G.R. No. L-7301. April 20, 1955 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: Tiu San Alias Angel Gomez vs. Republic of the Philippines

### Facts:

Tiu San, also known as Angel Gomez, initially filed a petition for naturalization as a Filipino
citizen. After due process, the Court of First Instance of Quezon Province authorized his
naturalization on July 13, 1950. Tiu San later petitioned on May 25, 1953, for the issuance of
a naturalization certificate in accordance with Republic Act No. 530.

However, on June 3, 1953, the court denied his petition. The denial was based on Tiu San’s
conviction on April 25, 1952, for violating Municipal Ordinance No. 14, series of 1946, of
Lucena, Quezon. The violation pertained to his failure to relocate his lumber yard from a
prohibited zone, resulting in a fine of P50.00.

### Procedural Posture:

1. July 13, 1950: Court of First Instance of Quezon Province authorized Tiu San’s
naturalization.

2. April 25, 1952: Tiu San convicted for violating Municipal Ordinance No. 14.

3. May 25, 1953: Tiu San filed for issuance of a naturalization certificate.

4. June 3, 1953: Court denied Tiu San’s petition for a naturalization certificate, citing his
conviction.

5. Tiu San appealed this decision to the Supreme Court.

### Issues:

1. Whether a municipal ordinance is a “government promulgated rule” as contemplated
under Section 1 of Republic Act No. 530.

2. Whether the third clause of Section 1 of Republic Act No. 530 applies to offenses
committed before the Act’s enactment.

3. Whether the offense of violating the municipal ordinance is malum prohibitum or malum
in se, and if this classification affects the application of Republic Act No. 530.

### Court’s Decision:

1. *Municipal Ordinance as Government Promulgated Rule:**

The Court held that municipal ordinances enacted in exercise of police power, like the
zoning ordinance in question, function as “government promulgated rules.” According to the
ruling, the municipal government acts as an agent of the national government while
exercising its police powers, thereby making such ordinances government-enforced rules.

2. **Retroactive Application of RA 530:**
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The Court found that Republic Act No. 530 was intended to have retroactive application as
stipulated by Section 4 of the Act, which applies to pending cases and situations where
applicants have not yet taken the oath of citizenship. Consequently, the conviction for an
offense committed before the enactment of RA 530 can impact naturalization applications.

3. **Malum Prohibitum vs. Malum in Se:**

The Court ruled that RA 530 did not distinguish between offenses that are malum in se
(inherently wrong) and those that are malum prohibitum (wrong due to being prohibited by
law). The statute’s phrase “convicted of any offense” includes both types, making Tiu San’s
conviction relevant regardless of whether his act was inherently wrong or simply prohibited
by law.

### Doctrine:

- **Republic Act No. 530:** Establishes that an applicant for naturalization must meet
specific conditions post-decision, including not being convicted of any offense or violating
government-promulgated rules within two years prior.

- **Police Power:** Municipal ordinances enacted under police power are considered
“government promulgated rules”.

- ¥*Retroactivity:** Republic Act No. 530’s provisions apply retrospectively to cases pending
and applicants who have not taken their citizenship oath, reflecting its intent to regulate
naturalization decisions strictly.

### Class Notes:

1. **Key Legal Concepts:**

- **Police Power:** The inherent authority of the government to enact laws to safeguard
public health, safety, morals, and general welfare.

- ¥*Republic Act No. 530 Requirements:** Non-execution of naturalization decisions until
specific conditions are met post-promulgation.

- **Malum Prohibitum vs. Malum in Se:** Understanding the legal difference impacts how
statutes are applied to various offenses.

2. ¥*Statutory Provisions:**

- ¥*Section 1 of RA 530:** No naturalization decision becomes executory until two years
after promulgation and compliance with specified conditions.

- ¥Section 4 of RA 530:** Act’s retroactivity in application to pending cases and unfinalized
naturalizations.
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3. ¥*Application in Case:**

- The court held that Tiu San’s conviction under a municipal ordinance aligns with RA 530’s
requirements due to the ordinance’s status as a government rule.

- Retroactive application of RA 530 ensures compliance with updated naturalization
standards, affecting prior conducted actions once the law is in force.

### Historical Background:

The case is set against a post-World War II Philippines, a period when the government was
keen on safeguarding national interests and upholding the integrity of its laws, especially
concerning citizenship and integration of foreign nationals. The legislative intent of
Republic Act No. 530 aligns with the government’s emphasis on meticulous vetting
processes for naturalization, ensuring that only those fully compliant with national laws are
granted citizenship.
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