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**Title:**
People of the Philippines vs. Antonio Almosara, G.R. No. 228886

**Facts:**
1. **December 6, 2000:** Arnulfo Cabintoy invited Antonio Almosara and others to drink at
his house in Sitio Quarry, Antipolo City.
2.  After the drinking session,  Arnulfo advised Antonio to sleep,  which led to a heated
exchange.
3. Antonio and his relatives left but later returned armed with bolos. Arnulfo prepared to
defend himself with stones.
4.  Antonio pinned down Arnulfo and repeatedly stabbed him, followed by stabbings by
Anthony, Ronnie, and Adolfo Almosara.
5. Maria Cabintoy, Arnulfo’s wife, found Arnulfo stabbed to death with nearby witnesses
confirming the assailants were his drinking companions.
6.  Wilfredo  Almazen,  a  neighbor,  saw  the  bloodied  clothes  and  bolos  of  the  fleeing
Almosaras and helped arrest Antonio.
7. Dr. Filemon Porciuncula Jr.’s autopsy showed fatal stab wounds leading to Arnulfo’s
hemorrhagic shock death.

8. **Procedural Posture:**
– **Trial Court:**
– **Arraignment:** Antonio pleaded not guilty.
– **Evidence:** Testimonies from prosecution witnesses including Arnulfo’s children and
medical expert confirmed the fatal stabbing.
– **Verdict:** Found Antonio guilty of murder and sentenced to reclusion perpetua.
– **Court of Appeals:**
– **Appeal:** Antonio disputed the consistency of witness testimonies and the presence of
qualifying circumstances like treachery and abuse of superior strength.
– **Decision:** Affirmed trial court’s conviction with modifications to the monetary awards.

**Issues:**
1. **Credibility of Witnesses:**
– Did inconsistencies in the testimonies of Gregorio and Marife Cabintoy undermine their
credibility and the identification of Antonio as an assailant?
2. **Presence of Qualifying Circumstances:**
– Was the killing attended by treachery and abuse of superior strength to qualify it as
murder rather than simple homicide?
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**Court’s Decision:**
– **Witness Credibility:**
–  The  Supreme  Court  upheld  the  findings  of  the  lower  courts,  noting  that  minor
inconsistencies do not undermine the witnesses’ positive identification of Antonio.
–  The Court  reiterated that  child  witnesses  should  not  be  expected to  deliver  perfect
narrations, especially under traumatic circumstances.
– **Qualifying Circumstances:**
– **Treachery:** Confirmed as the attack was sudden, allowing no defense for the victim.
Antonio’s action of pinning Arnulfo down while others took turns stabbing validated the
deliberate, unexpected nature of the attack.
–  **Abuse  of  Superior  Strength:**  Considered  absorbed  by  treachery.  The  multiple
assailants  overpowering Arnulfo  ensured the attack executed with  minimal  risk  to  the
perpetrators.

**Doctrine:**
– **Treachery:** Exists when an attack is unexpected, affording the victim no chance to
defend or escape. It demands a deliberate, stealthy approach that ensures no risk to the
aggressor.
–  **Superior  Strength:**  When perpetrators  overpower the victim by sheer number or
physical power, it cements the degree of malignity and premeditation in the crime.

**Class Notes:**
– **Key Elements of Murder (Article 248, Revised Penal Code):**
1. Victim killed.
2. Accused directly caused the death.
3.  Killing  accompanied  by  qualifying  circumstances  (e.g.,  treachery,  abuse  of  superior
strength).
4. Not infanticide or parricide.
– **Application of Key Elements:**
– Witness testimonies and medical findings must converge, establishing the circumstantial
flow from attack to death.
– Defenses like denial or alibi hold minimal weight against positive identification by credible
witnesses.
– **Relevant Statutes:**
– **Article 248, RPC:** Definition and punishment of murder.
– **Article 63, RPC:** Guidelines on applying penalties.
– **RA 7659:** Amending heinous crimes provisions, stipulating penalties and qualifying
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circumstances.

**Historical Background:**
– **Significance:** This case emphasizes the Philippine judiciary’s stance on ensuring swift
prosecution even with child witnesses under traumatic situations.
– **Context:** Reflects the judicial interpretation of “treachery” and “superior strength”
within criminal law, crucial for qualifying homicide as murder. It underlines the judiciary’s
obligation  to  protect  child  witnesses  and  acknowledges  their  credibility  despite  minor
inconsistencies.
– **Impact:** Reinforces the principles that even seemingly minor testimonies, given by
children, if credible, can hold strong influence in determining case outcomes due to their
direct witness of the crime.


