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VII. CONCLUSION 

Absolute divorce should finally be allowed in the Philippines. When the law 
refet:S to marriage as "an inviolable social institution," it should be construed 
as referring to marriages that actually serve as strong pillm of the family. It is 
futile to preserve unions when it is apparent that spouses can no longer 
perform the basic marital obligations to love, respect and the observance of 
fidelity. As upheld in Antonio v. Reyes, the State also has to be on guard for 
marriages that do not promote a healthy family life. Family members are 
only placed at a greater peril if they remain exposed to violence or constant 
conflict. These families deserve protection as well, not by constraining that 
they rei1_lain together, but rather, by providing them a remedy that will allow 
them to live free from marital discord. 

Morebver, the Family Code was enacted with the avowed purpose of 
providing 11law that is reflective of contemporary trends and conditions. The 
numerous petitions to dissolve marriages filed in courts, the perils of physical 
and emotional abuse in family relationships, the evolving power relations of 
husbands and wives and the inadequacy. of remedies available to spouses are 
the realities that the law should contend with at present. The law's purpose 
will only be served if it will not shirk from these realities realities that 
establish the need for absolute divorce in the country. 

Indeed, the law.should continuously strive to protect the institutions of 
marriage and the family because they in tum, build society in general. 
However, the genuineness of these relations which is determinant of 
whether they can actually live up to their responsibility to society does not 
depend solely on legal status. In cases where the latter is the only remaining 
tie that binds, a remedy should be available for family members to start 
anew. 
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