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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Marlon Delim, Leon Delim, Ronald Delim, Manuel Delim, and
Robert Delim (At Large) [444 Phil. 430]

### Facts:
On January 23, 1999, around 6:30 p.m., Modesto Delim, his wife Rita, their son Randy, and
two grandchildren were having supper in their home in Brgy.  Bila,  Sison,  Pangasinan.
Suddenly, Marlon, Robert, and Ronald Delim barged into the house, each armed with a
handgun. Marlon poked his gun at Modesto, while Robert and Ronald grabbed and hog-tied
him, gagged him with cloth, and took him outside the house. Simultaneously, Leon and
Manuel Delim guarded Rita and Randy, preventing them from leaving the house or seeking
help.

The next morning, at around 7:00 a.m., Leon and Manuel left. Randy then informed his
uncle, Darwin Niňo, and searched for his father with his relatives in the vicinity, including
nearby Paldit, but to no avail. On January 26, 1999, Randy reported the incident to the
police. By January 27, Modesto’s decomposed body was found under thick bushes in Paldit,
Sison, exuding a foul odor with multiple stab and gunshot wounds, indicating he had been
dead for several days.

Dr. Ma. Fe de Guzman’s autopsy revealed five gunshot wounds primarily around the head
and several defensive stab wounds on Modesto’s arms. Modesto’s relatives enumerated the
suspects during police investigations. Despite a manhunt, Robert and Manuel Delim evaded
capture, while Marlon, Ronald, and Leon were apprehended.

### Procedural History:
The  prosecution  charged  Marlon,  Ronald,  and  Leon  Delim  with  murder  under  an
Information filed on May 4, 1999. They pleaded not guilty during arraignment. The Regional
Trial Court (RTC) of Urdaneta City found them guilty on January 14, 2000, and sentenced
them to death, also ordering joint payment of damages. Marlon, Ronald, and Leon appealed
to the Supreme Court challenging the sufficiency of the evidence, the finding of conspiracy,
and the trial court’s dismissal of their alibis.

### Issues:
1. Whether the prosecution proved the guilt of Marlon, Ronald, and Leon Delim beyond
reasonable doubt for the crime of murder.
2. Whether there was conspiracy among the accused.
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3. Whether the trial court erred in disregarding the defenses of denial and alibi.
4. Whether the accused should be liable for murder or kidnapping.

### Court’s Decision:
**1. Legal Issue on Murder vs. Kidnapping:**
The Supreme Court established that the intent of the attackers was to kill  Modesto as
demonstrated by the circumstantial evidence and actions described in the Information and
testimonies. Although the fact pattern included kidnapping elements, the primary intent was
clearly established as murder with the abduction being incidental to the killing.

**2. Proof Beyond Reasonable Doubt:**
The Court found that the use of deadly weapons and the numerous wounds confirmed the
intent to kill. The circumstantial evidence supported a finding of culpability. The assailants’
actions collectively and consistently led to the conclusion of their guilt beyond a reasonable
doubt.

**3. Conspiracy:**
The Court held that there was a clear conspiracy as indicated by the coordinated actions of
the accused before, during, and after the killing. Their arrival together, division of roles, and
presence during the abduction and killing confirmed the collaborative effort to commit
murder.

**4. Denial and Alibi:**
The Court rejected the alibis provided by Marlon, Ronald, and Leon due to their weak
evidence and lack of corroborating details. Furthermore, positive identification by credible
witnesses significantly outweighed their denials.

**5. Qualifying and Aggravating Circumstances:**
While the trial court erroneously appreciated certain circumstances not properly indicated
in the Information,  the established facts  sustained conviction for  the lesser  offense of
homicide. The Court found insufficient evidence for treachery or abuse of superior strength
but acknowledged nighttime and use of unlicensed firearms, albeit not conclusively proven
for modifying the crime to murder.

### Doctrine:
– The primary intent of criminals in homicide cases is discerned from the preparatory and
concurrent actions leading to and directly resulting in the killing.
– Conspiracy can be established by the coherence of activities by multiple actors embodied
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in circumstantial evidence.
– Alibi and denial, being weak defenses, require compelling corroboration especially when
confronted with positive identifications by credible witnesses.

### Class Notes:
1. **Elements of Crime:**
– **Kidnapping:** Deprivation of liberty (Article 267, Revised Penal Code; RA 7659).
–  **Murder:**  With  qualifying  circumstances  such  as  treachery,  evident  premeditation
(Article 248, Revised Penal Code).

2. **Circumstantial Evidence Standards (Rule 133, Sec.4):**
– Multiple circumstances.
– Facts from which the inference is derived proved.
– Circumstances collectively pointing to guilt beyond reasonable doubt.

3. **Penal Consequences:**
– **Homicide:** Article 249, Revised Penal Code; Indeterminate Sentence Law (minimum
from prision mayor, maximum from reclusion temporal).

### Historical Background:
This case took place against the backdrop of penal law reforms in the Philippines. During
the late ’90s, the justice system sought to impose stricter punishments for grave offenses
under Republic Act No. 7659, which restored the death penalty for heinous crimes including
murder. The case reflects the ongoing judicial efforts to distinguish, clarify, and correctly
classify  overlapping  and  related  criminal  acts.  The  Supreme  Court’s  procedural
considerations exemplify its commitment to accurate and fair adjudication and the emerging
refinement in criminal prosecution post-2000 procedural reforms.


