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### Title:
**Eric Sibayan Chua v. Republic of the Philippines**

### Facts:
Eric Sibayan Chua initiated a legal action seeking to change his surname from “Kiat” to
“Chua,” asserting that this modification was to align with his father, Cheong Kiat’s change
of surname to “Chua” post his birth. This petition was rooted in Eric’s birth to a Chinese
father, Cheong, and a Filipino mother, Melania Sibayan, on November 8, 1973. Despite his
birth  certificate  displaying  “Kiat,”  Eric  adopted  “Chua”  based  on  his  father’s  alleged
surname change. The petition, filed on January 7, 2013, as Special Proceeding Case No. 907
before the Regional Trial Court (RTC) in Balaoan, La Union, unfolded with Eric providing a
blend of personal testimony and documentation—excluding his birth certificate—all which
identified him as “Eric Sibayan Chua.”

Upon  the  RTC’s  favorable  judgement,  the  Republic,  represented  by  the  Office  of  the
Solicitor General, propelled the case to the Court of Appeals, which overturned the RTC’s
decision citing a lack of substantial evidence for the name change. Eric’s subsequent appeal
brought the matter before the Supreme Court.

### Issues:
– Whether Eric Sibayan Chua provided a compelling legal and factual basis for the change of
name from “Eric Sibayan Kiat” to “Eric Sibayan Chua.”
– The application of legal grounds permissible for a name change in Eric’s scenario.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled in favor of Eric Sibayan Chua, reinstating the Regional Trial
Court’s  decision  that  allowed the  name change.  The Supreme Court  emphasized that,
although insufficient evidence was provided for the father’s surname change from “Kiat” to
“Chua,” Eric’s longstanding use of “Chua” across numerous official documents and personal
identification,  coupled  with  the  acknowledgment  of  this  name  within  his  community,
warranted the change to avoid confusion. The decision was underpinned by considerations
of  precedent  cases  and  the  guidelines  established  in  Republic  v.  Coseteng-Magpayo,
affirming several grounds on which a name change could be based, notably to prevent
confusion.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reaffirmed that there are valid grounds for granting a name change,
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such as to avoid confusion, provided that such a change does not prejudice the public
interest.

### Class Notes:
– **Key Elements for a Name Change**: A name change petition can be considered under
several conditions such as avoiding confusion, continuous use and public acknowledgment
of the intended name, and providing that such a change does not work against public
interest.
–  **Relevant  Legal  Provisions**:  The  ruling  in  Republic  v.  Coseteng-Magpayo  outlines
recognized  grounds  for  a  name  change,  which  include  avoiding  confusion  and
embarrassment, among others, with an emphasis on the avoidance of fraud or prejudice to
public interest.
–  **Application**:  Demonstrated longstanding public  and personal  identification  with  a
name other than the one registered at birth can serve as a substantial basis for its legal
change, provided there’s evidence of widespread use and community recognition.

### Historical Background:
This case mirrors the evolving legal interpretations surrounding personal identity within
Philippine jurisprudence, particularly relating to how names—integral to personal, familial,
and social  identity—are legally  managed in  circumstantial  contexts.  It  underscores the
balance courts seek between individual identity rights and the public interest, emphasizing
evidence-based adjudication while recognizing societal realities.


