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SECTION 5. Counselling. - Any person convicted under the provisions of 
Articles 282-A, 282-B or 282-C of the Revised Penal Code, as amended, may 
be required to undergo medical, psychological or psychiatric examination and 
treatment and enter and remain in a specific institution, when required for that 
purpose. 

SECTION 6. Bond for good behavior pending trial. - A person charged with any 
of the. crimes defined in Articles 282-A or 282-B of the Revised Penal Code, as 
amended, where evidence of guilt is strong, shall be required to post a bond, 
e!,ther personally in cash or upon presentation of two sufficient sureties, 
conditioned upon the undertaking of the accused that he will refrain from 
following or harassing the offended party pending trial. 

The amount of the said bond shall be fixed at the discretion of the Court, 
before which the case has been filed, upon a finding that there is just cause to 
impose it, taking into consideration the seriousness of the harassments 
employed by the accused and the gravity of the threat, if any, made by him. 
The bond shall be ordered posted only after the filing of a written and verified 
motion, with proof of service upon the accused attached thereto, and a hearing 
on the motion to determine whether the evidence of the prosecution is strong. 
At this hearing, the accused may rebut the allegations and evidence of the 
offended party and proffer his own evidence showinfl that the imposition of 
the bond would be unjustified and oppressive. 

SECTION 7. O:mditions of Probation. Should the stalking offender be entitled 
to and thereafter.granted probation upon conviction under the provisions of 
Presidential Decree 968, as amended, or the Probation Law, the probation order 
shall impose the following conditions: 

1. that the probationer will refrain from further molesting the offended party 
during the period of probation; and 

2. that the probationer will undergo medical, psychological or psychiatric 
examinatio:-t and treatment and enter and remain in a specific i.. tstitution, 
when required for that purpose. 

Any violation of the aforementioned conditions, when proved in a hearing 
fm that purpose, shall be considered a "serious violation" within the purview 
of Section 15 of the Probation Law and will be sufficient ground to warrant 
the arr~st of the probationer and his incarceration to s"rve his original sentence, 
unless another prosecution is inStituted for acts of stalking committed by the 
probationer after his original conviction. 

SECTION 8. Separability of Provisions. - lf any provisions of this Act or the 
application thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid or unconsti
tutional, the remaining provisions of this Act and the application of such 
provisions to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby. 

SECTION 9. Effectivity. This Act shall take effect fifteen (15) days after its 
publication in two (2) newspapers of general circulation. 
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ABSTRACT 

The Philippine archipelago is one of tire world's largest archipelagos having 
araund 7,100 islands and a considerably large area of water. Recognizing the historic 
legacy and economic value of their waters w:thin tire arclripelago, the Filipinos take 
pride in proclaiming to the whole world that these waters are pari of t/reir heritage. 
This sentiment has been embodied in all tire Constitutions oftlre Philippips. Altlwugh 
the phraseology of their provisions vary, the sentiment has remmned that the waters 
"around,, between, and connecting the islands of the archipelago, regardless of 
their breadth and dimen.sions, form part of the it1ternal waters of the 
Philippines." 

To protect its claim over its waters, the .Philippines, since tire onset of the 
twentieth century, has unceasingly campaigned for the international acceptance of the 
"archipelagic principle." However, it was only on 10 December 1982, after three United 
Nations Conventions, when the international community acknowledged the peculihr 
geographical characteristics of archipelagic states and consented to giving tlrem til!' 
right to draw straight baselines connecting the outermost points of thei~ outermos't 
islands. Thus, unlike the prior rule where each island of the Philippines had its awrf, 
three mile territorial sea, under the Third Convention, the Philippines was no longer \ 
dismembered due to the straight baseline method which considered an archipelago as ' 
a wlwle unit. 

This acceptance of the "archipelagic principle" 1vas, nevertheless, subject to a 
quulification. Contrary ·to the Philippine claim, the ConvC1ltion classified the waters 

' within the baselinee as archipelagic waters and not intemal waters. Unlike internal 
waters, archipelagic waters are subj~ct to the twin rights of innocent passage and 
archipelagic sealanes passage. As a result, there is a glaring conflict between the 
Philippine Constitution and tire Third Convention on tlze Law of tire Sea. 

The solution most beneficial to tire Philippilles and most acceptable to tire 
international com:Piunity, is for the Ph1lippines to adopt tire regime of archipelagic 
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