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PRENB an e

Maria A. Ressa (Ressa) and
asonable doubt of violation
5.2 Ressa and Santos
wo affirmed their

1T;’::lyrnu:;;iBranch 46 (court a quo), found
et g o Santos, Jr., guilty beyond re
piess on 4(c)(4) of Republic Act No. 1017
gt reconsideration but the court a ¢
conviction in its July 24, 2020 Order.

an appeal before this

Aggrieved, Ressa and Santos filed
bail under the same

Sa‘;hur;oRecords show that they are out on
nd that they posted with the court a quo-.

Urgent Motion for
tes that she
of America

P .M’?anWhﬂe, Ressa filed a Very
ineltendnus: l;n to Travel :Abroad?’ pending appeal. She sta
i t;ttﬂid various events in the United States
3 % eiitncal release and panel discussions of the
alsoccunmamfl-'m A Thousand Cuts” from August 1 to 31, 2020. She
b Fx"eed&:ts glat she will be ’conferred the “2020 International
A 2‘4’ 1;‘0 wa}rd Ho,no.ree " trom the National Press Club on
S itinef:ryu;e W.ashl&gto?, D.C. Allegedly, she has a
nfirmed itir avin anila 11
ol e Rk dloiicishesii fr . on August 6, 2020, with her

m Ieamserts that the court a quo had previously allowed her
country Hion posting a P100,000.00 bond and

commitment to notify N

Al t m néﬁfy of her retn within 24 hours from
. 1 m_ : Court to impose the same
R i “ i‘;“Q pending appeal.

matmn,‘ reiterating her
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¥ l ! She
Prayer to seek permission to leave the country. Allegedly

i , on
Intends to leave the country on August 23, 2020, and return
September 19, 2020.

In its Comment,®the People of the I’hilippines,-t:hr(iugtl’r\at‘l:‘e‘?l
Office of the Solicitor General, opposes Ressa's Mo.non g.ect =
abroad. It argues that Ressa's right to txjavel is su La oo
constitutional, statutory and inherent limitations. It irrzsel ot
that Ressa voluntarily agreed to restrict her right to et
she had posted bail for her temporary liberty. It also s <le S
while the court a gquo had previously allowed‘ hf:r to e Al
country, her conviction warrants stricter restriction again
privilege to travel abroad.

The Office of the Solicitor General also contends that Ressa
had made public statements indicative of her 1ac1.< of respec:t for
the Philippine judicial system, as well as her belief that it is no
longer capable of dispensing impartial justice. It fur’fher asserts
that aside from her conviction, Ressa is facing tax evasion charges
and a second cyberlibel complaint. According to the OSG, these

circumstances, along with her views on the justice system, make

her a flight risk.

Lastly, the Office of the Solicitor General maintains that
Ressa failed to prove that her physical presence in the said
conference is urgent and necessary. It claims that video

wlogical applications may allow her

nferences and panel discussions

 that within her intended
online conference for a
states that Ressa
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The Ruling of this Court

At the outset, the liberty of travel is a constitutional right,
nterest of national security, public safety or public health is
necessary to restrict it.6 Thus, while the Constitution guarantees
the freedom of movement, it also recognizes that such liberty is
not an absolute right. For instance, a person facing a criminal
indictment and provisionally released on bail does not have an

unrestricted right to travel because of the necessity of
Safeguandmg the system of justice.”

, Jurisprudence provides that a court has the power to
Prohibit a person admitted to bail from leaving the Philippines.®
This is a consequence of the nature and function of a bail bond.®
By definition, bail is a security for the temporary release of a
person in custody of law, and it guarantees the said person's
appearance whenever his/her physical presence is necessary

any court.'? In effect, the bail puts the accused under the
risdiction of court, and it operates as a valid restriction on a

person's right to travel !

and i

e

on the accused's right to travel is anchored
' to ensure the effective exercise of
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jurisdicti : srritorial in
jurisdiction over his/ her person.!? Court orders are territorial i

nature and they have no binding force outside the Philippin€e
jurisdiction.!?

Therefore, an accused requesting for permission " tfi;vfr:
abroad has the burden of proving its necessity and urgency: A
resolving such matter, the court needs to exercise its sots 7
discretion in balancing the right of the accused and the interes
the State.’s

Here, a careful review of Ressa's two Motions disclf)ses t;\a;
she failed to show the necessity and urgency of her 1nten0 2eO
travel to the USA from August 23, 2020 to September 19, 2020.
Other than her brief narration, she has not present.ed further
evidence to warrant her physical presence at the thelelltrlcal release
and in the panel discussions of the documentary A 'Ithousa'nd
Cuts.” There is also no sufficient evidence to justify her intention
to personally receive the award from the National Press Club. To
reiterate, Ressa bears the burden of proving that her intended

travel is necessary and urgent.

hand, the Office of the Solicitor General
trated that Ressa's intended travel is not
oecause there are other ways for her to
se and panel discussions of the

" Indeed, video conferencing
ions may allow her to fulfill her
fact, she utilized such modes in

iously allowed her
& Manotoc vs. Court of
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to leave the country, her subsequent conviction changes her
Situation, In Marcos ps. The Honorable Sandiganbayan and the People
of the Philippines,® the Supreme Court held that conviction,
although not yet final, warrants the exercise of greater caution in
allowing , person admitted to bail from leaving the Philippines,

viz:

Considering
respondent co

guaranteed




