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Title: Republic of the Philippines vs. Hon. Rosalio G. De La Rosa, Raul R. Lee vs. COMELEC,
and Raul R. Lee vs. COMELEC (consolidated cases)

Facts:

Step-by-Step Facts:

1. Juan G. Frivaldo, previously declared an alien by the Philippine Supreme Court in 1989,
sought to be readmitted as a Filipino citizen.
2. On September 20, 1991, Frivaldo filed a petition for naturalization citing Commonwealth
Act No. 63.
3. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) Judge Rosalio G. De La Rosa set the hearing for March 16,
1992, directing necessary publications.
4. On January 14, 1992, Frivaldo moved to reschedule the hearing to January 24, 1992,
which was granted, moving it to February 21, 1992, without a publication of the order.
5. Frivaldo’s hearing went forward on February 21, 1992, where he was the sole witness,
and multiple documents were submitted as evidence.
6. On February 27, 1992, the RTC accepted his petition and Frivaldo took his oath of
allegiance the same day.
7. On March 16, 1992, a motion to intervene and reconsider was filed arguing jurisdictional
defects.
8. The Solicitor General appealed the decision directly to the Supreme Court, case docketed
as G.R. No. 104654.

Proceedings involving Raul R. Lee:

1. Raul R. Lee contested Frivaldo’s election as Sorsogon Governor in the May 1992 elections
in a petition to annul Frivaldo’s proclamation by COMELEC, case docketed as SPC Case No.
92-273.
2. Lee’s petition cited Frivaldo’s alien status, questioned his registered voter status, and
alleged procedural irregularities during canvassing.
3.  COMELEC dismissed Lee’s  petition for being filed out of  time,  but Lee argued the
dismissal failed to address Frivaldo’s disqualification due to alienage.
4. Lee subsequently filed G.R. No. 105715, challenging COMELEC’s dismissal.
5. Lee also filed G.R. No. 105735 seeking mandamus directing COMELEC to resolve another
disqualification case against Frivaldo (SPA Case No. 92-016).

Issues:
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1. Whether the RTC decision admitting Frivaldo as a Philippine citizen is valid.
2. Whether COMELEC erred in dismissing Lee’s petition contesting Frivaldo’s proclamation
as governor-elect of Sorsogon.
3. Whether Frivaldo’s candidacy and subsequent election were valid given the ongoing
disputes over his citizenship and voter registration.

Court’s Decision:

1. G.R. No. 104654 – The Supreme Court found significant procedural flaws in the RTC’s
naturalization  processes.  Specifically,  it  noted  failures  in  publication,  unresolved
jurisdictional issues, and non-compliance with the two-year waiting period mandated by
Republic Act No. 530. As a result, the Court declared the RTC’s decision and Frivaldo’s oath
of allegiance null and void.

2. G.R. No. 105715 – The Supreme Court held that the COMELEC had committed grave
abuse of discretion by dismissing Lee’s petition on mere technical grounds and failing to
address the more crucial issue of Frivaldo’s citizenship qualification. The Supreme Court
treated the petition as one for quo warranto and reiterated its doctrine that public office
qualifications are continuous requirements.

3. G.R. No. 105735 – The Supreme Court declared this petition moot and academic in light
of its rulings on the other cases that covered all substantial issues.

Doctrine:

1. Compliance with procedural requirements in naturalization proceedings is jurisdictional.
Failure to adhere to these requirements renders the decision void (Po Yi Bo v. Republic).
2. Citizenship disqualification is a continuous requirement in public office qualifications, per
Frivaldo v. Commission on Elections, and challenges on this basis can be raised at any point
during an officeholder’s tenure.
3. Qualification for public office must be continuous; any lost qualifications warrant removal
from office.

Class Notes:

– Key Elements: Jurisdiction in naturalization, continuous qualification for public office,
procedural due process.
– Relevant Statutes: Revised Naturalization Law (C.A. No. 63), Omnibus Election Code, RA
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No. 530.
– Interpretation:
–  Substantial  compliance  with  procedural  norms  is  vital  for  the  legitimacy  of  legal
processes.
– Disqualification issues are not limited by appeal periods and can be raised at any point.

Historical Background:

This case arises from the political turbulence and legal complexities in the Philippines’ post-
Martial  Law era.  Frivaldo’s  quest  for  reacquisition  of  citizenship  reflects  the  political
contentions  and procedural  rigor  imposed on naturalization  claims.  It  underscores  the
judiciary’s  vigilance  in  ensuring  adherence  to  statutory  procedures  in  citizenship  and
electoral processes. The consolidation highlights systemic issues regarding the probity and
functionality of Filipino democratic structures during transitions.


