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JOHNSON, J.:

The appellant is a Chinese person. He arrived at the port of Manila on the 23d day of September, 1919, on the
steamship Taisang, and asked permission to enter the Philippine Islands as the minor son of a resident Chinese
merchant. A board of special inquiry was appointed for the purpose of ascertaining the right of the appellant to
enter the territory of the United States. After hearing the evidence adduced by the appellant, the board of specia
inquiry found that he was not a minor but was very much over 21 years of age, and denied him the right to enter
the Philippine Islands. From that order he appealed to the Collector of Customs, who affirmed the decision of the
board of specia inquiry. Thereupon he presented a petition for the writ of habeas corpus in the Court of First
Instance of the city of Manila.

The Attorney-General answered the said petition and the cause was submitted to the Honorable George R. Harvey
upon the record made in the department of customs. Judge Harvey, after a careful statement of the procedure in
the department of customs, decided that there was no evidence before him showing abuse of authority or
discretion on the part of the customs officials and no substantia error of law had been brought to his attention,
and denied the petition for the writ of habeas corpus. From that decision an appeal was taken to this court.

The appellant aleges that the lower court committed an error in holding (@) that there was no abuse of discretion
or authority on the part of the department of customs; (b) that there was no abuse of discretion on the part of the
customs authorities in refusing to believe the testimony of the petitioner and his witnesses; and (c) in denying him
the right to enter the Philippine Islands.

While the appellant makes the above assignments of error, practically his entire argument is devoted to the
alegation that the department of customs committed an error in deciding that the appellant was not a minor son of
aresident Chinese merchant. Upon the question of the age of the appellant the board of special inquiry said: "It
appears from an examination of the applicant that his mustache is fully developed and his face is tough, with the
appearance of one very much over 21." The board of special inquiry, commenting upon the testimony of the
aleged expert witnesses presented by the appellant for the purpose of proving his age, said: "Indeed the board
handles about 200 Chinese cases a month and about 75 cases of the character of the case under consideration. So
the board has a reason to be quite slow in giving way to the opinions of witnesses in these matters," relating to the
age of diens.

It has been decided in cases without number that the customs authorities, in the exercise of their power and
discretion in determining whether or not an immigrant has a right to enter the Philippine Islands, may take into
consideration the personal appearance of such immigrant for the purpose of ascertaining (a) whether he is an
aien, and (b) hisage. (Bracavs. Collector of Customs, 36 Phil., 929; Tan Beko vs. Collector of Customs, 26 Phil.,
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254; De la Cruz vs. Collector of Customs, 26 Phil., 270; Chua Yeng vs. Collector of Customs, 28 Phil., 591;
Leong Guen vs. Collector of Customs, 31 Phil., 417; Sing Jing Taento vs. Collector of Customs, 32 Phil., 82;
Que Quay vs. Collector of Customs, 33 Phil., 128; U. S. vs. Kong Fong, 33 Phil., 234; Go Paw vs. Collector of
Customs, 33 Phil., 278; Vadezco Sy Chiok vs. Collector of Customs, 33 Phil., 406; Guevara vs. Collector of
Customs, 34 Phil., 394; See Chiat and See Huan vs. Collector of Customs, 34 Phil., 865; Co Puy vs. Collector of
Customs, 36 Phil., 409; Laurencio vs. Collector of Customs, 35 Phil., 37.)

An alien seeking admission into the territory of the United States is an evidence, as an exhibit, in the investigation
by the board of specia inquiry to determine his right to enter. The board of specia inquiry may take into
consideration his personal appearance to determine or to assist in determining, his age and a finding that the
applicant is not a minor, based upon such appearance, is not without evidence to support the conclusion of the
board. (Braca vs. Collector of Customs, 36 Phil., 929, 932; Tan Beko vs. Collector of Customs, 26 Phil., 254; De
la Cruz vs. Collector of Customs, 26 Phil., 27(5; Ex parte Chooey Dee Ying, 214 Fed., 873; Leong Guen vs.
Collector of Customs, 31 Phil., 417; Guevara vs. Collector of Customs, 34 Phil, 394; U. S. vs. Hing Chang,
Circuit Court of Appeals Reports, 19.)

It has also been decided in cases without number that the mere fact that the Collector of Customs refused to
believe the witnesses presented by an alien applicant for permission to enter the territory of the United States is
not of itself an abuse of authority or discretion. (Tan Chin Hin vs. Collector of Customs, 27 Phil., 521; Gfilo vs.
Coallector of Customs, 32 Phil., 100; Ekiuvs. U. S,, 142 U. S, 651.)

The immigration officials are not required to accept, as true, statements made to them by applicants for admission
into the territory of the United States, nor the witnesses presented in their behalf, even though such testimony
should be given under oath. (Jao Igco vs. Shuster, 10 Phil., 448; Tan Puy vs. Collector of Customs, 36 Phil., 900,
02; Lee Juavs. Collector of Customs, 32 Phil., 24; Chin Low vs. U. S,, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep., 201.)

The appellant, not having proved to the satisfaction of the department of customs that he was the minor son of a
resident Chinese merchant, and not having presented the "section-six certificate,” which is made by law the sole
evidence of hisright to enter the territory of the United States, has not established his right to enter the Philippine
Islands. (Lau Ow Bew vs. U. S, 141 U. S,, 583, 587; Wan Shing vs. U. S, 140 U. S., 424, 428.)

For the foregoing reasons, the judgment of the lower court is hereby affirmed, and it is hereby ordered and
decreed that the appellant be returned to the department of customs in order that the order of deportation
heretofore made may be carried into effect. It is so ordered, with costs.

Araullo, Macolm, Avancefia, Moir and Villamor, JJ., concur..

© 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. 16406. September 13, 1920

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



