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### Title:
**Antonio v. Reyes: A Determination of Psychological Incapacity as Ground for Marriage
Nullity**

### Facts:
**Play-by-Play Sequence of Events**:
1. **Meeting and Marriage**: Leonilo Antonio met Marie Ivonne F. Reyes in August 1989.
Barely a year later, they married in civil and church ceremonies in December 1990.
2. **Family and Separation**: They had a child who sadly passed away at five months old.
The  couple  separated  in  August  1991  due  to  marital  issues,  briefly  reconciled,  then
permanently separated in November 1991.
3. **Legal Proceedings**: On 8 March 1993, Antonio filed a petition for the declaration of
nullity of marriage under Article 36 of the Family Code, asserting Reyes’s psychological
incapacity. The case went from the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Makati, which declared
the marriage null and void, to the Court of Appeals (CA), which reversed the RTC’s decision.
The case was then elevated to the Supreme Court.

**Procedural Posture**:
– **RTC Ruling**: Sided with Antonio, finding Reyes psychologically incapable of fulfilling
marital obligations.
– **Court of Appeals**: Reversed the RTC’s decision, challenging the sufficiency of evidence
proving psychological incapacity.
– **Supreme Court**: The final arbiter, tasked with reviewing the decisions of both lower
courts.

### Issues:
1. Whether or not Marie Ivonne F. Reyes was psychologically incapacitated to perform her
marital obligations at the time of the marriage, which justifies the nullity of the marriage
under Article 36 of the Family Code.
2. The sufficiency of evidence presented to prove the psychological incapacity.
3. The applicability and interpretation of Article 36 of the Family Code and the Molina
doctrine in the present case.

### Court’s Decision:
–  **Reversal  of  CA’s  Decision**:  The  Supreme  Court  reversed  the  CA’s  decision  and
reinstated  the  RTC’s  ruling  that  declared  the  marriage  null  and  void  due  to  Reyes’s
psychological incapacity.
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– **Analysis**:
1.  **Credibility  of  Evidence**:  The  Court  weighed  the  evidence  presented,  including
testimonies and expert opinions, finding them credible and sufficient to establish Reyes’s
psychological incapacity.
2.  **Interpretation  of  Article  36**:  The  Court  upheld  a  stringent  interpretation  of
psychological incapacity, requiring it  to be grave, juridically antecedent, and incurable,
which was satisfactorily met in this case.
3.  **Application  of  Molina  Guidelines**:  The  Court  emphasized  adherence  to  these
guidelines while also clarifying that these are not immutable, allowing for flexibility based
on the merits of each case.

### Doctrine:
The case reiterates the doctrine-established in the Molina case-that psychological incapacity
as a ground for the nullity of marriage under Article 36 of the Family Code requires that the
incapacity be grave, evident at the time of the marriage ceremony, and incurable.

### Class Notes:
– **Article 36**: Marriages may be nullified if one party was, at the time of the marriage,
psychologically incapacitated to fulfill martial obligations.
–  **Molina  Guidelines**:  A  structured  criteria  to  determine  psychological  incapacity,
including gravity, juridical antecedence, and incurability.
–  **Evidence**:  Importance  of  credible  evidence,  including  expert  testimony,  to  prove
psychological incapacity.

**Key Statutes & Provisions**:
– **Family Code, Article 36**: Specifics the ground of psychological incapacity for marriage
nullification.
–  **Jurisprudence**:  Molina Doctrine establishes a guideline for interpreting Article 36
cases.

### Historical Background:
This  case illustrates  the Philippine Supreme Court’s  cautious approach to  adjudicating
marriage nullity cases under Article 36 of the Family Code. It signifies the complex interplay
between  law,  psychology,  and  the  sanctity  of  marriage  in  Philippine  jurisprudence,
reflecting both legal and moral considerations in determining the bounds of psychological
incapacity as a ground for annulling marriages.


