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DIZON, J.:

Appeal taken by the Republic of the Philippines from an order issued by the trial court on November 4, 1963,
allowing the withdrawal, without prejudice, of the petition for naturalization filed by appellee.

On July 22, 1960 appellee filed his petition for naturalization with the Court of First Instance of Manila. After the
required publication, the court set the petition for hearing and appellee started presenting his evidence. His
witnesses Marcial Valenzuela, Manuel Paloma and Eliseo Vivar testified on July 13, 1961, December 6, 1961 and
on May 3 and June 25, 1962, respectively. Thereafter appellee himself took the witness stand and after his
testimony had been taken, he rested his case.

On March 14, 1963 NBI senior agent, Cornelio Nicolas, took the witness stand on behalf of the State. At the next
hearing held on May 24, 1963, the representative of the Solicitor General filed a motion to recall Manuel Paloma,
one of appellee's character witnesses. This motion was granted and the Court directed Paloma to appear before it
on June 14, 1963 for additional cross-examination. Because Paloma was not duly notified of this hearing, the
same was transferred to July 19, 1963. This hearing was likewise cancelled because of Paloma's illness, so the
trial court set the hearing anew on September 20 of the same year.

On September 12, 1963, however, appellee filed a motion to withdraw his petition for naturalization, without
prejudice on his part to file a new one subsequently, on the ground that the character witnesses he had presented
failed to vouch for his character and attest to the merits of his petition. The Solicitor General objected to his
motion contending that the hearing should be completed and final judgment on the merits rendered, or if the
petition was to be dismissed, the dismissal should be with prejudice. Notwithstanding this opposition, the trial
court granted the motion for the withdrawal of the petition. Hence the present appeal, it being claimed by the State
that the lower court erred in allowing the withdrawal of appellee's petition for naturalization without prejudice.

We disagree. Whether to allow the withdrawal or not, and, in the affirmative, to allow the withdrawal, with or
without prejudice, was a matter addressed to the sound discretion of the trial court. Such being the case, and
considering that, even if the case was terminated with a final judgment denying the petition for naturalization,
such final judgment would not constitute a bar to the renewal of the petition provided appellee had in the
meantime acquired all the qualifications and did not have anyone of the disqualifications provided by law (Yu Lo
vs. Republic, G. R. No. L-4725, October 5, 1952; Sy Kiam vs. Republic, G. R. No. L-18008, December 18, 1957;
Ng vs. Republic, G. R. L-14146, April 29, 1961, and Sy Chut vs. Republic G. R. L-17960, September 30, 1964),
it is clear that the trial court committed no reversible error in issuing the order appealed from.
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WHEREFORE, the order aforesaid is hereby affirmed. Without costs.

Concepcion, C.J., Reyes, J.B.L., Makalintal, Zaldivar, Sanchez, Castro, Fernando, Teehankee, and Barredo, JJ.,
concur.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-22216. January 30, 1970

© 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



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for 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 from it.

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 all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full 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 exams that tell you where you 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 keeps you 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.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. L-22216. January 30, 1970

© 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


