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Title: Republic of the Philippines vs. Charlie Mintas Felix, A.K.A. Shirley Mintas Felix

Facts:
1. Charlie Mintas Felix, also known as Shirley Mintas Felix, was born on October 1, 1976, in
Itogon, Benguet. His birth certificate at the LCR-Itogon contained erroneous entries: his
first name was “Shirley” instead of “Charlie,” his gender was “female” instead of “male,”
and his father’s surname read “Filex” instead of “Felix.”
2. Charlie also had another birth certificate with LCR-Carrangalan, Nueva Ecija,  which
contained the correct entries.
3. For subsequent transactions, Charlie used the birth certificate from LCR-Carrangalan.
4. The NSO provided Charlie a copy of the erroneous birth certificate from LCR-Itogon when
he requested his birth certificate.
5. On July 30, 2007, Charlie filed a Petition for Correction of Entries with the RTC-La
Trinidad, Benguet. He sought correction of the entries in Itogon and the cancellation of his
birth certificate with LCR-Carranglan.
6.  The Republic,  through the Office of  the Solicitor  General  (OSG),  moved to dismiss,
arguing RTC-La Trinidad lacked jurisdiction to order LCR-Carranglan to cancel  a birth
certificate.
7. After publication, notices, and hearings, the RTC on July 23, 2009, resolved in favor of
Charlie, ordering the corrections in LCR-Itogon and the cancellation of the LCR-Carranglan
record.

Procedural Posture:
1. The Republic appealed the RTC decision to the Court of Appeals (CA), contending that
RTC-La Trinidad had no jurisdiction over LCR-Carranglan.
2. The CA affirmed the RTC’s decision on April 23, 2012, asserting that the trial court had
jurisdiction over the incidental matters.
3. The Republic’s motion for reconsideration was denied by the CA on August 30, 2012,
leading the Republic to file a Petition for Review on Certiorari with the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1.  Did the RTC-La Trinidad have jurisdiction to direct LCR-Carranglan,  Nueva Ecija to
cancel Charlie’s second birth certificate?
2. Did Republic Act No. 9048, as amended by RA 10172, divest regional trial courts of
jurisdiction over petitions for correction of entries in the civil registry?

Court’s Decision:
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Issue 1: Jurisdiction of the RTC over LCR-Carranglan
– The Supreme Court upheld the CA’s ruling that RTC-La Trinidad had jurisdiction pursuant
to the doctrine of ancillary jurisdiction. Any ancillary matter to the primary case falls within
the court’s authority to ensure complete relief.
– Referentially, the Shari’a case of Mendez vs. Shari’a District Court was cited, extending
that jurisdiction granted implies necessary incidental powers.
– Given that a petition for correction is in rem, global notice and jurisdiction encompass all
concerned civil registries.

Issue 2: Effect of RA No. 9048 as amended by RA 10172
– The Supreme Court clarified that RA Nos. 9048 and 10172 did not remove regional trial
courts’ jurisdiction over petitions for substantial corrections and cancellations.
– Administrative remedies provided under these laws for clerical errors and certain entry
corrections are not exclusive but alternative options that expedite rectification.
–  Judicial  remedies  remain  valid  when  administrative  processes  are  non-applicable  or
unexhausted.

Doctrine:
–  Jurisdiction over a primary case includes authority  over incidental  matters  (ancillary
jurisdiction).
– A petition for correction in civil registries is an action in rem, thus effectively binding all.
– The laws facilitating administrative corrections (RA 9048 and RA 10172) offer expedited
remedies but do not eliminate judicial recourse for substantial corrections.

Class Notes:
1. **Ancillary Jurisdiction**: Allows a court to address incidental and necessary matters in
the main case, ensuring complete relief.
– E.g., RTC jurisdiction in correction of entries extends to cancellation orders in other civil
registries.

2. **Action In Rem**:
– Legal action centered on “status, right, or particular fact.”
– Provides effective global jurisdiction through proper notice and publication.

3. **Amendments and Judicial Remedies**:
– RA 9048 & RA 10172 allows administrative corrections for clerical errors and first names.
– RTC retains jurisdiction for substantial corrections despite administrative laws.
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Historical Background:
The case provides an intersection of administrative and judicial frameworks established to
provide efficient civil registry corrections. Historically, corrections required lengthy judicial
mandates  until  amendments  like  RA  9048  (2001)  and  RA  10172  (2012)  introduced
administrative capabilities to local civil registrars, streamlining minor clerical corrections.
The judiciary’s retention of jurisdiction ensures that substantial or contentious corrections
still  receive comprehensive judicial  oversight,  balancing administrative expediency with
legal thoroughness.


