G.R. No. 224498. January 11, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines v. PFC Enrique Reyes

Facts:

The case centers around PFC Enrique Reyes (accused-appellant), charged with the murder
of Danilo Estrella y Sanchez (Danilo) following an event on August 13, 1990, in Manila.
Initially, Reyes was held for trial after a motion for determination of probable cause led to
his arrest. He was granted bail after the court found insufficient evidence of guilt at the
time. Reyes pleaded “not guilty” upon arraignment. The prosecution’s stance was supported
by eyewitness accounts, suggesting that Reyes unexpectedly attacked Danilo from behind
with an Armalite rifle as the latter was heading home. The defense, conversely, argued that
Reyes acted in self-defense due to prior threats from a suspected gang, claiming he fired at
Danilo only as a defensive last resort.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) initially held Reyes guilty of murder, but his conviction was
amended to homicide by the Court of Appeals (CA), which found insubstantial evidence for
treachery and evident premeditation. Reyes’ appeal to the Supreme Court insisted
innocence based on self-defense.

Issues:

1. Whether the CA erred in downgrading Reyes’ conviction from murder to homicide.
2. The legitimacy of Reyes’ self-defense claim.

3. Appropriateness of treachery as a qualifying circumstance.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court found the self-defense argument unsubstantiated, emphasizing the
absence of unlawful aggression from Danilo which is essential to validate a self-defense
claim. There was also a failure on Reyes’ part to prove the necessity of his actions and lack
of provocation from his side. The Court agreed with the CA on the insufficiency of evidence
for evident premeditation but found treachery present, asserting that Danilo was taken by
surprise and unable to defend himself. Consequently, the Supreme Court modified the CA
ruling, convicting Reyes of murder with a reduced penalty reflective of a mitigating
circumstance akin to voluntary surrender.

Doctrine:

The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine on self-defense, emphasizing the necessity of
proving unlawful aggression, reasonable necessity of the means to prevent or repeal such
aggression, and lack of sufficient provocation.

© 2024 - batas.org | 1



G.R. No. 224498. January 11, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

Class Notes:

1. Self-defense: To successfully claim, the accused must prove unlawful aggression,
reasonable necessity of defensive actions, and lack of sufficient provocation (Philippine
Revised Penal Code; People v. Rubiso).

2. Murder vs. Homicide: Treachery as a qualifying circumstance elevates homicide to
murder. The absence of qualifying circumstances such as treachery or evident
premeditation results in homicide (Article 248 vs. Article 249, Revised Penal Code).

3. Treachery: Attacks which ensure execution without risk to the assailant arising from any
potential defense the victim might make (Article 14(16), Revised Penal Code).

4. Evident Premeditation: Requires a prior decision to commit the crime, an overt act
demonstrating the accused stuck to that decision, and sufficient gap between the decision
and execution to allow time for reflection (Philippine Jurisprudence; People v. Sol).

Historical Background:
The case reflects the Philippine judiciary’s nuanced understanding of violent crimes and
self-defense, stressing stringent requirements for justifying homicide through self-defense.
It emphasizes the need for objective verification of claimed threats against the accused and
reiterates jurisprudential standards for evaluating claims of self-defense versus the
commission of murder.
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