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### Title: Glenn M. Miller vs. Joan Miller y Espenida and Local Civil Registrar of Gubat,
Sorsogon

#### Facts:
1. **Background**: John Miller and Beatriz Marcaida legally married and had four children:
Glenn, Charles, Betty, and John Jr. After John’s death, Joan Miller, through her mother
Lennie Espenida, filed a petition for the partition of John’s estate.
2. **Birth Certificates**: Joan presented her Certificate of Live Birth showing John as her
registered father. Glenn filed a separate petition to cancel this Birth Certificate, claiming
John did not acknowledge Joan as his child as his signature was missing on the certificate.
3.  **Joan’s  Evidence**:  Joan  claimed  John  continuously  recognized  her  as  his  child,
supported her financially, mentioned her in his will, and assigned Betty as her guardian.
4. **Procedural Posture**:
– **Regional Trial Court**: The court dismissed Glenn’s petition and ruled in favor of Joan,
allowing her to continue using the surname Miller based on documents indicating John
acknowledged her as his child.
– **Court of  Appeals**:  Upheld the RTC’s decision, reiterating that Joan’s filiation was
established by John’s will.
– **Supreme Court**: Petitioners (Glenn’s heirs) filed a Petition for Review, arguing against
Joan’s use of the surname Miller.

#### Issues:
1. **Whether the legitimacy and filiation of Joan Miller can be attacked through a petition
for correction of entries in her birth certificate.**
2.  **Whether Joan should use her mother’s  surname (Espenida)  or  continue using the
surname Miller.**
3. **Applicability of Article 368 of the Civil Code vs. Article 176 of the Family Code in
determining the surname of an illegitimate child.**
4. **Authenticity of the documents presented by Joan claiming recognition by John.**
5. **Amendability of birth certificates allegedly products of falsification.**

#### Court’s Decision:

1. **Petition for Correction not the Proper Forum**:
–  The  Court  held  that  the  legitimacy  and  filiation  cannot  be  collaterally  attacked  via
petitions for correction of entries (Rule 108), which are intended for innocuous or clerical
errors, not substantial matters like filiation and legitimacy.
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2. **Legitimacy and Filiation Declarations**:
–  The  Court  nullified  the  RTC and  CA’s  declarations  regarding  Joan’s  legitimacy  and
filiation, emphasizing that such serious questions should be addressed in direct actions, not
in collateral proceedings like Rule 108 petitions.

3. **Surname Usage**:
– Discussing Article 176 of the Family Code and Article 368 of the Civil Code, the Court
iterated that Joan should use her mother’s surname as her filiation was not conclusively
established in the proper manner.

4. **Establishing Filiation**:
– The Court found that while documents presented by Joan indicated some recognition, they
were  insufficient  to  definitively  establish  her  filiation  without  a  proper  judicial
determination.

5. **Falsification Claims**:
– The court acknowledged the complexity added by allegations of falsification but did not
attribute conclusive falsification to the birth certificates in absence of clear proof.

6. **Resultant Order**:
– The case is open for proper determination in the appropriate court, nullifying specific
conclusions by lower courts while partially granting the petition.

#### Doctrine:

– **Filing Correct Actions**:
– Legitimacy and filiation must be challenged through direct actions; collateral attacks
through petitions for correction under Rule 108 are inappropriate when fundamental issues
are at stake.

#### Class Notes:
1. **Key Elements**:
– *Filiation*: Must be proven by clear, authentic written evidence or judicial determination.
– *Article 368 & Article 176*: Distinguished between Civil Code and Family Code applicable
provisions for the surname of illegitimate children.
–  *Rule  108  (ROC)*:  Scope  limited  to  clerical,  innocuous  corrections,  not  substantial
changes implicating status and identity.
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2. **Statutory Provisions**:
– *Civil Code Art. 368*: Illegitimate children must bear the mother’s surname.
– *Family Code Art. 176*: Illegitimate children may use the father’s surname if recognized.

3. **Application**:
– Errors or claims affecting a person’s civil status require direct actions and should not be
resolved via Rule 108 petitions. In cases of contested filiation, thorough judicial procedures
ensuring clear evidence for recognition must be employed.

#### Historical Background:
The case highlights ongoing jurisdictional and procedural challenges in the Philippine legal
system concerning family law, particularly as it transitioned from the Civil Code to the
Family  Code,  reflecting evolving legal  standards and familial  rights  acknowledging the
administrative procedural limits on resolving complex family dynamics.


