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### Title:
**Application of Foreign Succession Law in Philippine Estate Settlement: The Case of Amos
G. Bellis**

### Facts:
Amos G. Bellis, a Texan and American citizen, had children from two marriages and three
illegitimate children. On August 5, 1952, Bellis executed a will in the Philippines, outlining
the distribution of his estate after debts and administration expenses. The will bequeathed
specific amounts to his first wife, Mary E. Mallen, and his three illegitimate children, with
the residue divided among his seven legitimate children from both marriages. Bellis died on
July 8, 1958, in Texas.

The will was probated in the Manila Court of First Instance. The executor, the People’s Bank
& Trust Company, distributed the specified legacies. As part of estate closure, the executor
filed  a  final  account  and  project  of  partition,  adhering  to  the  will,  which  prompted
opposition  from  Maria  Cristina  Bellis  and  Miriam  Palma  Bellis.  They  contested  their
exclusion from the estate beyond the will’s bequests, asserting entitlement to legitimes
under Philippine laws. The executor’s project of partition was approved by the lower court,
which  applied  Texas  law,  omitting  Philippine  legitimes  due  to  the  decedent’s  foreign
nationality.  The  appellants  sought  reconsideration,  which  was  denied,  prompting  their
appeal to the Supreme Court, challenging the applicable succession law.

### Issues:
1. Whether Texas law or Philippine law should govern the succession of Amos G. Bellis’s
estate, particularly concerning the legitimes of illegitimate children.
2. The validity of a foreign national’s will provision that seeks to apply Philippine law to a
Philippine estate, contrary to the national law governing the succession.

### Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  lower  court’s  decision,  applying  Texas  law  to  the
succession of Amos G. Bellis’s estate. It ruled that:
– The national law of the decedent, Texas law, which does not recognize forced heirs or
legitimes,  governs  the  order  of  succession,  successional  rights,  the  validity  of  will
provisions, and the capacity to succeed as per Articles 16 and 1039 of the Civil Code of the
Philippines.
– Provisions in a will that attempt to apply the law of a jurisdiction other than the national
law of the decedent are void, as illustrated in Miciano v. Brimo.
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– The Philippine law on legitimes cannot apply to the testamentary dispositions of a foreign
national whose national law does not provide for such.

### Doctrine:
The case reiterates the principle of lex nationalii (national law of the decedent) governing
testamentary and intestate successions, specifically the order of succession, the amount of
successional rights, the intrinsic validity of testamentary provisions, and the capacity to
succeed.

### Class Notes:
–  **Lex  Nationalii  Principle**:  The national  law of  the  decedent  dictates  the  rules  on
succession, overriding the domiciliary law if different.
– **Forced Heirs and Legitimes**: Under Philippine law, forced heirs (legitimate children
and descendants, among others) are entitled to legitimes; however, these do not apply
under the laws of some foreign jurisdictions, like Texas, USA.
– **Testamentary Autonomy vs. Compulsory Heirs**: The case underscores the limits of a
testator’s will within the bounds of their national law, notably when it conflicts with the
succession laws of another country where the estate may have assets.
– **Intricacies of Cross-Border Succession**: The importance of understanding international
private  law  principles,  especially  concerning  succession  laws  affecting  nationals  with
estates across multiple jurisdictions.

### Historical Background:
The decision exemplifies the Philippine legal system’s approach to handling international
succession issues, especially when foreign nationals own assets within its jurisdiction. It
illustrates the balancing act between respecting the sovereignty of each nation’s laws over
its citizens and the application of Philippine law within its territory, maintaining a clear
distinction on matters of succession and inheritance.


