G.R. No. 140153. March 28, 2001 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Deogracias Jalon

### Facts:

On August 8, 1986, Deogracias Jalon and Tadios Magsalos were charged in the Regional
Trial Court of Misamis Oriental, Branch 21, Cagayan de Oro City, with the murder of
Pelarito Abujan, allegedly committed on May 28, 1986. Jalon was arrested on October 27,
1986, pleading not guilty during his arraignment. Magsalos was later detained in 1988, with
charges against him dismissed due to lack of evidence.

The case centered on the killing of Pelarito Abujan in Barangay Baikingon, Cagayan de Oro
City, by gunshot wounds. Witnesses for the prosecution, Allan Gamlot and Eddie Apus,
presented inconsistent testimonies about the events surrounding the murder. Despite their
testimonies and circumstantial evidence offered by the prosecution, contradicting details
emerged regarding the identity of the perpetrators and the sequence of events.

Jalon defended himself with an alibi, supported by the testimony of Engineer Romualdo
Gaylo, asserting his presence far from the crime scene at the time of the murder.

### Issues:

1. Whether the circumstantial evidence and testimony presented by the prosecution were
sufficient and credible for convicting Deogracias Jalon.

2. Whether the court erred in its appreciation of the prosecution’s evidence and the defense
of alibi presented by Jalon.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court reversed the decision of the trial court, acquitting Deogracias Jalon
based on reasonable doubt.

The Court found significant inconsistencies and contradictions in the testimonies of key
prosecution witnesses, undermining their credibility. The purported circumstantial evidence
failed to form an unbroken chain leading to an incontrovertible conclusion of Jalon’s guilt.

Further, it was noted that the defense of alibi, while usually weak, gained strength due to
the unreliable and conflicting prosecution evidence. Jalon’s immediate release was ordered
unless detained for another lawful cause.

### Doctrine:
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For circumstantial evidence to warrant conviction, it must:

1. Consist of more than one circumstance.

2. Be based on proven facts.

3. Exclusively point to the guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt.

### Class Notes:

- Conviction based on circumstantial evidence requires a high degree of certainty and an
unbroken chain of events that lead unerringly to the guilt of the accused.

- The identification of the accused as the perpetrator must be proven beyond reasonable
doubt.

- A defense of alibi can hold merit when prosecution evidence is weak or unreliable.

### Historical Background:

This case illustrates the importance of credible witness testimony and reliable
circumstantial evidence in criminal prosecutions. It underscores the principle that an
accused must be convicted on the strength of the prosecution’s evidence and not on the
weakness of the defense. The reversal of Jalon’s conviction highlights the critical role of the
Supreme Court in ensuring that justice prevails through meticulous examination of trial
court decisions.
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