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MONTEMAYOR, J.:

This is an appea by the Solicitor General from a decision of the Court of First Instance of Manila granting the
application for naturalization Hied by a Chinese citizen named Tan Hi, The pertinent facts necessary for the
determination of this case may be briefly stated as follows:

The appellee Tan Hi was born on April 10, 1902 in Amoy, China. He came to the Philippines on March 1, 1918
and since then has established his residence in this country atho he made frequent trips to his homeland. During
his visits in China he seems to have maintained marital relations with a Chinese woman and had by her five
children, two of whom are already married while the remaining three, aged 16, 14 and 12 are under the custody of
appellee's mother in China. According to him he intends to bring those minor children to this country in about two
years because at present, he is not able to finance the trip and besides the immigration authorities are rather strict.

The appellee says that his wife in China, to whom he was never legally married, died sometime before 1941, and
thereafter he married one Filipino woman Catalina Lua KabeVte and had by her four children named Lydia,
Estrellita, Rogelio and Josephine, aged 6, 5, 4 and 2 years, respectively.

Among the reasons prompting the Solicitor General to object to the naturalization of the applicant is that the latter
is said not to possess the good moral character required by the Naturalization Law, and that furthermore, he has
not acted in a proper and irreproachable manner in his relations with the constituted Government. After going
over the record of this case, we find the evidence for the appellee rather confusing and the attitude and conduct of
the applicant to be irregular, if not equivocal. In his application for naturalization he stated that he had only four
children, namely, those he had by his alleged legal wife Catalina Lua Kaberte. Also, in his "Declaration of
Intention”, Exhibit F, in enumerating his children, he mentioned only those in the Philippines, He said nothing,
not even aword about his children in China, especially the three who are still minors. Again, as already stated, the
appelleein his application stated that he was legally married in the Philippines to Catalina L ua Kaberte. However,
when asked to produce his marriage certificate, he failed to do so and athough his lawyers promised to bring it
before the court and have it marked Exhibit L, it was never produced. Then, during the hearing, his counsel
obtained permission from the court to amend paragraph 10 of his application so as to insert the statement "I have
natural children in the following schools:

Lydia Tan, 6 years old, in a recognized school since 1947; Estrellita Tan, 5 years old, in a recognized school
since 1949."

If this statement is true, then the applicant is not legally married to Catalina for the reason that these two girls
Lydiaand Estrellita are two of his children by Catalina, born after 1941 when he supposedly married their mother.
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Finally, while applicant assured the Court that he never married the Chinese woman who bore him five children,
his witness, Hon. Prospero Sanidad, equally told the trial court that applicant's children in China are legitimate.

However, we may well ignore and overlook this confusion, together with the lack of frankness and candor on the
part of the applicant because we can base our decision on another point. It will be recalled that the applicant by his
own admission has three minor children in China, apparently legitimate. At least he considers them as such and he
intends to bring them to the Philippines. If his application for naturalization is approved and he becomes a
Filipino citizen, those three children now in Chinawill automatically also become Filipino citizens.

In the case of Hao. Lian Chu alias Hao Pusoy vs. Republic of the Philippines (G. R. No. L-3265, November 29,
1950 [1]), the applicant for naturaization therein, a Chinese citizen had nine children, al enrolled in the
Philippine schools except one, a minor because she has lived from infancy in China, where she was enrolled in an
English school in Amoy. This Court denied his petition for naturalization because he had not complied with
paragraph 6 of section 2 of the Revised Naturalization Law requiring that the applicant for naturalization must
have enrolled al his minor children of school age in any of the public schools or private schools recognized by the
Government where Philippine history, government and civics are taught. In that case this Court through Mr.
Justice Bengzon had the following to say:

"This Court believes that such requirement is important. The legislator evidently holds that ail the minor
children of an applicant for citizenship must learn Philippine history, government and civics, inasmuch as upon
naturalization of their father they ipso facto acquire the privilege of Philippine citizenship."

This doctrine was followed in the case of Lim Lian Hong alias Ignacio Lim Lian Hong vs. Republic of the
Philippines, (G. R. No. L-3575, Dec. 26, 1950), where this Court through Mr. Justice Tuason quoted with
approval the statement in the Hao Lian Chu case just above reproduced. In other words, we may not grant the"
application for naturalization of the present applicant-appellee for the reason that all his minor children of school
age are not enrolled in the Philippine public or private schools recognized by the Government. We deem it
unnecessary to discuss the other points raised in the appesl .

In view of the foregoing, the decision appealed from is hereby reversed, with costs against the appellee. So
ordered.

Moran, C. J., Paras, Feria, Pablo, Bmgzon, Padilla, Tuason, Reyes and Jugo, JJ., concur.

[1] 48 Off. Gaz., (5) 1780; 87 Phil., 668.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3
Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G. R. No. L-3354. January 25, 1951

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor everyone.

More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came fromit.

Audio case-brief lectures.

Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.

Complete, sequenced courses for al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull law-school curriculum.

One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock examsthat tell you whereyou stand.

Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keepsyou on pace.

Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org

The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 3
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



