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Title: Manuel J. C. Reyes vs. Hon. Leonor Ines-Luciano, Court of Appeals, and Celia Ilustre-
Reyes

Facts:
The case arose out of a complaint for legal separation filed by Celia Ilustre-Reyes against
her husband, Manuel J. C. Reyes, on June 3, 1976, in the Juvenile and Domestic Relations
Court of Quezon City. The complaint alleged instances of physical violence, including a
March 10, 1976, incident where Manuel allegedly attacked Celia, physically assaulted her,
and attempted to throw her down a stairway. Another incident on May 26, 1976, involved
Manuel allegedly dousing Celia with grape juice and physically assaulting her, which was
stopped by the timely arrival  of  her driver.  Due to these incidents,  Celia sought legal
separation and requested support pendente lite for herself and their three children. Manuel
opposed,  alleging Celia’s  adultery  with  her  doctor  as  a  defense  against  her  claim for
support.

The application for support pendente lite was set for a hearing and ultimately resolved
based on pleadings  and documents.  Judge Leonor  Ines-Luciano initially  awarded Celia
P5,000  per  month,  subsequently  reduced  to  P4,000  upon  Manuel’s  motion  for
reconsideration. Manuel filed a certiorari petition in the Court of Appeals, claiming grave
abuse of discretion by Judge Luciano and asserting that Celia’s adultery, if proven, should
disqualify her from receiving support.

The Court of Appeals dismissed Manuel’s petition, reasoning that the wife’s immediate need
for support, the husband’s financial capacity, and the lack of compelling evidence against
the trial judge’s discretion warranted the order for support pendente lite.

Issues:
1. Whether a wife in a legal separation case is entitled to support pendente lite despite
allegations of adultery.
2. Whether the trial court judge committed a grave abuse of discretion in determining the
amount of support pendente lite.

Court’s Decision:
1. The Supreme Court held that mere allegations of adultery were insufficient to bar a wife
from receiving support pendente lite. The defense of adultery needed competent evidence to
be considered effective. Manuel failed to present such evidence during the hearings. Thus,
his claim regarding Celia’s adultery did not preclude her from receiving support during the
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pendency of the legal separation proceedings.

2. Regarding the determination of the amount of support pendente lite, the Court found that
the  trial  judge  acted  within  her  discretion.  The  amount  was  supported  by  available
documentary evidence indicating Manuel’s financial capacity. The trial judge had reduced
the initial award considering the custody and support of their children, showing a careful
and reasoned judgment within the scope of her discretion. The reduction from P5,000 to
P4,000 per month was deemed reasonable and supported by evidence of Manuel’s economic
standing and the established needs of Celia based on their former social standing and the
conjugal wealth.

Doctrine:
The case reiterated that allegations of adultery in actions for legal separation or support
must  be proven by competent  evidence to defeat  a  claim for  support.  The provisional
character of support pendente lite allows for judicial discretion, considering the immediate
needs and financial capabilities of parties, as evidenced even by affidavits and documented
economic capacities.

Class Notes:
– Legal Separation: Entails the right to claim support pendent lite, even against allegations
of adultery.
– Support Pendente Lite: Temporary support granted pending litigation, subject to judicial
discretion based on affidavits and available evidence.
–  Defense of  Adultery:  Must  be  substantiated by  evidence to  challenge entitlement  to
support.
–  Judicial  Discretion:  Courts  have  leeway  in  fixing  support  amounts  during  pendency,
provided they act judiciously and base decisions on suitably convincing evidence.

Historical Background:
This case occurred within a socio-legal context where marital rights and obligations in the
Philippines were highly influenced by traditional norms and law meant to protect familial
order. The case underscores the increasing judicial recognition of women’s rights to seek
legal  remedies  against  spousal  abuses,  setting  precedents  on  handling  allegations  of
adultery and the provision of support. The decision reflects the evolving understanding and
application of family law vis-à-vis allegations of marital misconduct and economic reprisals
during family disputes.


