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**Title:**
Vicente P. Ladlad, et al. vs. Department of Justice Panel of Prosecutors, and others; Iza L.
Maza, et al. vs. Secretary of Department of Justice, et al.; Crispin B. Beltran vs. People of
the Philippines, et al.

**Facts:**

Following  the  declaration  of  a  “State  of  National  Emergency”  by  President  Gloria
Macapagal-Arroyo,  on  February  25,  2006,  Crispin  B.  Beltran  (“Beltran”)  was  arrested
without a warrant and detained at Camp Crame. Beltran was initially inquested for Inciting
to Sedition based on a speech he made, but subsequently was inquested for Rebellion by
DOJ prosecutors without being informed of the charge. Beltran objected to the proceedings,
invoking his parliamentary immunity from arrest.

Other petitioners, Maza, Virador, Ocampo, Casiño, and Mariano, who were members of the
House of Representatives, alongside other private individuals, were implicated as “leaders
and promoters” in an alleged overthrow plot against the government through a tactical
alliance  between  CPP  and  MKP.  They  were  issued  subpoenas  and  the  DOJ  held  a
preliminary investigation.

**Procedural Posture:**

1. Beltran filed a motion for judicial determination of probable cause with the RTC Makati in
light of the inquest; it was ultimately denied by Judge Elmo M. Alameda of Branch 150,
prompting the Supreme Court petition.

2. The other petitioners moved for the inhibition of the DOJ’s prosecuting panel based on
partiality and lack of independence, which was denied and followed by a DOJ resolution
finding probable cause. An Information was filed with Branch 57 of the RTC Makati.

3. The Supreme Court issued a status quo order, though the Information was already filed
with the RTC, leading to a supplemental petition to enjoin the prosecution of the case filed
by the petitioners in G.R. Nos. 172070-72.

**Issues:**

1. Whether the inquest proceeding against Beltran for Rebellion was valid.
2. Whether there was probable cause to indict Beltran for Rebellion.
3. Whether the preliminary investigation conducted against the petitioners was irregular
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and tainted with bias, meriting an injunction against their prosecution for Rebellion.

**Court’s Decision:**

1. The inquest against Beltran was deemed invalid as it was conducted without lawful arrest
for Rebellion and without adherence to the procedures for inquests, thus violating Beltran’s
rights.

2.  There  was  no  probable  cause  to  indict  Beltran  for  Rebellion  as  the  evidence  was
insufficient, and Fuentes’ affidavit did not establish Beltran as a leader or promoter of
Rebellion. Plus, the existence of probable cause for Conspiracy to Commit Rebellion does
not equate to probable cause for Rebellion.

3. The preliminary investigation conducted against the other petitioners was plagued by
irregularities and exhibited signs of respondent prosecutors’ lack of impartiality. Therefore,
it violated the petitioners’ right to due process.

**Doctrine:**

– An inquest proceeding is proper only if the accused has been lawfully arrested without a
warrant, and adherence to procedures for inquests is necessary to protect the rights of the
accused.
–  Probable cause requires the existence of  facts  and circumstances that  would lead a
reasonable person to believe the accused committed the crime, and the burden is on the
prosecution to establish this with sufficient evidence.
– Prosecutorial impartiality is a prerequisite for a valid preliminary investigation.

**Class Notes:**

– Inquest: An inquest proceeding must follow the legal requirements when the accused is
arrested without a warrant, and any non-compliance will render the proceeding void.
–  Probable  cause:  The  standard  for  determining  probable  cause  is  whether  the  facts
presented would lead a reasonable belief that a crime has been committed by the accused.
– Preliminary investigation: Prosecutors conducting preliminary investigations must adhere
to the established procedure, otherwise it may result in abridgement of the right to due
process.
–  Impartiality:  The  impartiality  of  prosecutors  is  essential;  any  indication  of  bias  or
prejudgment may invalidate the findings of a preliminary investigation.
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**Historical Background:**

The case arose during a politically turbulent time in the Philippines, specifically following
President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo’s declaration of a “State of  National Emergency” in
2006, wherein several members of the opposition, activists, and party-list representatives
were accused of Rebellion in what was perceived as part of a broader crackdown on political
dissent.  The  subsequent  legal  proceedings,  raising  questions  on  due  process,  became
emblematic  of  the  tension  between  state  security  measures  and  individual  rights  and
freedoms.  The  Supreme  Court’s  decisions  in  this  case  reaffirmed  the  importance  of
adherence to legal procedures in upholding the rights of the accused, irrespective of the
political context.


