G.R. No. 186128. June 23, 2010 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Susan Latosa y Chico
### Facts:

This case stemmed from the parricide charge against Susan Latosa y Chico for the fatal
shooting of her husband, Felixberto Latosa y Jaudalso, on February 5, 2002, in Taguig,
Metro Manila. Upon arraignment on June 25, 2002, Susan pleaded not guilty. The
prosecution’s narrative depicted a premeditated act by Susan, highlighting her maneuvers
to ensure she was alone with Felixberto and his subsequent discovery with a gunshot
wound, juxtaposed against her claims of an accidental shooting during a tense moment
facilitated by a request to hand over a gun.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Pasig City, Branch 159, convicted Susan Latosa of
parricide on April 12, 2006. The conviction was affirmed by the Court of Appeals (CA) on
April 23, 2008. Subsequent motions and appeals were filed by Latosa, focusing mainly on
challenging the sufficiency of circumstantial evidence and the denial of the exempting
circumstance of an accident. Nevertheless, the appellate court upheld the findings,
emphasizing Susan’s failure to demonstrate performing a lawful act with due care, hence
confirming her parricide conviction.

### Issues:

1. Whether the circumstantial evidence presented by the prosecution was sufficient to prove
Susan Latosa intentionally killed her husband.
2. Whether Susan Latosa established the exempting circumstance of accident.

##4# Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court dismissed Susan Latosa’s appeal, affirming the decision of the Court of
Appeals with modifications on the amount of exemplary damages. The Court established
that the circumstantial evidence, including Susan’s actions prior to and after the shooting,
her handling of the gun, and the unusual errands assigned to her children that left her alone
with the victim, conclusively demonstrated her guilt. The Court also found her defense of
accidental shooting implausible based on the nature of the weapon involved, the firearm
handling safety violations observed, and the inconsistencies in her account of the events.

### Doctrine:

The Supreme Court reiterated the principles guiding the assessment of circumstantial
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evidence in criminal convictions. Intent to kill, an essential element in crimes against
persons, can be inferred from the means used, the nature and location of wounds inflicted,
the conduct of the perpetrator, and the circumstances under which the crime was
committed. The Court also emphasized the standard for establishing an exempting
circumstance of accident requires proving the act was lawful, done with due care, caused
injury by sheer accident, and was without fault or intention, a standard Susan Latosa failed
to meet.

##4# Class Notes:

- Circumstantial Evidence: when direct evidence is not available, conviction can be based on
circumstantial evidence where a series of events, when taken together, logically point to the
guilt of the accused.

- Exempting Circumstances: a legal classification that exempts an individual from criminal
liability under specific conditions as defined under Article 12 of the Revised Penal Code.
One has to demonstrate the lawful performance of an act with due care leading to an
unintended injury.

- Intent to Kill: a crucial element in crimes against persons which can be derived from the
method of attack, the severity and location of the injuries, and the conduct of the accused.

### Historical Background:

The Latosa case represents a pivotal discussion on the sufficiency of circumstantial evidence
and the application of exempting circumstances, specifically accidents, in criminal law
proceedings in the Philippines. It underscores the judiciary’s meticulous scrutiny of claims
of accidental harm, especially in domestic violence and parricide cases, reinforcing the
importance of demonstrable intent and adherence to legal standards of proof and defense.
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