G.R. No. L-27343. February 28, 1979 (Case Brief / Digest)

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

Facts:

1. On August 9, 1996, in the municipality of Siayan, Zamboanga del Norte, Titing Asenda
was watching a dance event alongside friends Alberto Asonda and Ernie Anggot.

2. Armando Rodas, Jose Rodas Sr., and their relatives Charlito Rodas and Jose Rodas ]Jr.
approached the victim carrying different weapons.

3. Charlito attacked Titing Asenda from behind with a hunting knife, followed by Armando
striking him on the nape with a chako. Jose Sr. then handed a bolo to Jose Jr., who hacked
Titing on the elbow.

4. Witnesses Asonda and Anggot tried to intervene but were threatened by Armando, who
fired a gunshot into the air.

5. Accused Charlito and Jose Jr. admitted guilt for homicide and were sentenced to lengthy
imprisonment and indemnifying the victim’s heirs.

6. Armando and Jose Sr. denied involvement, pleading innocence, and claiming they weren’t
present.

7. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Armando and Jose Sr. guilty of murder; the decision
was entirely affirmed by the Court of Appeals.

Procedural Posture:

- The RTC of Sindangan tried and convicted both Armando and Jose Sr.

- An appeal was lodged, sending the case to the Court of Appeals, which upheld the RTC’s
decision.

- A Notice of Appeal resulted in the case being raised to the Supreme Court.

Issues:

1. Whether Armando and Jose Sr. were present and participated in the attack on Titing
Asenda.

2. Whether the conviction was appropriately rendered for murder as opposed to a lesser
charge like homicide, particularly in regard with the presence of treachery and conspiracy
among the accused.

Court’s Decision:

1. The Supreme Court gave weight to prosecution testimonies, affirming that witnesses
indeed saw the accused commit the acts leading to the victim’s death. The court ruled out
any insufficiency of light or visibility as factors affecting identification.

2. Addressing treachery, the Court confirmed this was present due to the ambush nature,
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surprise, and scale of the attack, leaving the victim defenseless. Conspiracy was similarly
supported by cohesive actions undertaken by all accused.

3. Armando and Jose Sr.’s alibi failed since they did not corroborate any physical
impossibility of being present and contradicted themselves.

4. The defense argument contemplating the reduction to homicide failed; the qualifying
circumstance of treachery enhanced the crime to murder under the Revised Penal Code
Article 248.

5. The Supreme Court ruled both Armando and Jose Sr. were guilty beyond reasonable
doubt, maintaining reclusion perpetua (life imprisonment without parole).

Doctrine:

- Conspiracy establishes that all participants are equally accountable for the criminal act
committed, given collective aims and synchronized actions.

- The reiterated principle that alibi requires incontrovertible evidence of physical
impossibility at the crime scene.

- Treachery elevates homicide to murder when it methodically precludes the victim’s
defense mechanisms and abets the crime’s execution without risk to perpetrators.

Class Notes:

- Elements of Treachery: Surprise, no anticipation from the victim, ensures successful
execution.

- Conspiracy: Unified actions for a singular unlawful objective, legally imputing collective
responsibility.

- Legal Standard for Alibi: Must evidence absolute incapacity to rendezvous with the site of
the offense.

- Penal Code Art. 248 (Murder): Mandates reclusion perpetua/death; considerations of
treachery/other circumstances uplift homicide to murder.

Historical Background:

The case reflects heightened jurisprudence on the interpretation of conspiracy and
treachery in Philippine criminal law, highlighting the legal accountability and punishment of
group crimes under the Revised Penal Code amended by Republic Act No. 7659. It exhibited
the procedural development of raising appeals and interpreting testimonial reliability and
alibi defenses in a court of law.
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