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### Title:
**People of the Philippines vs. Joselito Agbulos**

### Facts:
Joselito Agbulos was charged with forcible abduction with rape following a complaint filed
by  Angelita  P.  Bangit.  He  pleaded  not  guilty  on  January  23,  1981.  The  prosecution
concluded its case on April 25, 1984. Agbulos subsequently failed to appear in court, leading
to the issuance of an arrest warrant on August 13, 1984. This warrant was later recalled due
to a notification error. Despite rescheduling and notifications, Agbulos failed to appear on
subsequent dates, resulting in his bond being forfeited and the continuation of the trial in
absentia as per the court’s decision on January 30, 1985. On June 15, 1985, Agbulos was
convicted in absentia and sentenced to reclusion perpetua. An appeal was filed by his
counsel on August 16, 1985.

### Issues:
1. The validity of trial in absentia under the 1973 and 1987 Philippine Constitutions.
2. Application of the rule regarding an accused’s waiver of the right to be present at trial
through escape.
3. The accused’s forfeiture of the right to appeal due to escaping bail.

### Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme  Court  dismissed  Agbulos’s  appeal,  upholding  the  trial  in  absentia  as
constitutional and valid. The decision emphasized that once an accused has been arraigned,
notified of the trial, and unjustifiably fails to appear, the trial may proceed in absentia. The
court interpreted the defendant’s escape as a waiver of his right to notice of trial and
justified continuation of the trial without his presence. Moreover, upon escape, an accused
forfeits the right to appeal. The appeal was dismissed due to Agbulos’s absence and his
standing in court considered waived for fleeing.

### Doctrine:
The key doctrine established from this case is that trial in absentia is permissible under
Philippine law, provided the accused has been arraigned, duly notified of the trial, and his
failure to appear is unjustified. An accused’s escape from custody amounts to a waiver of
their right to be present during the trial and forfeits their right to appeal a conviction.

### Class Notes:
– **Trial in Absentia**: After arraignment, trial may proceed even if the accused is absent,
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given he has been duly notified and his absence is unjustifiable.
– **Waiver Through Escape**: An accused waives his rights to be present at the trial and to
appeal by escaping custody or failing to appear without justification.
– **Rights Forfeiture upon Escape**: An accused who escapes forfeits their legal standing
and any right to seek relief from the court.

### Historical Background:
This  case  highlights  the  application  and interpretation  of  provisions  regarding trial  in
absentia in the context of the Philippine legal system. It illustrates a shift from the old
doctrine where trials were indefinitely deferred due to the accused’s escape, to a modern
approach that prevents the accused from benefiting legally from his escape. This case
reflects the judiciary’s effort to balance the accused’s rights with the imperative of judicial
efficiency and the need to deter escapes and ensure the continuation of legal proceedings.


