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### Title:
Jimenez vs. Sorongon: A Legal Challenge on Representation and Jurisdiction in Criminal
Dismissal

### Facts:
The case revolves around Dante La. Jimenez, president of Unlad Shipping & Management
Corporation,  who  filed  a  complaint-affidavit  against  Socrates  Antzoulatos  and  others,
incorporators  of  Tsakos  Maritime  Services,  Inc.,  for  syndicated  and  large-scale  illegal
recruitment, alleging false representations in securing a POEA license. Despite the City
Prosecutor’s initial filing of a criminal information, a subsequent motion to withdraw the
information led to a series of legal maneuvers around the determination of probable cause,
issuance and reconsideration of arrest warrants, and motions for reconsideration filed by
both the petitioner and the respondents in the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Mandaluyong
City. The RTC, after numerous legal pleadings and orders, eventually dismissed the case for
a lack of probable cause, a decision the petitioner sought to challenge through a Rule 65
petition for certiorari in the Court of Appeals (CA), which was dismissed due to a lack of
legal standing.

### Issues:
1. Whether the petitioner has the legal standing to assail the dismissal of the criminal case
on behalf of the People of the Philippines.
2. Whether the RTC acquired jurisdiction over the respondent Alamil, who was claimed to
be a fugitive from justice by the petitioner.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled against the petitioner, affirming the CA’s resolutions that the
petitioner lacked the legal standing to file the petition for certiorari on behalf of the People
of the Philippines. It reiterated the principle that only the Office of the Solicitor General
(OSG) can represent the People in criminal proceedings pending in the CA or the Supreme
Court. Furthermore, the Court found that respondent Alamil, by seeking affirmative relief
from the RTC, had voluntarily submitted to the court’s jurisdiction.

### Doctrine:
– Legal Standing in Criminal Cases: Only the Office of the Solicitor General has the legal
personality to represent the People of the Philippines in criminal proceedings before the
appellate courts.
–  Jurisdiction  through  Affirmative  Relief:  Filing  pleadings  seeking  affirmative  relief
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constitutes voluntary appearance, thereby subjecting one’s person to the jurisdiction of the
court.

### Class Notes:
– Real Party in Interest (Rule 3, Section 2, 1997 Rules of Civil Procedure): The party who
stands to be benefited or injured by the judgment in the suit, or the party entitled to the
avails of the suit.
– Role of the Public Prosecutor: All criminal actions shall be prosecuted under the direction
and  control  of  a  public  prosecutor  (Rule  110,  Section  5,  Revised  Rules  of  Criminal
Procedure).
– Representation of the People by OSG: In criminal actions appealed to the CA or Supreme
Court, the OSG represents the People of the Philippines (Section 35(1), Chapter 12, Title III,
Book IV of the 1987 Administrative Code).

### Historical Background:
This  case  underscores  the  distinct  procedural  safeguards  and  responsibilities  in  the
Philippine  legal  system  concerning  the  prosecution  of  criminal  cases  and  the  appeal
process. It highlights the procedural importance of legal standing, the exclusive role of the
public prosecutor and the Solicitor General in criminal proceedings, and the principles
governing jurisdiction and voluntary submission to the jurisdiction of a court.


