
G.R. No. 173791. April 07, 2009 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

**Title**: People of the Philippines vs. Pablo Amodia

**Facts**:
The case began with the indictment of Pablo Amodia, along with three others,  for the
murder of Felix Olandria y Bergaño on November 26, 1996, in Makati City, Philippines.
Amodia was arrested on June 5, 1998, while the other accused remained at large. He filed a
motion to quash the Information on the grounds of mistaken identity and staleness of the
arrest warrant, which was denied. Amodia pled not guilty at his arraignment.

The prosecution provided detailed testimonies from eyewitnesses Romildo Ceno and Luther
Caberte, who identified Amodia and his co-accused as the assailants. They testified to a
sequence of events where Amodia and another held the victim’s arms, one hit the victim on
the head, and another stabbed him. The defense argued alibi, contending that Amodia was
elsewhere when the crime occurred. Nonetheless, the Regional Trial Court (RTC) found
Amodia guilty of  murder.  The Court  of  Appeals (CA) affirmed the RTC’s decision with
modifications on the penalties and awards. Amodia appealed to the Supreme Court.

**Issues**:
1. Whether Amodia’s guilt was proven beyond reasonable doubt.
2. The existence and implication of conspiracy among the accused.
3. The appropriateness of the penalties and damages awarded.

**Court’s Decision**:
The Supreme Court affirmed Amodia’s conviction, agreeing with the RTC and CA’s findings.
It held that the eyewitness accounts were credible and that their testimonies showed a
concerted  effort  to  commit  the  murder,  indicative  of  conspiracy.  The  Court  rejected
Amodia’s  alibi  given  the  strength  of  the  prosecution’s  evidence  and  the  logical
inconsistencies in the defense’s narrative. It also adjusted the civil indemnity and damages
awarded consistent with relevant jurisprudence.

**Doctrine**:
1. Positive identification takes precedence over alibi as a defense.
2. Conspiracy exists when two or more persons agree to commit a crime and execute it. The
act of one conspirator is deemed the act of all.
3. In murder cases, abuse of superior strength can qualify the killing, depending on the
circumstances of the attack relative to the victim’s ability to defend themselves.

**Class Notes**:
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– Always examine eyewitness testimony for credibility, especially regarding identification of
the accused.
– Alibi is a weak defense against positive identification and requires proving the physical
impossibility of the accused’s presence at the crime scene.
– Conspiracy requires a showing of a common purpose or design that can be inferred from
the conduct of the accused at and before the commission of the crime.
–  Legal  provisions to  note:  Article  248 of  the Revised Penal  Code (Murder),  Article  8
(Conspiracy), and related jurisprudence on eyewitness credibility and the defense of alibi.

**Historical Background**:
The murder of  Felix  Olandria y  Bergaño reflects  the challenges in prosecuting crimes
involving multiple assailants and the importance of eyewitness testimony in the absence of
direct evidence of a conspiracy. The Supreme Court’s decision exemplifies the judiciary’s
approach in dealing with defenses such as alibi and the reliance on circumstantial evidence
to prove conspiracy in criminal acts.


