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**Title:**
People of the Philippines vs. Ponciano Espina y Balasantos

**Facts:**
On the  evening of  May 26,  2005,  Ponciano Espina and several  companions,  including
Ernando Reyes, Jr., were drinking at Pio Manjares’s house in Ibayo, Tipas, Taguig City.
Ponciano left and later returned, showing off a .45-caliber gun to the group. He pointed it at
Ernando’s chest and asked “Ano gusto? Patay buhay?” before shooting Ernando, who later
died from a gunshot wound to the chest. Russel Michael returned to help and took Ernando
to the hospital.

Ponciano was charged with murder on September 3,  2007,  pleading not  guilty  at  the
arraignment. The trial involved testimonies from Russel Michael and Evelyn Reyes for the
prosecution, while Ponciano denied the accusations, claiming he resided in Las Piñas City
and had no knowledge of the victim or other witnesses. He asserted that he only knew of the
murder charge after being arrested for a separate stabbing incident in 2006.

The  trial  court  found  Ponciano  guilty  of  murder,  determining  that  the  killing  was
treacherous as it was sudden and unprovoked. The court sentenced Ponciano to reclusion
perpetua with all accessory penalties and ordered him to pay damages to Ernando’s heirs.

On appeal, the Court of Appeals affirmed the conviction with slight modifications, ruling out
parole eligibility for Ponciano and adjusting the amounts for civil indemnity and damages.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in affirming Ponciano’s conviction for murder.
2.  Whether  the  death  certificate  of  Ernando  Reyes,  Jr.  was  admissible  without
authentication  by  a  medical  expert.
3. Whether intent to kill was established beyond a reasonable doubt.
4. Whether treachery attended the killing.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the conviction of Ponciano Espina for murder but modified the
civil damages awarded.

1. **Admissibility of Death Certificate**:
– The Court ruled that Ernando’s death certificate was admissible as it is considered a
public document under Philippine law, requiring no further authentication by a medical
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expert.

2. **Intent to Kill**:
– The Court noted that Ponciano changed his defense strategy on appeal. Intent to kill was
inferred from his deliberate question to Ernando: “Ano gusto? Patay buhay?” followed by the
immediate shooting. Given the circumstances and the nature of the fatal wound, the intent
to kill was sufficiently established.

3. **Treachery**:
–  Treachery  was  determined because  the  attack  was  sudden and unprovoked,  leaving
Ernando without any opportunity to defend himself. The methodology employed by Ponciano
ensured the offense was committed without risk of retaliation from Ernando.

4. **Damages**:
– The Court modified the award of damages:
– Civil Indemnity: P75,000.00
– Moral Damages: P75,000.00
– Exemplary Damages: P75,000.00
– Temperate Damages: P50,000.00, in place of actual damages of P25,500.00
– An interest rate of 6% per annum from finality until fully paid on the entire damages
awarded.

**Doctrines:**
1.  **Public  Document**:  A  duly  registered  death  certificate  is  admissible  as  evidence
without the need for further authentication by a medical expert.
2. **Intent to Kill**: Demonstrated through means used, location of the wound, and conduct
of the perpetrator.
3.  **Treachery**:  Defined  by  sudden  and  unprovoked  attacks  ensuring  no  defense  or
retaliation from the victim.

**Class Notes:**
– **Murder Elements**: The accused must have killed another person; intent to kill must be
present; the act must be attended by qualifying circumstances such as treachery.
– **Treachery**: Sudden and unexpected attack ensuring no chance for the victim to defend
themselves.
– **Evidence**: Public documents, including death certificates, are inherently admissible
without further authentication.
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–  **Article  248 of  the Revised Penal  Code**:  Establishes  punishment  for  murder  from
reclusion perpetua to death; here, reclusion perpetua was imposed given no aggravating
circumstances were proven.

**Historical Background:**
This case illustrates the judicial processes in the Philippines for handling murder cases,
emphasizing  the  importance  of  establishing  intent,  admissibility  of  evidence,  and  the
application  of  statutory  provisions  like  Article  248  of  the  Revised  Penal  Code.  The
affirmation  of  strict  procedural  and  evidential  requirements  underscores  the  judicial
commitment to upholding the rule of law and ensuring due process for all parties involved.


