G.R. NO. 175881. August 28, 2007 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines vs. Armando Rodas and Jose Rodas, Sr.

Facts:

On the night of August 9, 1996, in Siayan, Zamboanga del Norte, Titing Asenda was killed
during a benefit dance. Witnesses reported that Jose Rodas, Sr. and his sons—Charlito,
Armando, and Jose Jr.—surrounded Titing without warning. Charlito stabbed Titing with a
hunting knife, Armando struck him with a chako, and Jose Jr., handed a bolo by Jose, Sr.,
hacked him. Eyewitnesses Alberto Asonda and Ernie Anggot were nearby but were
prevented from aiding Titing by Armando, who fired a gun into the sky. Titing died from the
wounds.

The prosecution’s case was based on these eyewitness accounts. Before the prosecution
concluded, Charlito and Jose Jr. pleaded guilty to homicide and were sentenced accordingly.
Armando and Jose Sr. maintained their innocence, presenting alibis and denials. They
claimed either not to be present at the dance or, distanced from involvement, naming the
other accused as perpetrators.

The RTC convicted Armando and Jose Sr. of murder, citing credible eyewitness testimonies
and discrediting their alibis. They were sentenced to reclusion perpetua. This decision was
appealed to the Court of Appeals and affirmed in whole. Subsequently, they appealed to the
Supreme Court.

Issues:

1. Whether Armando and Jose Rodas, Sr. were present and participated in the attack at the
benefit dance.

2. Whether the crime committed should be qualified as homicide instead of murder,
questioning the presence of treachery.

Court’s Decision:

1. Presence and Participation: The Supreme Court found no reason to overturn the trial
court or appellate court decisions. The eyewitness accounts were deemed more credible
than the appellants’ conflicting testimonies. The presence of sufficient lighting at the scene
undermined their argument of misidentification.

2. Qualification of Crime: The Court upheld the murder conviction, relying on the evidence
of treachery—an unprovoked, sudden attack preventing defense by the victim. Absence of
other threats or disturbances further strengthened the element of surprise integral to
treachery. Other aggravating circumstances, such as evident premeditation and abuse of
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superior strength, were either unproven or absorbed in the finding of treachery.

Doctrine:

The case reiterated that positive identification by credible eyewitnesses outweighs denials
or alibis. The presence of treachery as a qualifying circumstance in murder requires a
sudden, unforeseen attack on an unsuspecting victim, not having an opportunity for self-
defense or retaliation.

Class Notes:

- Positive Identification: The credibility of eyewitnesses is pivotal when assessing witness
accounts versus denials or alibis.

- Treachery: Qualifies a killing as murder when a sudden attack leaves the victim
defenseless, regardless of forewarning.

- Alibi: Considered the weakest defense and must make it physically impossible for the
accused to be at the crime scene to succeed.

Historical Background:

The case highlights responses within the Philippine judicial system to heinous crimes,
focusing on the preservation of evidentiary standards in criminal convictions, particularly
concerning murder and its qualifying elements under the Revised Penal Code. The amended
provisions under Republic Act No. 7659 demonstrate statutory attempts to define and
penalize severe offenses with consistent judicial interpretation.
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