G.R. No. 248456. August 16, 2022 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Tyrone Dela Cruz y Resurrecion and Sandy Vinesa
*Facts:**

The case involves the kidnapping for ransom of Spouses Jason Edward Tay Huang and Elisa
Dela Cruz Huang on August 9, 2013, in Barangay Pansol, Calamba, Laguna. Accused Tyrone
Dela Cruz Resurrecion, Sandy Vinesa, Jezreel Jimmy Cuevas, and an unidentified John Doe
were charged under Article 267 of the Revised Penal Code (RPC) for demanding a ransom of
Thirty Million Pesos (Php 30,000,000.00), which was later reduced to Eight Hundred Sixty-
Seven Thousand Pesos (Php 867,000.00).

Upon arraignment, Dela Cruz and Vinesa pleaded not guilty. The case against Cuevas was
archived due to his absence. Despite affidavits of desistance from the victims, the case
proceeded based on the merits as presented by the prosecution and the defense.

The prosecution’s evidence hinged on the testimony of police officers from the Philippine
National Police Anti-Kidnapping Group (PNP-AKG), who detailed the step-by-step
investigation and surveillance that led to the pickup and subsequent release of the ransom
money, as well as the identification and arrest of the accused. The defense contested with
denials and countered the accusations predominantly through challenges on the
procedurality and validity of the evidence against them.

**Issues:**

1. Whether the circumstantial evidence provided was sufficient to establish beyond
reasonable doubt the guilt of the accused for the crime of Kidnapping for Ransom under
Article 267 of the RPC.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court dismissed the appeal, affirming both the Regional Trial Court (RTC) and
the Court of Appeals’ decisions which found the accused-appellants guilty beyond
reasonable doubt. The Court underscored the significance of circumstantial evidence,
pieced together from the direct observations and investigations of the involved police
officers, as sufficient to conclude the accused-appellants’ participation in the crime.
Moreover, the Court recognized the failure of the accused-appellants to object to the
duplicity of charges in the information file, deeming this as a waiver to the defect.
Consequently, Dela Cruz and Vinesa were found guilty of two counts of Kidnapping for
Ransom and sentenced to reclusion perpetua for each count, without eligibility for parole,
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alongside monetary damages to the victims.
**Doctrine:**

Circumstantial evidence, when cogently linked to spell an unbroken chain leading to one fair
and reasonable conclusion pointing to the accused, to the exclusion of all others, as the
guilty person, is sufficient to support a conviction. The court reiterated the principle that
conspiracy may be inferred from the conduct indicating a common purpose or design to
commit a crime. The Supreme Court affirmed the rule against the duplicity of offenses
charged in an information, yet noted that such defect can be waived by the accused if not
objected to before trial.

**Class Notes:**

1. *Circumstantial Evidence**: Evidence based on inference and not on personal knowledge
or observation.

2. **Conspiracy**: The agreement of two or more persons to commit a crime and their act of
executing the same. Direct proof is not required; it can be inferred from the conduct of the
accused.

3. ¥*Duplicity of Charges**: The prohibition against charging more than one offense in a
single information, with exceptions under the law.

4. **Reclusion Perpetua**: A Philippine legal penalty that is one degree lower than death,
has no defined duration, and ranges from 20 years and 1 day to 40 years.

5. **Legal Interest for Damages**: The imposition of a 6% per annum interest on monetary
awards from the finality of the judgment until fully paid.

6. **Affidavits of Desistance**: The statements made by complainants indicating they no
longer wish to proceed with the case, which do not automatically result in the dismissal of
the case.

**Historical Background:**

This case highlights the rigorous and detailed procedural steps involved in prosecuting
serious criminal offenses such as Kidnapping for Ransom in the Philippine judicial system. It
underscores the need for a meticulous collection and evaluation of circumstantial evidence
in the absence of direct testimony from the victims. The legal principles and doctrines
reiterated in the ruling emphasize the importance of holding individuals accountable for
their actions while ensuring the integrity of legal proceedings through due process.
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