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KHO, JR,, J.:

Before the Court is a Petition for Review on Certiorari[1] under Rule 45 of the Rules of Court assailing the
Decision[2] dated June 20, 2025 of the Court of Appeas (CA) in CA-G.R. CV No. 120835, which partially
granted the Orders dated July 1, 2022 and October 14, 2022[3] of Branch 23, Regional Trial Court, Roxas, Isabela
(RTC). Accordingly, the CA Decision upheld the change in Florenda Balila Reyes (Reyes) name and her father's
middle name and reversed the RTC Ordersin so far as the change in her birth date.

The Facts

This case stemmed from a petition for correction of entries in the Certificate of Live Birth of Rolinda Sambrano
Balila (Reyes maiden name) in Registry No. 133 of the Local Civil Registry of Quezon, Isabela under Rule 108
of the Rules of Court filed by petitioner Reyes against respondents Artemio P. Reyes, Valeriano P. Rafanan,
Municipal Local Civil Registrar of Quezon, Isabela, Lisa Grace S. Bersales, in her capacity as the Civil Registrar
General, Philippine Statistics Authority, Quezon City, Philippines, and al other interested parties (private
respondents) before the RTC. Initially, Reyes failed to implead her parents. Thus, in an Order[4] dated October
24, 2019, the RTC directed Reyes to amend her petition to conform with the procedural requirements under the
existing Rules. Accordingly, Reyes filed an amended petition impleading her parents as parties, and explained that
such omission was due to the fact that her parents were aready deceased. After finding the petition to be
sufficient in form and substance, the RTC ordered the publication of the petition in a newspaper of genera
circulation once a week for three consecutive weeks. Trial on the merits then ensued, wherein Reyes was
presented as the sole witness.[5]

Reyes averred that while she was processing her application for her Bureau of Internal Revenue Tax |dentification
Number, she discovered the following erroneous entriesin her Certificate of Live Birth:[6]

Entry
Erroneous Entry
Proper Entry
First Name

Rolinda
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Florenda

Father's Middle Name
Agamata

Agmata

Date of Birth

January 25, 1961
December 8, 1960

Reyes argued that she had consistently used "Florenda" as her first name and "December 8, 1960" as her date of
birth in al her persona dealings and transactions. Further, Reyes presented the death certificate of her father to
establish that her father's real middle name is "Agmata." To support her Petition, Reyes submitted copies of her
marriage contract, baptismal certificate, school records, service record, government-issued identification cards,
and the death certificate of her father.[7]

On the other hand, respondents failed to present any evidence.[8]
The RTC Ruling

In an Order dated July 1, 2022, the RTC granted the petition, and accordingly, directed the Local Civil Registrar
of Quezon, Isabela to correct the following entries in the Certificate of Live Birth of Reyes. (a) her first name
from "Rolinda" to "Florenda;" (b) the middle name of her father from "Agamata' to "Agmata;" and (c) her date of
birth from "January 25, 1961" to December 8, 1960.[9]

Undeterred, Republic moved for partial reconsideration, averring that the correction in Reyes' Certificate of Live
Birth were substantial alterations which would warrant the impleading of all persons who have or claim any
interest which would be affected by the correction, i.e., Reyes siblings.[10]

In an Order[11] dated October 14, 2022, the RTC denied the motion for partial reconsideration. It found that the
change in Reyes birth date would not bring humongous effect with her civil affiliations since only 48 days will be
added to her age. Further, it held that the said change was a mere correction to conform to the personal
circumstances that she had known all her life.[12]

Thus, the Republic appealed before the CA.[13]
The CA Ruling

In a Decision[14] dated June 20, 2025, the CA partially granted the appeal, as follows: (a) it upheld the change in
Reyes name and her father's middle name; and (b) it reversed the RTC ruling in so far as the change in Reyes
birth date.

As regards Reyes name and her father's middle name, the CA held that the said changes were mere typographical
or clerical errors, which, under Republic Act No. (RA) 9048, as amended by RA 10172, did not divest the trial
courts of jurisdiction over the petition for its correction.[ 15]

On the other hand, with respect to Reyes' birth date, the CA ruled that Reyes failed to implead in the petition her
siblings, which are considered persons who have or claim any interest which would be affected by the correction,
as required under Rule 108 of the Rules of Court. Further, it ruled that Reyes offered no explanation as to why her
siblings were not impleaded in the case, nor was there an attempt on her part to bring them to court. Thus, it held
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that while there are instances where the subsequent publication of notice of hearing may cure the failure to
implead the affected interested parties, none of these were availing in this case.[ 16]

Aggrieved, Reyes filed the Petition.
The Issue Before the Court

The core issue for the Court's resolution is whether the CA erred in setting aside the correction of Reyes date of
birth in her Certificate of Live Birth due to her failure to implead indispensable parties, i.e., her siblings, in the
Petition.

The Court's Ruling
The Petition is bereft of merit.

Reyes change of date of birth is a substantial ateration under Rule 108 of the Rules, while the correction in
Reyes first name and her father's middle name were clerical or typographical errors under RA 10172, as amended
by RA 9048

Rule 108 of the Rules of Court applies when the person is seeking to correct clerical and innocuous mistakes in
his or her documents with the civil register. It also governs the correction of substantial errors affecting the civil
status, citizenship, and nationality of a person. The proceedings may either be summary, if the correction pertains
to clerical mistakes, or adversary, if it involves substantial errors. The petition must be filed before the RTC,
which sets a hearing and directs the publication of its order in a newspaper of genera circulation. The RTC may
grant or dismiss the petition and serve a copy of its judgment to the Civil Registrar.[17]

In 2001, RA 9048 amended Rule 108 and authorized the local civil registrars, or the Consul General, as the case
may be, to correct clerical or typographical errors in the civil registry, or make changes in the first name or
nickname, without need of a judicia order. The law provided an administrative recourse for the correction of
clerical or typographical errors, essentially leaving substantial correctionsto Rule 108.[18]

Subsequently, in 2012, RA 10172, which amended RA 9048, expanding the authority of local civil registrars and
the Consul General to make changes in the day and month in the date of birth, as well as in the recorded sex of a
person, when it is patently clear that there was a typographical error or mistake in the entry.[19]

Here, the crux of the controversy is whether the errors that Reyes seeks to correct in her birth certificate are
substantial or clerical.

Ordinarily, the term "substantial" means consisting of or relating to substance, or something that is important or
essential. In relation to change or correction of an entry in the birth certificate, substantial refers to that which
establishes, or affects the substantive right of the person on whose behalf the change or correction is being sought.
Thus, changes which may affect the civil status from legitimate to illegitimate, as well as civil status or citizenship
of a person are substantial in character. On the other hand, RA 9048, as amended by RA 10172, defines a clerica
or typographical error as a mistake committed in the performance of clerica work in writing, copying,
transcribing or typing an entry in the civil register that is harmless and innocuous, such as misspelled name or
misspelled place of birth, mistake in the entry of day and month in the date of birth or the sex of the person or the
like, which is visible to the eyes or obvious to the understanding, and can be corrected or changed only by
reference to other existing record or records. However, the correction must not involve the change of nationality,
age, or status of the petitioner.[20]

Applying the foregoing in this case, the correction of Reyes' first name and her father's middle name are mere
clerical and typographical errors, which can be effected by the local civil registrars or the Consul General under
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RA 9048, as amended by RA 10172. However, the change in Reyes date of birth, which will also change her age,
is a substantial ateration that must be corrected by filing a petition for correction of entry in the birth certificate
under Rule 108 of the Rules of Court.

Reyes failed to implead her siblings who are considered indispensable parties in the petition for correction of
entry in the birth certificate under Rule 108 of the Rules of Court

Rule 108, Section 3 of the Rules of Court provides:

SEC. 3. Parties. — When cancellation or correction of an entry in the civil register is sought, the civil registrar
and all persons who have or claim any interest which would be affected thereby shall be made parties to the
proceeding.

Clearly, al persons who stand to be affected by a substantial correction of an entry in the civil registrar must be
impleaded as indispensable parties. Failure to do so renders all proceedings subsequent to the filing of the
complaint including the judgment ineffectual. This requirement hinges on the fact that the books making up the
civil register and all documents relating thereto may only be the facts therein contained. Indeed, if entries in the
civil register could be corrected or changed through mere summary proceedings, the door to fraud or other
mischief would be set open, the consequence of which might be detrimental and far reaching.[21]

In Republic v. Maligaya,[22] the Court set aside the correction of the respondent's date of birth in her birth
certificate for her failure to implead, among others, her siblings in the petition which is required under Rule 108
of the Rules of Court.

Similar to Maligaya, Reyes aso failed to implead her siblings in her petition for correction of the entriesin her
birth certificate under Rule 108 of the Rules of Court. Although it is true that in certain instances the Court has
alowed the subsequent publication of a notice of hearing to cure the petition's lack/failure to implead and notify
the affected or interested parties, such as when: (@) earnest efforts were made by petitionersin bringing to court all
possible interested parties; (b) the parties themselves initiated the corrections proceedings; (¢) there is no actua or
presumptive awareness of the existence of the interested parties; or, (d) when a party is inadvertently left out,[23]
these exceptions are, unfortunately, unavailing in this case.

In view of the foregoing, the Court finds no reason to disturb the findings of the CA which set aside the correction
of Reyes hirth date in her birth certificate for her failure to implead indispensable parties required under Rule
108, Section 3 of the Rules of Court.

ACCORDINGLY, the Petition is DENIED. The Decision dated June 20, 2025 of the Court of Appeals in
CA-G.R. CV No. 120835 is AFFIRMED.

SO ORDERED.

Leonen, SAJ. (Chairperson), Lazaro-Javier, and Villanueva, JJ., concur.
Lopez,[*] J., on officid |eave.

[*] On official leave.
[1] Petition for Review on Certiorari before the Court, pp. 1-19.

[2] CA Decision, pp. 1-9. Penned by Associate Justice Lorna Francisca Catris-Chua Cheng and concurred in by
Associate Justices Pablito A. Perez and Lorenza R. Bordios of the Thirteenth Division, Court of Appeals, Manila.
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