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**Title:** In the Matter of the Petition for Habeas Corpus: Segifredo L. Aclaracion vs. Hon.
Magno S. Gatmaitan, et al.

**Facts:** Segifredo L. Aclaracion, previously employed as a temporary court stenographer,
failed to transcribe his stenographic notes in two cases appealed from the Court of First
Instance  of  Nueva  Ecija  to  the  Court  of  Appeals,  leading  to  his  contempt  of  court
declaration. Despite no longer being a court employee, Justices Magno S. Gatmaitan and
Jose N. Leuterio issued orders for his arrest to compel the completion of the transcriptions.
Although the Third Division of  the Court  of  Appeals  ordered his  release,  he remained
incarcerated due to a subsequent arrest order issued by the Seventh Division. Aclaracion
filed a petition for habeas corpus, arguing that compelling him to transcribe notes post-
employment constituted involuntary servitude. The Supreme Court provisionally released
Aclaracion under the condition he completes the transcription, which he later did for the
Paderes case.

**Procedural Posture:** Aclaracion filed for habeas corpus in the Supreme Court following
his arrest and continued detention despite partially complying with transcription orders. His
petition challenged the legality and constitutionality of compelling a former court employee
to transcribe stenographic notes, arguing it amounted to involuntary servitude.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether  an  appellate  court  can  compel  a  former  court  stenographer  to  transcribe
stenographic notes.
2. Whether compelling a former court employee to transcribe notes constitutes involuntary
servitude, hence unconstitutional.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **On the Appellate Court’s Power:** The Court held that an appellate court could indeed
compel a former court stenographer to transcribe his notes, as this power is incidental to its
appellate jurisdiction and essential for the administration of justice.
2. **On Alleged Involuntary Servitude:** The argument of involuntary servitude was deemed
untenable. The Court differentiated between enforced labor and the situation of Aclaracion,
highlighting that his obligation to transcribe notes was a direct consequence of his previous
employment duties and current defiance of court orders.

**Doctrine:** An appellate court possesses the inherent authority to compel a former court
stenographer to transcribe his stenographic notes. This authority is deemed necessary for



G. R. No. L-39115. May 26, 1975 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

the efficient exercise of its jurisdiction and the administration of justice. This compulsion
does not  constitute  involuntary servitude as  it  is  a  continuation of  the responsibilities
associated with the former employment of the stenographer within the judicial system.

**Class Notes:**
– **Contempt of Court:** A tool used by courts to enforce compliance with judicial orders. In
this  case,  the threat  of  contempt (and resultant  imprisonment)  was utilized to  compel
Aclaracion to fulfill his transcription duties.
– **Involuntary Servitude:** Involves a condition of enforced service under coercion, which
was argued by Aclaracion to be his case. However, the Supreme Court distinguished his
situation, noting that his duties as a stenographer inherently included transcription, and his
compliance was part of those duties rather than a condition of involuntary servitude.
– **Appellate Court’s Inherent Powers:** These include the power to enforce measures
necessary for  the administration of  justice,  which,  in  this  case,  involves  ensuring that
appeals can be properly reviewed with a complete record of the trial procedures, including
stenographer’s notes.

**Historical Background:** This case surfaces amidst a broader discourse on the duties and
responsibilities of court employees, especially concerning their obligations after leaving
judicial service. It  elucidates the extent of judicial power in ensuring the integrity and
completeness of legal proceedings, even post the tenure of its employees. The decision
underscores the judiciary’s capacity to enforce compliance with its orders to uphold the
administration of justice, clarifying the scope of obligations that court stenographers carry,
both during and after their tenure.


