G.R. No. 179035. April 16, 2008 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Jesus Paycana, Jr.

### Facts:

On November 26, 2002, in Sto. Domingo, Nabua, Camarines Sur, Jesus Paycana, Jr., a
butcher, was implicated in the tragic death of his seven-month pregnant wife, Lilybeth
Balandra-Paycana, by stabbing her fourteen times. The incident was observed by Angelina
Paycana, the appellant’s daughter, and Tito Balandra, the victim’s father. Following his plea
of not guilty, Paycana invoked self-defense during the trial at the Regional Trial Court (RTC)
of Iriga City, Branch 37, contending that it was Lilybeth who initially attacked him. The trial
court’s judgment convicted Paycana of the complex crime of parricide with unintentional
abortion, sentencing him to death. This prompted an automatic appeal to the Court of
Appeals in accordance with Rule 122 Section 3(d) of the Rules of Criminal Procedure, which
also upheld the RTC’s decision. Subsequently, Paycana advanced his appeal to the
Philippine Supreme Court, challenging the appreciation of self-defense by the lower courts.

### Issues:

1. Whether the trial and appellate courts erred in not acknowledging the justifying
circumstance of self-defense.

2. Whether the evidence presented sufficiently supports the conviction for the complex
crime of parricide with unintentional abortion.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court dismissed the appeal, firmly rejecting Paycana’s claim of self-defense. It
held that self-defense, being an affirmative allegation, requires compelling evidence from
the person invoking it - a burden Paycana failed to discharge satisfactorily. The Court
underlined the requirement of unlawful aggression as a condition sine qua non for self-
defense and found no substantiating evidence in Paycana’s claim. On the contrary, the
testimonies from Paycana’s daughter and father-in-law, coupled with the prosecution’s
medical evidence, unequivocally portrayed Paycana as the aggressor. Furthermore, the
Supreme Court agreed with the lower courts in convicting Paycana of the complex crime of
parricide with unintentional abortion, imposing the death penalty commuted to reclusion
perpetua in observance of Republic Act No. 9346 prohibiting the imposition of the death
penalty in the Philippines.

### Doctrine:
The decision reiterated the principles surrounding the complex crime of parricide with
unintentional abortion under the Philippine Penal Code, accentuating the paramountcy of
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relationship in establishing the crime of parricide and delineating the elements of
unintentional abortion. It also clarified the standards for invoking self-defense, underscoring
the necessity of proving unlawful aggression, reasonable necessity of means to prevent or
repel it, and lack of sufficient provocation on the part of the defender.

### Class Notes:

- ¥*Self-defense:** Requires proof of (1) unlawful aggression, (2) reasonable necessity of the
means employed to prevent or repel it, and (3) lack of sufficient provocation on the part of
the person defending himself (Revised Penal Code, Article 11).

- **Parricide:** Committed when a person kills (1) his father, mother, or child, whether
legitimate or illegitimate, (2) any of his ascendants, or descendants, or (3) his legitimate
spouse (Revised Penal Code, Article 246).

- **Unintentional Abortion:** Occurs when violence is used upon a pregnant woman without
intending an abortion, resulting in the fetus’s death either in the womb or after being
expelled (Revised Penal Code, Article 257).

- **Complex Crime:** When a single act constitutes two or more grave or less grave
felonies, the penalty for the most serious crime shall be imposed, applying its maximum
period (Revised Penal Code, Article 48).

### Historical Background:

This case encapsulates the judicial scrutiny of complex crimes involving domestic violence
and highlights the legal intricacies of self-defense and complex crimes in the Philippines. It
reaffirms the judiciary’s commitment to upholding the penal code’s mandates, balancing the
scales of justice by ensuring that due process is observed, and appropriate penalties are
imposed in the presence of unequivocal culpability.
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