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I. INTRODUCTION 

Dual citizen~hip, as a condition or status of having dual allegiance to two 
different countries at the same time, is universally recognized as undesirable. 
Dual allegiance, in the long run, would be detrimental to both countries of 
which a person may legally claim to be a citizen in terms of questionable 
loyalties and abuse of citizenship for convenience devoid of the fealty or 
loyal commitment inherent in allegiance ancl citizenship. A person so 
situated, by accident of birth, must choose only one nationality and devote 
his single and undivide.d allegian~e and loyalty to the country of his choice. 1 
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Commission on Elections, 185 SCRA 703, 714 (1990) (Padilla, J., dissenting) 
(wherein the majority opinion :acknowledged that "even before the 1987 
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The above mentioned policy against dual allegiance adopted under the 
present Constitution provides that "[d]ual allegiance of citizens is inimical to 

national interest and shall be dealt with by law." 2 

In Mercado v. Manzano,J the Supreme Court distinguished dual 
citizenship from dual allegiance, and interpreted "dual citizenship" - as a 
disqualification from running for any local elective position under the Local 
Government Code and the Charter of the City of Makati - to really mean 
"dual allegiance." Hence, dual citizenship is not a ground for disqualification 

to be a candidate as long as the foreign citizenship is renounced at the time 
of the filing of the certificate of candidacy. In its unanimous decision, the 
High Court made the distinction between dual citizenship from dual 
allegiance: "[d]ual allegiance refers to the situation in which a person 
simultaneously owes, by some positive act, loyalty to two or more states. 
While dual citizenship is involuntary, dual allegiance is the result of an 

individual's volition."' 

Republic Act No. 9225 - otherwise known as the Citizenship 

Retentio:1 aQd Reacquisition Act - was enacted into law, allowing 
reacquisition of"Filipino citizenship by all natural-born Filipino citizens who 
have lost Filipino citizenship through naturalization as citizens of another 
country by the simple expedience of taking an oath of allegiance to the 
Republic of the Philippines.S Derivative dual Filipino citizenship of those 
who are deemed not to have lost or have re-acquired Filipino citizenship 
under the law is extended to the unmarried child, below I 8 years of age -

whether legitimate, illegitimate, or adopted.6 
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Constitution, our country had already frowned upon the concept of dual 
citizenship or allegiance."). 

PHIL. CONST., art IV,§ 5· 

Mercado v. Manzano, 307 SCRA 630 (1999). 

Mercado, 307 SCRA at 640-41. .,. 
An Act Making the Citizenship of Philippine Citizens who Acquire Foreign 
Citizenship Pemunent, Amending for the Purpose Commonwealth Act No. 63 
As Amended, and for Other Purposes, Republic Act No. 9225 (2003). The oath 
of allegianre in section 3 provides: 

I , solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will 
support and de:end the Constitution of the Republic of the Philippines 
and obey the laws and legal orders promulgated by the duly constituted 
authorities ;:>f the Philipp ires; and I hereby declare that l re~ognize and 
accept th~ supreme authority of the Philippines and will maintain true 
faith and allegiance thereto; and that I imposed this obligation upon 
myself voluntarily without mental reservation or purpose of evasion. 

Id. § 4· 








