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### Title:
**Morales vs. Olondriz**: A Philippine Supreme Court Case on Probate Proceedings and
Preterition

### Facts:
Alfonso Juan P. Olondriz, Sr., passed away on June 9, 2003, leaving behind a will that was
contested resulting in a legal dispute that reached the Supreme Court of the Philippines. His
heirs filed for an intestate partition of his estate, while Iris Morales, asserting to be a
beneficiary  under  Olondriz’s  will,  filed  a  separate  petition  for  its  probate  and  her
appointment as special administratrix. The will notably excluded Francisco Javier Maria
Bautista Olondriz, an illegitimate son, leading to allegations of preterition. Despite Morales’
contestations, both the Regional Trial  Court (RTC) and the Court of Appeals found for
intestacy due to preterition, prompting Morales to escalate the matter to the Supreme Court
on review.

### Issues:
1.  Whether the exclusion of  a compulsory heir  in the will  constitutes preterition,  thus
warranting intestate succession.
2.  The probate court’s  jurisdiction in assessing the intrinsic validity of  the will  during
probate proceedings vis-à-vis allegations of preterition.
3.  The propriety of  the RTC’s actions in proceeding intestate despite pending probate
proceedings.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court  upheld  the  decisions  of  both  the  RTC and the  Court  of  Appeals,
concluding  that  the  omission  of  Francisco  Olondriz,  a  compulsory  heir,  amounted  to
preterition,  thereby invalidating the testamentary disposition of  heirs and necessitating
intestate succession. It declared that under exceptional circumstances, probate courts could
address the intrinsic validity of wills, particularly where proceeding with probate would be
futile due to preterition. The Court rejected Morales’ contention that the RTC acted with
grave  abuse  of  discretion,  emphasizing  that  trial  courts  retain  jurisdiction  to  modify
interlocutory orders prior to final judgement.

### Doctrine:
The case reinforced the doctrine that preterition of a compulsory heir in the direct line leads
to the annulment of the institution of heirs, rendering a will effectively null and void for
purposes of succession, and compelling intestate distribution of the estate. It also elucidated
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on the scope of a probate court’s jurisdiction, stating that examining the intrinsic validity of
a will is permissible when significant issues like preterition are present.

### Class Notes:
– **Preterition**:  The omission of a compulsory heir in the will  without disinheritance,
leading to the annulment of the testamentary disposition and resort to intestate succession.
– **Probate Proceedings vs. Intestate Succession**: The necessity of probating a will to
establish its authenticity and validity, contrasted with the automatic recourse to intestate
succession in cases of preterition.
– **Jurisdiction of Probate Courts**: While primarily focused on the extrinsic validity of
wills, the court can delve into intrinsic validity in cases where it influences the proceedings’
outcome, such as in preterition.
– **Interlocutory Orders**: Can be modified or rescinded by the issuing court before final
judgment, as demonstrated by the modification of the order to proceed with probate.
– **Article 854 of the Philippine Civil Code**: Central to the issue, outlining the effects of
preterition on testamentary dispositions.

### Historical Background:
The  Morales  vs.  Olondriz  case  typifies  the  legal  complexities  surrounding  wills  and
succession in the Philippine legal context, emphasizing the protective stance of the law
towards compulsory heirs. The case further illustrates the judiciary’s role in interpreting
provisions of the Civil  Code relating to succession, ensuring equity and fairness in the
distribution of a decedent’s estate.


