G.R. No. 118644. July 07, 1995 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: Director Epimaco A. Velasco, et al. vs. Court of Appeals, et al. (1995)

Facts:

The case arises from the arrest of Lawrence A. Larkins, based on complaints of bounce
checks (B.P. Blg. 22 cases) and a subsequent allegation of rape. On September 16, 1993, a
warrant for Larkins’ arrest was issued by the Pasig RTC for the B.P. Blg. 22 cases. On
November 20, 1994, Desiree Alinea filed a rape complaint against Larkins. The National
Bureau of Investigation (NBI) arrested Larkins on November 21, 1994, without a warrant,
acting on Alinea’s accusation. Larkins posted bail for the B.P. Blg. 22 cases on November
22, 1994, but NBI refused to release him due to the pending rape accusation. On November
23, Alinea executed a formal complaint for rape, and it was filed in the RTC of Antipolo on
December 2, 1994, as Criminal Case No. 94-11794. Larkins, through various motions,
contested his detention, which led to his common-law wife, Felicitas S. Cuyag, filing for
habeas corpus and certiorari with the Court of Appeals, seeking his release. The Court of
Appeals granted the habeas corpus petition, prompting the petitioners to appeal to the
Supreme Court.

Issues:

1. Whether the warrantless arrest of Larkins for rape was legal under Rule 113 of the Rules
of Court.

2. Whether Larkins was illegally detained, making the writ of habeas corpus applicable.

3. Whether subsequent events, such as the filing of the rape complaint, cured any illegality
of the initial detention.

4. The validity of the Court of Appeals’ decision granting habeas corpus despite existing
criminal charges.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court set aside the decision of the Court of Appeals and annulled it, ruling in
favor of the petitioners. It held that even if the initial arrest of Larkins was illegal, the
subsequent filing of the rape complaint against him and the denial of his bail application by
the trial court made his detention legal, thus making the writ of habeas corpus inapplicable.
The Court emphasized that the issuance of a judicial process or the filing of charges against
a person detained can validate the detention, as provided in Section 4 of Rule 102. The
Court also found that by filing for bail, Larkins voluntarily submitted to the court’s
jurisdiction.

Doctrine:
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1. An illegal arrest does not necessarily void subsequent detention if legal processes or
charges validate the detention.

2. The filing of a complaint or information for the offense for which the accused is detained
suspends the applicability of the writ of habeas corpus.

Class Notes:

- A warrantless arrest must strictly comply with conditions outlined in Rule 113 of the Rules
of Court.

- The filing of a motion for bail signifies the accused’s submission to the jurisdiction of the
court.

- Supervening events, such as the filing of charges, can cure the defect of an initially illegal
detention.

- The writ of habeas corpus is not applicable when the person detained is under lawful
judicial process or custody due to valid criminal charges.

Historical Background:

The case underscores the balance between the state’s power to effectuate arrests for the
protection of society and the protection of individual liberties against unreasonable searches
and arrests. It highlights the procedural intricacies involved in the Philippine legal system
regarding detention and the procedural remedies available to individuals claiming unlawful
detention.
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