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DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

UTAH COUNTY 
 
In the matter of the annulment of: 
HECTOR GABRIEL MEDINA-VEGA 
Petitioner,   

 
vs. 
 
STEPHANY BEATRIS ROSAS, 
Respondent.  
 

 
DECREE OF ANNULMENT 
 
Case No. 264400502 DA 
JUDGE: ROBERT W. GRIFFIN 
COMMISSIONER: DUSTIN HARDY 
Tier 4 
 

 

The above entitled matter came on regularly before the Honorable Robert W. Griffin.  

The Default having been entered appears of record.   The Court having made and entered its 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the Court, being fully advised in the premises, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 

1.​ The bonds of matrimony and the marriage contract heretofore existing by and between 

the Petitioner and Respondent be, and the same are hereby dissolved, and the Petitioner is 

hereby awarded a Decree of Annulment from Respondent, said Decree to become 

absolute and final upon entry by the Court herein.   

2.​ Petitioner and Respondent were married on April 26, 2025, in the City of Provo, County 
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of Utah, State of Utah, and are presently married.  The parties separated on or about 

September 14, 2025. 

 

3.​ An Annulment shall be granted due to the Respondents material misrepresentations 

made prior to entering this marital relationship.  That pursuant to Utah Code Ann. 

81-4-302(2) the Respondent misrepresented herself to the Petitioner prior to the 

marriage by making false statements that she wanted to marry the Petitioner, that she 

loved him and wanted to live as husband and wife.  After the marriage on April 26, 2025, 

the Respondent only lived with the Petitioner for five (5) months, and refused to live as 

husband and wife.  These statements were relied upon by the Petitioner, and he would not 

have married the Respondent, except for these statements.  The Respondents 

statements were false when she made them, and she knew she would not live up to these 

statements.  An Annulment is granted based upon the Respondents material 

misrepresentations made prior to entering into this marital relationship.​ ​  

4.​ No children have been born as issue of this marriage and none are expected. 

5.​ The parties acquired no real property during the course of this marriage, nor do they 

presently own an interest in real property.  

6.​ During the course of the marriage, the parties acquired personal marital property.  Said 

personal property shall be awarded specific delineation of property acquired prior to the 

marriage, family inheritance to be awarded to the party from whose family it came, and 

as the parties have heretofore divided it. 
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7.​ During the marriage, the parties acquired marital debt.  Each party shall assume and pay 

any debts acquired in their name, and hold the other party harmless therefrom.  

8.​ The parties shall file separate income tax returns beginning 2025. 

9.​ The Respondent shall pay the Petitioners attorneys fee, in the sum of $2,000. 

 

10.​ Each party shall execute and deliver to the other party such documents as are required to 

implement the provisions of the Annulment entered by the Court. 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * END ORDER * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
(Order signed when Judges name and date stamp are affixed to the first page) 
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