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## **Sanchez v. Darroca**

**Title:** Sanchez v. Darroca, G.R. No. 242257, October 15, 2019

### **Facts:**

**Background:**
Vivian A. Sanchez petitioned for a writ of amparo to protect herself and her children, Scarlet
Sanchez Labinghisa and Star Sanchez Labinghisa, from suspected unlawful actions of the
Philippine National Police (PNP).  Petitioner’s deceased husband was suspected to have
affiliations with the New People’s Army (NPA).

**Incident Timeline:**
1. **August 2018:** Sanchez identified one of the cadavers as her deceased husband at St.
Peter’s Funeral Home. She reported fearing for her safety due to her perceived association
with the NPA.
2.  **August  15,  2018:**  After  identifying the body,  Sanchez claimed that  PNP officers
started monitoring her.
3. **August 16-17, 2018:** Sanchez was interrogated by police officers at St. Peter’s, where
she alleged to be threatened with charges of obstruction of justice for hesitating to answer
questions about her deceased husband.
4. **September 2018:** Sanchez petitioned for a writ of amparo at the Regional Trial Court
(RTC), citing unlawful police surveillance and intimidation.
5. **RTC Ruling:** The RTC denied the petition, finding no substantial evidence to warrant
the writ’s issuance.
6.  **Appeal:**  Sanchez  appealed  to  the  Supreme  Court,  which  reviewed  the  case
considering procedural and substantive legal standards for writ of amparo petitions.

### **Issues:**

1. **Surveillance and Monitoring Legality:** Whether the PNP’s alleged surveillance and
monitoring actions against Sanchez and her children constituted a violation of their rights to
life, liberty, and security.
2. **Applicability of Spousal and Filial Privileges:** Whether the spousal and filial privileges
under the Rules of Court shielded Sanchez and her children from police inquiries regarding
the husband’s alleged NPA activities.
3.  **Standards  for  Issuance of  Writ  of  Amparo:**  Whether  the  evidence presented by
Sanchez met the substantial evidence standard required to entitle her to the writ of amparo.
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### **Court’s Decision:**

**Issue 1: Surveillance and Monitoring Legality**
The Supreme Court held that the surveillance and monitoring by the police constituted a
violation of Sanchez’s and her children’s rights. The Court pointed out that despite PNP’s
denial of conducting unlawful surveillance, the continuous monitoring after identifying the
body of her husband suggested undue police pressure.

**Issue 2: Applicability of Spousal and Filial Privileges**
The Court affirmed that the spousal and filial privileges shielded Sanchez and her children
from inquiries about her husband’s alleged illegal activities. The Court clarified that these
privileges existed in full despite the death of the spouse and should protect them from
unwarranted investigations.

**Issue 3: Standards for Issuance of Writ of Amparo**
The Court  concluded that  Sanchez’s  evidence sufficiently  met  the substantial  evidence
standard required for a writ of amparo. It emphasized that the surrounding circumstances
demonstrated an actual threat to Sanchez’s life, liberty, and security, substantiating her
claims of undue police actions and surveillance due to her husband’s suspected affiliations.

**Final Resolution:**
The Supreme Court denied the respondents’ Motion for Reconsideration and reinstated the
Permanent  Protection  Order  prohibiting  the  PNP  from  monitoring  or  conducting
surveillance  on  Sanchez  and  her  children.

### **Doctrine:**

1. **Right to Privacy:** The fundamental right to privacy is protected against unwarranted
state  intrusion,  particularly  in  the context  of  surveillance related to  relationships  with
persons of interest.
2. **Spousal and Filial Privileges:** These privileges protect family members from testifying
against one another, extending even to inquiries about the alleged criminal activities of a
deceased spouse.
3. **Writ of Amparo Standards:** For properly claiming a writ of amparo, a petitioner must
present  substantial  evidence showing a  real  and actual  threat  to  their  life,  liberty,  or
security.

### **Class Notes:**
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1. **Elements of a Writ of Amparo Petition:**
– **Right to Life, Liberty, and Security Violated or Threatened:** Proof of violation or threat
by unlawful acts.
–  **Substantial  Evidence  Required:**  The  petitioner  must  provide  adequate  relevant
evidence to support allegations.
– **Extraordinary Diligence by State Agents:** Public officials must show diligence beyond
the regular discharge of duties.

2. **Marital and Familial Privileges from Testimony:**
– Rule 130, sec. 23: Spouses cannot be compelled to testify against each other.
– Rule 130, sec. 25: No person can be compelled to testify against their ascendants or
descendants.

### **Historical Background:**
The  case  is  set  against  the  backdrop  of  heightened  anti-communist  activities  in  the
Philippines, with increased scrutiny and enforcement actions against individuals associated
with or suspected of ties to the NPA. The political climate included aggressive government
measures led by statements from top officials about the threat posed by communist groups,
thus influencing law enforcement’s approach to suspected affiliations.


