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**Title:** Judicial Recognition of Foreign Divorce in Philippine Law: The Case of Moraña v.
Republic of the Philippines

**Facts:**
Juliet Rendora Moraña, a Filipino, married Minuro Takahashi, a Japanese national, on June
24, 2002, in San Juan, Metro Manila. The couple later moved to Japan, where they bore two
children. Following a decade of marriage, the couple became estranged due to Takahashi’s
failure to fulfill his marital and parental obligations, leading to cohabitation with another
woman. Following a discussion, both agreed to a divorce facilitated by the office of the
Mayor of Fukuyama City, Hiroshima, Japan, on May 22, 2012, believing it would enable
financial support for their children by the Japanese government.

Moraña filed a petition for the recognition of the Japanese divorce in the Regional Trial
Court of Manila on October 2, 2012. Throughout the trial, she presented multiple evidences
to support her case, including a Divorce Report from Fukuyama City and a judicial affidavit
among others. However, the trial court dismissed her petition on December 23, 2013, for
her failure to produce the actual Divorce Decree and to authenticate the presented evidence
sufficiently. Her motion for reconsideration was denied on June 30, 2014.

Upon appeal, the Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court’s decision on July 5, 2016, and
subsequently denied Moraña’s motion for reconsideration on October 13, 2016.

Moraña, then, sought relief from the Supreme Court, contending that refusing to recognize
the foreign divorce would create an absurd legal situation where she would be considered
married in the Philippines to Takahashi, who is no longer legally married to her in Japan.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in affirming the trial court’s decision to dismiss the
petition for recognition of the foreign divorce decree.
2.  Whether  procedural  deficiencies  regarding  evidence  presentation  should  override
substantive justice.
3. Whether Moraña’s active participation in obtaining the divorce abroad disqualifies the
divorce from being recognized in the Philippines.
4. Whether the Japanese law on divorce and the divorce decree were sufficiently proved.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court granted the petition, reversing the decisions of the Court of Appeals and
the trial court. The Court highlighted several points:
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– Philippine courts can recognize foreign divorces even if the Filipino spouse played a part
in obtaining the divorce, as not doing so would defy the spirit of Article 26 of the Family
Code intended to prevent absurd situations where the Filipino spouse remains bound by a
marriage that has been effectively terminated under the laws of another country.
– The Court emphasized the need for compassion and flexibility in procedural requirements
to ensure substantive justice. It ruled that the Divorce Report and Certificate from Japan
were sufficient evidence of the divorce, given that they were the official documents issued
by the Japanese authorities.
– The Court remanded the case to the trial court for proper presentation and verification of
the Japanese divorce law, stressing that this procedural step was necessary for the divorce
to be recognized in the Philippines.

**Doctrine:**
The pivotal doctrine reiterated in this case is derived from Article 26 of the Family Code,
which allows the recognition in the Philippines of a valid foreign divorce obtained abroad by
an alien spouse, highlighting a significant exception to the general prohibition of divorce
under Philippine law. This case further elucidates that such recognition can be sought even
when the Filipino spouse plays an active role in the procurement of the foreign divorce,
provided the divorce is valid under the laws of the foreign country.

**Class Notes:**
– **Article 26 of the Family Code:** This legal provision allows a Filipino citizen to remarry
if their foreign spouse obtains a valid divorce abroad.
– **Proof of Foreign Law:** The existence of a foreign law and its provisions must be proven
as facts in Philippine courts, as they cannot take judicial notice of foreign laws.
–  **Evidence  Presentation:**  Procedural  rules  in  presenting  evidence,  such  as  the
authentication and formal offer of evidence, can be relaxed in the interest of substantive
justice, especially in cases affecting family law.

**Historical Background:**
This case reflects the evolving legal understanding and application of Article 26 of the
Family Code in the context of globalization and transnational marriages. It underscores the
Philippine legal system’s efforts to address the complexities arising from the intersection of
international matrimonial law and the country’s commitment to protect and uphold the
sanctity of marriage while ensuring justice and equity for Filipinos involved in cross-border
familial disputes.


