G. R. Nos. L-4215-16. April 17, 1953 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: The People of the Philippines vs. Leonardo Dosal

### Facts:

Leonardo Dosal was convicted of frustrated homicide and murder by the Court of First
Instance of Samar for events occurring in 1950. On June 16, Purificacion Dosal, aged about
15 and sister to Leonardo, moved to live with him, alleging abuse by her brother-in-law,
Gregorio Gososo. Three days later, during a barrio fiesta, Dosal assaulted Gososo for the
alleged abuse. On July 4, after being told that Benito Fernandez, Gososo’s uncle, intended to
harm him, Dosal, despite advice to avoid confrontation, went to Bagacay where Fernandez
was present. There, Dosal, unprovoked, fatally stabbed Fernandez. Following this, Dosal
also assaulted Gregorio Mia, a rural policeman who attempted to apprehend him. Dosal
later surrendered to the Constabulary. His actions were charged as murder for Fernandez’s
death, with aggravating factors of evident premeditation and mitigated by his surrender.
Dosal appealed the convictions to the Supreme Court.

### Procedural Posture:

Dosal’s appeal to the Supreme Court was based on convictions in two cases, one for
frustrated homicide and another for murder, handed down by the Court of First Instance of
Samar. The procedural journey encapsulated trials, the presentation of testimonies and
evidence by both parties, and the assessment of witness credibility, leading to the
imposition of sentences which Dosal appealed.

### Issues:

1. Was the killing of Benito Fernandez qualified as murder due to treachery and evident
premeditation?

2. Should the assault on Gregorio Mia be considered an assault against an agent of a person
in authority?

3. Is the application of the indeterminate sentence law appropriate in determining Dosal’s
penalties, and how should the penalties be adjusted in light of this law?

### Court’s Decision:

1. The Court found that there was treachery and evident premeditation in the attack on
Fernandez, thereby qualifying the act as murder, affirming the trial court’s decision.

2. The Court agreed with the prosecution that Dosal’s assault on Gregorio Mia constituted
an assault on an agent of a person in authority, considering Mia was a duly appointed rural
policeman, thus affirming this charge.

3. Regarding sentencing, the Court modified the trial court’s decision on the penalty for the
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assault against Mia to “frustrated homicide with assault upon an agent of a person in
authority” and applied the indeterminate sentence law to adjust Dosal’s penalties for both
crimes, including increasing the indemnity to the heirs of Fernandez.

### Doctrines:

- Treachery qualifies a killing as murder when the attack is sudden and unexpected,
depriving the victim of the chance to defend themselves.

- Evident premeditation is present when the attacker has conceived the plan to kill and has
ample time to prepare for the execution of the act.

- Assault on an agent of a person in authority is aggravated when the victim is in the
exercise of their duties and clearly identified as an authority figure.

### Class Notes:

- **Murder Qualifications:** Sudden and unexpected attack constituting treachery.

- **Evident Premeditation:** Conception and preparation for the act with enough time for
cool thought and reflection.

- **Assault on Authority:** Attack on an individual identified and performing as an agent of
authority is considered a severe aggravation.

- **Indeterminate Sentence Law:** Allows for a range of sentences to be imposed, taking
into account aggravating and mitigating factors.

**Application in Context:**

- Treachery and premeditation were decisively applied due to Dosal’s sneak attack and prior
preparation to assault Fernandez.

- The assault on Mia was elevated due to his status as a policeman, emphasizing the
protection of authority figures under the law.

- The indeterminate sentence law facilitated a nuanced sentencing approach, reflecting the
gravity of Dosal’s actions and his subsequent surrender.

### Historical Background:

The case took place in the milieu of post-World War II Philippines, a period marked by
societal rebuilding and the strengthening of legal institutions. The Supreme Court’s decision
reflects the era’s focus on justice and order, emphasizing the gravity of crimes involving
assault on authority figures and premeditated murder, in a society striving for stability and
peace.
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