
esdames: 

l\epublic of tbe flbilippine~ 
~upreme Qtourt 

;frmanila 

FIRST DIVISION 

NOTICE 

Please take notice that the Court, First Division, issued a Resolution 

dat d February 22, 2023 which reads as follows: 

"G.R. No. 258313 (People of the Philippines v. Emeterio Rubrica y 
Ym na).-This is an appeal1 under Rule 1242 of the Rules of Court 
chal enging the August 28, 2020 Decision3 of the Court of Appeals (CA) in 
CA-

1 
.R. CR-HC No. 12860, which affirmed the March 15, 2019 Decision4 of 

the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Urdaneta City, Pangasinan, Branch 48, in 
Cri I inal Case No. U-23689, finding accused-appellant Emeterio Rubrica y 
Ym ra (Rubrica) guilty of Murder. 

The Facts 

On March 5, 2018, at around 12:00 noon, Victoriano Bucsit 
(Vic oriano ), along with Jose Ribo and Eugenio Ligot (Eugenio), was having 
a dr nking session. Rubrica joined them but left after drinking two shots. At 
arou d 6:00 p.m., Eugenio announced that he wanted to sleep then proceeded 
to t e hut which is around two meters away from where they were drinking. 
Not bly, there were lamps beside the place where Eugenio slept and their 
drin.1f:ing spot. However, at around 10:00 p.m., Rubrica returned, strode 
dire tly in the direction of the hut, and stabbed Eugenio while the latter was 
lyin down. Eugenio died of shock secondary to stab wounds. 5 

Rubrica voluntarily surrendered to Barangay Captain Herminigildo 
lbaa 1 (Barangay Capt. lbaan). Thereafter, after receiving word from 
Barangay Capt. lbaan, the police officers arrested Rubrica. He was brought to 
the 1ospital to undergo medical examination.6 

1 Ro fo, pp. 3-5. 
2 As pmended by A.M. No. 00-5-03-SC. 
3 Ro lo, pp. 9-20. Penned by Associate Justice Marie Christine Azcarraga-Jacob and concurred in by 

As~ociate Justices Ramon R. Garcia and Bonifacio S. Pascua. 
4 Id. ~t 22-25 . Penned by Presiding Judge Gonzalo P. Marata. 
5 Ro lo, p. 11 ; records, pp. 8, 11 ; TSN, May 21 , 2018, pp. 5-8. 
6 CA rollo, p. 28 ; records, pp. 9-10. 
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Dr. Ma. Luciana Bautista conducted the autopsy on Eugenio's body and 
co inned that the cause of death was the stab wounds. 7 

Th proceedings 

In an Information8 dated March 6, 2018, Rubrica was charged with 
Mu der under Article 248 of the Revised Penal Code (RPC), as amended by 
Re ublic Act No. (RA) 7659,9 the accusatory portion of which reads: 

Criminal Case No. U-23689 (Murder): 

That on or about 8:30 in the evening of March 5, 2018 at Brgy. Malokiat, 
Pozorrubio, Pangasinan and within the jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the 
above-named accused armed with a bladed weapon, with intent to kill and 
treachery, did then and there willfully, unlawfully and feloniously stab to death 
Eugenio Ligot y Fernandez alias "Elyo" inflicting upon him "Penetrating 
thru and thru lacerated wound on the left thorax exiting on the left armpit; 
(+) lacerated wound left upper arm" which caused his death to the damage 
and prejudice of his heirs. 

That treachery attended the killing when the accused suddenly and 
unexpectedly stab the defenseless victim, Eugenio Ligot y Fernandez alias 
"Elyo." 

CONTRARY to Art. 248, Revised Penal Code as amended by R.A. 
7659. 10 

During arraignment, Rubrica entered a plea of "not guilty." 11 The 
de£ se admitted during pre-trial that Rubrica is the same person charged in 
the nformation. 12 Trial ensued. 

The parties stipulated that Rubrica surrendered to Barangay Capt. 
Iba and that a certain Police Officer Andaya took custody of accused
app ! llant from Barangay Capt. Ibaan to escort Rubrica to the police station. 13 

Elma Ligot, the victim's daughter, testified that their family spent PHP 
78,064.64 14 for expenses due to Eugenio's death. 

Significantly, Rubrica waived his right to present his evidence. 15 

7 TS , June 25, 2018, pp. 4-5 . 
8 Re ords, pp. 2-3. 
9 E~ "tled "AN ACT To IMPOSE THE DEATH PENALTY ON CERTAIN HEINOUS CRIMES, AMENDING FOR THAT 

P POSE THE REVISED PENAL CODE, AS AMENDED, OTHER SPECIAL PENAL LAWS, AND FOR OTHER 
P POSES." Approved : December 13, 1993. 

IO Records, p. 2. 
11 Id. at 26. 
12 Id. at 13, 26-27. 
13 Id. at 46. 
14 Re

1
cords, p. 46; TSN, June 4, 2018, pp. 4-5. 

15 Ro lo, p. 11. 
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In a Decision16 dated March 15, 2019, the RTC ruled that based on the 
test mony of Victoriano, the eyewitness to the stabbing, Rubrica is the 
perpetrator. Victoriano witnessed the incident as the place was illuminated by 
la s. Furthermore, treachery attended the stabbing as Eugenio was sleeping 
on a bamboo bed, without any opportunity to defend himself. 17 The 
dis ,ositive portion of the RTC Decision reads: 

WHEREFORE, premises considered, accused Emeterio Rubrica y 
Ymana having been found guilty beyond reasonable doubt for the felony 
of "MURDER" he is hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of 
RECLUSION PERPETUA and to pay the heirs of deceased Eugenio Ligot 
y Fernandez as follows: 

1. PS0,000.00 as civil indemnity; 
2. P78,064.64 as actual damages; and 
3. PS0,000.00 as moral damages. 

The bolo used in the commission of the crime is ordered forfeited in 
favor of the government to be turned over to the PNP, Provincial Office, 
Lingayen, Pangasinan for proper disposition thereat. 

SO ORDERED. 18 (Emphasis in the original) 

Aggrieved, Rubrica appealed19 to the CA. 

Rubrica argued that Victoriano was severely drunk when he saw the 
inci , ent, which greatly undermined his reliability and credibility.20 Victoriano 
left out crucial details regarding the stabbing21 and failed to prove the 
exis ence of treachery.22 Regardless, Rubrica underscored that he voluntarily 
surr ndered to the authorities.23 

Meanwhile, the People, through the Office of the Solicitor General, 
asse ed that the totality of evidence pointed to Rubrica's guilt beyond 
reas nable doubt.24 Relevantly, Victoriano denied being drunk because he 
con olled the amount of liquor he consumed, plus his vision remained 
nonyal. In addition, he was only two meters away from the well-lit area 
whefe the victim was sleeping.25 It maintained that treachery was present 
sine Rubrica chose to attack a sleeping victim, which was deliberately 

16 ld . at 22-25. 
17 Id. at 24-25. 
18 Id . at 25. 
19 C ro/lo, pp. 11-12. 
20 Id. at 30. 
2 1 Id. at 3 1. 
22 Id . at 32-33 . 
23 Id. at 34. 
24 ld . at 53 . 
25 Id . at 54-56. 
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em , loyed to guarantee success in the execution of the crime.26 

Ru ing of the Court of Appeals 

The CA, in its assailed August 28, 2020 Decision,27 ruled that although 
Ru rica is guilty of the killing ( qualified by treachery),28 the mitigating 
cir mstance of voluntary surrender should be credited in his favor since he 
spo taneously and voluntarily surrendered.29 The trial court's assessment of 
the redibility of the eyewitness should be accorded respect, if not conclusive 
ef£ ct. Even if Victoriano had been drinking, he controlled his alcohol intake 
and was busy chatting with his friends for most of the time, and he had 
nonr.al vision when he witnessed the incident. Likewise, his testimony is 
con. istent with the Joint Affidavit of Arrest of the police officers which 
ind· cated that Rubrica was already identified as the killer. 30 

Moreover, the appellate court affirmed the imposition of the penalty of 
reclrsion perpetua due to the existence of the mitigating circumstance of 
vol~ntary surrender, but modified the monetary awards pursuant to recent 
juri • prudence and then imposed the legal interest on the said awards. 31 

Thefallo of the CA Decision reads: 

WHEREFORE, the instant appeal is hereby DENIED. 

Accordingly, the Decision dated 15 March 2019 of Branch 48, RTC 
of Urdaneta City, Pangasinan [in] Criminal Case No. U-23689 is 
AFFIRMED with modifications. 

Accused-appellant Emeterio Rubrica y Ymana is found GUILTY 
beyond reasonable doubt of MURDER for the killing of Eugenio Ligot y 
Fernandez and is hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion 
perpetua. He is ordered to pay the heirs of the victims the amount of 
Seventy-Five Thousand Pesos (P75,000.00) as civil indemnity; Seventy
Five Thousand Pesos (P75,000.00) as moral damages; Seventy-Five 
Thousand Pesos (P75 ,000.00) as exemplary damages; and Seventy-Eight 
Thousand Sixty Four Pesos and 64/100 (Php 78,064.64) as actual 
damages. 

All monetary awards shall earn interest at the rate of six percent 
( 6%) per annum from the date of finality of this Decision until fully paid. 

SO ORDERED.32 

26 Id . at 58-59. 
27 Ro lo, pp. 9-20. 
28 Id. at 16-1 7. 
29 Id.at13 . 
30 ld . at14-15 . 
31 Id . at 17-18. 
32 Id. at 18-19. 
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Dissatisfied, Rubrica appealed33 before the Court. 

Issue 

G.R. No. 258313 
February 22, 2023 

The main issue is whether Rubrica is guilty beyond reasonable doubt of 
co mitting Murder. 

Our Ruling 

The appeal has no merit. 

It has long been established that "appellate courts will not overturn the 
fact al findings of the RTC unless there is a showing that the latter 
ove looked facts or circumstances of weight and substance that would affect 
the result of the case.34 The foregoing rule finds an even more stringent 
apppcation where the findings of the RTC are sustained by the CA."35 In this 
case, there is no indication that the trial court and the appellate court 
mis~onstrued the facts. Thus, as found by the RTC and the CA, Victoriano's 
test~mony bolstered the prosecution's charge that Rubrica committed the 
fel~p y. Victoriano averred that he drank moderately because he was also 
cha~ting with his companions, and he could still see clearly that night.36 

Witf al, he undoubtedly witnessed the incident. Since the defense waived its 
righ to present evidence, Victoriano's assertions remained unrebutted. 

Furthermore, both the RTC and the CA held that Rubrica caused the 
<lea of the victim, which was supported with pertinent laws and 
juri prudence. Under Art. 248 of the RPC, Murder is described as follows: 

Article 248 . Murder. - Any person who, not falling within the provisions 
of Article 246 shall kill another, shall be guilty of murder and shall be punished 
by reclusion perpetua, to death if committed with any of the following 
attendant circumstances: 

1. With treachery, taking advantage of superior strength, with the aid of 
armed men, or employing means to weaken the defense or of means of persons 
to insure or afford impunity. 

The following elements must be proven in order to successfully 
pros cute an accused for Murder: "(1) a person was killed; (2) the accused 
kill d him or her; (3) the killing was attended by any of the 
qual fying circumstances 

33 Id . at 3-5. 
34 P ople v. Taglucop, G.R. No. 243577, March 15, 2022, citing People v. Dayaday, 803 Phil. 363 , 371 

(2 17). 
35 Pe pie v. Taglucop, id. 
36 TS , May 21 , 2018, pp. 13-14, 18. 
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me tioned in [Art.] 248 of the RPC; and (4) the killing is not parricide or 
infr nticide."37 

The existence of the first and fourth requisites is undisputed due to the 
vie im 's demise and given that Rubrica is not related to Eugenio, which would 
not categorize the killing as Parricide or Infanticide. Regarding the second 
req isite, the totality of evidence, primarily anchored on Victoriano's 
test' mony, established that Rubrica committed the crime beyond reasonable 
do bt.38 In the same vein, Rubrica's surrender to the authorities demonstrated 
his uilt. 

As regards the third requisite, the factual circumstances confirmed that 
rica employed treachery, which qualified the killing to Murder. According 

tot , e RPC, "[t]here is treachery when the offender commits any of the crimes 
aga nst the person, employing means, methods, or forms in the execution 
the eof which tend directly and specially to ensure its execution, without risk 
to ~imself [ or herself] arising from the defense which the offended party 
migJht make. "39 Similarly, jurisprudence teaches that: 

To appreciate treachery as a qualifying circumstance, two conditions must be 
met: (1) the assailant employed means, methods or forms in the execution of 
the criminal act which give the person attacked no opportunity to defend 
himself/herself or to retaliate; and (2) said means, methods or forms of 
execution were deliberately or consciously adopted by the assailant. The 
essence of treachery is the sudden and unexpected attack by an aggressor on 
the unsuspecting victim, denying the latter any chance to protect himself [ or 
herself] , and thereby ensuring its commission without posing any risk to the 
aggressor.40 

Here, Rubrica armed himself with a bolo, a deadly weapon to fatally 
stab Eugenio to death. More importantly, the attack was sudden, leaving the 
vict m with no opportunity to defend himself since he was lying down and 
slee ing. The crime was committed at nighttime, which added to the 
susPiicion that the darkness of the night fueled his courage to do such a 
<last rdly act. 

Notwithstanding the finding of Rubrica's guilt, the attendant facts 
sho ed that he should benefit from the mitigating circumstance of voluntary 
surr · nder, the requisites of which are: "( 1) the offender has not been actually 
arre ted; (2) the offender surrendered himself [ or herself] to a person in 
auth rity or the latter's agent; and (3) the surrender was voluntary."41 

37 Pe pie v. Macalindong, G.R. No. 248202, October 13, 2021, citing People v. Maron, G.R. No. 232339, 
N vember20, 2019. 

38 RYLES OF COU RT, Rule 133, Sec. 2. 
39 ~VISED PENAL CODE, Art. 14, par. 16. 
40 Pe pie v. Alegre, G.R. No. 254381 , February 14, 2022, citing People v. Gura, G.R. No. 230619, April 10, 

20 9. 
4 1 P ople v. Pereira, G.R. No. 220749, January 20, 2021 , citing De Vera v. De Vera, 602 Phil. 877, 886 

(2 09). 
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Ru~rica voluntarily surrendered himself to Barangay Capt. Ibaan, a person in 
aut~ority,42 who in tum contacted the police which eventually led to Rubrica's 
tra sfer of custody to the appropriate law enforcement department. To clarify, 
the police officers, although they initially sought the whereabouts of Rubrica, 
late on received word that he already surrendered to Barangay Capt. Ibaan.43 

As for the penalties, since there is a mitigating circumstance (voluntary 
su ender) proven during the trial, pursuant to Art. 6344 of the RPC,45 the 
im osition of the lower penalty of reclusion perpetua is proper. Additionally, 
pur uant to Administrative Matter No. 15-08-02-SC, the phrase "without 
eli ·bility for parole" need not be specified in the dispositive portion of the 
jud ment.46 

Lastly, in light of the pronouncement of People v. Jugueta,47 the awards 
for f ivil indemnity, moral damages, and exemplary damages should be fixed 
at lj75,000.00 each when the penalty consists of indivisible penalties (i.e., for 
Murder) and the penalty imposed is reclusion perpetua. In addition, the 
motletary awards shall be subject to the legal interest of six percent (6%) per 
ann m from the finality of the judgment until fully satisfied.48 In the case at 
ben I h, the CA properly imposed the penalty, monetary awards, and legal 
inte est. Thus, there is no need to depart from the ruling of the CA. 

WHEREFORE, the appeal is DISMISSED. The assailed August 28, 
202 Decision of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR-HC No. 12860 is 
AF 'IRMED. 

pur~ 

The accused-appellant's Manifestation in lieu of supplemental brief, 
ant to the Resolution dated March 21, 2022; and the Office of the 

42 See: LOCAL GOVERNMENT CODE, REPUBLIC ACT NO. 7160, Sec. 388. 
S lction 388. Persons in Authority. - For purposes of the Revised Penal Code, the punong barangay, 
sa gguniang barangay members, and members of the lupong tagapamayapa in each barangay shall 
be deemed as persons in authority in their jurisdictions, while other barangay officials and members 
w o may be designated by law or ordinance and charged with the maintenance of public order, 
pr tection and security of life and property, or the maintenance of a desirable and balanced 
en ironment, and any barangay member who comes to the aid of persons in authority, shall be 
de med agents of persons in authority. 

43 Records, pp. 9-10. 
44 RTICLE 63. Rules for the Application of Indivisible Penalties. - In all cases in which the law 

pr scribes a single indivisible penalty, it shall be applied by the courts regardless of any mitigating or 
ag ravating circumstances that may have attended the commission of the deed. 
In all cases in which the law prescribes a penalty composed of two indivisible penalties, the following 
ru es shall be observed in the application thereof: 
X XX 

3. When the commission of the act is attended by some mitigating circumstance and there is no 
ag ravating circumstance, the lesser penalty shall be applied. 

45 Pe pie v. Guarin, G.R. No. 245306, December 2, 2020. 
46 P pie v. Pigar, G.R. No. 247658, February 17, 2020, citing Guidelines for the Proper Use of the Phrase 

" ·thout eligibility for parole" in Indivisible Penalties, August 4, 2015; see also People v. Ursua, 819 
Ph I. 467,476 (2017). 

47 Pe pie v Jugueta, 783 Phil. 806, 847-848 (2016). 
48 N1 san Gallery-Ortigas v. Felipe, 720 Phil. 828, 840 (2013), citing Nacar v. Gallery Frames, 716 Phil. 

26 , 281-283 (2013) which cited BSP-MB Circular No. 799 effective July 1, 2013. 
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SoUcitor General's Manifestation and Motion, also in pursuant to the 
Resblution dated March 21, 2022, praying that it be excused from filing of the 
sup lemental brief, as it had comprehensively argued all relevant issues in its 
brie for the appellee, and the filing of a supplemental brief might only result 
int e repetition of the same arguments, are both NOTED. 

SO ORDERED." 

he Solicitor General 
I 4 Amorsolo Street, Legaspi Village 
1 29 Makati City 

P blic Information Office (x) 
·brary Services (x) 

S preme Court 
( or uploading pursuant to A.M. 

No. 12-7-1-SC) 

P ilippine Judicial Academy (x) 
S preme Court 

J dgment Division (x) 
S preme Court 

u 

by: 

By authority of the Court: 

LIBRADA 
Division 

MARIA TERESA B. SIBULO 
Deputy Division Clerk of Court 
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The Hon. Presiding Judge 
Regional Trial Court, Branch 48 
Urdaneta City, 2428 Pangasinan 
(Crim. Case No. U-23689) 

PUBLIC ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
Special and Appealed Cases Service 
Counsel for Accused-Appellant 
5/F, DOJ Agencies Building 
NIA Road cor. East A venue, Diliman 
1101 Quezon City 

Mr. Emeterio Y. Rubrica 
Accused-Appellant 
c/o The Director General 

Bureau of Corrections 
I 770 Muntinlupa City 

The Director General 
Bureau of Corrections 
I 770 Muntinlupa City 


