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Title: Corazon Legamia y Rivera vs. Intermediate Appellate Court and People of the
Philippines

Facts:
Corazon Legamia lived with Emilio N. Reyes in a live-in arrangement for 19 years, from
November 8, 1955, to September 26, 1974, producing a son named Michael Raphael Gabriel
L.  Reyes  on  October  18,  1971.  Throughout  their  relationship,  Legamia  was  known as
Corazon L. Reyes and was introduced by Emilio as Mrs. Reyes. Following Emilio’s death,
Legamia filed a death benefits claim under the alias “Corazon L. Reyes,” which was granted.
This use of an alias prompted Felicisima Reyes, the legally married wife of Emilio, to file a
complaint  resulting  in  Legamia’s  prosecution  under  Commonwealth  Act  No.  142,  as
amended, for unauthorized use of an alias. The trial court convicted Legamia, imposing a
prison sentence and a fine. The Intermediate Appellate Court affirmed the sentence, leading
to Legamia’s petition for review by certiorari to the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1. Whether Corazon Legamia’s use of the alias “Corazon L. Reyes” violated Commonwealth
Act No. 142, as amended.

Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme  Court  reversed  the  Intermediate  Appellate  Court’s  decision,  acquitting
Legamia. The Court reasoned that it is not uncommon in Philippine society for a woman to
use the surname of a man she is living with without marriage. The Court highlighted the
cultural tolerance towards such practices and concluded that Legamia’s use of an alias,
under the circumstances, did not constitute a criminal act as per the intent of the law.
Specifically, the Court noted that Legamia used the alias without any sinister purpose or
personal material gain, instead seeking benefits for her son.

Doctrine:
The  Supreme  Court  established  or  reiterated  the  doctrine  of  cultural  tolerance  and
interpretation of statutes within the context of societal practices. Specifically, the Court
implied  that  the  application  of  laws  prohibiting  the  unauthorized  use  of  aliases  must
consider  the cultural  and social  environment,  emphasizing that  not  all  uses  of  aliases
necessarily constitute criminal behavior, especially when done without fraudulent intentions
or for personal gain.
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– Commonwealth Act No. 142 prohibits the use of any name different from one’s birth or
baptized name, except under specific conditions.
–  Cultural  and  societal  practices  may  influence  the  interpretation  and  application  of
statutes.
– The unauthorized use of an alias may not always be punishable under the law, particularly
when there is no intent for personal material gain or fraudulent purpose.
– Key elements of crime under Commonwealth Act No. 142 include the willful and unlawful
use of an alias without prior authorization by a competent court.

Historical Background:
This case provides insight into the Philippine legal system’s interface with societal norms
and  cultural  practices,  particularly  regarding  interpersonal  relationships  and  the
recognition of names and identities. It reflects a period where the Supreme Court showed
flexibility in interpreting laws in the context of Filipino cultural and societal practices. The
decision  underpins  the  importance  of  contextual  and  societal  understanding  in  the
application of laws, especially those affecting personal status and identity.


