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Title: Anacleto Ballaho Alanis III v. Court of Appeals et al.

Facts:
Anacleto Ballaho Alanis III, born to Mario Alanis y Cimafranca and Jarmila Imelda Ballaho y
Al-Raschid, petitioned the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Zamboanga City to legally change
his given name from “Anacleto Ballaho Alanis III” to “Abdulhamid Ballaho.” He stated that
he had been using his mother’s maiden name and wished to be known officially by it, as his
parents separated when he was five years old and he was raised by his mother. The trial
court denied the petition, stating that there was no legal ground for the change of name and
that correcting his other records instead to reflect his birth certificate would be more
appropriate.

Anacleto appealed the decision, but his counsel was unable to file the notice of appeal on
time due to a shooting incident, leading to a belated appeal. He then sought certiorari from
the Court of Appeals (CA), which affirmed the RTC’s decision, holding that procedural rules
cannot be relaxed as the filing was out of time. Anacleto, represented by a new counsel,
filed this Petition for Certiorari before the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1. Whether or not the Court of Appeals committed grave abuse of discretion in denying the
petition for certiorari due to procedural technicalities.
2. Whether legitimate children have the right to use their mother’s surname as their own.
3. Whether the petitioner has established recognized grounds for changing his name to
“Abdulhamid Ballaho” from “Anacleto Ballaho Alanis III.”

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court granted the petition and reversed the CA and RTC’s orders. It stated
that while the petitioner did not show any grave abuse of discretion on the part of the CA,
the core substantial issues warranted a delve due to the equitable jurisdiction of the Court.
The Court emphasized the constitutional principle of the fundamental equality of women
and men before the law, and thereby affirmed that “principally” using the father’s surname
does not mean “exclusively.” Based on the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination Against Women and the Women in Development and Nation Building Act, the
Court signaled a more gender-equal interpretation of the surname usage. The Court also
addressed the petitioner’s desire to avoid confusion due to his community knowing him by
the name he has been using his entire life, finding this a reasonable ground to warrant the
change.
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Doctrine:
The Supreme Court solidified the doctrine that, under Article 364 of the Civil Code, and in
line with the state policy of gender equality, a legitimate child is entitled to use the surname
of either parent as a last name. Also, procedural rules can be relaxed for compelling reasons
of substantive merit, especially when such relaxation aligns with the principles of justice
and equity.

Class Notes:
1. Rule 65 of Rules of Court: A legal remedy that allows a party to seek relief from a court’s
decision when there is no appeal or any other adequate plain or speedy remedy, provided
there is grave abuse of discretion.
2. Article II, Section 14 of the 1987 Constitution: Provides for the fundamental equality
before the law of women and men.
3.  Article  364 of  the Civil  Code:  Although legislatively  worded to state legitimate and
legitimated children shall “principally” use the surname of the father, this does not exclude
the use of the mother’s surname.
4. The Supreme Court may relax procedural rules in the interest of justice, especially when
substantive rights and issues of fair representation are at stake.

Historical Background:
The case reflects the socio-legal evolution of gender equality in the Philippines, domestically
within the context of the Family Code and the Civil Code, and internationally through the
country’s  commitments  such  as  the  Convention  on  the  Elimination  of  All  Forms  of
Discrimination Against Women and the Women in Development and Nation Building Act.
The decision represents a conscious move by the Court to address and dismantle patriarchal
structures  that  are  encoded  within  legal  interpretations,  advancing  the  jurisprudence
toward a more modern and egalitarian legal system that actively ensures gender equality.


