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Title: Sayo and Mostero vs. The Chief of Police of Manila

Facts: On April 2, 1948, following a complaint from Bernardino Malinao accusing Melencio
Sayo and Joaquin Mostero of robbery, Policeman Benjamin Dumlao of Manila arrested the
pair  and  lodged  a  complaint  against  them  with  the  Manila  City  Fiscal’s  Office.  The
petitioners remained detained without formal charges or an information filed against them
up to April 7, 1948, when their habeas corpus petition was heard in the Supreme Court. The
matter reached the Supreme Court due to concerns over whether their detention exceeded
the legal bounds permitted by Article 125 of the Revised Penal Code (RPC), specifically on
whether the City Fiscal of Manila constituted a “judicial authority” as per the provisions of
Article 125 of the RPC.

Issues: The primary legal issue pertained to the interpretation of “judicial authority” within
the context of Article 125 of the Revised Penal Code and whether the City Fiscal of Manila
fit this definition.

Court’s Decision: The Supreme Court ruled that the City Fiscal did not constitute a “judicial
authority” under Article 125 of the RPC. The Court emphasized that only courts or judges
endowed with judicial power to order the temporary detention or confinement of a person
charged with a public offense meet the criteria of “judicial authority.” It was determined
that since the City Fiscal’s Office cannot issue warrants of arrest or commitment, detaining
individuals beyond six hours without a court order violated the Constitution and the Revised
Penal Code.

Doctrine: The doctrine established in this case clarifies that under Article 125 of the Revised
Penal Code, “judicial authority” is restricted to courts or judges who are vested with the
judicial power to order the temporary detention or confinement of individuals charged with
a public offense.

Class Notes:
– Article 125, Revised Penal Code: Restricts the period a public officer or employee may
detain a person without delivering them to the proper judicial authority within six hours for
some legal grounds.
– Concept of “Judicial Authority”: Interpreted strictly to refer to courts or judges with the
judicial power to order detention or confinement.
– Implications for Detention Without Warrant: Any detentions exceeding six hours without a
court order or the filing of proper charges are deemed illegal and unconstitutional.
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– Role of City Fiscal: The decision clarified that while the City Fiscal plays a crucial role in
the prosecution of offenses, this office does not constitute a “judicial authority” for the
purposes of Article 125 of the RPC.

Historical Background: This case elucidates the procedural intricacies and limitations of law
enforcement practices in the Philippines post-World War II, during the period of judicial re-
establishment and the reaffirmation of constitutional liberties in the face of evolving legal
interpretations.  It  underscores the balance between effective law enforcement and the
protection  of  individual  rights  against  arbitrary  detention,  set  against  a  backdrop  of
rebuilding a nation’s legal and judicial systems.


