"“Judge throws
out ‘secret
wife’ case

Parliament should
decide what c'onst‘_it'utes
sham marriage, she says
I BYK C VUAYAN

WHEN Mr Yeo Sze I-Ieng succumbed to a

heart attack at age 43, his family beheved ,

. hehad died a bacheior
So it came af a shock when _a woman
they had never met turned up at his funeraj

claiming to be his'wife.
They were even more horrified when

the China- ba‘m w1dow tried to cialm part

of his assets. ~:

Mr Yeo's mother challenged her right to
do so, argning that the marriage was
mvahd because it was a sham meant to

help the w1fe become a permanent resi-
dent,

Buf in'a }tﬁdgmen’t released on Monday,
High Court judge Judith Prakash threw out
the case, $aying it was for Parliament to de-
cide what constitutes a sham marriage.

“Singapore law does not recognise any
such creature as a ‘sham marriage’,” she

said. As such, sham marriages cannot be

grounds to annul a marriage under the
Women’s Charter.

She also said any improper motwes be-
hind a matriage were irrelevant as to whe-
ther it was valid.
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Mr Yeo married Madam Huang
Huiqun, 31, in 2005 without telling his
mother, Madam Toh Seok Kheng, or the
rest of his family.

He began living a double life, staying
during the day with his wife before return-
ing to sleep at his mother’s home at Pine
Close in Kallang.

It was only after his death at the family
home in June last year that Madam Huang
showed up and identified herself.

She said in court documents that her

- husband had not introduced her to his fami-

ly members because he feared they would
not have approved of their marriage,

. Madam Huang, from Fujian province in
southern China, had been on a long-term

_visit pass for five years after marrying Mr

Yeo, and had applied for permanent resi-
dence a month before he died.

Mr Yee did not leave a will and Madam
Toh sought to exclude his wife from his as-

sets, which influde part of the family’s flat
_ and his Central Brovident Fund money.

Madam Toh’s lawyer ]. Jayaram re-
ferred to several local cases in which peo-
ple were convicted of entering into sham
marriages where one party gained mone-
tary benefits, and the other, residency ben-
efits,

But Justice Prakash said they were irrele-
vant, adding that such motives do not indi-
cate a marriage is invalid.

She added that how abuse of marriage is
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prevented and wWhether such abuse affects
the validity: of a marriage. are not to be de-
cided by judges, but are matters of public.
policy,

#1f there should be a public policy to ex-
clude persons from the rights they are enti-
tled to... on the premise that their mar-
riage is perceived as not. authentic... that .
public policy is properly reserved to Parlia-
ment for articulation, delineation and en-
actment,” she said."

The ]udge refused Madam Toh's dpplica-
tion.to be the sole administrator of her
son's estate, and said Madam Huang had
priority of enfitlement to the estale since
she was the surviving spouse,

Madam Tol's lawyer S. Thangaveloo
said yesterday that they were studying the
judgment.

Madam Huang said through her lawyer
Yu-Ting Hi Keng that she was very upset -
by her husband's death, “We had a happy
marriage and I truly loved him,” she said.
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