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LABRADOR, J.:

This is an appeal brought by the Republic of the Philippines against the decision of the Court of First Instance of
Romblon, dated August 8, 1958, granting the petition of Charm Chan alias Alam to be a citizen of the Philippines.

On September 2, 1957, Charm Chan alias Alam filed a petition with the Court of First Instance of Romblon for
naturalization as a citizen of the Philippines. Attached to the petition are (1) signed copies of his declaration of
intention to become a citizen of the Philippines filed with the Office of the Solicitor General on July 11, 1956, (2)
affidavit of two witnesses, attesting to the moral character of the petitioner, and (3) three photos duly
authographed and signed. The court set the day for the hearing of the petition on June 9, 1958, and the notice of
said hearing was published once a week for three consecutive weeks in the Official Gazette and in the "Nueva
Era," a newspaper of general circulation in the province of Romblon where petitioner resides, and posted at
conspicuous places in said province.

The testimonial evidence shows that petitioner is a citizen of the Republic of China, born of Chinese parents in
Canton, China, on October 11, 1933; that in 1937 his father, Elias Rafol Chan, brought him to the Philippines on
board the vessel "SS Empress of Canada," the vessel having landed at the Port of Manila; that he has resided
continuously for a period of 20 years in the Philippines preceding the date of the filing of the petition, in the
municipality of San Fernando, Romblon; that he has never left the country since his arrival here; that he speaks
English, Tagalog and Visayan dialects; that he received his elementary education at the San Fernando Elementary
School in San Fernando, Romblon, finished his high school at the Philippine Harvardian College, Manila, and was
a fourth year law student at the Manuel L. Quezon School of Law at the time he filed his petition.

Petitioner claims to be a cash collector and business agent of his father Elias R. Chan, since July 13, 1954,
performing his work as such during the day time, earning P200 a month; that he is of good moral character and
believes in the principles underlying the Philippine Constitution, and has conducted himself in a manner beyond
reproach, being friendly and sociable with the people of the community, and cooperative with the local
authorities, evincing a sincere desire to learn and embrace the customs, traditions, and ideals of the Filipinos; that
he is not opposed to organized government or affiliated with any association or group of persons upholding and
teaching doctrines opposing all organized governments; that he does not defend or teach the necessity or propriety
of violence, personal assault, or assassination for the success and predominance of his ideas; that he has never
been convicted of any crime involving moral turpitude; that he is not suffering from mental alienation or incurable
contagious diseases; that he is not a polygamist or a believer in the practice of polygamy; that he sincerely desires
to become a citizen of the Philippines, renouncing absolutely and forever without reserve any and all allegiance
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and fidelity to any foreign prince, potentate, state or sovereignty and particularly to the Republic of China, of
which he is a citizen or subject. Elias Barranda, mayor of San Fernando, Romblon, and Victor C. Mindo,
councilor in the same town, testified to having known petitioner since the latter was a small boy; that petitioner
has always resided in San Fernando, Romblon, except when he went to Manila to study; that he mixes with
Filipinos, is peaceful and enjoys a good reputation in the locality.

On the basis of the above evidence, the lower court declared that petitioner has all the qualifications to become a
citizen of the Philippines, and none of the disqualifications, and so granted the petition for naturalization. The
provincial fiscal of Romblon, who represented the Government at the hearing, believing that petitioner has failed
to prove compliance with all the requirements of the law, appealed the decision to this Court on September 5,
1958.

The Solicitor General, in representation of the oppositor-appellant, assigns two errors as haying been committed
by the trial court, namely:

I

THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN HOLDING THAT PETITIONER POSSESSES ALL THE
QUALIFICATIONS TO BECOME A FILIPINO CITIZEN.

II

THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN GRANTING THE PETITION FOR NATURALIZATION OF CHARM
CHAN ALIAS ALAM.

As a whole the Solicitor General does not dispute the findings made by the trial court, which are supported by the
evidence set forth above. He denies, however, that petitioner has proven satisfactorily that he (petitioner) has a
lucrative occupation, as the only proof submitted by him to that effect is the certificate of his father as well as
petitioner's own testimony.

We have held in a recent case that when the employment of a petitioner for naturalization is by his father and in
the business of the latter, such evidence of employment is not very convincing, as it is possible that father and
son, in the interest of the petition, testify to the alleged employment even (though the son may only be living
under the protection and at the expense of his father. (Velasco vs. Republic of the Philippines, supra, p. 234).
Petitioner's father is engaged in buying copra and his annual sales amount to some P53,000.00 (in round numbers)
only. His place of business is Romblon, not Manila. If petitioner is actually employed by his father as a collector
(for sales made by his father in Manila, where petitioner is only a student), the work of collection would represent
work in getting the price of copra consigned to Manila to his father's buyers. But no collector would be necessary
because the remittances of copra could be paid by the buyers in Manila by checks, money orders or telegraphic
transfers. If we add to the above circumstances the fact that the profit for 1957 made by petitioner's father
(P2,266.40) does not even amount to the petitioner's salary of P2,400, we are convinced that the supposed
employment of petitioner is not real or actual but fictitious, conceived by petitioner and his father to satisfy the
requirements of the law on naturalization. We are, indeed, persuaded by the circumstances that petitioner, a
graduate of law, does not have a lucrative business or employment of his own within the meaning of the
Naturalization Law. At most it may be said to be merely an arrangement planned by petitioner and his father to
show a token compliance with the requirements of the Naturalization Law. (See Velasco vs. Republic of the
Philippines, supra.)

As to the second question raised by the Solicitor General, our attention is invited to Section 5 of the Revised
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Naturalization Law which, in part, provides as follows:

"No declaration shall be valid until lawful entry for permanent residence has been established and a certificate
showing the date, place, and manner of his arrival has been issued."

Section 7 of the same law also provides that the certificate of arrival and the declaration of intention must be made
part of the petition. Petitioner's declaration of intention contains the following statement:

"5. I emigrated to the Philippines from Amoy, China on the vessel SS. Empress Canada. My last foreign
residence was Canton, China. I arrived at the port of Manila on, or about the year 1937. Certificate of arrival or
landing certificate of residence were lost on account of the last war.''

As admitted in the above paragraph, the petitioner was not able to produce the certificate showing the date, place,
and manner of his arrival, and no such certificate is attached to his petition. His declaration above quoted is
supported by his testimony that the certificate has been lost. Were it true that a landing certificate had been issued
in his favor, it should not have been difficult for the petitioner to have secured a certified copy of the same from
the Collector of Customs, as records of immigrants are complete and we have no knowledge that such records
have been destroyed during the last war, no certificate of such loss having been presented. Again in the above
quoted Section 7 of the law, the certificate of arrival must be made a part of the petition. This provision is
mandatory and it has been enacted for the purpose of preventing aliens, who have surreptitiously come into the
islands without the proper document or certificate of entry, from acquiring citizenship by naturalization, unless
the said provision is complied with. This Court cannot grant the petition as the said grant would be a clear
violation of the express mandate of the Jaw.

For the foregoing considerations, the decision appealed from should be, as it hereby is, reversed, and the petition
denied, with costs in both instances against the petitioner.

So ordered.

Paras, C. J., Bengzon, Montemayor, Bautista Angelo, Concepcion, Reyes, J. B. L., Barrera, and Gutierrez David,
JJ., concur.
Padilla and Endencia, JJ., took no part.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 14460. June 30, 1960

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - 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. 14460. June 30, 1960

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 4

Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org


