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' LAND AS THE HERITAGE 
OF THE FILIPINOS 

Jacinto D. Jimenez* 

The nationalization of land looms as one of the most controversial issues in 
Philippine law. The clashing opinions of the justices of the Supreme Court in cases 
involving this question is indicative of this. While there is no quarrel that land 
should be preserved as the exclusive patrimony of the Fi)ipino people, disputes 
have arisen regarding the scope of the nationalization ofland. · 

L The Nationalization of Land. 

It was the 193 5 Constitution that first implanted the nationalization of 
land in Philippine law. Section 5, Article XIII of. the 1935 Constitution pro~ 
vided: · · 

"Save in cases of hereditary succession, no private agricuituralland shall be 
transferred or assigned except to individuals~ corporations, or associations quali­
fied to acquire or hold lands of the public domain in the Philippines." 

Section I, Article XIII of the I 935 Constitution read in part: 

"All agricultural, timber, and mineral lands of the public domain, waters, mi­
nerals, coal, petroleum, and other mineral. oils, all forces of potential energy, and 
other natural resources of the Philippines belong to the State, and their disposition, 
exploitation, development, or utilization shall be limited to .citiZens of the rb.llip­
pines, or to cqrporations or associations at .least sixty . per centum. of the capi~aJ 
of which is owned by such .citizens, subject to any existing right, grant, lea$e, or 
concession at the. time .of the ·inauguration of thti Govefl'!l11ent established under 
thiS Constitution." 

Thus, while Section I, Article XIII of the 1935 Constitution 1imitt1U the 
right. to. acquire public land to. Filipino citizens ~nd corporations onssociations 
at least sixty per cent (60%)ofthe capital ~fwhich is owned byFilipinocitizens, 
Section 5, Article XIII of the 1935 Constitution extended such poijcyto private 
agricultural I~ds. 

A. Philosophy behind the Nationalization 

To justify the nationalization of land,. the Report of the .Committee on Na­
tkmaliZation ·and Preservation of Lands and Natural Resources pointed out: 

*Professor of LI,IMl, Ateneo College of Law; Senior f;iditor,.Aifmeo Law ]o,.rn<l, 1967. 

33 






















