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**Title**: Ramon Amparo y Ibañez v. People of the Philippines (806 Phil. 297)

**Facts**:

1. **Incident Overview**: On April 26, 2007, at T. Mapua Street, Sta. Cruz, Manila, Ramon
Amparo y Ibañez (Amparo) and three other accused (Ahmed Alcubar, Roberto Guarino, and
Juanito Salmeo) were implicated in a robbery. They boarded a jeepney armed with bladed
weapons. Guarino declared a hold-up while Alcubar pointed a knife at the victim, Raymond
Ignacio, demanding his mobile phone and necklace.

2.  **Commotion and Arrest**:  A commotion,  including a gunshot,  startled the robbers.
Police officer SPO3 Renato Perez fired a warning shot, causing the robbers to drop their
knives. The suspects were handcuffed and arrested.

3.  **Identification and Evidence**:  Ignacio identified Alcubar and Guarino as the main
actors in the crime. He also identified Amparo and Salmeo as those who sat in the front
seat, witnessing them place knives on the bench after the gunshot. SPO3 Perez retrieved
weapons from all four men.

**Procedural Posture**:

1.  **Trial  Court**:  The suspects were charged with and tried for robbery in band. All
pleaded not guilty. On March 3, 2010, the Manila Regional Trial Court found all accused
guilty and sentenced them to an indeterminate prison term of 4 years and 2 months to 10
years.

2.  **Court  of  Appeals**:  Amparo  appealed,  arguing  insufficient  evidence  of  his  active
participation. On January 31, 2012, the Court of Appeals upheld the conviction, emphasizing
Amparo’s presence and seizure of a knife.

3. **Supreme Court**: Amparo filed a Petition for Review with the Supreme Court, arguing
lack of direct incriminating evidence and improper recovery of the weapon.

**Issues**:

1. **Existence of Conspiracy**: Whether the courts erred in finding Amparo guilty based on
conspiracy.

2. **Sufficiency of Evidence**: Whether the evidence presented was enough to establish
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beyond reasonable doubt Amparo’s participation in the robbery.

3. **Proper Sentencing**: Whether the correct penalties were imposed based on established
guidelines.

**Court’s Decision**:

1. **Existence of Conspiracy**: The Supreme Court held that conspiracy can be inferred
from collective action, and the prosecution showed common unlawful intent among the
accused. The actions of sitting armed and dropping weapons when caught were indicative of
conspiracy.

2. **Sufficiency of Evidence**: Despite Ignacio not seeing Amparo’s actions directly during
the  robbery,  the  circumstantial  evidence,  including  witness  testimony  and  recovery  of
weapons, sufficiently linked Amparo to the robbery.

3.  **Proper  Sentencing**:  The  penalty  imposed  by  the  trial  court  was  modified.  The
Supreme Court adjusted the penalty to 6 years and 1 day as minimum to 9 years and 4
months as maximum in line with the Indeterminate Sentence Law, thus invalidating the
initial improper sentence by the trial court.

4. **Release Order**: Due to the expiration of the maximum sentence, Amparo was ordered
released unless held for another lawful cause.

**Doctrine**:

– **Conspiracy in Robbery**: Conspiracy does not necessitate direct participation but can be
inferred from the collective actions and mutual intent towards committing the crime.
–  **Circumstantial  Evidence**:  A  series  of  facts,  though individually  insufficient,  when
considered together, can be sufficient to prove guilt beyond reasonable doubt.
– **Proper Application of Penalty**: Sentencing must align with the statutory guidelines and
consider  the  prescribed  ranges  under  the  Revised  Penal  Code  and  the  Indeterminate
Sentence Law.

**Class Notes**:

– **Robbery (RPC Art. 293-296)**: Defined as taking personal property through violence or
intimidation, with increased penalties for crimes committed by a “band” (four or more
armed malefactors).
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– **Conspiracy**: Established through collective illegal action indicative of a common plan.
– **Circumstantial Evidence**: Legally accepted to prove guilt, emphasizing the importance
of cumulative facts over isolated instances.
– **Sentencing Guidelines**: Ensure alignment with Article 294-296 of the Revised Penal
Code and consider mitigating/aggravating circumstances under the Indeterminate Sentence
Law.

**Historical Background**:

The case is situated within the ongoing efforts to combat street crimes and emphasize
procedural  integrity  in  the  Philippine  criminal  justice  system.  It  underscores  rigorous
application of the law to discourage band-related robberies that were prevalent during the
period. The context also highlights the judicial system’s protocol, from trial courts through
appellate  up  to  the  Supreme  Court,  for  handling  criminal  cases  involving  multiple
defendants and complex factual matrices.


