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G.R. No. L November 23, ELISEO SANTOS, as administrator of Estanislao Santos, plaintiff-appellant, vs. PABLO
BARTOLOME, as.

From an observation contained in the appealed decision we infer that the action of the trial judge in rejecting
the various claims to which reference has been made was based in part on the idea that said claims should
have been submitted to the committed appointed to appraise the property and allow claims against the estate of
Marcela Tizon in administration, in conformity with the requirements of section , and related provisions of the
Code of Civil Procedure.
Assumingthefactsastothisitemstobeasthussuggested,therecanbenodoubtthattheamountthuspaidout
toeffecttheredemptionofthepropertyshouldbedeductedfromthecommunityassetsinliquidation,therebyin effect
charging onehalf thereof against the portion pertaining to Marcela Tizon. Into the details of that proceeding it
is unnecessary here to enter. It is undeniable that when the property to which reference is here made was
redeemed, it remained, as it had been before, the particular property of Marcela Tizon, for if the right of
redemption pertained to her, so also must the property belong to her after redemption. It is so ordered, without
express pronouncement as to costs. The first relates to item c , representing P1,, said to have been paid by
Estanislao Santos out of the community property to redeem certain lands belonging to his wife Marcela Tizon
, situated in Bacolor, Pampanga, which lands had been sold, prior to the marriage, under a contract of sale with
pacto de retro. Assuming the facts as to this items to be as thus suggested, there can be no doubt that the
amount thus paid out to effect the redemption of the property should be deducted from the community assets
in liquidation, thereby in effect charging one-half thereof against the portion pertaining to Marcela Tizon.
There can be no doubt whatever as to the property of allowing these items against the estate of Marcela Tizon
in the liquidation of the partnership property; and his Honor, the trial judge, was mistaken in rejecting the
same. In connection with the discharge of these duties, said administrator also came into the possession of
certain property pertaining to the widow in her own right, which he managed to the same extent as the
community property itself. An irrigation system beneficial to real property is a useful expenditure with the
contemplation of article of the Civil Code and, if financed from the community assets, is chargeable against
the party benefit when the time comes for the liquidation of the conjugal partnership.
Andofcoursewherecommunityassetshavebeenusedto effect the redemption, the community estate becomes
creditor to the extent of the amount thus expended. Araullo, C. The third point to be considered relates to item
e , representing the sum of P7, As we
understandtherecord,theseexpenditureswereincurredjustafterthedeathofMarcelaTizonandattherequest
ofherownadministrator,PabloBartolome,therebeingaverbalagreementbetweenthetwoadministratortothe effect
that Eliseo Santos should advance the necessary sums for these expenditures, the same to be subsequently
reimbursed by Pablo Bartolome, as administrator of Marcela Tizon. No children appear to have been born to
the pair, and the persons now interested in their properties are the collateral heirs of the two spouse
respectively. In the form in which the case is thus brought before us it is apparent that, if we should arrive at
the conclusion that any of the items c , d , e , f , and g represent claims which as a matter of law could
constitute valid charges against Marcela Tizon in the settlement of the ganancial estate, the order appealed
from should be reversed as to such item or items and the cause remanded in order that proof may be submitted
with respect thereto. In Base II of this project were included seven items, lettered respectively a , b , c , d , e , f
, and g , representing certain sums which, it was submitted, constituted valid charges against Marcela Tizon in
the liquidation of the ganancial property. It results that there was error in the disallowance of this item. It
follows that, in the liquidation of the community property, account should be taken of this obligation arts.
Anirrigationsystembeneficialtorealpropertyisausefulexpenditurewiththecontemplationofarticle of the Civil
Code and, if financed from the community assets, is chargeable against the party benefit when the
timecomesfortheliquidationoftheconjugalpartnership. As we understand the record, these expenditures were
incurred just after the death of Marcela Tizon and at the request of her own administrator, Pablo Bartolome,
there being a verbal agreement between the two administrator to the effect that Eliseo Santos should advance
the necessary sums for these expenditures, the same to be subsequently reimbursed by Pablo Bartolome, as
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administrator of Marcela Tizon. A more detailed statement concerning these items will be necessary later. It
results that there was error in the disallowance of this item. Items f and g were not proper to be submitted to
the committee because they relate to expenditures made after the death of Marcela Tizon; and as regard the
other items the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure requiring the presentation of claims to the committee
are not pertinent to proceedings for the liquidation of the conjugal partnership. Marcela Tizon, survived until
December, , when she also died.


