
G.R. No. 172606. November 23, 2011 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Melanio Nugas y Mapait

**Facts:**
On March 26, 1997, at around 9:00 PM, Glen Remigio, his wife Nila, and their two children
were traveling along Marcos Highway in Antipolo, Rizal, in their Tamaraw FX vehicle. Along
the way, Glen agreed to give a ride to two hitchhikers, Melanio Nugas and Jonie Araneta,
one of whom carried a maroon plastic bag. Shortly before reaching Sta. Lucia Mall, Nugas,
who sat behind Glen, stabbed Glen in the neck. The assailants fled, leaving behind the
weapon and the maroon plastic bag in the vehicle. Glen managed to drive to a hospital but
died due to the stab wound. Nila found the bag containing identification papers linked to
Araneta, leading to police identification and subsequent arrests.

Arraignment and Trial:
– June 25, 1997: Initial charge against Jonie Araneta for murder.
– April 7, 1998: Amended information to include Nugas as co-principal.
– June 9, 1998: Both Araneta and Nugas pled not guilty.
– July 19, 1999: Araneta changed his plea to guilty as an accomplice in the homicide,
approved by RTC.

Procedural History:
–  August  17,  2000:  RTC  found  Nugas  guilty  of  murder,  sentencing  him  to  reclusion
perpetua.
– Nugas appealed to CA.
– March 8, 2006: CA affirmed RTC’s decision.
– Nugas appealed to the Supreme Court on issues of self-defense and treachery.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the affirmance of conviction by the CA was proper.
2. Whether the circumstance of treachery was duly proven.
3. Whether Nugas sufficiently established self-defense.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Affirmance by CA**: The Supreme Court upheld both the RTC and CA’s decisions. The
Court emphasized that Nugas admitted to the killing but failed to substantiate his claim of
self-defense with credible, clear, and convincing evidence.

2. **Self-defense**: The court reiterated the need for evidence proving unlawful aggression
by the victim, which Nugas could not establish. It found Nugas’ story implausible given



G.R. No. 172606. November 23, 2011 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

Glen’s unlikely ability to attack while driving. Nugas had not convincingly demonstrated an
immediate threat or unlawful aggression from Glen.

3. **Treachery**: The Supreme Court affirmed the presence of treachery. Nugas’ sudden
and unexpected attack on Glen from behind, while Glen was driving and unsuspecting,
ensured Glen could not defend himself. The conditions of surprise and lack of risk to the
attacker satisfied the elements of treachery.

**Doctrine:**
– **Self-defense**:  The burden rests on the accused to prove with credible,  clear,  and
convincing evidence.
– **Unlawful aggression**: Must be established as a physical attack or imminent threat;
mere belief of potential aggression is insufficient.
– **Treachery**: Determined by the deliberate method ensuring execution without risk to
the attacker, attacking in a manner that the victim is defenseless.

**Class Notes:**
– **Elements of Self-Defense**:
– Unlawful aggression by the victim (actual or imminent threat)
– Reasonable necessity in the means employed to prevent or repel aggression
– Lack of sufficient provocation by the defendant
– **Treachery**:
– Means, methods, and execution forms giving no chance to the victim to defend/retaliate
– Deliberate and conscious adoption of such means

**Historical Background:**
This case reflects the Philippine Supreme Court’s stringent standards for justifying claims of
self-defense and treachery in murder cases, emphasizing the need for clear evidence and
the importance of procedural rigor in capital offenses. The thorough examination of facts
and legal principles exemplifies the judiciary’s role in maintaining justice and the integrity
of the legal process.


