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ABAD SANTOS, J.:

This is an appeal from an order of the Court of First Instance of Davao, denying a petition for a writ of habeas
corpus filed in behalf of Ah Fook, who claimed the right to enter this country as minor son of Ah Young, a
Chinese merchant residing in Davao. A board of special inquiry, appointed by the Collector of Customs of Davao,
held that there was no satisfactory evidence to establish the relationship between Ah Fook and his alleged father,
and therefore denied the former admission into this country. Whereupon this petition for a writ of habeas corpus
was filed in the court below for the purpose of securing a review of the decision of the board of special inquiry,
which was previously appealed to and confirmed by the respondent Insular Collector of Customs. The petition
was denied; hence this appeal.

In denying the petition, the court below held that the board of special inquiry did not abuse its discretion in
passing upon the right of Ah Fook to enter this country. To establish the relation of father and son alleged to exist
between Ah Young and Ah Fook, oral evidence was presented, consisting of the testimony of the two and of two
other witnesses named Chan Kee and Lim Men. From the testimony of these four witnesses it is clearly inferred
that Ah Fook is the son of Ah Young. In passing upon this evidence, the board of special inquiry remarked in its
decision:

"It will be observed from his testimony that when he came back to the Philippines in 1915 the applicant was
not yet born. In fact he was not in China when his alleged three sons were born. This board is not satisfied that
the applicant is the son of Ah Young. The testimony of the witness introduced to establish the relationship
between applicant and his alleged father is not satisfactory."

This court has held that while it is true that immigration authorities are not obliged to believe the testimony of
witnesses in cases like the present, yet, when they reject such testimony, they must give some reason therefor.
They must give the particular facts upon which their conclusions are based, and those facts must appear in the
record. (Sam Mow Tow vs. Aldanese, 42 Phil., 217.) In the instant case, there is no valid reason given in the
decision of the board of special inquiry, or appearing in the record, which supports the conclusion reached by the
board that Ah Fook is not the son of Ah Young. The mere fact that Ah Young was not in China when his three
alleged sons were born, is not sufficient to impeach the testimony of the four witnesses who testified before the
board, considering that there was evidence to show that Ah Young was married in China in 1914, and although he
returned to the Philippines after his marriage, he again visited China in 1915,1919 and 1921. Upon a review of the
record in this case, we find that there is no evidence to support the decision of the board of special inquiry.
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The order appealed from is reversed, and the petition for a writ of habeas corpus is granted. So ordered.

Avanceña, C.J., Hull, Vickers, and Recto, JJ., concur.

Order reversed and writ granted.
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