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**Title: Oscar Espuelas y Mendoza vs. The People of the Philippines**

**Facts:**
In  June  1947,  Oscar  Espuelas  y  Mendoza,  in  an  act  of  political  protest  against  the
administration  of  then-President  Roxas  of  the  Philippines,  orchestrated  a  peculiar  and
dramatic display. He had a photograph taken of himself where he appeared to be hanging
from a tree, although he was actually standing on a barrel. Accompanying the photograph,
he penned a suicide note under the pseudonym “Alberto Reveniera,” addressing a fictitious
wife. The note expressed dissatisfaction with the Roxas administration, attributing to it the
author’s fictitious decision to commit suicide. Espuelas disseminated this photograph and
letter to various newspapers, both within the Bohol province and internationally, calling
upon the readers to recognize his dire complaints about the government.

He was eventually convicted for violative activities under Article 142 of the Revised Penal
Code, which sanctions those who promulgate scurrilous libels against the Government of
the Philippines or its authorities, by the Court of First Instance of Bohol. The conviction was
upheld by the Court of Appeals, initiating his final appeal to the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether Espuelas’ actions, specifically his simulated suicide photo and accompanying
letter, constituted a scurrilous libel against the Philippine Government under Article 142 of
the Revised Penal Code.
2. Whether Espuelas’ expressions fall under the protection of freedom of speech or should
be legitimately limited due to their potentially seditious content.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the conviction. The court reasoned that Espuelas’ letter and
actions aimed to incite dissatisfaction or disloyalty towards the government,  fitting the
definition of a seditious libel. The court emphasized the distinction between criticism of
specific government actions, which is protected speech, and attacks on the government
itself, which may be limited when they intend to incite disloyalty or violence. Additionally,
the court distinguished the fundamental right to freedom of speech from actions that could
potentially undermine the security of the government or stir public unrest, noting that the
legislation,  Article  142,  intended  to  prevent  exactly  these  actions  without  necessarily
infringing  free  speech.  Thus,  Espuelas’  act  of  disseminating  a  fabricated  narrative  to
promote governmental  dissatisfaction was deemed beyond the bounds of  constitutional
protection.
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**Doctrine:**
The case reaffirms the doctrine that while the Constitution safeguards freedom of speech,
this right is not absolute and does not protect acts that incite illegal actions or undermine
the security of the State. Malicious efforts to stir public disorder and promote disloyalty
against the government fall outside the protection of free speech and can be subject to
criminal sanctions under Article 142 of the Revised Penal Code.

**Class Notes:**
– Article 142 of the Revised Penal Code criminalizes the act of inciting sedition through
writings or speeches that tend to stir anger or dissatisfaction against the government.
– The freedom of speech protected by the Constitution does not extend to actions that are
likely to incite illegal activities, promote disloyalty, or undermine the security of the State.
– The legality of limiting speech, in this context, hinges on the intent behind the expression:
specifically, whether there was an intent to provoke actions against the government.
–  Doctrine  Highlight:  Acts  deemed  as  seditious  libel,  particularly  those  encouraging
disloyalty  or  violence  against  the  government,  do  not  enjoy  constitutional  free  speech
protection.

**Historical Background:**
The case encapsulates the post-World War II political tensions in the Philippines, reflecting
broader societal unrest and dissatisfaction with the governing administration. It occurred
during a period marked by significant challenges including economic struggles, Hukbalahap
uprisings, and political instability. Espuelas’ act and the subsequent legal examination delve
into the balancing act between securing state security and preserving individual freedoms, a
theme recurrent throughout the Philippines’ post-colonial legal and political evolution.


