Chart 9: Child’s Name Change Standards*
	STATE
	Preference of  Child or Parent
	Parental Misconduct; Reasons for Change
	Length of Time Name Used; Child’s Age 
	Impact on Child
	Effect on Child’s Bond with Parents( 
	Preference in Favor of One Party

	Alabama1
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Alaska2
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	

	Arizona3
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Arkansas4
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	n

	California5
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Colorado6
	x
	x
	x
	
	
	

	Connecticut7
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Delaware8
	x
	x
	x
	 x
	x
	

	District of Columbia9 
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	

	Florida10
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Georgia11
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hawaii12
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Idaho13
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Illinois14
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	

	Indiana15
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n, c

	Iowa16
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kansas17
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kentucky18
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	s

	Louisiana19
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Maine20
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Maryland21
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	n, s

	Massachusetts22
	x
	x
	
	
	
	

	Michigan23
	x
	x
	
	x
	x
	s

	Minnesota24
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	

	Mississippi25
	x
	x
	
	 x
	x
	s

	Missouri26
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	

	Montana27
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Nebraska28
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Nevada29
	x
	
	
	
	
	s

	New Hampshire30
	
	
	
	
	
	

	New Jersey31
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	c

	New Mexico32
	
	
	
	
	
	

	New York33
	
	x
	
	
	
	n, s

	North Carolina34
	
	
	
	
	
	

	North Dakota35
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ohio36
	
	
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Oklahoma37
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Oregon38
	x
	x
	x
	
	
	

	Pennsylvania39
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	s

	Rhode Island40
	x
	
	
	
	
	

	South Carolina41
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	South Dakota42
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Tennessee43
	x
	
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Texas44
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	Utah45
	x
	x
	
	x
	x
	n

	Vermont46
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	n

	Virginia47
	x
	x
	x
	x
	
	

	Washington48
	x
	x
	x
	x
	x
	n

	West Virginia49
	x
	x
	
	
	
	

	Wisconsin50
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Wyoming51
	
	
	
	
	
	


* 	Prepared by Deborah M. Baumgarten, staff attorney, NOW Legal Defense and Education Fund (www.nowldef.org). Statutes specify name changes for minors; otherwise, general name change law cited. NOW Legal Defense is preparing a legal resource kit on women’s and minor’s name change legal issues. Contact the public education and outreach department at peo@nowldef.org or 212/226-6635.


( 	n = father’s name cannot be considered; c = favors custodial parent’s name; s = favors status quo.


1  Ala. Code §§ 12-13-1, 26-11-3(b). See also Roe v. Conn, 417 F. Supp. 769 (M.D. Ala. 1976) (state must use best interest analysis and may not presume use of paternal surname).


2  Alaska Stat. § 09.55.010 (Michie 2001); Alaska R. Civ. P. 84 (general change). 


3  Ariz. Rev. Stat. Ann. §§ 12-601, 12-602 (West 2001).


4  Ark. Code Ann. §§ 9-2-101, 9-2-102 (Michie 2001).


5   Age is the controlling factor unless age is negligible. Cal. Civ. Proc. Code §§ 1275–1279.6 (Deering 2001).


6  Colo. Rev. Stat. §§ 13-15-101, 13-15-102 (2001).


7  Best-interest standard but no factors/guidelines adopted by courts. Conn. Gen. Stat. § 52-11 (2001).


8  Favors child’s preference if of age. See In re R.C. Johnson, 1986 C.P. LEXIS 6 (Ct. of Common Pleas, Dec. 23, 1986).  Del. Code Ann. tit. 10, §§ 5901–5905 (2000).


9  D.C. Code Ann. §§ 16-2501–16-2503 (2000).


10  See Levine v. Best, 595 S.E.2d 278 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App. 3d 1992) (factors used same as those used in custody cases). Fla. Stat. Ann. § 68-07 (2001).


11    Written consent of both parents required by statute. Ga. Code Ann. §§ 19-12-1– 19-12-4 (2000).


12  Best-interest standard (statutory) but no factors/guidelines in statute. Haw. Rev. Stat. §§ 574-1–574-6 (2001).


13  Petition by either parent; court will consider opposition by other parent if good reason shown (statutory); no best-interest standard in statute or in common law. Idaho Code §§ 7-801�–7-804 (2000).


14  Ill. Ann. Stat. ch. 735, para. 5/21-101 (Smith-Hurd 2001). Courts consider effect of name on third parties.


15 Ind. Code Ann. §§ 34-28-2-1–34-28-2-5 (Burns 2001) (preference for custodial parent’s name where non-marital child).


16  Petition by either parent (statutory); no best-interest standard; waives consent of other parent upon showing of certain factors. ICA § 674.6. Iowa Code Ann. §§ 674.1–674.13 (West 2001).


17  Best-interest standard; no factors/guidelines. Kan. Stat. Ann. §§ 60-1401�–60-1402 (2000).


18    In context of name change for child of divorced parents, court used best-interest standard (no factors or guidelines announced); court weighed natural father’s interest in use of his surname, see Leadingham v. Smith, 2001 Ky. App. LEXIS 698 (Ky. Ct. App., Sept. 7, 2001). Ky. Rev. Stat. Ann. §§ 401.010�–401.040 (Michie/Bobbs-Merrill 2001).


19  Written consent of both parents unless failure to support, other factors shown (statute).  La. Rev. Stat. Ann. §§ 13:4751–13:4755 (West 2001).


20  Statutory consent standard: legal custodian may petition to change minor’s name; see Me. R. Stat. Ann. tit. 18-A, § 1-701.  Child’s welfare considered in name change petition, no factors/guidelines discussed, see In re Reben, 342 A.2d 688 (Me. 1975).  Me. Rev. Stat. Ann. tit. 18-A, § 1-701 (West 2001).


21  Lawrence v. Lawrence, 538 A.2d 779 (Md. Ct. Spec. App. 1988) (burden on proponent of change to show compelling reason for change, best-interest factors considered).  Md. Rule 15-901 (2001).


22  Favors child’s preference if of age.  Mass. Ann. Laws ch. 210, §§ 12–14 (Law. Co-op. 2001).


23  Mich. Comp. Laws Ann. § 711.1 (West 2001) (status quo preferred but not determinative).


24  Minn. Stat. §§ 259.10–259.11 (2000).


25  See Marshall v. Marshall, 93 So. 2d 822 (Miss. 1957) (change of child’s name to stepfather’s name). Miss. Code Ann. § 93-17-1 (2000).


26  Mo. Ann. Stat. §§ 527.270–527.290 (Vernon 2000); see also Fed. R. Civ. P. 95.03.


27    Mont. Code Ann. § 93-17-1 (2000).


28  Neb. Rev. Stat. §§ 25-21-270–25-21-273 (2001).


29  Nev. Rev. Stat. §§  41.270–41.290 (2001).


30  N.H. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 547:3-i (2001).


31 N.J. Stat. Ann. §§ 2A:52-1–2A:52-4 (West 2001).


32  Best-interest standard but no factors/guidelines adopted by courts. N.M. Stat. Ann. §§ 40-8-1–40-8-3 (Michie 2001).


33  N.Y. Civ. Rights Law §§ 60–65 (McKinney 2001).


34  Written consent of both parents unless specified factors shown (statute). N.C. Gen. Stat. § 101-2 (2000).


35  Best-interest standard but no factors/guidelines adopted by courts. N.D. Cent. Code §§ 32-28-01�, 32-2802 (2001).


36  Ohio Rev. Code Ann. § 2717.01 (Anderson 2001).


37  Okla. Stat. Ann. tit. 12, §§ 1631–1637 (West 2000).


38  See Oulette v. Oulette, 420 P.2d 631 (Or. 1966) (name change following divorce).  Or. Rev. Stat. §§ 33.410–33.430 (1999).


39  Pa. Stat. Ann. tit. 54, §§ 701–705 (2001).


40  Best-interest standard but no factors/guidelines adopted by courts. R.I. Gen. Laws § 8-9-9 (2001).


41  S.C. Code Ann. §§ 15-49-10–15-49-50 (Law. Co-op 2000).


42  S.D. Codified Laws §§ 21-37-1–21-37-5 (2001).


43  Tenn. Code. Ann. §§ 29-8-101–29-8-105 (2001).


44  Tex. Fam. Code Ann. §§ 45.001–45.005 (West 2001).


45  Utah Code Ann. §§ 42-1-1–42-1-3 (2001).


46  Vt. Stat. Ann. tit. 15, §§ 811–816 (2001).


47  See May v. Grandy, 528 S.E.2d 105 (Va. 2000) (in post-divorce case, best-interest standard used; court rejects early case favoring use of name of natural father over that of step-father). Va. Code Ann. § 8.01-217 (2001).


48  Wash. Rev. Code Ann. § 4.24.130 (2001); id. § 26.26.130.


49  W. Va. Code §§ 48-25-101 (2000).


50  Written consent of both parents unless specified factors shown (statute). Wis. Stat. Ann. §§ 786.36, 786.37 (West 2000).


51  Best-interest standard but no factors/guidelines adopted by courts.  Wyo. Stat. §§ 1-25-101–1-25-103 (2001).
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