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It bears stressing that in every land dispute, the aim of the court

the integrity of and maintain inviolate the Torrens system of land m@é«-ﬂ-aﬁlj s
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to uphaid the law;  resolution of the parties’ dispute is merely a necessary conseauenc
, et Rt 1 ;.,.#;,hpf":g’"g';
In overlapping of titles disputes, it ha .. _
o i eialda : ities disputes, it has always been the practice for the co
appoint a surveyor from the government land agencies - the Land Registration Authorty
or the DENR - to act as commissioner, 4 ISRREL ALY

Upon perusal of the records, there was already a survey conducted by a geodetic
eggir_aa&r pursuant to the Order of the Court granting the mm:iaﬂ to conduct ;éig;:;ﬁ;
Survey and ordering the Provincial Environment and Natural Resources Office (PENRQ}
province of Palawan to submit to the court the name of the geodetic engineer who will
mndu:t the refocation survey,” Acting on said Order, Engr. Aldrin Cabasares was tasked
by the PENRO to conduct the relocation survey.

The findings of Engr. Aldrin Cabasares® states, to wit:

Based on the result of the relocation survey and the field data
gathered, the entire existing fence, the portion of the house of the
defendants and the respective portion of areas cccupiedd by them are found
inside Lot 993-D. These findings supplement and confirm the results of the
relocation survey conducted on site on September 18, 2017,

: A follow up report was then made by the PENRD rectifying the information
regarding the report made on December 7 2017. instead of TCT Mo, T-21659 registered
. in the name of Michael L. Cheng, single and Benedict L. Balistis married to Marichelie C,
. Belibis, it is now corrected and read to TCT Mo, T-21658 registered in the name of Edna
L. Balisbis, married to Lizo Chin Guat and Andrew L. Cheng.

Reliance of the Court to the survey conducted by the geodetic engineer appointed
o er is necessary in order to resolve the case especially when the issue
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~ nvolved is something that requires a technical understanding of the boundaries indicated

 1tis an elementary principle of civil law that the owner of real propeny is entitied
the possession thereof as an attribute of his or her ownership. In fact, the hoider of 3
e ts the rightful owner of the property thereby covered, and s entitied to its

official determination on the allegation of the defendants that they
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not the property of the plaintiff. Uikewise, the issue




