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**Title:**

Navarro-Banaria v. Banaria et al., G.R. No. 97264

**Facts:**

– **Parties Involved:** Adelaida C. Navarro-Banaria (petitioner) is the legal wife of Pascasio
S. Banaria, while the respondents (Ernesto A. Banaria et al.) include Pascasio’s siblings,
children, and grandchildren.

– **Event Planning:** Respondents started planning Pascasio’s 90th birthday celebration a
year in advance, continually updating Adelaida.

– **Assurances and Expectations:** Adelaida repeatedly assured the respondents that she
would bring Pascasio to the celebration, despite it coinciding with the death anniversary of
her mother.

– **Day Before Celebration:** On February 21, 2004, Adelaida and Pascasio went to Tarlac
for the death anniversary. She initially promised to return with Pascasio by evening but did
not follow through.

– **Result of Absence:** Pascasio did not attend the celebration, causing respondents to file
a missing person report and ultimately leading them to file a Complaint for Damages against
Adelaida.

–  **RTC  Decision  (May  23,  2011):**  The  Regional  Trial  Court  ruled  in  favor  of  the
respondents,  awarding  them  travel  expenses,  actual  damages  for  event  costs,  moral
damages, exemplary damages, and attorney’s fees.

– **Court of Appeals (October 15, 2014):** The Court of Appeals upheld the RTC decision
with modifications:
– Deleted the $3,619 actual damages.
– Revised moral damages to Php 300,000.
– Exemplary damages reduced to Php 30,000.
– Attorney’s fees reduced to Php 50,000.

**Issues:**

1. Whether petitioner violated Articles 19 and 21 of the Civil Code on Human Relations.
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2. Whether the petitioner’s failure necessitated an award of damages to the respondents.

**Court’s Decision:**

– **Violation of Article 19:** The Supreme Court affirmed that Adelaida violated Article 19,
which requires individuals to act with justice, give everyone their due, and observe honesty
and  good  faith.  Adelaida  repeatedly  assured  her  compliance  with  the  celebration
arrangements  but  did  not  respect  her  commitments.

–  **Article 21 Application:** The court  ruled that Adelaida’s  actions wrongfully  caused
damage to the respondents. Her failure to bring Pascasio or inform the respondents timely
of their absence, especially after being repeatedly reminded, constituted bad faith. Thus, the
respondents suffered embarrassment and financial loss for which Adelaida was accountable.

–  **Damnum Absque Injuria Doctrine:**  The Court  rejected Adelaida’s  defense that  no
damage was intended or occurred without legal injury. Her wanton disregard for her prior
assurances  and  the  reasonable  expectations  of  the  respondents  justified  an  award  of
damages.

– **Award of Damages:**
– **Actual Damages:** No revaluation required; the modified award by CA was upheld.
– **Moral Damages:** Php 300,000 for non-material  harm caused out of bad faith and
embarrassment.
– **Exemplary Damages:** Php 30,000 to deter similar future conduct.
–  **Attorney’s  Fees:**  Php  50,000  acknowledging  the  necessity  of  litigation  due  to
Adelaida’s actions.

**Doctrine:**

– **Abuse of Rights:** As illustrated by this case, the principle under Article 19 hinges on
the responsible and good-faith exercise of rights. Violation of this leads to liability under
Articles 20 (damages for violation of law) and 21 (moral, and other compensatory damages if
damage results from an act contrary to morals, good customs, or public policy).

**Class Notes:**

– **Abuse of Rights Principles:** An individual cannot exercise legal rights in bad faith
intending to harm others.
– **Legal Provisions:**
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– **Article 19 Civil Code:** Conformity to justice, fairness, and good faith.
–  **Article  20  and  21  Civil  Code:**  Remedies  for  violation  and  wrongful  injury  not
predicated on the violation of a black letter law.

– **Damages:**
– **Actual Damages:** Compensation for proven financial loss.
– **Moral Damages:** For emotional suffering resulting from the wrongful act.
– **Exemplary Damages:** To discourage future similar behavior through sanction.

**Historical Background:**

This  case  is  contextualized  within  evolving  interpretations  of  the  Civil  Code’s  human
relations provisions. The principle of abuse of rights under the Civil Code represents a
significant departure from older doctrines (such as the Roman Law principle “qui iure suo
utitur neminem laedit”) introducing accountability for rights used improperly, ensuring a
balanced approach between exercising rights and respect for other individuals’ rights and
welfare.


