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### Title
El Pueblo de Filipinas vs. Abcadio Helenas y Reyes

### Facts
After midnight on May 7 of an unspecified year, Sergeant Reginald of the United States
Army, while searching for a missing revolver from the guard room, observed the defendant,
Abcadio Helenas y Reyes, leaving his home near the Rizal Stadium in Malate, Manila, with
an object hidden on him. Sergeant Reginald, after making some inquiries with those he met
on his way, approached the location where Helenas was and kicked a pile of rubble where
he found a  Colt  .45 caliber  revolver,  No.  459939.  Upon questioning,  Helenas  claimed
ownership of  both the revolver  and the house near  where it  was found.  Immediately,
Helenas was arrested, taken to the police station, and handed over to the desk sergeant,
who confirmed Helenas admitted the revolver was his. Furthermore, the prosecutor clarified
that Helenas admitted to not having a firearm license prior to his arrest, in violation of
Article 878 of the Revised Administrative Code as amended by Commonwealth Act No. 56.
This law declared illegal the possession of unlicensed firearms. Consequently, Helenas was
sentenced  to  one  month  of  imprisonment,  a  P100  fine,  and  and  court  costs.  Helenas
appealed.

### Procedural Posture
The case escalated to the Supreme Court of the Philippines after Helenas appealed the
initial decision that convicted him of illegal possession of a firearm due to lack of license.
The defenses argued for Helenas’ acquittal based on insufficient identification and alleged
contradictory testimony by Sergeant Reginald, which were both dismissed in the Supreme
Court’s final decision.

### Issues
1. Whether the identification of the accused by the prosecution’s witness was sufficient.
2. Whether the testimony provided by Sergeant Reginald was contradictory.
3. Whether the evidence provided was sufficient to convict the accused of illegal possession
of a firearm.

### Court’s Decision

1. **Identification of the Accused**: The Supreme Court dismissed the argument that the
accused was not properly identified. The Court reasoned that the circumstances of the case
and the actions of the accused, such as responding when called, presented a sufficient
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practical identification. Furthermore, any alleged deficiency in identification was deemed
cured by the defense attorney’s  own acknowledgment regarding the possession of  the
firearm without a license.

2. **Alleged Contradictory Testimony**: The Court found no specifics in the allegations of
contradictory testimony from Sergeant Reginald and, upon review, found no contradictions
in his statements.

3.  **Sufficiency  of  Evidence**:  The  Supreme  Court  confirmed  the  guilty  verdict,
emphasizing that the evidence unequivocally proved the accused’s guilt regarding illegal
firearm possession as per the Revised Administrative Code.

### Doctrine
The decision reiterates the principle around the sufficiency of  witness identification in
criminal proceedings, specifically that practical recognition, coupled with supplementary
actions and admissions by the defense, suffices for proper identification. It further clarifies
the evaluation of testimony credibility and the sufficiency of evidence in proving illegal
possession of firearms.

### Class Notes
– **Identifying the Accused**: Practical situational acknowledgment by an accused, such as
responding  to  one’s  name  or  participating  appropriately  in  court  proceedings,  can
contribute to the legal sufficiency of identification in criminal cases.
–  **Evaluation  of  Testimony**:  A  mere  allegation  of  contradictory  testimony  without
specifics is insufficient to undermine the credibility of a witness’s statement.
– **Illegal Possession of Firearms**: Under the Revised Administrative Code as amended by
Commonwealth Act  No.  56,  to  convict  someone of  illegal  possession of  a  firearm,  the
prosecution must prove the possession of the firearm and the absence of a license. The
admission of the accused can significantly contribute to establishing these facts.

### Historical Background
This case underscores the strict enforcement of firearm possession laws in the Philippines
during a period when the country was under extensive legal and administrative reforms.
The decision reflects  the  judiciary’s  stance on maintaining public  order  through strict
regulation of firearms, coinciding with efforts to establish a coherent legal framework in the
transitional period following the American colonial era and leading up to full independence.


