AM. No. RTJ-10-2223 (Formerly A.M. OCA IPI No. 08-3003-RT]J).

Title: Florita Palma and Filipina Mercado vs. Judge GeorAgueg EStOSn(l)e 1(()),1 u&%aesgi%llﬁ(f)/d? igest)
Murcia, and Clerk of Court Ma. Florida C. Omelio

Facts:

Complainants Florita Palma and Filipina Mercado sent separate emails to the Philippine
Supreme Court alleging illegal marriage solemnization activities involving Judges George E.
Omelio and Virgilio G. Murcia, as well as Clerk of Court Ma. Florida C. Omelio. Following
investigations, authorities found discrepancies regarding the solemnization of a marriage
between Julius Regor M. Echevarria and Khristine Marie D. Duo. Judge Murcia’s signature
appeared in the marriage certificate, while photos indicated that Judge Omelio solemnized
the marriage. The wedding was claimed to have occurred at two different venues and on
different dates. Additionally, no solemnization fees were remitted and the investigation
further revealed that Judge Murcia may not have actually solemnized the marriage.

Issues:

1. Whether Judge Omelio conducted an unauthorized marriage ceremony.

2. Whether Judge Murcia violated procedural requirements for solemnizing a marriage.

3. Whether there was failure to collect and remit the required marriage solemnization fees.
4. Whether the complaints against the respondents had sufficient evidence to proceed.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court adopted the findings and recommendations of the Office of the Court
Administrator (OCA). Judge Omelio was found to have conducted a sham wedding,
undermining the sanctity of marriage. Judge Murcia was found to have falsely signed a
marriage certificate without personally solemnizing the marriage. Both judges were fined
P40,000 each, to be deducted from Judge Omelio’s accrued leave credits since he had been
dismissed from service in another matter during the pendency of this case. The complaint
against Clerk of Court Ma. Florida C. Omelio was dismissed due to her death.

Doctrine:

Marriage is an inviolable social institution and the foundation of the family, deeply
intertwined with public interest, hence it should not be trivialized or undermined by those in
a position of authority. The principles governing the roles of judges as solemnizing officers
are outlined in AO 125-2007, which mandates strict adherence to the guidelines for the
solemnization of marriage to preserve its sanctity.

Historical Background:
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This case illustrates the high standards imposed on judée%ggﬁa ?19d1209a [ g: gglgs]%gl%fp/h]g ge‘c?lte)

sanctity of marriage, reflecting a broader societal value placed on family and the serious
legal duties bestowed on those authorized to solemnize marriages. The incident occurs
against the backdrop of the Philippine legal system’s efforts to protect the integrity of
marital unions, ensuring legal adherence and preventing the abuse of authority vested in
solemnizing officers.
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