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**Title:** People of the Philippines v. Dante Galam and Lito Galam

**Facts:**
On January 15, 2000, in the Municipality of Muñoz, Province of Nueva Ecija, Dante and Lito
Galam were charged with the murder of Eusebio Antolin following an incident occurring
around 7 PM, where both accused, after a verbal confrontation, attacked and fatally shot
Eusebio. The case was raffled to the Regional Trial Court – Branch 88, Baloc, Sto. Domingo,
Nueva Ecija.  Upon arraignment, both accused pleaded not guilty,  leading to the trial’s
commencement.

During the trial, the prosecution relied on the testimonies of Eusebio’s family members and
a witness who saw the accused heading towards Eusebio’s location before the shooting. The
defense consisted of alibi, with Dante Galam claiming he was elsewhere during the time of
the incident.  The trial  court sided with the prosecution, finding both accused guilty of
murder, highlighting the elements of treachery and evident premeditation.

The appellants raised the conviction to the Court of Appeals, arguing the insufficiency of
evidence and disputing the cause of death due to the already embalmed state of the body
upon examination among other issues. The Court of Appeals upheld the trial court’s decision
but modified the award for civil indemnity.

Seeking further recourse, the appellants elevated the case to the Supreme Court, reiterating
their arguments for acquittal.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in affirming appellants’ conviction for murder.
2.  The  involvement  of  the  principles  of  treachery  and  evident  premeditation  in  the
classification of the crime.
3. Validity and sufficiency of witnesses’ testimonies.
4. The significance of alibi as a defense in the case at hand.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court denied the appeal, affirming the conviction but with modifications. It
concluded that while the appellants were guilty of causing the death of Eusebio Antolin, the
qualifications  of  treachery  and evident  premeditation were not  sufficiently  established.
Consequently, the Court reclassified the crime from murder to homicide and adjusted the
penalties  accordingly.  The Court  meticulously  dissected the  evidence,  testimonies,  and
circumstances surrounding the crime, emphasizing the credibility of eyewitness accounts
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over the defense of alibi which lacked the impossibility of presence at the crime scene.

**Doctrine:**
1. Positive identification of an accused by credible witnesses prevails over alibi and denial.
2.  For  treachery  to  be  appreciated,  there  must  be  a  deliberate  adoption of  means  of
execution to ensure the victim’s inability to defend or retaliate.
3. Evident premeditation requires showing a clear intent to commit the crime, an overt act
indicating clinging to that determination, and a sufficient lapse of time to reflect upon the
act.
4. Conspiracy exists when two or more persons come to an agreement to commit a felony
and decide to commit it, with the act of one being imputable to all.

**Class Notes:**
– **Treachery and Evident Premeditation:** These elements elevate homicide to murder.
Treachery involves surprise attacks preventing self-defense, while evident premeditation
involves planning and preparedness to commit the crime.
–  **Conspiracy:**  The agreement and collective action towards a  common illegal  goal,
making each conspirator responsible for acts committed by any of them within the scope of
the agreed-upon plan.
– **Positive Identification vs. Alibi:** Eyewitness testimony identifying the accused in the
commission of the crime generally trumps the defense of alibi unless it is proven that the
accused could not have been physically present at the crime scene.
– **Credibility of Witness Testimony:** The demeanor, manner of testimony, and consistency
of  witnesses  play a  crucial  role  in  assessing credibility,  especially  in  cases relying on
eyewitness accounts.

**Historical Background:**
This case underscores the Philippine legal system’s approach to dealing with felonious acts
involving loss of life, emphasizing careful evaluation of evidence, particularly eyewitness
testimony, and the conditions under which a crime is reclassified from murder to homicide
based  on  the  specific  circumstances  and  elements  present,  illustrating  the  nuanced
application of law in the quest for justice.


