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### Title: Sayson v. Court of Appeals

### Facts:
The case involves a dispute over inheritance rights within the Sayson family. Eleno and
Rafaela Sayson had five children: Mauricio, Rosario, Basilisa, Remedios, and Teodoro. After
the deaths of Eleno, Rafaela, and Teodoro (along with Teodoro’s wife, Isabel Bautista), the
property left by Teodoro and Isabel was claimed by Delia, Edmundo, and Doribel Sayson,
who alleged to  be  their  children.  Mauricio,  Rosario,  Basilisa,  Remedios,  and Juana C.
Bautista (Isabel’s mother) filed a complaint for partition and accounting of Teodoro and
Isabel’s intestate estate in the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Albay, which was contested by
Delia, Edmundo, and Doribel asserting their rights as Teodoro and Isabel’s descendants.
Parallelly, Delia, Edmundo, and Doribel filed a complaint for the partition of Eleno and
Rafaela Sayson’s estate, claiming rights through Teodoro. The RTC favored Delia, Edmundo,
and  Doribel,  recognizing  Delia  and  Edmundo  as  adopted  children  and  Doribel  as  a
legitimate daughter of Teodoro and Isabel. The petitioners appealed to the Court of Appeals
(CA),  which  affirmed  the  RTC’s  decisions  with  modifications  disqualifying  Delia  and
Edmundo from inheriting from Eleno and Rafaela. The petitioners then sought review by
certiorari in the Supreme Court, contesting the appellate court’s rulings.

### Issues:
1. Whether Delia and Edmundo were legally adopted, given that Doribel was born before
their adoption was decreed, and whether their adoption was consequently invalid.
2. Whether Doribel is the legitimate daughter of Teodoro and Isabel Sayson.
3. The proper challenge to the validity of adoption and the legitimacy of a child.
4. The capacity of the private respondents (Delia, Edmundo, and Doribel) to inherit from
their alleged parents and grandparents.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition and affirmed the decision of the CA in toto, resolving
the issues as follows:
1. The Court found the adoption of Delia and Edmundo valid, dismissing the petitioners’
challenge due to timeliness and procedural grounds. The Court stated that the petitioners’
argument against the adoption based on Doribel’s birth was inconsistent and procedurally
incorrect as challenges should have been made directly and timely.
2. On the legitimacy of Doribel, the Court upheld the lower courts’ findings, emphasizing the
evidentiary weight of the birth certificate and the procedural impropriety of questioning
legitimacy in the action filed by the petitioners.
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3.  The  Court  reiterated  legal  principles  concerning  the  challenge  to  adoptions  and
legitimacy, emphasizing direct proceedings for such challenges and the inappropriateness
of collateral attacks.
4.  Doribel  was  recognized  as  the  legitimate  daughter  entitled  to  inherit  by  right  of
representation  from  her  grandparents.  However,  the  Court  clarified  that  Delia  and
Edmundo, as adopted children, do not have the right of representation in inheriting from
their adoptive grandparents.

### Doctrine:
The Court reiterated doctrines related to adoption and legitimacy:
– The validity of adoption cannot be collaterally attacked in proceedings unrelated to the
question of adoption.
– The legitimacy of a child established by a birth certificate can be contested only in a direct
action by the proper parties and within the prescribed period.

### Class Notes:
– **Adoption Legality**: Challenges to the legality of an adoption must be direct, timely, and
procedural. Collateral attacks in unrelated proceedings are improper.
– **Legitimacy of Children**: A birth certificate is prima facie evidence of filiation and can
be contested only in direct proceedings. The legitimacy of a child confers inheritance rights.
– **Right of Representation**: Adopted children do not have the right of representation to
inherit from their adoptive grandparents’ intestate estate.

### Historical Background:
This case underscores the complex dynamics of family law, particularly around issues of
adoption, legitimacy, and inheritance in the Philippines. It  highlights how the interplay
between statutory law and procedural requirements shapes legal outcomes in disputes over
succession and familial rights.


