G.R. Nos. 84332-33. May 08, 1996 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
The People of the Philippines v. Reynaldo Evangelista: A Case Analysis

### Facts:

On January 1, 1985, Priscilla Arceo and her children arrived home from Luneta Park to find
her husband, Efren, having an altercation with Reynaldo Evangelista, Armando Perez, and
Tito Santos. The conflict arose due to Efren damaging a part of Evangelista’s mother’s
house. The next day, upon encountering Evangelista, Priscilla and Efren were threatened to
repair the damaged house. That night, Priscilla was awakened by a gunshot to find her
husband dead.

Investigations led to the filing of Criminal Cases No. C-23861 for murder and No. C-23862
for the illegal possession of firearms against Evangelista at the Regional Trial Court of
Caloocan City. The prosecution presented witnesses, including Priscilla Arceo and
investigative personnel, who established that the bullet killing Efren was fired from a
homemade gun (paltik) recovered from Evangelista. Evangelista’s alibi was dismissed, and
the Regional Trial Court found him guilty of both charges, sentencing him to reclusion
perpetua for murder and the death penalty for the illegal possession of firearms, later
reduced to reclusion perpetua following the 1987 Constitution’s effectivity.

### Issues:

1. Whether there was sufficient evidence to convict Evangelista of murder.

2. Whether Evangelista’s conviction for illegal possession of firearms was valid given the
lack of specific charges that the firearm was unlicensed and used in the commission of
murder.

### Court’s Decision:

1. The Supreme Court affirmed Evangelista’s conviction for murder, focusing on the positive
identification by Priscilla, Evangelista’s motive, the ballistic report linking the bullet to the
firearm recovered from Evangelista, and his confession. However, the indemnity was
increased to P50,000.00.

2. For illegal possession of firearms, the Supreme Court reversed Evangelista’s conviction
due to procedural errors in the charge and lack of evidence proving the firearm was
unlicensed.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated that motive, when coupled with positive identification and
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concrete evidence, substantiates the guilt of the accused in murder cases. Furthermore, it
highlighted procedural requirements for charging illegal possession of firearms, specifically
in its aggravated form, and the necessity of proving a firearm is unlicensed.

### Class Notes:

- ¥Positive Identification**: The certainty of a witness in identifying the accused as the
perpetrator based on familiarity and conditions allowing for recognition, is crucial in
establishing guilt.

- ¥*Motive and Intent**: Specifically relevant in establishing the identity of the accused,
especially when the motive is coupled with other evidence pointing towards guilt.

- **Confessions**: The admissibility of confessions depends on the context and whether the
accused was under custodial interrogation without being informed of their rights.

- **Alibi**: Considered the weakest defense, especially when contradicted by positive
identification and when it’s not physically impossible for the accused to be at the crime
scene.

- **Tllegal Possession of Firearms**: Charging someone with illegal possession requires
specifying whether the firearm is unlicensed, and if used in committing a crime, this must
be detailed in the charge.

### Historical Background:

This case highlights the procedural nuances and evidentiary requirements in criminal law,
particularly concerning murder and illegal possession of firearms. It reflects the judiciary’s
adaptability to constitutional changes, exemplified by the automatic reduction of sentences
following the 1987 Constitution and emphasizes the importance of precise charges and
evidence in criminal proceedings.
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