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Title: Marie Callo-Claridad vs. Philip Ronald P. Esteban and Teodora Alyn Esteban

Facts:
This case revolves around the mysterious death of Cheasare Armani “Chase” Callo Claridad,
whose lifeless body was found in Quezon City on the evening of February 27, 2007. The
petitioner, Marie Callo-Claridad, is the victim’s mother who sought to hold respondents
Philip Ronald P. Esteban and Teodora Alyn Esteban liable for the murder of her son.

Chase was last seen alive boarding a white Honda Civic car believed to be driven by Philip
less than an hour before his body was discovered. The car belonged to a friend who had lent
it to Philip. Claims existed that there were no known disputes between Philip and the victim
before  the  incident,  and  both  were  said  to  be  friends.  Several  witnesses  provided
inconsistent  testimonies  regarding events  that  occurred near  the  time and location  of
Chase’s death, such as a male voice shouting for help, the arrival of a car driven by Teodora,
and sightings of Philip at the subdivision’s gate.

The Office of the City Prosecutor initially dismissed the complaint for lack of evidence,
which was affirmed on appeal by the Secretary of Justice. The Secretary’s decision focused
on  the  absence  of  eyewitnesses,  uncertainty  in  identifying  Philip,  lack  of  motive,  and
insufficiency of circumstantial evidence. The petitioner took the matter to the Court of
Appeals  (CA),  which  upheld  the  Secretary  of  Justice’s  resolution.  Subsequently,  the
petitioner sought recourse with the Supreme Court.

Issues:
The legal issue at the center of the Supreme Court’s decision was whether the Court of
Appeals erred in affirming the Secretary of Justice’s finding that there was no probable
cause to charge Philip and Teodora with the murder of Chase.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition for review and affirmed the CA’s decision. It held
that there was no prima facie evidence warranting the respondents’ indictment for murder,
given the absence of direct evidence implicating them, lack of eyewitness testimony, and
insufficiency of circumstantial evidence. The Court maintained that the determination of
probable cause by the Secretary of Justice did not constitute grave abuse of discretion. The
Court also emphasized that the petitioner had used an improper remedy (Rule 43) to appeal
the decision of the Secretary of Justice, as this Rule applies only to appeals from decisions of
quasi-judicial  agencies  to  the  CA,  not  for  reviewing  executive  functions  such  as  the



G.R. No. 191567. March 20, 2013 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

determination of probable cause by the Secretary of Justice.

Doctrine:
The Supreme Court in this case affirmed the doctrine that the determination of probable
cause for the purpose of filing a criminal complaint falls within the domain of the executive
branch, specifically the Department of Justice, and is not subject to judicial review unless
there is a showing of grave abuse of discretion amounting to lack or excess of jurisdiction.

Class Notes:
– Probable cause is defined as such facts and circumstances that would lead a reasonably
discreet and prudent person to believe that an offense has been committed by the person
sought to be arrested.
– The prosecution holds the discretion to determine the sufficiency of evidence establishing
probable cause in the context of a preliminary investigation.
– Circumstantial evidence is sufficient if it meets the following criteria: a) there is more than
one circumstance; b) the facts from which the inferences are derived are proven; and c) the
combination of all the circumstances produces a conviction beyond reasonable doubt.
– An affidavit must contain proper certifications by the administering officer to ensure that
affiants  have  voluntarily  executed  and  understood  their  statements,  reinforcing  their
reliability in preliminary investigations.

Historical Background:
The case exemplifies the judicial respect for the separation of powers in the Philippine legal
system, particularly the exclusive role of the executive branch in determining probable
cause for the filing of criminal charges. It  also reflects the procedural and substantive
requirements for establishing probable cause based on circumstantial evidence. The events
leading to the case and the decisions made highlight the challenges in prosecuting crimes
lacking direct evidence and eyewitness testimony.


