
G.R. No. 175602. February 13, 2013 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

### Title:
*People of the Philippines vs. P02 Eduardo Valdez and Edwin Valdez: A Resolution on
Application of Favorable Judgment to Non-Appealing Co-Accused*

### Facts:
The case stems from the conviction of P02 Eduardo Valdez and his co-accused Edwin Valdez
for three counts of murder by the Regional Trial Court (RTC), Branch 86, in Quezon City. On
January 20, 2005, both were sentenced to reclusion perpetua for each count and ordered to
pay damages to the heirs of the victims. The Court of Appeals (CA) subsequently upheld the
RTC’s decision with modifications regarding the damages awarded.

Edwin Valdez withdrew his  appeal  on May 9,  2007,  which was granted,  finalizing his
conviction. However, upon the Supreme Court’s resolution on January 18, 2012, Eduardo
Valdez’s conviction was modified to three counts of homicide, imposing lighter penalties and
damages.

Edwin Valdez, after discovering the favorable outcome for Eduardo, sought the application
of the same judgment to himself, invoking Section 11(a), Rule 122 of the Rules of Court
through a  letter  to  the Court  Administrator.  This  plea  was supported by the Solicitor
General, agreeing that it aligns with the Rules of Court and pertinent jurisprudence.

### Issues:
1. Whether the non-appealing co-accused, Edwin Valdez, can benefit from the judgment
favorable  to  the appealing co-accused,  Eduardo Valdez,  despite  the finality  of  Edwin’s
conviction.
2. The proper interpretation and application of Section 11(a), Rule 122 of the Rules of Court
in the context of this case.

### Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme Court  granted  Edwin  Valdez’s  plea,  applying  the  modified  judgment  for
Eduardo Valdez to Edwin. The Court rationalized that to deny Edwin the benefits of the
lighter penalties would be unfair given their conspiracy and joint action in committing the
crime. The Court elucidated that the modifications in Eduardo’s convictions to homicide
from murder, resulting from the lack of sufficient allegations for treachery, must similarly
apply to Edwin for reasons of fairness and justice.

### Doctrine:
– The Supreme Court reaffirmed the doctrine that an appeal by one or more of several
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accused does  not  affect  those  who did  not  appeal,  except  insofar  as  the  judgment  is
favorable and applicable to the latter, as stated in Section 11(a), Rule 122 of the Rules of
Court.
– Treachery must be clearly and sufficiently alleged in the information for it to qualify a
killing to murder.

### Class Notes:
1. **Conspiracy**: When two or more persons agree to commit a felony and decide to
commit it, conspiracy exists, and the act of one is the act of all.
2. **Treachery**: For treachery to qualitatively affect a crime, it must be specifically alleged
and proven that the means, methods, or forms of execution employed ensured the execution
of the crime without risk to the offender from any defense the victim might make.
3. **Beneficial Judgments**: Even non-appealing co-accused can benefit from a judgment
favorable to an appealing co-accused, as stated in Section 11(a), Rule 122 of the Revised
Rules of Criminal Procedure.
4. **Indeterminate Sentence Law**: Applies in determining the minimum and maximum
ranges of imprisonment for crimes not punishable by reclusion perpetua or death.

### Historical Background:
The shift in jurisprudential application of rules regarding co-accused and appeals signifies a
nuanced approach in the Philippine legal system, emphasizing fairness and the intrinsic
linked fates of individuals tried together for conspiracy. This case, by interpreting Section
11(a) of Rule 122 expansively, marks a critical point in ensuring that justice is rendered
fairly, striking a balance between procedural finality and substantive fairness.


