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### Title:
**Self-Defense in Repelling Unlawful Aggression: The People of the Philippines vs. Dorotea
Ramos**

### Facts:
This case revolves around an incendiary encounter between Dorotea Ramos and Antonio
Santos in the Province of Rizal, leading to Dorotea inflicting wounds on Santos with a bolo.
The incident landed them in the Court of First Instance of Rizal, marking the beginning of a
legal battle that ultimately ascended to the Supreme Court of the Philippines.

The origin of the case is rooted in an altercation on a night when Antonio Santos was
approached by  Dorotea  Ramos,  who expressed a  desire  to  converse  with  him.  Santos
declined, fearing the jealousy of Ramos’s husband. In response, Ramos allegedly attacked
Santos with a bolo,  causing injuries that incapacitated him for twelve days.  While the
prosecution argued that the attack was unprovoked and unjustified, Dorotea Ramos and her
defense painted a dramatically different picture, claiming that Santos had attempted to drag
her away forcibly for illicit reasons, prompting her to defend herself.

During the trial, both narratives starkly contrasted, leaving the Court of First Instance to
sift through the conflicting testimonies. Ultimately, the court found Ramos’s account more
credible — Santos had indeed attempted an unlawful aggression, validating Ramos’s use of
the bolo for self-defense. Despite this, the court found her guilty of lesiones menos graves,
disagreeing with the proportionality of her response, sentencing her to imprisonment and
financial restitution.

### Issues:
1. Whether Dorotea Ramos’s use of the bolo in wounding Antonio Santos constitutes lawful
self-defense.
2. The necessity and proportionality of the means employed by Ramos in defending herself
against Santos’s aggression.

### Court’s Decision:
Upon review, the Supreme Court diverged significantly from the lower court’s ruling. It
scrutinized the circumstances surrounding the altercation, notably focusing on:

1. The unlawful aggression initiated by Santos.
2. The reasonable necessity for Ramos’s means of defense (using the bolo).
3. The absence of provocation on Ramos’s part.
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The Supreme Court found all three criteria for lawful self-defense satisfied. It underscored
the legitimacy of Ramos’s actions to safeguard her honor against a planned violation by
Santos. The Court deemed the force employed by Ramos — using any weapon available to
repel the attack — entirely justified under the circumstances. Consequently, the Supreme
Court  acquitted  Dorotea  Ramos  of  all  charges,  ordering  her  immediate  release  and
emphasizing that her actions were a clear exercise of self-defense.

### Doctrine:
The case reiterates the doctrine of self-defense as enshrined in Article 8 of the Spanish
Penal Code, specifically:

1. Unlawful aggression as a requisite condition.
2. The necessity of the means employed to prevent or repel it.
3. The requirement that the person defending has not provoked the assault.

These  principles  underscore  that  individuals  are  entitled  to  defend  themselves,  with
proportionate means, against unlawful aggressions, without facing criminal liability.

### Class Notes:
– **Self-Defense:** To justify an act of self-defense, one must prove: (i) unlawful aggression,
(ii) reasonable necessity of the means employed to prevent or repel it, and (iii) lack of
provocation on the part of the defender.
– **Proportionate Response:** The means used for self-defense must be rationally related to
the nature and extent of the unlawful aggression faced.
– **Unlawful Aggression:** There must be an actual, imminent, or at least a threat that
endangers one’s life or personal safety.

**Historical Background:**
This case reflects the societal and legal nuances of the early 20th century in the Philippines,
particularly  in  understanding  and adjudicating  claims  of  self-defense.  It  highlights  the
judicial system’s approach to gender, marital relations, and personal honor, providing a lens
through which to  examine the evolving discourse on self-defense and individual  rights
within the Philippine legal system.


