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Title: Pacasum v. Zamoranos, 807 Phil. 783 (2017)

Facts: Petitioner Samson R. Pacasum, Sr. and respondent Atty. Marietta D. Zamoranos were
married on December 28, 1992. Pacasum later discovered that Zamoranos was previously
married to Jesus De Guzman on July 30, 1982, and filed an administrative complaint alleging
disgraceful  and  immoral  conduct  due  to  bigamy  on  December  14,  2004.  Zamoranos
defended by asserting that her prior marriage was dissolved through divorce under the
Muslim Code, as both parties had converted to Islam. The Shari’a Circuit Court of Basilan
issued a Decree of Divorce in 1983.

The CSC dismissed Pacasum’s complaint due to his failure to contest the Decree of Divorce,
a decision reaffirmed upon Pacasum’s motion for reconsideration. On appeal, the CA initially
sided with Pacasum, citing Zamoranos’ alleged inconsistency about her religious status.
However, upon reconsideration, the CA acknowledged that Zamoranos was a Muslim when
she married De Guzman. Consequently, Zamoranos’ dissolution of marriage under Muslim
law was valid. Pacasum filed a petition for review on certiorari to reverse the CA’s decision,
arguing the divorce lacked jurisdictional validity.

Issues: The main legal issue reviewed by the Supreme Court was whether the divorce
decree  issued  by  the  Shari’a  Circuit  Court  could  be  collaterally  attacked  in  an
administrative  proceeding  and  whether  Zamoranos  committed  bigamy  by  having  a
subsisting  marriage  when  she  wed  Pacasum.

Court’s  Decision:  The Supreme Court  dismissed Pacasum’s petition,  affirming both the
validity of the divorce and that the Decree of Divorce could not be collaterally attacked. The
Court emphasized:
– **Jurisdiction and Validity of Divorce Decree**: The Shari’a Circuit Court was competent
to issue the divorce decree as both Zamoranos and De Guzman were Muslims at their 1982
marriage and sought divorce per the Muslim Code, effectuated through tafwid, a recognized
form of divorce under Muslim law. No appeal was raised; hence, the decree attained finality.
– **Collateral Attack Prohibition**: The nature of the decree as a judgment in rem means it
is binding globally and cannot be attacked collaterally in unrelated proceedings, including
Pacasum’s administrative complaint.
– **Conclusiveness of Judgment**: The divorce question had been previously addressed in
related criminal proceedings (Zamoranos v. People) where the Court upheld the divorce’s
validity  under the Muslim Code.  This  finding barred relitigation under the doctrine of
conclusiveness of judgment.
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Doctrine: The case solidifies the principle that Shari’a court decrees hold binding legal
finality and are immune to collateral attacks. Moreover, it underscores the conclusiveness of
judgment doctrine, preventing relitigation of settled issues across proceedings.

Class Notes:
– **Elements of Divorce under Muslim Code**: Valid divorce necessitates compliance with
specific procedures (e.g., tafwid) validated by a court of competent jurisdiction.
– **Jurisdiction**: The exclusive domain of Shari’a courts over Muslim divorces.
– **Finality of Judgment**: Res judicata principle extends protection from collateral attack,
particularly in in rem cases.
– **Conclusiveness of Judgment**: Judgment on an issue in previous proceedings precludes
its re-examination in subsequent cases involving the same parties. Exp: Article 13(1) of the
Code of Muslim Personal Laws.

Historical  Background:  The development of  divorce law for  Muslims in the Philippines
evolved  significantly.  While  general  divorce  was  largely  prohibited  post-Civil  Code,
Presidential  Decree  No.  1083  (Muslim  Code)  reintroduced  it  for  Muslim  marriages,
reflecting  religious  accommodation  and  autonomous  legal  recognition  extending  from
colonial divergence on family law to national unification efforts under post-independence
legal codification.


