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### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Felicisimo Narvasa and Jimmy Orania

### Facts:
In February 1992, in Pangasinan, Philippines, Felicisimo Narvasa and Jimmy Orania, along
with Mateo Narvasa (who remained at large), were implicated in the killing of SPO3 Primo
Camba using unlicensed firearms. Following a detailed investigation, charges of homicide
and aggravated illegal possession of firearms were filed against Felicisimo Narvasa and
Jimmy Orania due to their involvement in the incident. The Regional Trial Court of Alaminos,
Pangasinan, found them guilty beyond reasonable doubt and sentenced them to reclusion
perpetua.  Their  conviction was based on eyewitness accounts,  paraffin  tests  indicating
gunpowder burns, and the recovery of bullet shells from the scene. Despite the firearms not
being physically presented in court, their existence and use in the crime were established
through testimony.

### Procedural Posture:
After  their  conviction in  1996,  Narvasa and Orania appealed to  the Court  of  Appeals.
However, due to procedural errors, their case was instead forwarded to the Supreme Court
of the Philippines for final adjudication.

### Issues:
The legal  issues  deliberated by  the  Supreme Court  centered around the  credibility  of
prosecution witnesses, the sufficiency of evidence particularly concerning the absence of
the firearms themselves, and the correct characterization and penalty for the crime based
on the applicability of Republic Act No. 8294.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court found the appeal unmeritorious, upholding the conviction but modifying
the sentence based on RA 8294. It concluded that the existence of the unlicensed firearms
could be and was sufficiently proven through eyewitness testimony. However, it ruled that
under  RA  8294,  the  illegal  possession  of  firearms  should  only  be  considered  as  an
aggravating circumstance in the homicide charge, not as a separate offense, thus modifying
the sentence to reclusion temporal.

### Doctrine:
The decision reaffirmed the doctrine that the existence of a firearm in a crime involving
illegal possession can be proven through testimonies, and not necessarily by presenting the
firearm. Moreover, it highlighted RA 8294’s provision where the use of unlicensed firearms
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in committing homicide or murder is considered merely an aggravating circumstance, not a
separate crime.

### Class Notes:
–  **Credibility  of  Witnesses**:  A  witness’s  recollection of  details  under  distress  is  not
expected to be perfect; minor inconsistencies on immaterial aspects do not undermine their
credibility.
– **Sufficiency of Evidence**: The existence of a firearm in illegal possession cases can be
established  through  credible  testimony,  even  without  the  physical  firearm.  The  non-
presentation of the firearm does not automatically render the evidence insufficient.
– **Republic Act No. 8294**: The use of unlicensed firearms in committing homicide or
murder  is  an  aggravating  circumstance,  not  a  separate  offense.  This  law  applies
retroactively to benefit those accused if it alters the sentence to be lighter.

### Historical Background:
At the time of the incident in 1992 and the subsequent trial, the legal landscape regarding
the illegal possession of firearms and its relation to other crimes like homicide was under
scrutiny.  The enactment  of  RA 8294 in  1997,  which sought  to  clarify  and amend the
penalties for illegal possession of firearms used in committing serious crimes, played a
crucial  role  in  the  final  ruling  of  this  case.  This  case  exemplifies  the  evolving  legal
interpretations and applications surrounding gun control and criminal responsibility in the
Philippines.


