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### Title:
William F. Peralta vs. The Director of Prisons, G.R. No. L-527, 75 Phil. 285 (1945)

### Facts:
**Step-by-Step Events:**

1. **Crime and Initial Proceedings:** William F. Peralta, a member of the Metropolitan
Constabulary of Manila, was charged with the crime of robbery under Act No. 65 by the
National Assembly of the Japanese-occupied Philippines. He was found guilty by the Court of
Special and Exclusive Criminal Jurisdiction and sentenced to life imprisonment starting on
August 21, 1944.

2. **Jurisdiction and Summary Procedure:** This court was formed under Ordinance No. 7
by the President of  the Japanese-occupied Republic of  the Philippines with a summary
procedure  established  via  Executive  Order  No.  157.  The  court  could  interrogate  the
accused, deny the right to appeal (except in death penalty cases), and the trial process did
not allow for certain constitutional guarantees.

3.  **Petition for  Habeas Corpus:**  Peralta  filed a  petition for  habeas corpus with  the
Philippine Supreme Court, arguing that the court that tried him was invalid as it was a
creation of an illegitimate government under Japanese occupation and that the process
violated constitutional rights.

4. **Solicitor General’s Position:** The Solicitor General supported Peralta’s petition by
asserting that the court’s proceedings were politically tainted, lacked fair trial standards,
and were null due to their origin under Japanese occupation.

5. **City Fiscal’s Position:** Conversely, the City Fiscal argued as amicus curiae that the
court and procedures were validly created out of necessity and that they didn’t violate
constitutional rights.

### Issues:
1. **Validity of the Court of Special and Exclusive Criminal Jurisdiction and the Summary
Procedure:** Was the creation of these courts and the procedures they followed valid under
international and national law?

2. **Constitutional Rights and Legislative Acts:** Were the enactments of these courts and
the specific legal processes they followed validly formed, or were they in violation of the
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Commonwealth’s constitutional protections?

3. **Effect of Reoccupation and Restoration:** With the reoccupation by Allied forces and
the restoration of the Commonwealth Government, did prior judgments from occupation
courts retain any validity?

### Court’s Decision:
**Analyzing Issue-by-Issue:**

1. **Creation and Procedure of the Special Court:**
– The Supreme Court held that the Japanese-established government,  being a de facto
government of the second kind, had the power to create such courts and to determine their
procedures.  It  was  recognized  that  the  judicial  and  administrative  acts  of  belligerent
occupants are generally deemed valid if they serve to maintain public order and safety
within occupied territory.

2. **Constitutional Violations:**
–  The procedures employed violated fundamental  constitutional  rights,  particularly  due
process. They allowed for self-incrimination, denied fair trial rights, and heavily restricted
appeals which contradicted Article III of the Commonwealth Constitution.

3. **Postliminium Principle and Reoccupation:**
– The court concluded that upon the liberation and reoccupation of the Philippines by Allied
forces, and the subsequent restoration of the Commonwealth, all the politically motivated
and  occupation-created  sentences  and  laws  ceased  to  be  valid  under  the  principle  of
postliminium. Specifically, Peralta’s punitive sentence became void.

### Doctrine:
**Established/Restated Doctrines:**
–  **De  Facto  Government:**  The  nature  and  legal  powers  of  a  de  facto  government
established  by  a  belligerent  occupant  to  administer  occupied  territory,  including  the
creation of courts and alteration of laws within the limits set by international law and
military necessity.
– **Constitutional Rights:** Occupation-period laws that infringe on constitutional rights,
especially through unfair trial processes, lack long-term validity once legitimate government
is restored.
– **Principle of Postliminium:** Legal nullification of all political acts created under a de
facto government upon reoccupation and restoration of legitimate sovereignty.
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### Class Notes:
– **Key Concepts:**
– **De Facto Government:** Temporary governance by occupying military forces.
– **Due Process:** Fundamental right against unwarranted deprivation of life, liberty, or
property.
– **Postliminium Principle:** Restoration of former legal institutions and nullification of
occupying powers’ legislative acts upon the return of legitimate authority.

– **Statutes/Provisions:**
– **Article III, Section 1, Commonwealth Constitution:** Ensures due process and protects
against self-incrimination.
– **Hague Conventions Article 43:** Obligates occupants to maintain public order while
respecting local laws unless absolutely prevented.

– **Memorization Tip:** For de facto government scenarios, remember, “occupying powers
can govern but cannot violate basic civil rights or permanently alter legal structures.”

### Historical Background:
– **Context of Japanese Occupation and Puppet Government:** During World War II, the
Japanese established a puppet government in the Philippines, creating courts and legal
procedures to support their military and political objectives. This case underscores the
juridical challenges in reconciling the acts of a de facto government under a belligerent
occupation  with  the  principles  of  constitutional  legitimacy  post-liberation.  General
MacArthur’s  restoration  of  the  Commonwealth  emphasized  nullifying  all  acts  by  the
Japanese-leveraged  government,  reinstating  the  sovereignty  of  the  pre-occupation
government  retroactively.


