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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Ex-Mayor Carlos Estonilo, Sr., et al.

### Facts:
This case stems from the murder of Floro A. Casas, the District Supervisor of Public Schools
in the Municipality of Placer, Province of Masbate, Philippines, which occurred on April 5,
2004. Accused were Ex-Mayor Carlos Estonilo, Sr., his son Mayor Reinario “Rey” Estonilo,
Edelbrando Estonilo, Eutiquiano Itcobanes, and Calvin Dela Cruz, who were convicted by
the Regional Trial Court (RTC), Manila for the crime of Murder with Direct Assault.

The case underwent various procedural steps before reaching the Supreme Court. Initially
charged in July 2004, the accused were arraigned in November 2005, pleading not guilty.
The prosecution relied heavily on eyewitness testimony, including that of Felix Casas, the
victim’s son, who recounted a prior threat made against his father by Ex-Mayor Carlos
Estonilo, Sr. relating to political affiliations. Other witnesses included those who physically
saw the assault and those who testified about the planning of the murder.

After  a  full  trial,  where  both  prosecution  and  defense  presented  their  evidence  and
witnesses, the RTC found the accused guilty beyond reasonable doubt, sentencing them to
imprisonment and ordering them to pay damages. The decision was appealed to the Court of
Appeals,  which  affirmed  the  RTC  ruling  with  modifications  concerning  penalties  and
damages. The accused then brought their appeals to the Supreme Court, challenging the
credibility  of  prosecution  witnesses,  the  finding  of  conspiracy,  and  the  sufficiency  of
evidence to convict.

### Issues:
1.  Whether  the  trial  and  appellate  courts  erred  in  crediting  the  testimonies  of  the
prosecution witnesses.
2. Whether there was a conspiracy among the accused-appellants.
3. Whether the accused-appellants were proven guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime
of murder with direct assault.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court affirmed the conviction of the accused-appellants for murder with direct
assault,  underscoring  the  credibility  of  eyewitness  accounts  and  the  presence  of
circumstantial evidence that established the guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt.
The decision highlighted that the attack was premediated and carried out with treachery,
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noting the roles each accused played in the murder. The defenses of denial and alibi were
dismissed against the positive identification and testimonies of the prosecution witnesses.
The Supreme Court modified the damages awarded by increasing the amounts and imposing
legal interest.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that eyewitness testimony, when credible and
consistent, is sufficient to establish the guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt. It also
affirmed that circumstantial evidence can be compelling enough to support a conviction if it
shows a clear and unbroken chain of events leading to the guilt of the accused. The decision
also reinforced the principles regarding the evaluation of the defenses of alibi and denial,
especially against positive identification.

### Class Notes:
– Essential Elements of Murder: identification of the victim, proof that the accused was
responsible,  existence  of  qualifying  circumstances  (e.g.,  treachery,  premeditation),  and
distinction from parricide or infanticide.
– Direct Assault: occurs when there is an attack, use of force, or intimidation upon a person
in authority or his agent, in connection with the performance of official duties.
– Conspiracy: when two or more persons agree to commit a crime and decide to commit it.
–  Witness  Credibility:  positive  testimony is  generally  given more weight  than negative
testimony, especially concerning the eyewitness identification of the accused.
–  Alibi  and  Denial:  considered  weak  defenses  against  the  positive  and  categorical
identification of the accused by the prosecution witnesses.
– Circumstantial Evidence: can be sufficient to convict if it forms an unbroken chain leading
conclusively to the guilt of the accused.

### Historical Background:
The case reflects the intertwined nature of local politics and violence in the Philippines,
where political rivalries sometimes lead to violent acts, including assassination of public
officials.  It  underscores  the  challenges  in  prosecuting  such  cases,  given  the  influence
wielded by political figures and the fear instilled in witnesses.


