G.R. No. 123979. December 03, 1998 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Alipio Santiano, Jose Sandigan, Armenia Pillueta,
and Jose Vicente (Jovy) Chanco

### Facts:

This case involves the indictment of Alipio Santiano, Jose Sandigan, Armenia Pillueta, and
Jose Vicente (Jovy) Chanco for the kidnapping with murder of Ramon John Dy Kow, Jr., a
detention prisoner at the Naga City Jail. The amended information filed in the Regional Trial
Court of Pili, Camarines Sur, accused them of conspiring to abduct, kidnap, and murder Dy
Kow in December 1993.

The prosecution’s narrative began with the victim’s arrest in May 1993. By July 1993,
Santiano, who later accused Dy Kow of orchestrating his mauling in jail, was also detained.
In November, Santiano identified Dy Kow as his assailant. On December 27, 1993, Dy Kow
was abducted after leaving the jail to buy food, accosted by Sandigan and Santiano, and
subsequently mauled inside the NARCOM Office while Pillueta acted as lookout and Chanco
facilitated their escape via his vehicle. Dy Kow was later found dead.

The defense countered with alibis for each accused and contested any involvement with the
victim’s death, emphasizing their locations during the crime and asserting that they were
falsely accused.

After the trial court found the accused guilty of kidnapping under Article 267 of the Revised
Penal Code, sentencing them to reclusion perpetua and ordering them to pay indemnity to
Dy Kow’s heirs, the accused appealed to the Supreme Court. They argued that the
information charged them with murder instead of kidnapping and that their conviction for
kidnapping was unfounded.

### Issues:

1. Whether the information adequately charged the accused with the complex crime of
kidnapping with murder.

2. Whether the accused could be convicted of kidnapping despite arguing the charge was
essentially for murder.

3. Whether the elements of kidnapping were satisfactorily proven.

4. Whether conspiratorial responsibility among the accused was established.

5. Proper awarding of civil indemnity in the absence of specific evidence for damages.

##4# Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the decision of the trial court. The Court clarified that the
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information sufficiently charged the accused with kidnapping with murder, as it detailed
acts constituting both offenses. It also highlighted that an accusation of a complex crime
allows conviction for one component if sufficiently proven, regardless of the outcome for the
other. In this case, the Court found substantial evidence proving the kidnapping,
emphasizing the role each accused played in the victim’s illegal detention and eventual
death, thus establishing their conspiratorial liability. The award of civil indemnity for
kidnapping was justified by law, independent of proven actual damages.

### Doctrine:

The Court reiterated the doctrine that in charging complex crimes, conviction for one
component offense may still proceed if it is substantiated by evidence, even when the other
is not. Furthermore, it reaffirmed principles surrounding the legal sufficiency of an
information, conspiratorial liability, and the automatic imposition of civil indemnity for the
act of kidnapping leading to death, in accordance with Articles 267 and 100 of the Revised
Penal Code.

### Class Notes:

- **Elements of Kidnapping** under Article 267, RPC: (a) the offender is a private
individual; (b) kidnaps or detains another, or deprives the latter of liberty in another
manner; (c) the act is illegal; and (d) attended by any of the four qualifying circumstances.

- **Conspiracy**: When a crime is committed by two or more people conspiring and
confederating with one another, each of the conspirators is liable for the crime regardless of
the extent of their actual participation.

- **Civil Indemnity for Kidnapping**: Automatically awarded upon conviction for
kidnapping, recognising the inherent damage caused by the act, irrespective of evidence of
actual damages.

### Historical Background:

This case reflects the penal and judicial framework in the Philippines concerning complex
crimes, particularly kidnapping with murder. It underscores the court’s adherence to
procedural and substantive laws in adjudicating crimes involving multiple accused and
offenses. The Court’s analysis provides insight into how legal concepts like conspiracy,
complex crimes, and civil indemnity are applied in high-profile criminal cases.
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