
G.R. No. 230751. April 25, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

### Title
**Estrellita Tadeo-Matias v. Republic of the Philippines, G.R. No. 231210 (2018)**

### Facts
– On April 10, 2012, petitioner Estrellita Tadeo-Matias filed a petition before the Regional
Trial Court (RTC), Tarlac City, seeking a declaration of presumptive death for her husband,
Wilfredo N. Matias.
– Wilfredo, a member of the Philippine Constabulary, had been missing since September 15,
1979, after he left for duty in Arayat, Pampanga, an area frequented by the New People’s
Army.
– Estrellita, after decades of waiting, sought a declaration of presumptive death to claim
benefits under P.D. No. 1638.
– The RTC ruled in favor of Estrellita, declaring Wilfredo presumptively dead under Article
41 of the Family Code.
– The Republic, represented by the Office of the Solicitor General (OSG), challenged the
RTC’s decision via certiorari to the Court of Appeals (CA).
– The CA annulled and set aside the RTC’s decision, stating that Article 41 of the Family
Code did not apply as Estrellita was not seeking to remarry.
– Estrellita moved for reconsideration, which was denied. She then appealed to the Supreme
Court.

### Issues
1. **Whether the RTC erred in declaring Wilfredo presumptively dead under Article 41 of
the Family Code.**
2. **Whether a petition for the sole purpose of declaring a person presumptively dead under
Articles 390 and 391 of the Civil Code is valid.**
3. **Whether a judicial declaration of presumptive death is required for claiming benefits
from the Philippine Veterans Affairs Office (PVAO) or the Armed Forces of the Philippines
(AFP).**

### Court’s Decision
**Issue 1: Applicability of Article 41 of the Family Code**
–  The Supreme Court  held  that  Article  41 of  the  Family  Code was inapplicable  since
Estrellita did not intend to remarry.
– Article 41 specifically pertains to contracting a subsequent marriage during the absence of
a previous spouse.
– The Court clarified that the RTC erred by misapplying Article 41 in its decision.



G.R. No. 230751. April 25, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

**Issue 2: Validity of Petition for Declaration of Presumptive Death under the Civil Code**
– The petition was based on Articles 390 and 391 of the Civil Code.
– The Supreme Court reaffirmed that a petition to declare a person presumptively dead
under  these  articles  cannot  be  a  standalone  suit.  These  provisions  merely  create  a
disputable presumption that is invoked within a proceeding but cannot be the sole subject of
an independent action.
–  The  petition  should  have  been  dismissed  outright  as  it  did  not  present  an  actual
controversy or enforceable right.

**Issue 3: Judicial Declaration for Claiming Benefits**
–  The Supreme Court  stated that  a  judicial  declaration of  presumptive death is  not  a
necessity for claiming benefits from the PVAO or AFP under the Civil Code.
– The Court issued guidelines clarifying that PVAO and AFP could determine presumptive
death based on evidence presented by the claimant without requiring a court’s declaration.

### Doctrine
– **A petition whose sole objective is to declare a person presumptively dead under Articles
390 and 391 of the Civil Code is not a valid suit in Philippine jurisdiction.**
– **A judicial declaration of presumptive death is unnecessary for claiming benefits under
laws where such presumption arises by operation of law.**

### Class Notes
– **Key Elements or Concepts**:
– **Presumptive Death**: Articles 390 and 391 of the Civil Code
– **Summary Proceeding for Presumptive Death for Remarriage**: Article 41 of the Family
Code
– **Rules of Evidence**: Presumptive death is a prima facie presumption under the law,
which cannot alone form the basis of an independent proceeding.

**Cited Legal Statutes**:
– **Family Code Article 41**: For purposes of remarriage after four or two years depending
on circumstances.
– **Civil Code Articles 390 and 391**: Presumption of death for persons not heard from for
specific periods or under hazardous circumstances.

Application:
– **Civil Code**: Presumptive death can be invoked in existing proceedings but cannot be a
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standalone petition.
– **Family Code**: Requires a judicial declaration for remarriage if the earlier spouse is
deemed missing.

### Historical Background
– The case arose at a time when judicial and administrative practices required clarity.
Estrellita sought benefits for her missing husband, reflecting typical procedural challenges
faced by military families.
– The decision underscored the steady evolution of legal interpretation to better serve
public administration, reiterating the responsibilities of institutions like PVAO and AFP to
make determinations based on legislative intent without unnecessary judicial interpositions.

This digest captures the comprehensive analysis and procedural history,  explaining the
Supreme Court’s reasoning and outcome, ensuring a complete understanding for students
and practitioners of law.


