G.R. No. 213080. May 03, 2021 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
People of the Philippines v. Petrus Yau and Susana Yau y Sumogba

### Facts:

This case involves the kidnapping for ransom of Alastair Joseph Onglingswam on January 20,
2004, by Petrus Yau and Susana Yau y Sumogba. Alastair, a US-based lawyer and
businessman, was abducted while riding a taxi driven by Petrus near SM Megamall,
Mandaluyong City. He was sedated, handcuffed, and detained for 22 days in a house owned
by Susana in Cavite, demanding a $600,000 ransom. Alastair’s family was contacted for
ransom, leading them to inform the US Embassy and subsequently the Philippine National
Police (PNP). After a series of events including ransom payments and police investigation,
Alastair was rescued on February 11, 2004, leading to the arrest of Petrus Yau and later
Susana Yau. They were charged, tried, and the Regional Trial Court (RTC) convicted Petrus
as principal and Susana as an accomplice. The Court of Appeals affirmed the RTC’s
decision.

### Issues:

1. Whether the arrest of Petrus Yau and Susana Yau was legal.

2. Whether the identification of Petrus and Susana Yau as the perpetrators was established
with certainty.

3. Whether the conviction of Petrus Yau as the principal and Susana Yau as an accomplice in
the crime of kidnapping for ransom was supported by sufficient evidence.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the Court of Appeals’ decision with modifications on the
damages awarded. The court held that:

- The arrest of the accused-appellants did not taint their conviction since any defect in their
warrantless arrest was deemed waived when they entered their pleas without objections.

- The identification of Petrus and Susana Yau by the prosecution was credible and sufficient,
reinforced by circumstantial evidence leading to their undeniable involvement.

- Petrus Yau was properly convicted as the principal offender, with overwhelming evidence
proving his direct involvement. Susana Yau’s conviction as an accomplice was supported by
her actions that indirectly but knowingly assisted in the commission of the crime.

### Doctrine:
The doctrine solidified in this case involves the conditions under which circumstantial
evidence can lead to a conviction—a combination of established circumstances that leads to
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the guilt of the accused beyond a reasonable doubt, specifically in kidnapping for ransom
cases.

### Class Notes:

- The legality of arrests and its implications on court jurisdiction over accused persons.

- Positive identification versus the defense of alibi in establishing the credibility of witnesses
and sufficiency of evidence.

- Delineating the line between principal and accomplice in crimes involving multiple
participants.

- The use of circumstantial evidence to establish guilt beyond reasonable doubt.

- The apportionment of civil liabilities based on the degree of participation in the crime.

### Historical Background:

This case reflects ongoing efforts to address serious crimes in the Philippines like
kidnapping for ransom, emphasizing the judicial process from arrest to conviction. It
highlights the collaboration between victims’ families, law enforcement agencies, and
international bodies such as the US Embassy, showcasing the complex dynamics of
addressing cross-border crimes involving nationals from different countries.
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