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**Title:** Filipina Y. Sy vs. Court of Appeals, Regional Trial Court of San Fernando,
Pampanga, and Fernando Sy

**Facts:**
1. **Marriage and Family Life:**
– Filipina Y. Sy and Fernando Sy married on November 15, 1973, at the Church of Our Lady
of Lourdes, Quezon City, at age 22.
– They had two children, Frederick and Farrah Sheryll, born on July 8, 1975, and February
14, 1978, respectively.
– The family resided in multiple locations, eventually settling in San Matias, Sto. Tomas,
Pampanga, where they operated a lumber and hardware business.
2. **Separation and Legal Actions:**
– Fernando left the conjugal home on September 15, 1983; the couple lived separately
thereafter.
– In 1987, Filipina filed for legal separation and later amended it to separation of property
(Civil Case No. 7900), which was granted in 1983.
3. **Criminal Charges:**
– In May 1988, Filipina filed attempted parricide charges against Fernando, resulting from a
violent incident at Fernando’s clinic. Fernando was convicted of slight physical injuries.
4. **Continued Legal Battles:**
– Filipina filed for legal separation again in 1991 (Civil Case No. 8273), which was granted
on grounds of physical violence and sexual infidelity.
5. **Nullity of Marriage Petition:**
– On August 4, 1992, Filipina filed for nullity of marriage on grounds of psychological
incapacity, citing Fernando’s violence, infidelity, and neglect as symptoms.
– The Regional Trial Court denied this petition on December 9, 1993.

**Procedural Posture:**
– Filipina appealed to the Court of Appeals, which upheld the RTC’s decision, stating the
grounds  cited  did  not  constitute  psychological  incapacity  existing  at  the  time  of  the
marriage in 1973.
– After a denied motion for reconsideration, Filipina filed an appeal by certiorari to the
Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. **Validity of Marriage License:**
– Whether the marriage was void ab initio for lack of a marriage license at the time of the
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ceremony.
2. **Psychological Incapacity:**
– Whether Fernando was psychologically incapacitated at the time of marriage to warrant
declaring it null and void.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Issue on Marriage License:**
– **Supreme Court Finding:** The marriage was void ab initio due to the lack of a marriage
license.
– **Rationale:** The marriage license (issued September 17, 1974) postdated the actual
marriage ceremony (November 15, 1973), rendering the union invalid. This discrepancy was
accepted as evidence during the trial, hence they concluded the marriage violated Article 80
of the Civil Code.
2. **Issue on Psychological Incapacity:**
– **Supreme Court Finding:** The issue was mooted by the finding of the invalid marriage
due to the lack of a marriage license.
– **Rationale:** Once the marriage was deemed void, analyzing psychological incapacity
was unnecessary.

**Doctrine:**
– **Marriage Licenses:** Absence of a marriage license renders the marriage void ab initio
(Article 80, Civil Code).
– **Courts’ Flexibility:** Courts may relax procedural rules to address substantive rights
and achieve justice, particularly in matters involving the validity of marriage.

**Class Notes:**
– **Key Elements:**
1. **Marriage License:** A formal requirement for a valid marriage, absence renders it void
(Article 80, Civil Code).
2. **Psychological Incapacity:** Must be proven to exist at the time of marriage for nullity
(Santos v. CA).
– **Legal Provisions:**
– **Article 80, Civil Code:** Enumerates void marriages, including those without a marriage
license.
– **Marriage Procedural Requirements:** Highlight the necessity and timing of a marriage
license to validate a marriage.
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**Historical Background:**
–  This  case  elucidates  the  transition  in  interpreting  family  laws  in  the  Philippines
particularly surrounding psychological incapacity, reflecting the legal system’s robustness
in addressing marriage validity through procedural and substantive lenses during the late
20th century. The interplay between marital obligations, legal remedies, and evidentiary
standards points to evolving judicial consciousness towards more in-depth and procedural
justice.


