G.R. Nos. 138306-07. December 21, 2001 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines vs. SPO1 Eduardo Ancheta y Rodigol

Facts: SPO1 Eduardo Ancheta, a member of the Philippine police force, was accused of the
murder of Julian Ancheta and the frustrated murder of Jonathan Aromin. On September 2,
1993, Aromin and Julian Ancheta went to the accused’s residence. Upon Ancheta’s opening
of the door, which he did visibly armed with a gun, Aromin retreated but heard two
gunshots and was subsequently shot in the cheek by Ancheta. Meanwhile, Leonila Lopez, a
witness, saw Ancheta shoot Aromin from a meter away. The medico-legal officer testified
that Julian sustained three gunshot wounds, with one bullet being fatal. Police investigations
followed, and the accused voluntarily surrendered the day after the incident, also turning in
his service firearm.

Issues:

1. Whether the guilt of SPO1 Eduardo Ancheta was proven beyond reasonable doubt for the
charges of murder and frustrated murder.

2. Whether the killing of Julian Ancheta and the shooting of Jonathan Aromin were qualified
by treachery.

3. Whether treachery was present and appropriately applied in this case.

4. Whether the accused-appellant’s surrender should be considered as a mitigating
circumstance.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court modified the decision of the trial court, finding that the Kkilling of Julian
Ancheta lacked treachery to qualify the act as murder, and thus convicted SPO1 Eduardo
Ancheta of homicide. The shooting of Jonathan Aromin was also not attended by treachery;
hence, the convict was found guilty of frustrated homicide instead of frustrated murder. The
court held that treachery could not be presumed and must be proved, which was not the
case for both charges. Furthermore, the voluntary surrender of Accused-Appellant was
taken as a mitigating circumstance.

Doctrine:

The Supreme Court reiterated the requirements for treachery to be considered in qualifying
a killing as murder: (a) the means of execution gave the person attacked no opportunity to
defend themselves or to retaliate, and (b) the means or method of execution was
deliberately or consciously adopted. Both conditions must be established as categorically as
the crime itself.

© 2024 - batas.org | 1



G.R. Nos. 138306-07. December 21, 2001 (Case Brief / Digest)

Historical Background:

This case reflects the Philippine legal system’s strict interpretation of aggravating
circumstances like treachery. Historically, the Philippine Supreme Court has consistently
required clear and evident proof before a simple act of killing can be qualified into a graver
offense such as murder. This is rooted in the principle that in criminal cases, any doubt
should be resolved in favor of the accused. Also, the appreciation of voluntary surrender as
a mitigating circumstance underscores the Court’s consideration of the accused’s potential
willingness to atone for the crime, fostering a sense of justice and compassion within the
legal framework.
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