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### Title:

**People of the Philippines vs. Henry Salveron: A Case of Retribution and Homicide**

### Facts:

The roots of  this tragic narrative began on May 22, 1981, when Gloria de Felipe was
allegedly robbed and raped. The accused individuals included Raul Salveron, Jesus Dalida,
Mauricio Dumangas, and unknown others. Throughout the subsequent trial in 1982, a series
of violent retaliations occurred. Raul Salveron was murdered inside a bus, Jesus Dalida was
killed in his  home under mysterious conditions,  while  Mauricio Dumangas survived an
assassination attempt and accused Rosibal de Felipe (Gloria’s husband), Marianito Billones,
Jr., and Jessie Vito of the assault.

On March 26, 1986, Rosibal de Felipe was shot dead in Barangay Dolores, Balasan, Iloilo.
Henry Salveron, Raul Salveron’s son, and Federico Sadava were accused of his murder,
marking the inception of the legal journey to the Supreme Court. Victoriano Gregorio, a
crusial witness, testified seeing Henry Salveron armed and nearby just after Rosibal was
shot.  Both accused were found with gunpowder residue during a forensic examination.
However, Salveron presented an alibi,  claiming his location was elsewhere, engaged in
farming and hunting activities. The Regional Trial Court found Salveron guilty, sentencing
him to reclusion perpetua, while Sadava was acquitted for lack of conspiracy evidence.

### Issues:

1. Whether Henry Salveron had a motive in killing Rosibal de Felipe.
2. The validity of Salveron’s alibi.
3. The relevance and implications of the nitrate burns found on Salveron.
4. The procedural challenge regarding Gregorio’s testimony, given his initial omission from
the list of witnesses.
5.  The  legal  correctness  of  the  trial  court’s  designation  of  the  crime as  murder  with
qualifying circumstances of evident premeditation or treachery.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court modified the trial court’s decision after meticulously analyzing each
issue. The Court dismissed the challenge regarding motive and alibi, highlighting the strong
circumstantial evidence and the corroborated testimony of Gregorio. The nitrate burns on
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Salveron’s hands were deemed incriminating, supporting the storyline of his involvement.
Furthermore, the argument regarding the late addition of Gregorio as a witness was refuted
based on jurisprudence allowing the prosecution to introduce testimony not  previously
declared.

Crucially, the Supreme Court disagreed with the lower court’s classification of the crime as
murder, citing a lack of evidence for either premeditation or treachery. Consequently, the
Court reclassified the crime as homicide, adjusting the sentence to an indeterminate penalty
of 10 years of prision mayor, as minimum, to 17 years and 4 months of reclusion temporal,
as maximum.

### Doctrine:

This case reaffirms several important legal doctrines:
– The principle that motive is  not essential  for conviction when the accused has been
positively identified.
– The admission of testimony from witnesses not initially listed, supporting the flexible
administration of justice.
– Clarification on the distinction between murder and homicide, emphasizing the need for
concrete evidence to qualify a killing as murder.

### Class Notes:

1.  **Motive  in  Crime**:  While  crucial  in  forming  a  case  narrative,  motive  is  not  a
prerequisite for conviction if the accused is positively identified (People v. Cadag, et al.).
2. **Witness Testimony**: The prosecution can present witnesses at trial even if they were
not named in the initial complaint or information providing the accused the knowledge of
accusations against him when such testimonies are presented (People v. Pacabes).
3. **Murder vs. Homicide**: Differentiation hinges on qualifying circumstances like evident
premeditation or treachery, which must be conclusively proven. If not, the act defaults to
homicide.
4. **Paraffin Test**: Positive results can corroborate guilt but are not conclusive evidence of
firing a weapon, given potential for environmental contamination.
5. **Alibi and Identification**: An alibi, unless strong enough to preclude the accused’s
presence at the crime scene, cannot overturn a credible and direct identification.

### Historical Background:
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Embedded in a broader narrative of vengeance, this case illustrates the complexities of
familial retribution intersecting with criminal justice. Rooted in violence commencing from
the alleged 1981 assault, the subsequent murders and assassination attempt culminate in a
legal battle with significant implications for understanding mob justice, revenge motives,
and their place within the Philippine legal framework.


