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In aproceeding pursuant to Civil Rights Law article 6 for leave to change the surname
of an infant, John Richard Garber appeals from an order of the Supreme Court, Suffolk County
(Daniel Martin, J.), dated February 22, 2017. The order granted the petition to change the infant’s
surname from Garber to Rudder-Garber.

ORDERED that the order is affirmed, with costs.

Melissa Patton Rudder (hereinafter the mother) and John Richard Garber (hereinafter
the father) are the parents of an infant, who was born in 2012. When the infant was born, he was
given the father’s surname as reflected by the infant’s birth certificate. Although the mother and
father, who never married, lived together with the infant for approximately one year, they eventually
ended their relationship. In December 2014, the mother commenced this proceeding pursuant to
Civil Rights Law article 6 on behalf of the infant for leave to change the infant’s surname to Rudder-
Garber. The Supreme Court granted the petition, and the father appeals.

“Civil Rights Law § 63 authorizes an infant’s name change if there is no reasonable
objection to the proposed name, and the interests of the infant will be substantially promoted by the
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change” (Matter of Eberhardt, 83 AD3d 116, 121). Here, the record supports the Supreme Court’s
determination that the father’s objections to the proposed name were not reasonable, and that the
interests of the infant will be substantially promoted by the change (see Civil Rights Law § 63;
Matter of Eberhardt, 83 AD3d at 121-125; Matter of Siira, 7 AD3d 803, 803-804; Matter of John
Phillip M.-P., 307 AD2d 318, 319).

The father’s remaining contention, that the Supreme Court erred in failing to conduct
a hearing before making its determination, is without merit (see Civil Rights Law § 63).

DILLON, J.P., CHAMBERS, MALTESE and BARROS, JJ., concur.

ENTER:

Aprilanne/Agdsfino
Clerk of the Court
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