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Title: **The United States vs. Juan de los Santos**

Facts:
On  January  15,  1914,  a  complaint  was  filed  in  the  Court  of  First  Instance  of  Cebu,
Philippines, alleging Juan de los Santos, a Chinese laborer, was found in the Philippines
without the necessary certificate as required under Act No. 702. He was arrested and
brought before the court. After postponements, the cause was heard on January 25, 1915.
The judge, Adolph Wislizenus, ordered Santos’ deportation on March 30, 1915, based on
findings  he  did  not  possess  a  residence  certificate  and showed ignorance  of  Manila’s
geography  and  history,  suggesting  he  was  not  truthful  about  his  residence  duration.
Following the judgment, Santos signaled his intention to appeal on April 5, 1915, after
which he was granted bail. Santos filed a motion for a new trial on April 9, which was
denied  on  April  17.  Subsequently,  a  dismissal  motion  filed  on  April  19  argued  the
complaint’s invalid initiation due to lack of authorized signature, was denied on April 21.

Issues:
The principal issue before the Supreme Court was whether the Court of First Instance erred
in  proceeding  with  a  deportation  case  based  on  a  complaint  not  signed  by  a  person
authorized under the law. This raised questions about the proper procedure under Act No.
702 and the jurisdiction the court held in deportation proceedings without a duly authorized
complaint.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court held the procedural objection regarding the complaint’s authorization
was too late. It emphasized that deportation proceedings under Act No. 702 are summary
and not criminal in nature, aimed only at determining the alien’s right to stay in the country.
The  Court  distinguished  this  case  from others  by  pointing  out  the  absence  of  timely
objection to  the  complaint’s  sufficiency.  Since there  was clear  evidence Santos  was a
Chinese  laborer  without  the  required  certificate,  the  Court  affirmed the  lower  court’s
decision for deportation.

Doctrine:
The principle established was that in deportation proceedings under Act No. 702, the court
may decide based on evidence presented during the trial even if the complaint was not
initiated by an authorized person, provided no timely objection was made. The Court also
emphasized  the  summary  nature  of  deportation  proceedings,  distinguishing  them from
criminal trials.
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Class Notes:
1.  Jurisdictional Objections: In criminal proceedings, jurisdictional objections not raised
timely at the trial level are generally not entertained on appeal.
2.  Summary  Proceedings:  Deportation  under  Act  No.  702  is  a  summary  procedure  to
determine an alien’s eligibility to stay, distinct from criminal trials.
3. Authorized Complaint: For specific legal actions, including deportation under Act No.
702, the complaint must be initiated by an authorized person; however, failure to object
timely to such procedural defects may result in the waiver of such objections.
4. Process of Deportation: The proceedings are a method for enforcing an alien’s return to
their home country when they have not fulfilled conditions for residence within the host
country, not to be mistaken for criminal punishment.

Historical Background:
The case highlights the early 20th-century legal framework for managing immigration in the
Philippines,  emphasizing  the  regulatory  approach  to  non-citizen  residents,  specifically
Chinese  laborers.  The  legal  proceedings  demonstrate  the  Philippines’  judiciary  system
transitioning during American sovereignty, reflecting broader immigration control efforts
globally during this period.


