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**Title:** Norman H. Ball v. Republic of the Philippines (Adoption Case of George William
York, Jr.), 94 Phil. 106

**Facts:**
– George William York, Jr. was born on February 29, 1948, to George William York, Sr. and
Sophie S. Farr, who divorced in 1944.
– Post-divorce, George William York, Jr. was in the care of his mother, Sophie S. Farr.
–  Sophie  S.  Farr  remarried Norman H.  Ball,  an  American citizen and resident  of  the
Philippines, on August 5, 1947, and they had a daughter together.
– The family lived at Balagtas Street, 168-D, Manila.
– Norman H. Ball applied to adopt George William York, Jr. Sophie S. Farr consented to the
adoption.
– The Solicitor-General opposed the adoption, citing Article 335 of the Philippine Civil Code,
which restricts adoption by individuals with legitimate children.

**Procedural Posture:**
– The application for adoption was submitted to the Court of First Instance in Manila, which
approved the adoption under Article 338 of the Civil Code.
– The Solicitor-General appealed the decision to the Supreme Court on October 21, 1951,
arguing that Article 335 prohibits adoption by those with legitimate children.

**Issues:**
1. Whether Norman H. Ball, having a legitimate daughter, can adopt his stepson, George
William York, Jr., under Philippine law.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. The Court emphasized the conflict between Articles 335 and 338 of the Civil Code. Article
335 prohibits adoption by those with legitimate children, whereas Article 338 allows step-
parents to adopt step-children.
2. The Court ruled that Article 335 must prevail to avoid legal inconsistency, interpreting
that adoption by a step-parent is permissible only if the step-parent does not have legitimate
children.
3. The Court based its decision on the concern that adoption could create family discord by
introducing a new heir who might diminish the inheritance of legitimate children.
4. The Court referenced historical and legal precedents, including Spanish Civil Code Article
174, which prohibits adoption by individuals with legitimate descendants, to reinforce their
interpretation.
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**Doctrine:**
– **Interpretation of Adoption Law:** The case clarifies that Philippine law prohibits an
individual with legitimate children from adopting any child, including a step-child, in order
to prevent potential family disputes and safeguard the rights of legitimate heirs.
– **Harmonization of Legal Provisions:** When interpreting conflicting legal provisions, a
court must strive to harmonize them in a way that gives effect to the legislature’s intent
while avoiding redundancy.

**Class Notes:**
– **Adoption Restrictions (Art. 335, Civil Code):**
– Those with legitimate children cannot adopt.
– Adoption may not ease family tensions but could instead create conflicts.
– Harmonization of legal provisions is essential in judicial interpretation.
– **Procedural Law (Art. 766, Civil Code of Civil Procedure):**
– The prior law allowed limited adoption of step-children, influencing the subsequent Civil
Code provision changes.

**Historical Background:**
–  **Adoption  Practices:**  Originated  from  American  influence,  allowing  step-parent
adoption,  consistent  with  early  20th-century  Philippine  laws.
– **Legal Evolution:** The adaptation of Spanish civil law traditions emphasizing protection
for legitimate children’s inheritance rights.
– **Legal Reforms:** The conflict between earlier procedural codes and the revised civil
code showcasing legislative efforts to balance familial harmony and inheritance rights.


