G.R. No. 226145. February 13, 2017 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines v. Romeo D. Calinawan a.k.a “Meo”

Facts:

The case against Romeo D. Calinawan, a.k.a “Meo,” for the murder of Janice Nevado Silan
unfolded with a series of events leading to his conviction. On October 24, 2007, Calinawan
was charged with murder following the incident on September 26, 2007. During the trial,
the prosecution presented Marigor Silan, Janice’s daughter, who testified seeing Calinawan
stab her mother. The defense of Calinawan rested on alibi, claiming he was at his mother’s
house at the time of the crime. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) in Dagupan City convicted
Calinawan of murder on May 14, 2012, and this decision was affirmed by the Court of
Appeals (CA) on January 30, 2015, albeit with modifications to the awards for damages.

Issues:
1. Whether Calinawan was positively identified as the assailant.
2. Whether the murder was attended with treachery.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court found Calinawan criminally liable for homicide, modifying the lower
courts’ ruling from murder to homicide. The High Court acknowledged the positive
identification made by Marigor based on Calinawan’s amputated fingers, a unique physical
feature. However, it ruled that the testimony did not sufficiently establish treachery since it
lacked details about the manner of the attack. Consequently, without clear and convincing
evidence of treachery, the Supreme Court concluded that Calinawan was guilty of homicide,
not murder, and thus modified the penalties and damages awarded accordingly.

Doctrine:

The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine regarding the evidentiary value of positive
identification over denial and alibi, the conditions for a dying declaration and its alternative
as part of res gestae, and the requirements for establishing treachery as a qualifying
circumstance in crimes against persons.

Class Notes:

1. Positive Identification vs. Alibi: The Court emphasized that testimony identifying the
accused based on unique physical features can prevail over denial and alibi.

2. Dying Declarations and Res Gestae: Statements made under the belief of impending
death regarding the cause and circumstances of such belief are given weight, but if
uncertainty about the declarant’s consciousness of impending death exists, such statements
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may still be admissible as part of res gestae based on their immediate connection to a
startling event.

3. Treachery Requirements: For treachery to qualify a killing as murder, there must be a
deliberate adoption of means, method, or form of attack to ensure execution without risk to
the assailant arising from any defensive action the victim might take. The Supreme Court
specifies that treachery must be proven as conclusively as the act of killing itself.

4. Modifications of Legal Judgements Based on Evidentiary Reassessment: The case
showcases the appellate court’s role in reassessing evidence and legal qualifications of
crimes, leading to modifications in conviction and penalties.

Historical Background:

The legal distinction between homicide and murder is crucial in the Philippine legal system,
with specific qualifying circumstances like treachery elevating homicide to murder. This
case illustrates the judiciary’s meticulous approach in evaluating evidence and
circumstances to determine the presence of such qualifications, reflecting the courts’
commitment to justice and fairness in criminal adjudication. The evolution of legal standards
for eyewitness identification, dying declarations, and the qualification of crimes emphasizes
the judiciary’s adaptive strategies in addressing complex legal issues.
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