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### Rafael Enriquez et al., Plaintiffs and Appellees, vs. Francisco Enriquez et al.,
Defendants and Appellants

#### Facts:
On June 2, 1902, plaintiffs Rafael Enriquez and others initiated an action in the Court of
First Instance of Manila to annul a deed executed by Antonio Enriquez on March 27, 1883.
This deed conveyed certain real estate in Manila to the defendant Carmen de la Cavada. The
trial  court  ruled that  plaintiffs  were entitled to an undivided half  of  the property and
awarded them over 13,000 pesos for rents and profits. Both parties filed for a new trial on
the grounds of insufficient evidence, but the plaintiffs did not challenge the lower court’s
adverse rulings in their appeal, leaving only the defendants’ issues for resolution by the
Supreme Court.

#### Issues:
1. Whether Antonio Enriquez and Doña Ciriaca Villanueva were legally married before 1861,
thereby making the property in question part of their conjugal partnership.
2. Whether sufficient evidence exists to prove the celebration of a prior marriage between
Antonio Enriquez and Doña Ciriaca Villanueva before the recognized marriage in 1865.

#### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court reversed the decision of the lower court based on the following findings:

1. **Issue of Legal Marriage Prior to 1861:**
The Court concluded that there was insufficient evidence to prove a valid marriage between
Antonio Enriquez and Doña Ciriaca Villanueva prior to 1861. Their subsequent marriage in
1865 was the only proven lawful marriage. It held that the common law principle allowing
informal marriages did not apply in the Philippines during the Spanish colonial period,
which required an ecclesiastical or civil functionary to perform marriages. Therefore, the
property acquired by Antonio in 1861 belonged entirely to him and was not part of any
conjugal partnership.

2. **Insufficiency of Evidence for Prior Marriage:**
The Court analyzed the lack of evidence supporting the claim of a prior valid marriage. The
sole proof presented consisted of  the parties living together and having children,  with
references in baptism records to a lawful marriage. The Court deemed this insufficient,
emphasizing the necessity for direct proof of a marital ceremony conducted by the Church.
No such evidence, either documentary or testimonial,  was provided. The Court further
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reasoned that a second marriage ceremony in 1865 would have been unnecessary if a valid
first marriage existed and records would have been available unless destroyed, but no effort
to locate such records was demonstrated.

#### Doctrine:
– **Requirement of Ecclesiastical or Civil Authority:** The Court reaffirmed that during
Spanish rule, a valid marriage necessitated the intervention of an ecclesiastical or civil
authority. Informal arrangements to live as husband and wife were insufficient to establish a
legal marriage and associated conjugal property rights.

#### Class Notes:
– **Key Elements:**
– Legal Requirements for Marriage during Spanish Period: Necessity of ecclesiastical or
civil officiation.
–  Presumption and Proof  of  Marriage:  Living together and having children insufficient
without a ceremonial record.
–  Property Rights within Marriage:  Conjugal  property arising only from a legally  valid
marriage.

– **Relevant Statutory Provisions:**
– Code of Canon Law: Governing marriage officiation during the Spanish colonial period.
– Civil Code Provisions: Discussing marriage requirements and property rights.

These principles asserted the need for formal marriage to create conjugal property rights
and underscored the stringent evidentiary standards to prove the existence of a marriage.

#### Historical Background:
The case illustrates the stringent norms and procedural requirements of marital law under
Spanish colonial rule in the Philippines. Through this lens, it reveals the interplay between
traditional ecclesiastical mandates and early 20th-century judicial attempts to adhere to
strict legal formalism in property disputes resulting from alleged familial relationships. The
decision  underscores  historical  practices  and  the  progressive  tightening  of  marital
validation  processes,  emphasizing  institutional  norms  over  informal  societal  customs.


