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### Title:
**In re: Petition for Adoption and Change of Name (Spouses Mary Jane B. Kimura and
Yuichiro Kimura v. Republic of the Philippines)**

### Facts:
Spouses Mary Jane B. Kimura, a Filipino national, and Yuichiro Kimura, a Japanese national,
sought to adopt Mary Jane’s illegitimate son, Jan Aurel Maghanoy Bulayo, aiming to legally
establish him as their child with all attendant rights and obligations. The child, born on
November 24, 1997, to Mary Jane and a certain Jun Baldoza, was considered illegitimate
due to the absence of marriage between his biological parents. The Kimura spouses initiated
the adoption process on March 15, 2009, filing their petition in the Regional Trial Court
(RTC) of Davao City, presenting ample documentary evidence validating their capability and
suitability  to  adopt  as  per  the  requisites  of  the  Department  of  Social  Welfare  and
Development (DSWD) and other legal requirements.

The RTC, however, dismissed the petition on February 14, 2012, citing non-compliance with
the requirements prescribed for an alien adopter under Section 7 of Republic Act No. 8552
(the Domestic Adoption Act of 1998) and its implementing rules, highlighting Yuichiro’s
Japanese citizenship as  the disqualifying factor  since Jan Aurel  was considered not  “a
relative within the fourth degree of  consanguinity”  due to  his  illegitimate status.  This
decision and the subsequent denial of their motion for reconsideration led the Kimuras to
directly appeal to the Supreme Court via a petition for review on certiorari.

### Issues:
1. Does an illegitimate child fall within the “fourth degree of consanguinity or affinity” as
stated in Section 7(b)(i) and (iii) of R.A. No. 8552, thereby making them eligible for adoption
by the spouse of a biological parent?
2. Is the term “relatives” as used in the aforementioned sections of R.A. No. 8552 inclusive
of illegitimate children?
3. Should courts take judicial notice of the existence of diplomatic relations between the
Philippines and Japan?

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled in favor of the petitioners, reversing the RTC’s decisions. Key
highlights of the ruling include:

1. **Inclusivity of Illegitimate Children in Adoption**: The Court clarified that illegitimate
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children are indeed included within the concept of “a relative within the fourth degree of
consanguinity” under R.A. No. 8552, thereby allowing their adoption by the spouses of their
biological  parents.  The  Court  emphasized  that  the  law  did  not  distinguish  between
legitimate and illegitimate relatives, thereby extending the interpretation to include both
categories.

2.  **Interpretation of  “Relatives”**:  The Court  determined that  the law’s framework is
designed to ensure a child’s welfare by enabling adoption processes that strengthen familial
bonds and offer a stable family environment. Thus, it interpreted the term “relatives” to
include illegitimate children, aligning with the intent to cover a broad spectrum of kinship
ties.

3. **Judicial Notice of Diplomatic Relations**: The Supreme Court asserted that judicial
notice could be taken of the diplomatic relations between the Philippines and Japan, given
their public knowledge and significance to political and social matters, thereby eliminating
the need for explicit proof in court proceedings.

### Doctrine:
The Court established that under Section 7(b)(i) and (iii) of the Domestic Adoption Act of
1998, the term “relatives,” inclusive of those within the fourth degree of consanguinity or
affinity, embraces both legitimate and illegitimate children. This interpretation upholds the
legislative intent to foster and maintain familial bonds through adoption.

### Class Notes:
– **Section 7(b) of R.A. No. 8552**: Outlines who may adopt, including specific provisions
for Filipino citizens,  former Filipino citizens,  and aliens,  emphasizing the inclusivity  of
illegitimate children within the adoption framework.
–  **Interpretation  of  Legal  Terms**:  When  laws  do  not  expressly  distinguish  between
categories (e.g., legitimate vs. illegitimate), such distinctions should not be implied.
– **Judicial Notice**: Courts are entitled, and sometimes mandated, to recognize facts of
public  knowledge without  the need for  evidence,  including the existence of  diplomatic
relations between nations.

### Historical Background:
This case emphasizes the evolving legal interpretations to better align with the principles of
child welfare, inclusivity, and familial bonds in a modern societal context. It demonstrates a
significant movement towards recognizing the rights and needs of illegitimate children in



G.R. No. 205752. October 01, 2019 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 3

the  context  of  adoption,  reflecting  broader  societal  shifts  towards  equality  and  non-
discrimination.


