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Title: Joseph E. Estrada vs. Aniano Desierto, et al. (G.R. No. 146738) and Joseph E. Estrada
vs. Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo (G.R. No. 146738)

Facts:
The case arose from the political crisis in the Philippines that led Joseph Ejercito Estrada to
question  the  legitimacy  of  Gloria  Macapagal-Arroyo’s  presidency.  Estrada  was  elected
President in 1998, but his term was plagued by allegations of corruption. The crisis reached
its peak when Ilocos Sur Governor Chavit Singson accused Estrada of receiving money from
gambling  lords.  The  revelation  sparked  widespread  calls  for  Estrada’s  resignation,
investigations by the Senate and the House of Representatives, and an impeachment trial.

Estrada’s presidency was further destabilized by mass protests, the defection of key political
allies,  and the  withdrawal  of  military  support.  On January  20,  2001,  amidst  mounting
pressure and after negotiations for a peaceful transition of power, Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo
was sworn in as President by the Supreme Court Chief Justice. Estrada, however, claimed
he was merely unable to perform his duties temporarily and thus did not resign from the
presidency.

The procedural path to the Supreme Court included Estrada filing petitions for prohibition
and  quo  warranto,  questioning  the  constitutionality  of  Arroyo’s  assumption  of  the
presidency and alleging that he was still the legitimate president on leave. The Supreme
Court consolidated these petitions, heard oral arguments, and resolved to address the main
legal issues raised.

Issues:
1. Whether the petitions presented a justiciable controversy.
2. Assuming the petitions did present a justiciable controversy, whether Estrada resigned as
President.
3. Whether conviction in impeachment proceedings is a condition precedent for the criminal
prosecution of a president.
4. Assuming Estrada is immune from suit, what is the extent of such immunity?
5. Whether prejudicial publicity barred a fair investigation.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court dismissed Estrada’s petitions, holding that:
1. The petitions presented a justiciable controversy not immune from judicial review.
2. Estrada effectively resigned as President based on his actions and statements.
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3. Conviction in impeachment proceedings is not a condition precedent for the criminal
prosecution of Estrada.
4. Estrada, as a non-sitting president, does not enjoy immunity from suit for criminal acts
committed during his presidency.
5. Estrada failed to demonstrate that prejudicial publicity barred a fair investigation.

Doctrine:
The Court reiterated the doctrine that the resignation of a public official can be determined
from his actions and statements, without a formal letter of resignation. It also clarified the
extent of immunity from suit of a non-sitting president, ruling that such immunity does not
protect against prosecution for criminal acts committed during the presidency.

Class Notes:
1. Justiciable controversy – A case presents a justiciable controversy if it involves a concrete
dispute susceptible to judicial resolution, as opposed to a political question outside the
judiciary’s domain.
2. Resignation – Resignation can be inferred from a public official’s conduct and public
statements, even in the absence of a formal resignation letter.
3. Immunity from Suit – A non-sitting president does not enjoy absolute immunity from suit
for actions taken while in office, particularly for criminal acts.
– Relevant Statute: “The President shall be immune from suit during his tenure.” [There is
no direct statutory citation for this since it relates to interpretive principles established by
case law and the Philippine Constitution’s silence on post-tenure immunity].
4. Prejudicial Publicity – Prejudicial publicity alone does not bar prosecution unless it is
demonstrated to have prevented an impartial investigation or trial.

Historical Background:
The case is set against the backdrop of the EDSA II Revolution, which led to the ouster of
President Joseph Estrada and the ascendancy of Vice President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo to
the  presidency.  It  reflects  the  Philippines’  tumultuous  political  climate  and  the
constitutional crises that can arise from the exercise of people power, highlighting the
Supreme Court’s crucial  role in resolving disputes that affect the highest office in the
country.


