G. R. No. L-32636. March 17, 1930 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: In the Matter of the Estate of Edward Randolph Hix, Deceased: A.W. Fluemer vs.
Annie Cousins Hix

Facts:

The case revolves around the petition for the probate of a document purported to be the last
will and testament of Edward Randolph Hix, initiated by A.W. Fluemer, the special
administrator of Hix’s estate. The petition faced opposition from Annie Cousins Hix and was
eventually denied probate by Judge of First Instance Tuason. This denial led Fluemer to
appeal to the Supreme Court of the Philippines.

The core argument presented by the petitioner, Fluemer, was that the will was executed in
Elkins, West Virginia, under the laws of which Hix was a resident, thereby asserting that the
laws of West Virginia should govern the proceedings. To substantiate this claim, an extract
from the West Virginia Code was introduced into evidence, albeit without meeting the
Philippine procedural requirements for foreign laws to be recognized in court.

Furthermore, Fluemer’s appeal faced challenges on two critical fronts: firstly, the sufficient
proof of the will’s due execution according to West Virginia law was contested due to the
lack of comprehensive evidence beyond the petitioner’s testimony. Secondly, Fluemer’s
claim that Hix had his domicile in West Virginia (and not in the Philippines) was primarily
based on the recitals in the will and Fluemer’s testimony, which the court found insufficient.
Notably, the initiation of administration proceedings in the Philippines contradicted
Fluemer’s stance on domicile.

During the Supreme Court proceedings, Fluemer attempted to introduce new documents to
evidence the will’s existence and probate in West Virginia. These efforts, however, did not
satisfy the requirements set forth by the Philippine Code of Civil Procedure regarding
foreign wills and their probate process.

Issues:

1. Whether the special administrator has standing to appeal the disallowance of a will.

2. The admissibility and sufficiency of foreign legal documents and testimonies to prove the
due execution of a will according to foreign laws.

3. The procedural and evidentiary requirements for establishing the domicile of the
deceased and the implications for probate jurisdiction.

Court’s Decision:
The Court permitted Fluemer’s appeal, recognizing him as an “interested person” as per the
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relevant provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure. However, it ultimately affirmed the lower
court’s decision, rejecting the probate of the will due to insufficient evidence of its due
execution according to West Virginia law, the failure to correctly prove the foreign law
under Philippine procedural law, and the inadequate evidence of Hix’s domicile being in
West Virginia. The Court’s decision was anchored on the principle that foreign laws must be
adequately proven as facts in Philippine courts, and this evidence must meet specific
procedural requirements set out in the Code of Civil Procedure. The appeal’s request to
introduce new evidence was also dismissed for not meeting these stringent requirements.

Doctrine:

- Foreign laws must be proven as facts in Philippine courts, and their proof must adhere to
the procedural requirements of the Code of Civil Procedure.

- A special administrator is considered an “interested person” and, therefore, has the
standing to appeal the disallowance of a will by a Court of First Instance.

Class Notes:

- Proving foreign laws in Philippine courts: To be admissible, foreign laws must be proven as
facts, requiring documentation authenticated according to Sections 300 and 301 of the
Philippine Code of Civil Procedure.

- Role and Rights of a Special Administrator: As an “interested person,” a special
administrator has the standing to appeal probate decisions.

- Domicile for Probate Jurisdiction: Establishing the domicile of the deceased is crucial for
probate jurisdiction and must be supported by concrete evidence beyond mere assertions in
the will or testimonial evidence.

Historical Background:

This case reflects the intricacies involved in probate proceedings with international
elements, highlighting the Philippine judiciary’s stringent stance on the admissibility of
foreign laws and documents. It underscores the importance of procedural compliance when
dealing with wills executed under foreign legal regimes, especially in a historical context
where the interactions between Philippine law and the laws of other jurisdictions are
meticulously scrutinized to uphold judicial integrity and fairness in cross-border legal
matters.
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