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### Title:
**Tomasa Vda. de Jacob v. Court of Appeals, et al., G.R. No. 132136**

### Facts:
#### Series of Events:
1. **Marriage Claim**: Tomasa Vda. de Jacob asserts she was the surviving spouse of the
deceased Alfredo E. Jacob and presents a reconstructed marriage contract as evidence of
their marriage.
2. **Adoption Claim**: Pedro Pilapil, on the other hand, claims to be the legally adopted son
of Alfredo E. Jacob based on an Order dated July 18, 1961.
3. **Legal Proceedings Initiate**: During the settlement process for Alfredo Jacob’s estate,
Pedro intervened, claiming inheritance rights as his sole surviving heir. Tomasa opposed,
questioning Pedro’s adoption.
4. **Trial Court Litigation**:
–  **Tomasa’s  Marriage Validity  Challenge**:  Pedro questioned the validity  of  Tomasa’s
marriage to Alfredo.
– **Pedro’s Adoption Authenticity Challenge**: Tomasa contested the authenticity of the
Judge’s signature on the adoption order.
– **Result**: The trial court favored Pedro, deeming the reconstructed marriage contract as
spurious and upholding the validity of the adoption order.
5.  **Court of  Appeals**:  Tomasa appealed,  but the Court of  Appeals affirmed the trial
court’s decision.
6. **Petition for Review**: Tomasa then filed a petition for review with the Supreme Court.

### Issues:
1. **Validity of Tomasa Vda. de Jacob’s Marriage**:
– Whether the marriage between Tomasa Vda. de Jacob and Alfredo E. Jacob was valid
despite the absence of the original marriage contract.
2. **Legitimacy of Pedro Pilapil’s Adoption**:
– Whether Pedro Pilapil was the legally adopted son of Alfredo E. Jacob, considering the
challenge to the authenticity of the adoption order’s signature.

### Court’s Decision:
#### Validity of Marriage:
1. **Legal Framework**: Under the Civil Code, as the marriage was solemnized prior to the
Family Code’s effectivity. Article 76 exempts a man and woman who lived together for at
least five years from the requirement of a marriage license.
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2.  **Secondary  Evidence  Rule**:  Secondary  evidence  proving  the  due  execution  and
subsequent loss of a marriage contract is admissible provided due diligence and lack of bad
faith.
3. **Court’s Analysis**:
–  **Affidavits and Testimonies**:  Testimonies from petitioner,  witnesses,  and officiating
priest established the due execution and loss of the marriage contract.
–  **Confusion  by  Lower  Courts**:  The  trial  court  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  erred  by
disregarding testimonies and documents.
– **Jurisprudence and Presumption of Marriage**: Past Supreme Court decisions support
the  admission  of  secondary  evidence  to  prove  marriage,  emphasizing  the  societal
presumption in favor of marriage legality.

#### Validity of Adoption:
1. **Authentication Issues**:
– **Deposition of Judge Moya**: Judge Moya, allegedly the judge who signed the adoption
order, could not recall issuing the order or signing it.
–  **Handwriting  Expert**:  An  NBI  expert  confirmed  the  differences  in  handwriting,
concluding that Judge Moya did not sign the order.
2.  **Absence of  Counter-Evidence**:  No reliable  evidence from Pedro was provided to
conclusively prove the alleged adoption.
3.  **Conclusion**:  The Supreme Court concluded that Judge Moya’s signature was not
genuine and the adoption order was invalid.

### Doctrine:
1. **Secondary Evidence in Documentary Loss**:
– **Rule Application**: Due execution and loss of documents can be proven with secondary
evidence such as witness testimonies, affidavits, and other documents.
–  **Marriage  Documentation**:  Marriage  can  be  proven  via  affidavits  attesting  to  the
marriage if the original document is lost, and the due execution and loss are established.
2. **Authenticity of Court Orders**:
– **Expert Opinion**: Handwriting expert analysis plays a critical role in determining the
validity of signatures on legal documents.
– **Burden of Proof**: The burden to prove the authenticity of an adoption document rests
on the person claiming the adoption.

### Class Notes:
1. **Secondary Evidence in Law**:
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–  **Foundation  Requirements**:  Execution  and loss  without  bad  faith  allow secondary
evidence to replace the original document.
– **Legal Precedent**: Refer to De Vera v. Aguilar and Hernaez v. Mcgrath for foundational
rulings on secondary evidence.

2. **Civil Code – Marriage Exceptions**:
– **Article 76**: Couples living together for at least five years are exempt from needing a
marriage license.

3. **Document Authentication**:
– **Role of Experts**: Court’s reliance on handwriting experts to resolve issues regarding
document authenticity.
–  **Judge’s  Signature  Validity**:  Authenticity  can  be  challenged  and  invalidated  with
substantive expert analysis and testimony.

### Historical Background:
#### Context:
The case reflects the complexities associated with proving marriage and adoption statuses
in the absence of  original  documents,  emphasizing the Civil  Code’s  rule on secondary
evidence and rebuttable presumptions related to marriage and document authenticity. It
highlights procedural diligence required in estate settlement cases, administration of justice
relying on comprehensive evidence analysis,  and the judicial  stance towards validating
marital and filial relationships absent conventional, unchallenged documentation.


