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Decision G.R.No. 277514. 
. ' .- . - ' 

.·_·. ' -.: •. • . .. .. ·,· •. . 

Before the Court is a P~tition.for Certiorari with Prayer for Issuance of 
• Temporary RestraininK Order, Writ of Prelirrtinary Injunction and Other 
Injunctive Reliefs[ assailing the Resolution2 dated December 20, 2024, the 
Commission onElections {COMELEC) En Banc in SPA No. 24-060. (DC), 

. which affirmed the Resolution} dated Deceinber 11, 2024 of the CQMELEC 
. :Firstbivision. The COMELEC declareq petitioner Charles "1?131' Savellano 
• ··,·(savellano)a nuisance candidate aqd c~ncelled his ce1iific9'.te of candidacy 

(COC). • • • 

The Facts 

•.• • Savellano and private respondent R0nald V. Singson (Singson) are 
candidates for representative. of the 17irst District of Ilocos Sµr· in· the 2025 •• 
National ~nd Local Elections (NLE) oh 1\/fay 12~ 2025. 4 As they stated in their . 
respective COCs, their names shall appear in the official b.allots as: ''. ' ' ' 

"SINGSON, RONALD (NPC)" 
''CHARLES l)B SAVELLANO" 

Savellano chose'"DB" as his nickname.5 

. ' ' . . . 

• On obtdber 16,2024; Singsonfiledapetition before the COMELECto 
declareSa:vellano a nuisance candidate underSection 696 ofBatas Pambatisa 

.J3lg. 881:7.He claimedthattpe n~rne ''Charles.DBSc1vellano~'.will·confusethe 
electorate because of its similaritfto the nickname of Singson';s .opponent in 
the previous election, Deogracias Victor "DV" SaveUano (DV Savelfano). 'At · ·•. 

• the same time, Savellano also aHegedlyJacked a bona fide intention to rll~tfor 
.jmblic of:f;ice, given his absence fr01~ cmnpaign events and his lack of media 
• interviews. This shows that he has·no intent to engage with the eiectorate or 
' take' onthefesponsipilities of public office.,SaveHano'alSo 'do.es nothave a 
known history ofpt~blic service, has 110 resources or political support, and has 
not released any election-related materials to inform the electorate of his 
candi4acy. 8 • • • • 

',, 
1 Rollo, PP, 4~-38. . . ,, . '' . . ,· . 
2 Id. at61~67. Signed,by Clrnirpe1·so11 George.Erwin M .. Garcia andCornmissioners Socorro B. li1ting, 

MarlbnS. Casguejci, Aimee P.. Fero lino; Rey. E.Bulay, Ei:nesto Ferdinand P .. Maceda, Jr., rind Nelson J. 
•• Celis. • ., ' · . • • • · •• • • · · · · · · • . · . • .· • • 

,' 3 Id. a:t45-~58, .. Signed by Presiding Cornmissiqni'r Socorl'O B. lntitjg, 'and Con1missioners Aimee ,P; ' 

Ferolitio and/Ernesto Ferdinand P. Maceda, Jr; · . . , : . .· • • • 
4 Ri'J!lo, p. 46. • • • • • 

, 5 Id . . ·· • • . l 
6 Section 69. Nuisance candidates. -:-The Con11nission 1tiay, motu pl'op1rio or upon a verified petition ofan 

interested party, refuse to give due course to or cancel a ceitificate ot" candidac;y if it is.shown that said 
certificate has been filed to pi.1t the ekcti\)fl prvci~SS in mocke1y or disrepute or to cause corifusionarnong 
the. voters by. the. simil,~rity ,of the name;; of the· regi,;t,;rcc! .·candidates or. by other. circmnstan:ces or acts 
which clearly demonstrate that the c~trididate has ii<) bona fide .intentior1 to run forthe office for which the 
certificate of candidacy has been .filed and 1h11spn:vent ii faithful determination o(the true will of the 

. electorate. . • 
7 OMNIBUS ELECTlOl~ C0DF () 985), 
.8 Rollo, pp.46~•47. 
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· .. ·. . • Savellano answered on November 7, 2024, a:rguing that the similarity 
of a candidate's name to that of someone whnis not 'a currently .registered 
candidate is llot a ground•to declare a nuisa11ce candidacy. Heals9fegartjed. 

,••. ,Singson'S··· arguments. on his· absence fr01n. cmnpaign events~ and .. IT1edia: 
••• 0iI1terviews, as well as his lack ofresources<or ,Political support,· as enoneollS; 
. since they appear to :impose a property requirement. He posited ihat one'. s 
.•·.bonafideintention,torun •. forp11blic<office shouldt;tot be mea.suredby one's 
resources, nor n1emlJership of any political party 6r even one's 9hances of 

..... winning the elections. lie pOinted outthat;the campaignperiodforthe position 
•• • ••. ••· they both seek comme11ces on :March28; 2025;· thus,.he cannot be faulted for 

following the COMELEC's calendar and refraining from engaging in 
ca.mpaign:-related events befotethen. 9 •• 

The COMELEC Rulings 

. . .. In·· a Resolutfon10 dated· Deceniber 11; 2024, the COMT~:LEG First 
• •• . Division granted Sit1gson~s Petition. Savellano was declared ~ nuim:mce 

•• candidate and his COC for represent~tive of the First District ofilocos Sur • 
.• . .·· 11 . . 

. .. was cancelled. 

. • The COMELHC J'jrstDi;islol, cQnceded that Sectiorr 69 9f .Batas 
Pamb~11sa Blg. 881 and COMELEGResolution No;,1104612 require that to be. 
declared a 11t1isance candidate; the c~mdidate must have filed a COC. to cause 
confgsi<:mamong the voters by the similarity oftheir r1ame.with a registered_ 

··•·· candidate: ,/·-lhile thisJs not the case here, it nonetheless held that Savellano.'s • 
• •·use of"DB Savellan·o," which i.sJ;iinilat to "DV Savellano," shows his 'lack ... 
• . of genuine intentto runfor publicoffice.Itg~ve credence to the i1ineaffidavits· • 
••• Singson presented; from residents in-th.e locality. These residents· stated that 
they knew DV Savellano to be a candidat(j in the previous election and that 

. they were confused by the candidacy of someone named "DB Savellano" 
since the names are too similar'. The COMELEC First Di vision alsonc')ted that 
~everal . witnesses stated Jhat ·• tµey know Savellano . by .. othei~ names· or . 

· nicknai11,es, sud; as \'Swaker'; or''Charlie," butnof'~DB." 13 

Further, Save llano, according to theCOMELEC First ]Jivision, has not• 
demollstrated ~ concrete plan tQ carnpaign and e11gage meanh1gfqJJywiththe .. 
electorJte., The Division also affirmed ·Sirigsoh's argunient tliat Savellano · 
lacke4 a sufficient, politi9c1J machinery· to 'wage an election campaign .. This • 
showedthat he lacked a genuir1e inte11t:ionto nm for public office) 4 

• 

••• •9 •· Id. atA7. 
10 id. at 45--56 . 
. u Id. at55. . . . . ... 
12 Rules of Procedure on the Filing of: (I\ Petition to Deny Due Course to or Cancel Certificate of 

Candidacy (2) • Petition to Declare a· Nuis,tr11:e Candidate; .and (3) Petition for Disqualification in 
Connection with the2025Nationaic1.nc! l,oca! Elections Jncludingthe Bangsamoro Auton01rn)us Region 
in Muslim Mindanao Parliamentarv>Lleclioiis (2024'), . . . . .. . ... ··. '. '•• - ,, 

13 Rqllo, pp. 51·-·53. 
14 Id. at.53-.. 55. 
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• SavdJ.an~ mov¢df6rreconsideriitiotl;15 prompting the CbMELEC First 
Diyisi()Il to, elevate the l'natterto the COMELEGEnBanc. 16 

. . ·. Jn··a Resolution 17 dated Decen1ber20,. 2024; the COMELEC En Banc 
····• deniedSavellano's Motion:Jot Reconsideratiori.andaffifmedtheruling of its. 

First Divisfon: 18 • • •• • • 

The COMELEC En Banc found no basis to overturn the FirstDivision' s. 
ruling.1t11oted tharthe use·of:'DB Savellano".res{11ted in actual confusion 

••·. • •. among the voters • b~tween Sa~elJano .·• and . the previous.· ca~didate DV 
Savellano.1tal~o affirmed that .his ·lack.of a concrete. plari .or initiative to 
launch a .campaign, c6upled •· with his relative anonymity shows· ai' lack• of 

. genuine intent to run for public office, 19 

'Hence, this Petition. 

. . . 

The Iss11es Beforethe Court 
••.•••• . .. . '. . • . .·• • • •••.••••• •. . . .• . ••.. • ·.·. 

The Court resolves wh~ther the COMELEC gtavely abm,ed its . 
• discretion in declaring petitioner a nuisa11ce candidate and cancelling · his 
COC. • •• 

Petitioner arguesthatthe similarity ofhisnaine to that of.sonieone who 
is notaregistered candidateJor any position in the 2025 NLE is no¥ a ground 
to, declare him a i1uisance ca.11didate, since Batas .. Pambansa Blg. 881 ahd 

, eOMELEC Resolutio11 No, 11046 statethatit·is the confusion that res11lts ·• 
• • • , '. • • ' ; '' • • • • • < • 

'frorn.the sirnilarit)i ofnames.betweehregisteredcandidatesihatisa,.grotmd 
... tb deciare~a rmismice candidate.20 •·· •••.• • .· • •• • • • • •• ··•. ..· .• 

Petitioner ·also insists th~t the COMELEG gravely abused its discretion 
• in ruling that he ha~ no gem.1ine •intei1t of running for public office; He points 
··out that the grou~ds'raised by theCOMELEC-i.e;,.that he·is.anil~det)endent 

· . . candidate who does not have a $UfficienLpolitical 111achinery, tbath~ is not 
.finai1cially capable· ofmo11nting a ~ttccessful.poHtical can1paig}J,and.that·he • 
. Jias notbeel'.1 .visible' as a candidaieth1;oughcarnpaig11 events qr:interviews-· 
have affbeen declared by this c:oud as irrelevant to a bona JhleJntention to 
run for public office., These grqurids aJso appear to impose a property or 
financial requirement on candidates, which the Court also declared as 

·· improper ··grounds. from which • suc:h ari intention . may be inferred'. He also 
reitetates that his abspnce from ci.:mtpaign events is due to his o~servance of 

.• .15 Id. at 68·-·86. • 
· . 16 .. fd. at 89 .• 

17 Jd. at61---67. ·• 
18 • Jd. at 65. 
19 Id. at64:·-65. 
20 . Id. at 10---15. 
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the canipaign periodsetby the COMELECitself. ;or1he COMELECthen t~ • 
take his absence froiil campaign events before that period is tantamount to 

• punishing him.from complyingwith election regulations.21 

. . . . .· Further,· petitioner claims that he possesses all the qualifications 
• required 'for. the position· ofrepreseiitative of the First District of Ilocos ·sur .22 

' :;·' ••• • I • . ' :· , •. 

' . - . . . . 

. F'inally '· petitio,ner points outthat certaincir,cumstartces haveJranspired • 
. or are imminent showing thathis name is in danger ofnotbeing included ii1 
. the official ballot for/the 2025 NLE. The COMELEC has announced that it . .. .. . . ~ . . . ' 

will comn:ience printing: of the official>ballois hi- January 2025. Unless 
' injunctiv~ reli~f is granted; there fo a real chance, acCording to petitioner, that 
he wilt lose the opportunity to he fielded as a candrdate and to participate in 

• the 202SNLE. Thus, he prays thatthe Courtissue aTem,porafy.Restraining' 
•· •• Order and/or a WrJt of Preliminary Injunction directing the COMELEC to.· 

cease and desist fr0111 1mple111ent1ng the assailed resolutions and to observe 
the status quo between the parties prevailing ~before the issuance of the 
assailed resolutions.23 • 

. On January 14, 2025, the Court granted petitioner's prayer for 
, injunctive relief and issued a_TRQ prol:ribiting the COMF,LEC fro1.11 declaring 
•• • him a'nuisance candidate. It also ordered-the COMELECtofile its comment 

, , . . I • . • . • . • . , . - , . . ' 

to the Petition. 

Qn January-20,2025, the COMELEC filed its Comment,24 arguing that 
. it ·did·· not gravely .abuse its·· discretion·in. declaring petitioner a:nuisance 

• •. candidate: In niaking this declai"ation/the'COMELEC did notxely on the fact 
• that petitioner's nickname ''DB" is• .similar to. "DY Savellano," b1it r~therorl 
.the factth~t petitioner chose thisnicknam~ eventl~oug;hheisriotknownas.' 
.~'DB''in'the·locality.TotheCOMf<~L~C,,tpis.sh6w.s·petitione(s,i11tentio11to··· 

· · ·undennine the integrity of the electoral process and iack of gemtine intention 
to run for public office.25 • • • . . .. ! .. . 

The <loMELEC also • denies :imposing ' a property quali6:cation on 
candidates, pointing out thatit was petitioner's wholesale failureto show any 
concrete .plan to launch a ~list:dct--\,\lide campaign, his relative anonymity· in 
politic~, and absence of c:my sincere demonstratio11 to engage : v\Tith the 
:electorate ~meaningfully, that betray ,his fack ofa bona fide intention to be 
elected into. office.26 • • • 

.21 Id. atl6~30 . 

.. n Id. at21-22. 
23 Id . . atJ0--32. · 
2'1: Id. atl.69~'.182: 
2.5 Id. at 172:-17S . 

. 26 ld. atJ76.,-l79. 
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. Fi11ally, to the •• COMELEC, these -two• grounds ·are- factual 
·determinations that fall within itsauthority:Absentany firidingthatitarrived • 
at these facts.despotically,. whilJisically, or with hostility, it may.:not he found 
• to have gravely-abused its discretion.27 . • • • 

• f rivate respondent SihgSoniaisO filed his. Comm:nt/ 8 essentially .. 
agreeing with the·.COMELEC's factUalancllegal conclusions .. •. 

The Court'sRi1ling 

ThePetition isgranted.··. 

l 

. ..' ' 

· The Court'sfe~iew:ofCOMELEC's finaL.orders and reSolutions is 
confined to dete~nining -Whether these btders or Tesolutions ·were: issued with 
grave 9:buse of djscretion; In doirig sq, the Court is. guided ·bythe specific 
meaning ofgrave abuse of discretion as entrenched in]urisprudenc~: 29 •• • • 

' ' 

"Grave ~buse of.disoretion/' under Rule 65, has a specific mea11ing, 
.· It is th~ arbitrary or despotic exercise of power due to passion, prejudi~.¢ or ' 

personal hostil_ity;, or the whimsical, arbitrary, or capridous exercise of ' ' 
• power that &110unts to _an evasi6n or <refusal to perfomi, 1:1 positive duty, 
enjoined by law or to acf at aU..in contemplation of law. For an act to. be 

• struck down as having been done with grave abuse of discretion, the abuse 
.• of discretion must be patent and gross.30 • • 

.. For this reason, the Court stays its hand from reviewing. errors of. 
judgmentascribed to the COMELEC. Rather, the ,remedy of certiorari exists 
solely to correct errorsofjurisdiction. 31

: In this case, and as will be explained. 
. in Jhi$ Decision,, the Court finds that in declaring petitiorier: a.nuisance 
·candidate,· the ,COMELEC gravely abused its discretion that· effectively .• 

··•· .mnounted ,to l.ack of jurisdiction. In pe A.lban v: ··COMELEC,32 the Court. 
recognizedthatth¢.COMELEC) power to declare nuisance candida.cies must 
be anchored on substantiaL~~:videiice .. Ifr1<)t,-such·adeclarationistainted with 
g~aveabuse ofdiscretion. 33 .•• 

. I 

•• 27 Id .. atJ l-·~12. . . I 
28 Id. at 156-~-165. . •• ··. . . . I . • •. .•• ••• 
29 Beluso v . .Commission on Elections. ,i:;5 P!iil.436, 443 (2O1P) [Per J. Peralta, EnBanc]. 
30 Id. .· .. •. , . .. I .. 
31 Asilo v .. .Juczge Gonzales-Betic, 956 Phil. l,. 11 {2024) [I>er CJ. Gesmundo, First Division], citing 

Madrigal 'l'ranspon, ]nc .. v. Lapimdqv Holding:: Cmporalion, 479 Phil. 768, 778 (2004) [Perl 
Panganiban, Third Division} 

32 (,'> J JJl "!· s2·" r··10·12" 'F).:,r· ·1· -,,Ii L on.s-'; - f.,.'..;1.·_:1.:1\,\.i,., · .,,,.. . 11 . , , 1-1 I(·" ~ } l ,, , . .in. , ., 1- , •• ,,,., - • 

• 3:, !d.·at546~-547: • 
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• fl 

. :Batas :Pa111ba11sa Blg. 881 provides that there is a nuisaµce· 6a11didacy 
when:it is shown:.(a}thata COC_has been filed to put the election process in 

• ·: 'rnock1yry ordisrepute;.(b}thata COG ha~ been filed.to cause confusion among • 
_ the voters by the similarity of the name,'> oftheregistered candidates; or ( c) 
by other circumstances or. acts which ·clearly demonstrate that the candidate 
has no bona fide int.entiorLto run for the office for which the certificate of 

• candidacy has beenJfled and.thus ·prevent a faithful 'determination of the true. 
will of the electo~ate. • 

' ' 

'Tfhese •• grounds· shate a common trait: they are all . intention$ that a 
can dig.ate may have . for filing a GOG that is: dimnetrically opposed to a 

.• .· genui1e intention ·of running.for public. office. The fitst purpose is t9 1nock the . 
electoraLprocess; the:seco'ndis to ccn:1fusethe-voters; arid,the thirdis a catch- •. 
alt ptovision for ci1:cum~tcmces arid acts :that sllow a lack of bona .fide 
inte1ition. The C()J\1ELEC, aware that it cannot invoke the second ground 
beca~se ·the similarity_.· qf .names .. -is: not. between registeredcandidates, 

• no.netheless invokes the confusionJhat is putporj:edly created by the use of • 
.. · ', ~'DB": a_~ apicknarnel a~q subsun1es i\~rid~r,the:catch~ail p~ovi~i~n, ~ling th~t .• 
. m sce,kmg to confuse th.e voters, p~httoncr lacked a genume mtentwn to. run.· 
. for p~blic office. • • • • • • • • • 

I 

. . . . 
: . . ·- . . 

: The • Court agrc1;;s with the COMELEC that the deliberate t1_se of a 
.~ickn~me for t~e pu{p_6se o~' confusing the. el~ct?rat~----whether the_similarity 

.. zs between regzstereU candzdcties • or not-.. -1s md1catrve of a lack of bona fide 
~trteritiofftO run. for Jublic ~ffice.Inqe~d_, ~here.: a ca!1didate uses a nickna~ne . . 
.in orqer to confuse Joters astoJhe candidate's 1dentrty orto cause confus10n .. 
Jbat ~revents a fait~ful determiliation of the true will of the el~c.tonrt.~< this 
intentionto confuse supplants a genuin,e intention to run for public offiqe. • • 

I •• • • • •• I 

i ': 

.. ;However, the similarity betweei1 ri.icknames alone is ·not s{1fficient 
evidence of thjs in ent. Thus, .. COME.LEG argues in its Coniment .to the 

.,. ' J?~titfoffthatit declatied petitio;ne(anuisancecandidate notmerd)l;be.cau~ehis. 
•. •• mckname and surn:~me are smnlar to "DV Savellano." It was, Jnstead, the 

. ''tot~lity ofthe_ circlimstances:'34 thatdern,QPstrated petitioner's' lack o~ bona • 
• fide inter1tion to ruri :for public office. Tothe COivlELEC, thi$ incl~d¢s the 

fabtthat Savellano opted to use "DIV' as his nickname whenthe evidence 
. sliowed that he is kndwn bv other 11icknamcs like "Swaker" and ''Ch4rlie," 

• arid that from the simil . .arly \X/orded affidavits submitted by private respondent 
from rnsidents of the locality, it was clear that his nickname resulted in actual 
confusion among; some ofthe voters. In so ruling, the COMELECheldthat 
the use of allicknarne that causes confusioi.1 among voters by its similarity to 

• the nafoe ofanother person \,\lhO is nota cmrent candidate demonstrates a lack 
of genu'ineinteution to run for the eh~ctions. 

34 Id. at 174. 

fo 
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i 
I !; 

•• .The Court! di~agrees. . [1 
' .j· 1: 

• ,I 1· 
! :': 

.. As COMEI,,E;C's own records indicate, petiti~ner himse.lf indicated in 
his COC that hf~ pame shot1ld appear on the 'lJ~}lot as "CHARLES DB . 
SAVELLAN"O.";35Th.is is 111arkedlydifferent from::·¾he1name ofthe previous 

•• ,candid~te ''DeogrP'.C:~as;Yictor.'DV' SavellarwI'Itt~~trueintentfato confuse 
•• •· the -voters .as t~ ~et~ticiper'sidentity, then the chojqe to include petitioner's 
• • complete name !-tath.er than .empl1,asiz~ tlie .t1ic~arrte goes< 11gain:st' this· 

intention, whicfrwe~kens COMBLEC; sJegal c9ncl\isioi1. • •• • 
. . • . ' i . , . 

• Th~ Court aIJo cannot consider the similrirly,worded Affidavits36 from 
residents as s-o.bstatltial .. evidence o.f the lack of· ger,iuine intent. First,. these • 
:esi~dents stated thatj'?),B"and "DY" wery confp~ing/y similar.Th6reyVas·n~ .. 
1nd1cat10n that the affi:1nts wereawar9thatpet1twn~r's completefirst 1 name, 

-: nidmame;. and }astf~111e willappearon}he b~llot.l:~econ~, thes~v_oters w?r~ • 
aware that "DV Sayellano" was a cand1dat~ m the prevzous election, which 
effectiv:ely dispellef ~ny confusioil that DV Savell:ano is 3rlso running in the 

• ~ection. _ T? the poiu~, then, the evidenc~ on rec9rd simply do ?ot s~pport 
. CO:J'\1ELEC' s. c01p.cl

1
us10n that Savdlano did not ha:ye a bona fide· 111tent10n of 

running for public tjffice. 
' ' 

,•• •. '·, ·;, , •: • ' • ' ' ·• 1• ' ' I .; 

,, Apart from t~ie use of the 11ickname, the' COMELEC faults petitioner 
forfailingto demo~stratea.~:genuine,desiretoengage ineaningf1illy vYith.the. 

· ... -·. elect()rate" by not ~resentir1-g a platform of government of poHtical ideology 
-• .. ·or a ;"propensity .. for public service.''~? Because petitioner is all.egedly not . 
. . knownin politics, it was incumbent upon him to ~'take dnitiativ~ to engage 

with ithe electoratejn meaningful ways arid dem onsfrate · his_ 6011).:mitmentto 
pubHcservice.'' 38 Finally. the COMELEC cited petitioner'slack.•of sufficient 
"poli;tfoal machinery"· and the' absence of "any concrete plan tq l~uhch a 

.... • district"."wide campaign." 39 As proof of this; private respondent p1;esented-no· • 
• • •.•• evid~nce.Instead, he only narratedthathe has n9t"seen petitiqner give any 

inteMriews to the media and has not qeen present in any campaign events. 

Allegations with no supporting substantial evidence do not have merit. 
-Whil:e the Court understar1ds that <1 candidate who acts in such a way as to 
disregard the electoral _process or t6 undermine the significance ofsincerely 
mom1ting a campaign arguable has . no genuine iritent in running for public • · 

• • office,.this should not be taken t<, mean that the mere irivocatiori. of these 
supposed acts i,s enough to. declare:st:~.:h candidat~ a n1iisancecand1date. As 
···stated earlier; the Co·urtin\De Alban emphasized the burden ofproofin these . 

... cases; which is substantial evideJ1c~t .. 

35 . Rollo, p: 46:·. 
36 • Jd at 101--111. 
37 .Jd. at 179. 
3s Id: 

.39 ld. 
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. Additionally, ipetitioner o1Iered an explanaJion for why h.e'has not yet 
· .... · engaged in any campaigning. or engagement with· the. electorate apart from • 

• filing. his COC: the campaign period hasi not started yet Following; 
• •. ·. COMELEC' s own tples, the canipaigrl' period f orJ'ocal' offrcial~" is sefto start 

on March28;2025jTo faultpetitfoneffor 11ottaking part inany campaign.·· 
.··• ••. events or activities·tb boost his candidacy when the COMELECitself has .set 

• the calendar for thes~ activities wo~ld doubtless be unfair and run contrary to 
COMELEC's own r~les. • •• • • • •• • 

. . .. i i. 

i . . ' 

. • • All told, thei COMELEC committed gra,/e abuse of discretion• in 
declaring SavellanO. a.· nui~ance candidate • despite having no substantial 
evidence for its deqlaration. As such, its Resolutions on this case must be 
annulled. 

i. 
. . i • ( _... . .• . . .. . . 

• ACCORI)IN]GLY, the· Petitionis GRANTED .. The Resolution of the 
' .·, : • l I' • : •• • • ••• . I . --· . . 

• .. Comrnissi9n on' El[ections 1!,n Bmzc;•dated December ·20, 2024 and the 
•·. Resolulion ()f the dommissiorton<J2Jeetions FirstDivision dated December • . 
• .11, 2024JnSPA: N9. 24'-060 (DC), wl\ich. de.claredpetitio11er Charles "DB" ·· •• 
Savellanb a nuisance candidate and canceUedhis certifipc1,te of candidacy, are . 
herebyANNULLEDindSET ASIDJ[. • 

. His • certificate of ·candidacy fa . hereby • ORDKllED to be . 
. REINSTATEDarid he;is DECLARED a candidateforrepresentativefor the 
•• firstDisttictofHocos Sur i11theMay 12,2025 NationaLandLocal Elections .• 

• Finally, the Terrtpofary B,.estraiping Order issued by the Court on 
• January 14, :?025 is hereby.Mi\DE PERMANENT~! 

SO·ORDERED. 

·i ' : " • 

WE CJ)NC.UR: 
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Associate Justic.e 
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A 

RICA 

• ;i!As~~INGH 
, • • •, •' 



Decision·· 11 G.R.No. 27'.7~14 

C E RT I J? IC AT ION 
' . ' 

Pursuant to the Constitution, Article VIII; Section 13, I certify·that the· 
•• conclusions-inthe.above Decision had been reached in consultation before the 

•• Ca$e w~s assigr1ed to the writerofthe opinion of the Court. · • • • 


