G.R. No. 57292. February 18, 1986 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines v. Julaide Siyoh, Omarkayam Kiram, Namli Indanan, and
Andaw Jamahali

Facts:

On July 14, 1979, Julaide Siyoh, Omarkayam Kiram, Namli Indanan, and Andaw Jamahali
were accused of qualified piracy with triple murder and frustrated murder. The incident
occurred near Mataja Island, part of the Basilan province, within the territorial jurisdiction
of the Court of First Instance of Basilan. Armed with firearms, the accused boarded a pump
boat carrying Rodolfo de Castro, Danilo Hiolen, Anastacio de Guzman, and Antonio de
Guzman after firing shots into the air. They robbed them of various personal belongings,
collectively valued at P18,342.00, and under the threat of death, ordered the victims to jump
into the water. De Castro, Hiolen, and Anastacio de Guzman were killed. Antonio de Guzman
survived with injuries and later identified Siyoh and Kiram as the perpetrators, leading to
their arrest.

The case was first heard by the Court of First Instance of Basilan, Judge Jainal D. Rasul
presiding, which found Siyoh and Kiram guilty and sentenced them to death. However, due
to the convicts’ illiteracy and poverty, the court recommended commutation to life
imprisonment. Since the death penalty was imposed, the decision was automatically
reviewed by the Philippine Supreme Court.

Issues:

1. Whether the guilt of accused-appellants Julaide Siyoh and Omarkayam Kiram for the
crime of qualified piracy with triple murder and frustrated murder has been proved beyond
reasonable doubt.

2. Whether a conspiracy among all the accused was established to hold them equally liable
for the crime.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the decision of the lower court, finding the appellants guilty
beyond a reasonable doubt based on credible witness testimony, particularly that of lone
survivor Antonio de Guzman, whose account established the appellants’ culpability. In
addressing the appellants’ counter-claims, the Supreme Court pointed out logical
inconsistencies and highlighted the testimony demonstrating a conspiracy among the
accused. Due to the lack of necessary votes, the Supreme Court modified the penalty from
death to reclusion perpetua (life imprisonment) and ordered the appellants to pay indemnity
to the heirs of each deceased victim.
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Doctrine:

The Supreme Court confirmed that conspiracy among the accused in the commission of
qualified piracy with homicide makes each conspirator liable as a principal to the crime
according to the provisions of Presidential Decree No. 532. The Court reiterated the
doctrine that the number of victims in qualified piracy is not material to the categorization
of the crime as a special complex crime punishable by death (or reclusion perpetua if death
is not warranted).

Class Notes:

- Conspiracy in a crime ensures that all conspirators are equally liable for the acts
committed by any of them.

- Conviction for qualified piracy with homicide under Presidential Decree No. 532 does not
depend on the number of victims.

- Automatic review by the Supreme Court is required for cases imposing the death penalty.

- Material facts supporting conviction: credible eyewitness testimony and evidence of a
conspiracy.

- Testimonial inconsistencies and lack of corroboration from disinterested witnesses can
undermine the defense.

- Legal modifications: absence of requisite votes for a death penalty can lead to a reduction
to reclusion perpetua.

- The indemnity for death resulting from a crime is subject to judicial determination.

Historical Background:

The case highlights the severity with which the Philippine legal system treats crimes of
piracy and the gravamen of homicide when committed in conjunction with piracy. During
this period, the Philippines had laws in place such as Presidential Decree No. 532 to
specifically address piracy and its associated violent crimes. The automatic review of death
penalty cases by the Supreme Court reflects the country’s commitment to judicious
application of the ultimate form of punishment and ensures rigorous scrutiny of such
sentences. This case signifies the complexities involved in administering justice among
culturally and socioeconomically diverse groups, as noted by the trial court’s sensitivity
towards the accused’s background.
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