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Title: **Natividad Miranda, et al. vs. Deportation Board**

Facts:
Natividad Miranda, Luis Miranda, Pedro Miranda, Ramon Miranda, and Faustino Miranda
(petitioners),  who  were  alleged  to  have  entered  the  Philippines  through  fraud  and
misrepresentation, were charged before the Deportation Board. The petitioners claimed to
be legitimate children of a Filipino citizen and entered the country as such. However, they
were accused of being children of Chinese parents who had misrepresented themselves to
gain entry to the Philippines.

The  petitioners  were  initially  arrested  and  detained  but  later  released  on  bail.  The
petitioners filed a motion to quash the case before the Deportation Board on the ground that
they are Filipino citizens,  and therefore the Deportation Board lacked jurisdiction over
them. The Board denied the motion and set the case for a hearing. The petitioners then filed
a petition for a writ of habeas corpus to suspend the hearing, asserting that the Deportation
Board only has jurisdiction over aliens and not Filipino citizens.

The case reached the Supreme Court, which ultimately resolved whether the Deportation
Board had jurisdiction to hear the case against the petitioners even after they claimed
Filipino citizenship.

Issues:
1. Whether the Deportation Board has jurisdiction over persons who allege that they are
Filipino citizens.
2. Whether the Board’s order allowing a blood test on the petitioners to prove that they are
not Filipino citizens constituted an excessive exercise of jurisdiction or a grave abuse of
discretion.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled that:
1. Jurisdiction of the Deportation Board is not automatically divested by mere claims of
citizenship. The Petitioners had to show that such a claim was not frivolous and introduce
sufficient evidence of their Filipino citizenship.
2. The Deportation Board has the preliminary duty to determine the veracity of citizenship
claims before it, which includes the power to order further evidence such as blood tests.
3. The Supreme Court denied the petition and dissolved the writ of preliminary injunction
issued against the Deportation Board.
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Doctrine:
The mere claim of citizenship does not automatically divest the Deportation Board of its
jurisdiction. The Board has the power to determine the existence or nonexistence of the
grounds  for  the  deportation  of  persons  accused  of  entering  a  country  through
misrepresentation,  including  their  citizenship  status.

Class Notes:
–  Jurisdiction:  The  scope  of  authority  given  to  a  court  over  particular  matters  and
geographic areas.
– Habeas Corpus: A judicial mandate ordering that an inmate be brought to the court to
determine whether the government has the right to continue detaining them.
– Deportation: The formal removal of an alien from a country for reasons prescribed in
immigration laws.
– Burden of Proof: The duty to present evidence to prove or disprove a disputed fact.

Historical Background:
The case highlights the importance of immigration control and the delineation of jurisdiction
between administrative bodies like the Deportation Board and the courts in the Philippines.
It unfolded in the context of post-World War II reconstruction where issues of citizenship
and national security were especially pertinent. The decision reinforces the administrative
authority’s power to adjudicate issues pertinent to its mandate before judicial interference
and  emphasizes  the  need  for  sufficient  proof  when  citizenship  is  claimed  to  contest
deportation.


