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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Ramil Samolde y Tambunting and Armando Andres

### Facts:
On May 13, 1989, in Taytay, Rizal,  Police Corporal (P/Cpl.) Feliciano Nepomuceno was
murdered. Accused-appellant Ramil Samolde y Tambunting, along with Armando Andres,
was  implicated  in  the  crime.  Witnesses  testified  that  Samolde  had  a  grudge  against
Nepomuceno due to an incident where Nepomuceno allegedly beat Samolde while he was in
jail for chicken theft. On the evening of the murder, witness Ricardo Nepomuceno, the
victim’s  nephew,  testified  to  having  seen  Samolde  and  Andres  following  Feliciano
Nepomuceno. Later, Nepomuceno was attacked; Samolde held him while Andres stabbed
him and shot him with his own firearm. Feliciano Nepomuceno died from multiple gunshot
wounds.

Procedural Posture:
– On August 10, 1989, charges were filed against Samolde and Andres for murder.
– Both pleaded not guilty on November 29, 1989, and the trial ensued.
– Prosecution presented several witnesses, including forensic experts and police officers.
–  The trial  court  found Samolde and Andres  guilty  of  murder  and sentenced them to
reclusion perpetua with an order to pay P50,000 as civil indemnity.
– Samolde appealed the decision on grounds of complicit circumstantial evidence and a
claim of monetary coercion from Andres, while Andres did not appeal.

### Issues:
1. Was there sufficient evidence to establish the guilt of Ramil Samolde beyond a reasonable
doubt?
2. Were the constitutional rights of Samolde infringed during the custodial investigation,
rendering his extrajudicial confession inadmissible?
3.  Was  the  murder  committed  with  qualifying  circumstances  of  treachery  and evident
premeditation?
4. Is the civil indemnity and actual damages awarded by the trial court justified?

### Court’s Decision:
**Resolution of Legal Issues:**

**1. Sufficiency of Evidence:**
– The Court found that although the testimony of Ricardo Nepomuceno was dubious due to
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unexplained  delays  and  improbability  in  the  narrative,  other  evidence  was  sufficient.
Samolde’s own judicial confession and the forensic evidence sustained his guilt.

**2. Inadmissibility of Extrajudicial Confession:**
– The extrajudicial confession of Samolde was held inadmissible as it failed to comply with
constitutional requirements. Samolde wasn’t properly apprised of his rights in a manner
that conveyed meaningful information.

**3. Presence of Qualifying Circumstances:**
– The Court held that treachery was not substantiated. Ricardo’s testimony, which alleged
treacherous conduct,  was unreliable.  However,  the Court  found evident  premeditation;
Samolde and Andres planned the murder, demonstrated by their attempt to borrow a tear
gas gun to facilitate the crime and their deliberate execution of the plan.

**4. Civil Indemnity and Actual Damages:**
– The Court affirmed the P50,000 civil indemnity and granted an additional P23,800 actual
damages for funeral expenses, supported by receipts.

### Doctrine:
– **Judicial Confessions:** The presumption is no sane person would self-incriminate unless
it is true. Judicial admissions are of high evidentiary value.
– **Evident Premeditation:** Defined by cool thought and reflection over a period of time.
Evident premeditation involves deliberate and considered prior planning.
– **Inadmissibility of Confessions:** Custodial investigations require suspects be adequately
informed of their rights, more than a perfunctory recitation.

### Class Notes:
– **Key Elements of Murder:**
– **Qualified by Evident Premeditation:** Intent, planning, and sufficient lapse of time for
reflection.
– **Testimony Validity:** Unexplained delay in witness testimony impacts credibility.
– **Rights of the Accused (Art. III, §12, Constitution):**
– Right to remain silent.
– Warnings that statements can be used against them.
– Right to counsel, or court-appointed if indigent.
– **Damages:**
– **Civil Indemnity:** Automatically awarded for death.
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– **Actual Damages:** Must be substantiated with evidence, e.g., receipts.

### Historical Background:
In 1989, the Philippines was grappling with rampant incidents of police misconduct and
vigilante  justice.  This  case  illustrates  the  judicial  efforts  to  uphold  due  process  while
addressing  severe  crimes  involving  law  enforcement  officers.  The  emphasis  on
constitutional  rights  during custodial  investigations  highlights  post-dictatorship  reforms
toward strengthening human rights protections within the criminal justice system.


