G.R. No. 68470. October 08, 1985 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: Alice Reyes Van Dorn vs. Hon. Manuel V. Romillo, Jr. and Richard Upton

### Facts:

Alice Reyes Van Dorn, a Filipino citizen, and Richard Upton, an American citizen, were
married in Hong Kong in 1972 and subsequently resided in the Philippines, producing two
children. The couple was divorced in Nevada, USA, in 1982, after which Van Dorn
remarried. Upton initiated a legal action in the Philippine Regional Trial Court in Pasay City,
contending the couple’s business in Manila was conjugal property and demanded an
accounting and management rights.

Van Dorn filed a Motion to Dismiss, arguing the Nevada divorce decree, which
acknowledged no community property existed between them, precluded Upton’s claim. The
Pasay City court denied her motion, indicating the Philippine location of the property
rendered the Nevada decree irrelevant in this context. Van Dorn’s subsequent Motion for
Reconsideration was also denied, prompting her to escalate the matter to the Supreme
Court of the Philippines via a Petition for Certiorari and Prohibition, challenging the lower
court’s decisions.

### Issues:

1. Whether the Nevada divorce decree is recognized and can affect the status of conjugal
property located in the Philippines.

2. Whether Upton is estopped from claiming rights over the alleged conjugal property due
to his assertions in the Nevada divorce proceedings.

3. The appropriate application of Philippine laws and public policy to the case, considering
the foreign divorce.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court granted Van Dorn’s petition, instructing the dismissal of Upton’s
complaint in the lower court. The decision hinged on the validity of the Nevada divorce,
which was recognized based on the U.S. principles binding Upton as an American citizen.
The Court emphasized that Philippine law does not deny the possibility of recognizing a
foreign divorce decree if valid according to the nationals’ law. It concluded Upton, having
represented in the Nevada court that no community property existed and accepted the
divorce decree, cannot claim otherwise in the Philippines. As such, the Philippine court
should not consider Van Dorn as Upton’s wife under Philippine law.

### Doctrine:
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The ruling reiterates the principle that foreign divorce decrees valid under the laws of a
foreign national can be recognized in the Philippines, especially when involving non-Filipino
citizens. Such recognition is contingent upon adherence to the legal standards of the
country where the divorce was procured and does not contravene Philippine public policy.

### Class Notes:

- **Foreign Divorce Recognition**: A foreign divorce decree that is valid under the laws of a
foreign national’s country can be recognized in the Philippines, affecting the Filipino
spouse’s marital status and related legal capacities.

- **Doctrine of Estoppel**: Parties are barred from contradicting their own statements or
representations made in foreign legal proceedings, especially when such statements
concern the existence or non-existence of community property in divorce decrees.

- **Turisdiction and Public Policy**: Philippine courts respect foreign laws and judgments,
provided they do not conflict with domestic laws and public policy, particularly regarding
the inviolability of marriage among Filipino citizens.

### Historical Background:

This case underscores the complex interplay between national laws and international
jurisdictions, particularly in matters of personal status, marriage, and property relations. It
highlights the evolving legal landscape regarding the recognition of foreign divorce decrees
in the Philippines, driven by the increasing mobility of individuals across borders and the
resultant cross-jurisdictional legal issues.

© 2024 - batas.org | 2



