of the legislative policy to increase exportation of local products, and hence
not exempt from taxation. Note the undertones of a consummate wish for the
progres of the nation and its people:

-As tar the lefisktfe plic to ptse essimasets ahine h tax In 4" er to

oncourag, exports, the Solidito General bees Pdaid out that ft Is ely the ta~c

"OR.I No. L-Yfl@ "et.. I 9M
fRdister of Deeds v. Ung Su 81 Tampeis. G. N o. L-477. May 21. is".
" Ong So Lun v. Boazd of IUmmgration. O.N3. No. L-4017. Sep. 1, 1194.

seeoe 09£0 Wepre.
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of lcaly produced or manufaetured product. and not every kind of exportation. tbat
Congwm wanted to eonouase and promote. . .. Cisa'ly enoush. the exportation of the
traator. in question does not come und" the declared poc7 of the Ierislatur. to encourage
exportation of produeta loealy manufactured and produced. On the other hand. a. o -
reetly observed ht the Soicitor General. our oountry neaded them. and still nds now.
tractow for the development of our own agriculture. so that the saJ, of such tractors to
foreign buyers for profit. theeby deprivina our own countrymen of their uas in the
develomnt of our acrkture and incre of our productionSL. hardly Justiflm the tax

exemption that petitioner lalma."

CONCLUSION

Supreme Court Associate Justice Jose B. L. Reyes has been variously re-
ferred to as A "scholar," a "profound thinker," and a "brilliant legal mind."
All these have been borne out by his invaluable contributions to legal thought
in the Philippines, and by the work he has done in the highest courts of our
land. Yet, beyond these tributes to his genius and sagacity, is an abiding se-
renity, humility, friendliness, and a healthy capacity for laughter, from which
not even the sombre halls of the Supreme Court could detract. It Is not beyond
him to pierce the veneer of judicial dignity and give vent to a most unjudicial
quip: "You can come here at any time you want, and we can chew the rrW
tollethzer.9

Truly, these are hallmarks of an enduring greatness--to be above most men
and yet retain the cannnon touch-- greatness which has gained prominence and
which bears the promise of even gaining added stature as he continues to dedi-
cate his years to the ideals of Law and Justice.

TEODORO Q. PERA
0 LL.B. (U.P.) IS: Manbe . Student Mrtortal Board. PFtMpU ie Lem Joewmru. I94-4&
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