G. R. No. 61700-03. September 14, 1987 (Case Brief / Digest)

##+# Case Title
Santero v. Court of First Instance of Cavite, G.R. No. 237 Phil. 711

### Facts

**Step-by-Step Series of Events:**

1. **Initial Allowance:** Anselma Diaz, the guardian of four of Pablo Santero’s children, filed
a “Motion for Allowance” for educational and subsistence expenses which was granted.

2. ¥*Subsequent Allowance Motion:** Diaz filed another “Motion for Allowance” to include
three more children of Pablo Santero, raising a total of seven beneficiaries. This motion was
granted by the respondent court.

3. **Opposition:** Petitioners, other children of Pablo Santero from a different mother,
opposed the allowances, arguing that some recipients had reached majority age and were
no longer in school.

4. *Amended Order:** Respondent court requested clarification on the inclusion of the
additional three children.

5. **Clarification:** Diaz clarified that all her children, including those of majority age,
should receive allowances as advanced payment of their inheritance.

6. *Supplemental Petition:** Petitioners opposed the inclusion of the additional heirs and
sought to withhold disbursements.

7. **Respondent Court Order:** The Court ordered retrieval of previously granted
allowances to the additional three children.

### Procedural Posture

1. **Initial Motion:** Diaz'’s initial “Motion for Allowance” was granted.

2. ¥Further Motion and Opposition:** Subsequent “Motion for Allowance,” opposition by
petitioners, and various motions for reconsideration were filed.

3. **Petition for Certiorari:** Petitioners sought to declare respondent court’s orders void,
alleging abuse of discretion.

### Issues

1. **Eligibility for Allowances:** Whether the respondent court acted with abuse of
discretion by granting allowances to individuals who are of majority age and supposedly
gainfully employed or married.

2. **Misrepresentation:** Whether there was misrepresentation by the guardian regarding
the beneficiaries’ need for support.

3. **Procedure:** Whether the respondent court erred in granting the allowance without a
proper hearing.
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##+# Court’s Decision
**Analysis of Ruling:**

1. **Eligibility (Art. 290, Civil Code):**

- ¥[ssue:** Whether majority age impacts eligibility for allowance.

- **Decision:** The Court held that age is not a prohibitive factor provided under Art. 290 as
it allows education support “even beyond the age of majority.”

- **Resolution:** Age and employment status do not negate the entitlement to educational
and other support allowances.

2. **Misrepresentation:**

- ¥*[ssue:** The accuracy of the need for school fees given that the respondents were no
longer schooling.

- **Decision:** The Court found no substantial evidence to overturn the lower court’s
findings on the truthfulness of Diaz’s claims about schooling expenses.

- **Resolution:** The Court upheld the lower court’s granting of allowances, emphasizing
the respondent court’s precedent and annual practices.

3. **Hearing Procedure:**

- ¥[ssue:** Whether due process was followed in granting allowances.

- **Decision:** The Court found the respondent court conducted proper hearings and issued
notices as required.

- **Resolution:** Proper procedural due process was observed, negating any abuse of
discretion in conducting hearings.

### Doctrine

**Key Doctrines Established:**

1. **Art. 290, Civil Code:** Support includes educational expenses beyond majority age.
2. **Art. 188, Civil Code:** Children entitled to receive support during estate liquidation.

### Class Notes

1. *Support Beyond Majority Age:** Support under Civil Code Art. 290 includes educational
expenses until education is completed.

2. **Advanced Inheritance Allowance:** Art. 188 enables children’s support as advance from
their shares.

3. **Procedural vs. Substantive Law:** Substantive rights (Civil Code) can override
procedural rules (Rules of Court).
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4. **Judicial Precedent:** Consistent court practices influence subsequent decisions on
similar matters.

### Historical Background

In the 1980s, the Philippines was refining its legal approach to familial and inheritance
rights, particularly regarding support and estate settlements. The delineation between
procedural and substantive law was especially critical during this period, reflecting the
judiciary’s evolving interpretation to prioritize substantive legal rights over procedural
limitations.
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