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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Felimon Serafin Y Vinegas

**Facts:**

The legal drama unfolded with the filing of an Information for Murder against Felimon
Serafin Y Vinegas, docketed as Crim. Case No. 2000-612 in the Regional Trial Court (RTC)
of Lucena City. The Information detailed the gruesome event that transpired on April 29,
2000, in Pagbilao, Quezon. Armed with a bolo and driven by intent to kill, Felimon allegedly
attacked  Sionita  Regalario-Porta  with  treachery  and  superior  strength,  causing  fatal
injuries.

At his arraignment on April 28, 2004, Felimon pleaded not guilty, setting the stage for a
dramatic court battle.

The prosecution, led by witnesses Jonathan Porta and Cherry Nesola, painted a vivid picture
of the crime. On the afternoon of April 29, 2000, Sionita and her son Jonathan visited a
neighbor’s house for vegetables. Felimon later arrived, demanding P20.00 from Sionita.
When she refused, a heated verbal exchange ensued, fueled by prior animosity between
their families. Felimon left, only to return with a bolo, unleashing a violent attack on Sionita,
stabbing her fatally before fleeing.

The defense offered a different narrative. Felimon claimed he spent that evening resting at
home after a long day of farming. A nearby commotion involving his partner and Sionita
drew him to the scene. A dispute escalated into a physical altercation, and Felimon testified
to defending against an attack from Sionita. After the altercation, he left with his partner,
later hearing calls for help for Sionita.

**Procedural Posture:**

Following the trial, the RTC convicted Felimon of Murder on May 29, 2017, sentencing him
to reclusion perpetua and ordering damages to Sionita’s heirs. The ruling underscored the
role  of  superior  strength in  the crime,  citing Felimon’s  use of  a  bolo  against  Sionita,
rendering her defenseless.

Felimon appealed the decision to the Court of Appeals (CA), which, on November 12, 2018,
upheld the RTC’s ruling with modifications to the damages awarded. Felimon then appealed
to the Supreme Court, prompting the case now under review.

**Issues:**
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1. Did the prosecution prove Felimon’s guilt for the crime of murder beyond a reasonable
doubt?

2. Was the aggravating circumstance of abuse of superior strength properly appreciated?

3. Were there credible inconsistencies in the testimonies of the prosecution witnesses?

**Court’s Decision:**

**Resolution of Issue 1:**

The Court affirmed Felimon’s conviction, upholding the elements for murder: the act of
killing, Felimon’s responsibility for the act, the qualifying circumstance of abuse of superior
strength, and the absence of parricide or infanticide.

**Resolution of Issue 2:**

The Court concurred with both lower courts, recognizing the abuse of superior strength.
Felimon’s  use  of  a  bolo  against  the  defenseless  Sionita  during  their  altercation
demonstrated  his  conscious  choice  to  exploit  his  physical  advantages.

**Resolution of Issue 3:**

Allegations  of  witness  inconsistencies  were  dismissed  as  minor  and  immaterial,  not
undermining the credibility of their testimonies. The Court emphasized that credible witness
testimony on material points suffices, even amid minor discrepancies.

**Doctrine:**

The case reiterates that for murder under Article 248 of  the Revised Penal  Code,  the
presence of qualifying circumstances, such as superior strength, distinguishes murder from
homicide. The conscious exploitation of such an advantage, demonstrated in the use of a
weapon by a stronger assailant against an unarmed victim, qualifies the act as murder.

**Class Notes:**

– Murder under Article 248 RPC requires (1) a killing, (2) done by the accused, (3) with
qualifying circumstances, and (4) not classified as parricide or infanticide.
– Abuse of superior strength involves wielding one’s physical advantages in a crime, often
noted in gender disparities and weapon use.
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– Minor inconsistencies in testimonies do not negate credibility if the core facts align.

**Historical Background:**

Within a broader historical  perspective,  the case highlights societal  tensions,  including
gender-based violence, prevalent in certain communities. The dynamics at play reflect a
continuum of domestic and community disputes escalating to fatal violence, illustrating a
persistent  challenge  within  Philippine  society  and  legal  systems  in  confronting  and
addressing domestic conflicts.


