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**Title:**
Perez vs. Tuason de Perez

**Facts:**
Antonio Perez, both in his capacity and as guardian ad litem for his adoptive son Benigno
Perez y Tuason, filed a lawsuit against Angela Tuason de Perez, his wife and Benigno’s
mother. The complaint was divided into three causes of action. The first accused Angela of
squandering her estate which led Antonio to request the court to declare her a prodigal,
appoint  a  guardian  over  her  estate,  and  issue  a  preliminary  injunction  to  cease  the
dissipation of her properties. The second cause of action claimed that Angela’s prodigality
endangered their conjugal partnership of gains, and sought an injunction to prevent its
dissolution.  The third  cause of  action alleged Angela  publicly  announced intentions  to
remarry and bear children outside of their marriage, for which Antonio sought damages and
attorney’s fees.

After a preliminary injunction was granted ex parte, Angela moved for dismissal based on
res judicata and subsequently for lack of jurisdiction, pointing out that the Juvenile and
Domestic Relations Court, under Republic Act No. 1401, had exclusive jurisdiction over the
case’s matters. A compromise was attempted but ultimately failed. The issue of the court’s
jurisdiction then became central, leading the Court of First Instance of Manila to dismiss the
case for lack of jurisdiction, ruling that the Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court should
exclusively handle it. This decision prompted the Perez’s appeal to the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of First Instance of Manila has jurisdiction over the cases lodged by
Antonio and Benigno Perez.
2. Whether the doctrine of estoppel of jurisdiction applies in the Philippines.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the dismissal of the case by the Court of First Instance of
Manila.  It  held that under Republic Act No.  1401,  creating the Juvenile and Domestic
Relations Court, said court has exclusive original jurisdiction over cases involving custody,
guardianship,  adoption,  paternity,  acknowledgment,  and specific  proceedings under the
Civil Code, including those relevant to the issues raised by the Perezes.

1. Regarding Benigno’s cause of action for guardianship over his mother due to alleged
prodigality, the Supreme Court pointed out that it falls squarely under the jurisdiction of the
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Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court as prescribed by Section 38-A, R.A. 1401.

2.  The  court  similarly  addressed  Antonio’s  other  two  causes  of  action,  regarding  the
protection of matrimonial financial interests and seeking damages for personal grievances
against his wife’s actions, as within the scope of the Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court’s
jurisdiction.

3. On the issue of estoppel, the court ruled that even if the defendant could be considered
estopped from questioning the trial court’s jurisdiction due to the attempted compromise,
such estoppel does not bind the court. The court maintained the autonomy to address its
jurisdiction over a matter at any point in the proceedings.

**Doctrine:**
This case reiterated that the jurisdiction over certain family-related matters, including those
involving issues of guardianship, prodigality, and other personal relations between spouses
as  outlined in  Republic  Act  No.  1401,  lies  exclusively  with  the Juvenile  and Domestic
Relations Court. Additionally, it affirmed that a court can address the issue of its jurisdiction
independently of any action or agreement by the parties involved, reflecting the principle
that jurisdiction is a matter of law.

**Class Notes:**
– Jurisdiction: The authority granted by law to a court to try cases and rule on legal matters
within a particular geographic area and/or over certain types of legal cases. It’s primarily
determined by statute.
– Guardianship: A legal mechanism appointed by the court where a person or institution is
assigned to manage the financial affairs, and often the personal care, of another who is
incapable of managing his or her own affairs.
– Prodigality: A legal term referring to one who squanders or wastes their estate to the point
of risking their own financial stability or that of their dependents.
– Doctrine of Estoppel of Jurisdiction: A principle that prevents a party from denying or
asserting something in  court  due to  that  party’s  own actions,  inaction,  or  statements,
particularly after a compromise is attempted.
– Republic Act No. 1401: Legislation that outlines the specific jurisdiction of the Juvenile
and Domestic Relations Court in the Philippines.

**Historical Background:**
This case showcases the nuances of  family law litigation in the Philippines during the
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mid-20th century, highlighting how jurisdictional conflicts between courts could complicate
family disputes. It reflects the evolving legal landscape towards the specialization of courts
dealing with familial matters and underscores the legal mechanisms aimed at addressing
the complexities of marital and parental relationships.


