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BRUSELAS, JR. J.:

Before usfor review isaDecision[1] that found the accused-appellant Jerry Apolinario y Bandillon (* Apolinario”
for brevity) guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of Homicide, the decretal portion of which reads as
follows:

“WHEREFORE, judgment is hereby rendered convicting the accused Jerry Apolinario as principa in the
crime of Homicide and he is sentenced to suffer the indeterminate penalty of eight (8) years and one (1) day of
prision mayor as minimum, to fourteen (14) years, eight (8) months and one (1) day of reclusion temporal
medium, as maximum.

Accused is also ordered to pay the heirs of the victim, P 50,000.00 as civil indemnity, P 50,000.00 for moral
damages and P 43,678.00 as actual damages and pay the costs.

SO ORDERED.”[2]

On 01 December 2010, an Information for Homicide was filed against the accused-appellant Apolinario, the
accusatory portion of which reads:

“That on or about November 28, 2010, in the City of Manila, Philippines, the said accused, with intent to kill,
did then and there willfully, unlawfully and feloniously attack, assault and use personal violence upon one
MARLON PASCUA y ECHAVEZ, by then and there stabbing him on the right side of his body, thereby
inflicting upon said MARLON PASCUA y ECHAVEZ fatal stab wound, which was the direct and immediate
cause of his death thereafter.

Contrary to law.”[3]
When arraigned, Apolinario pleaded “Not Guilty” to the charge.
At the pretrial conference, the parties stipulated on the jurisdiction of the court and the identity of the accused.

The prosecution presented the testimonies of: (1) Domingo Gadon (*Gadon”); (2) Alky Infante (*Infante”); (3)
Dolores Pascua; (4) Lovelita Pascua; and (5) Dra. Angelica Oropilla and offered its documentary evidence. The
defense, on the other hand, presented the testimonies of: (1) Roxanne Flores (“Flores’); (2) Patricia Joy Fuentes
(“Fuentes’);(3) accused-appellant Apolinario; and (4) Elizabeth Apolinario and offered in evidence their
documentary as well. The defense also offered its documentary evidence as well.

The facts of the case as gathered from the records are as follows:

On 28 November 2010, Infante, together with his friends, Joven Jalocon, Eduard Gapas and Carlo Palileo, were
having a drinking spree in front of Infante's house at 1201 Narciso Street, Pandacan, Manila when Hero Osongco
(“Osongco”) and his girlfriend passed by.[4] After Osongco noticed that Infante and his group were looking at
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him and his girlfriend while the two (2) of them were arguing, Osongco confronted Infante and his group and
said, “Huwag kayong makialam sa away namin.”[5] Osongco then uttered invectives against Infante and his
friends. Osongco also threatened that he will get back at Infante's group and left. A few minutes later, Osongco
returned with his girlfriend. He then cursed at and threw invectives against Infante and his friends.[6]

Osongco's action angered Infante and his gang. As Infante and his friends approached Osongco to talk, the latter
ran away. Infante and his friends then ran after Osongco and a chase ensued.[ 7]

In the middle of the chase, Osongco entered a canteen and hid himself. Barangay Kagawads Boyong Simbillo and
Jong Flores thereafter arrived and tried to convince Osongco to get out of the canteen.[8] Osongco went out of the
canteen but instead of calming down, he once again threw invectives against Infante and his group. Osongco even
uttered, “Maghintay kayo, babalikan ko kayo.”[9]

Once again angered by Osongco's threats, Infante and his group chased Osongco.[10] At this point, Marlon
Pascua (“ Pascua’), Infante's cousin, had followed Infante and his group and joined them in the chase.[11]

As Infante's group proceeded to chase Osongco, appellant Apolinario, who was a Barangay Kagawad, blocked
their way and introduced himself as such.[12] Apolinario thereafter launched a fan knife and attempted to stab
Infante but to no avail. Infante fell to the ground and Pascua helped him stand up and the two started to run away
from Apolinario.[13]

Unknown to Infante, Pascua was left behind. A kid then called out to Infante and shouted that Pascua was being
stabbed. Infante stopped, turned around and saw that Apolinario was on top of Pascua and that the former stabbed
the latter.[14]

Infante then helped Pascua and they proceeded to walk to the direction of Gadon who was along Narciso Street.
Infante allowed Pascua to walk by himself to Narciso St. while he and his group ran after Apolinario.[15] Pascua
then walked up to Gadon who was standing near his tricycle. Upon seeing the victim Pascua, Gadon immediately
noticed the victim's wound.[ 16]

Pascua then requested Gadon to bring him to the hospital to which request the latter acceded. As they were on
their way to the hospital, Pascua disclosed to Gadon that it was Apolinario who stabbed him.[17]

After bringing Pascua to Sta. Ana Hospital, Gadon then called the victim's mother, Dolores Pascua, to inform her
of what had happened to her son.[18] When the victim's mother arrived at the hospital, the victim Pascua was
aready lying on a hospital bed. Dolores approached her son and asked what had happened and who stabbed him.
Pascuareplied that it was Jerry who stabbed him.[19] Jerry is the same Kagawad Jerry Apolinario.

Pascua was then brought to the operating room where he died.[20] An autopsy was conducted and which autopsy
report indicated that the victim died from a stab wound at his right lumbar area.[21]

Pascua's wife, Lovelita Pascua testified with respect to the hospitalization and funeral expenses that she incurred
by reason of Pascuas death: 1) blood that was needed by her husband for the operation which amounted to P
1,500.00; 2) wake expenses for nine days amounting to a total of P 46,602.00; 3) cemetery lot at Manila South
Cemetery amounting to P 6,000.00; 4) funeral service amounting to P 20,000.00; and 5) payment for the place of
the wake amounting to P 12,500.00.

Dra. Angelica Oropilla testified that she conducted an autopsy of the body of Pascua and that she prepared the
Autopsy Report No. N-10-1046, the Certification of Death, the Anatomic Diagram and the Certificate of
Post-Mortem Examination of Pascua.

The defense, on the other hand, adopted a different version of the facts. Apolinario claimed that on November 28,
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2010, at around 9:00 to 11:00 in the evening, he and his wife were at home celebrating their wedding anniversary
with a mucho-sized Red Horse Beer; that he was suddenly fetched by the cousin of Osongco to pacify Infante at
Theodora San Luis near Zamora in Dambana as he was then a Barangay Kagawad; that at the place of the
incident, he found two warring groups; that in order to pacify them, he blocked the way of Infante by embracing
him; that Infante, however, removed his shirt and boxed him (Apolinario) on his mouth; that he was not able to
retaliate because Infante's group ran away and his wife got hold of him; that he and his wife then proceeded to
their house; that while he and his wife were on their way home, the latter informed him that she saw somebody
got stabbed; that while he was slegping, Barangay Chairman Antonio Lilac, together with some policemen caused
his arrest; that he voluntarily went with the policemen to the precinct and was subjected to a medical examination;
and that he was later detained at the Homicide Section of Western Police District at U.N. Avenue.

On cross-examination, Apolinario mentioned that two to three months prior to the stabbing incident, he came to
know the victim, Pascua, at the Barangay Hall of Barangay 847 because his nephew became an accused in a case
filed by Pascua; and that he knew Infante because of a basketball game but that he did not know Gadon.

Defense witness Flores, an SK Chairman of Barangay 847, narrated that on the date and time of the incident, she
was with her fellow SK Kagawad Ella Perez at Jacinto Zamora Park sitting and waiting for her father who was
called by a certain Ate Ella who was a Baranagay Tanod in their place because her father, who was then a
Barangay Kagawad, was asked to fetch Osongco who was at the canteen; that her father was able to fetch
Osongco and while they were passing by the park, three (3) men arrived; that somebody then shouted that there
were people at the back of Osongco and flower pots were thrown by a certain Marlon and his companions at
Osongco's direction; that she saw a flower pot thrown at Osongco but that it hit instead her father's nape; that the
two groups, particularly the Central group consisting of three (3) males and the group of Osongco aso consisting
of three (3) males, fought each other; and that she could no longer see these persons after the incident.[22]

Flores added that Apolinario had pacified Infante while Osongco and his group ran away after they were pacified;
that Osongco's girlfriend was shouting and was about to embrace her boyfriend when they got hold of her and
brought her inside the park; that she then saw Marlon running towards Central Street followed by Osongco who
was carrying a bladed weapon; and that Osongco was able to thrust his knife at Marlon's right shoulder who fell
on his knees but was able to stand up and continue running.[ 23]

On cross-examination, Flores mentioned that the accused was a friend of her father and that he was a Kagawad at
their place; that she did not know the victim but only came to know him on the night of the incident because the
victim's friends went in front of their house and asked Kagawad Apolinario to get out of his house; that they were
talking about Marlon; and that at the time of the commotion, it was only his father who was there as a Kagawad of
the barangay; and that a Barangay Tanod merely called Apolinario to respond to the place of the incident.[24]

Defense witness Fuentes, on the other, who was then fourteen years old, testified that in the evening of the
stabbing incident, she was buying viand at the carinderia along Central Steet when a commotion transpired
between Osongco, Pascua and a certain JR;[25] that they were pacified by their kagawads and Osongco was
supposed to be brought to their place when three persons suddenly approached them;[26] that Apolinario then
introduced himself as a Barangay Kagawad and pacified the three persons; that one of the three persons suddenly
boxed Apolinario on his mouth while the two others went to where Osongco was and mauled the latter;[27] that
one of the two persons ran away and it was Pascua who was left behind; that Pascua fell down then a cousin of
Osongco, a certain Kim, handed Osongco a bladed weapon with which Pascua was stabbed as he attempted to
stand up and run; that Osongco then ran towards their place but he did not pursue Pascua anymore; and that a
certain barangay kagawad Joe held and pacified Apolinario.[28]
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On cross-examination, Fuentes added that she did not know the reason why there was a commotion but she knew
that Osongco was aone and was attacked by three (3) persons whom she did not know; that Osongco was the one
who stabbed a man wearing a black shirt whom she later identified to be Pascua at the time she executed her
affidavit; that Osongco was now in hiding; that at the police station, she was informed that there were two (2)
conflicting versions of the incident; and that other persons were pointing to Apolinario as the perpetrator of the
crime while the others were pointing to Osongco.[29]

Elizabeth Apolinario, the appellant's wife, testified that on November 28, 2010 at or about 9:00 to 11:00 in the
evening, she and her husband Jerry Apolinario were drinking one bottle of Red Horse Mucho when a certain King
Osongco, a cousin of Hero Osongco, arrived at their house to summon Jerry to pacify a commotion. Her husband
then left the house, but she followed him to Dambana at Jacinto Zamora. She saw Jerry Apolinario pacify Infante
but that the latter suddenly boxed the former; that she requested Apolinario to return home because the group of
Infante as well as that of Osongco were throwing flower pots at the people pacifying the fight, more particulary
Kagawad Sumbillo, Bogga and Kagawad Jong Flores; and that at the time Apolinario was pacifying Infante, she
saw Osongco with aknife and after that he was gone and was never seen.[30]

The tria court then rendered the assailed decision which found Apolinario guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the
crime of Homicide under the Revised Penal Code. The trial court gave full faith and credit to the evidence of the
prosecution. Invoking his innocence, Apolinario appeals his conviction before the Court and seeks his acquittal by
raising the following assignment of errors:

“I.
THE HONORABLE REGIONAL TRIAL COURT ERRED IN FINDING THAT THE STATEMENTS OF
THE VICTIM MARLON PASCUA ARE PART OF THE RES GESTAE;

I.THE HONORABLE REGIONAL TRIAL COURT ERRED WHEN IT CONSIDERED THE
INCONSISTENT STATEMENTS OF THE PROSECUTION WITNESS ALKY INFANTE; and

[1I.THE HONORABLE REGIONAL TRIAL COURT ERRED WHEN IT DID NOT CONSIDER THE
CLEAR AND EQUIVOCAL STATEMENTS OF DEFENSE WITNESSES FLORES AND FUENTES.”

We find the instant appeal to be devoid of merit.

In pursuit of his assertion that Pascuas statements cannot be considered part of the res gestae, the appellant
Apolinario argues that from the time Pascua was aided by Gadon until the former was endorsed to the hospital for
medical aid, Gadon never suspected the physical condition of the victim. Gadon even testified that he did not
notice that the victim was mortally wounded, as the latter went out of the tricycle all by himself, unaided; and that
Gadon even remarked that the victim Pascua looked strong. Apolinario further contends that the victim was not
laboring under the impression that he was about to die soon; therefore, his statements cannot be considered as part
of the res gestae.

The foregoing argument appears to be convoluted because it invokes the res gestae principle but at the same time
marshalls support that would be appropriate to attack the dying declaration rule. Both “part of the res gestag” and
“dying declaration” are exceptions to the hearsay rule but they are grounded on different propositions.

Section 42 of Rule 130 of the Rules of Court, reads thus:

“Sec. 42. Part of the res gestae. - Statements made by a person while a startling occurrence is taking place or
immediately prior or subsequent thereto with respect to the circumstances thereof, may be given in evidence as
part of the res gestae. So aso, statements accompanying an equivocal act material to the issue, and giving it a
legal significance, may be received as part of the res gestae.”
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As an exception to the hearsay rule, al that is required for the admissibility of a given statement to be considered
as part of the res gestae, is that it be made under the influence of a startling event witnessed by the person who
made the declaration before he had time to think and make up a story, or to concoct or contrive a falsehood, or to
fabricate an account, and without any undue influence in obtaining it, aside from referring to the event in question
or its immediate attending circumstances. In sum, there are three requisites to admit evidence as part of the res
gestae: (1) that the principal act, the res gestae, be a startling occurrence; (2) the statements were made before the
declarant had the time to contrive or devise a falsehood; and (3) that the statements must concern the occurrence
in question and its immediate attending circumstances.[31]

All these requisites are present in the case under review. First, when Pascua gave the identity of his assailant,
Apolinario, to prosecution witness Gadon, he was referring to a startling occurrence which was his having been
stabbed by Apolinario. Second, immediately thereafter, while under the influence of the startling occurrence and
while on the way to the hospital, the victim spontaneously uttered without any prior opportunity to contrive a
story, that it was Apolinario who stabbed him. Third, Pascua's utterance about Apolinario's act of stabbing him
was made at the spur of the moment and in reaction to the startling occurrence. The statement was relevant
because it identified Apolinario as the perpetrator. Hence, witness Gadon's statement was correctly appreciated as
part of the res gestae by the court a quo.

The term res gestae has been defined as *those circumstances which are the undesigned incidents of a particular
litigated act and which are admissible when illustrative of such act.”[32] In a general way, res gestae refers to the
circumstances, facts, and declarations that grow out of the main fact and serve to illustrate its character and are so
spontaneous and contemporaneous with the main fact as to exclude the idea of deliberation and fabrication.[33]
The rule on res gestae encompasses the exclamations and statements made by either the participants, victims, or
spectators to a crime immediately before, during, or immediately after the commission of the crime when the
circumstances are such that the statements were made as a spontaneous reaction or utterance inspired by the
excitement of the occasion and there was no opportunity for the declarant to deliberate and to fabricate a false
statement.[34] The test of admissibility of evidence as a part of the res gestae is, therefore, whether the act,
declaration, or exclamation is so intimately interwoven or connected with the principal fact or event that it
characterizes as to be regarded as a part of the transaction itself, and also whether it clearly negatives any
premeditation or purpose to manufacture testimony.[35]

We find it immaterial whether or not the victim was in the point of death when he told Gadon that it was
Apolinario who stabbed him. It was not established that the same statement was uttered at the point of death and
with consciousness of that fact due to the serious nature of the victim's wound. The prosecution was not anyway
claiming that Pascua's statement be treated as a dying declaration.

The foregoing evidence had sufficiently satisfied, with moral and legal certainty, Apolinario's guilt in the
commission of the crime of homicide.

The defense speculates that prosecution witness Gadon was beholden to the victim to the point that he may have
perjured himself when he claimed that it was Apolinario who stabbed the victim. We cannot, however, give
weight to the foregoing claim without any evidence to support such sheer speculation. Gadon's testimony on
cross-examination disclosed nothing that even remotely suggests such a conjecture.

Apolinario likewise argues that statements of Infante are self-serving, inconsistent and perjured because Infante is
the cousin of the victim; that the claim that Infante and group only consumed one (1) bottle of Red Horse Beer is
incredible; that Infante and his group did not provoke Osongco for the latter to curse in retaliation defies human
experience for no person aready agitated by a quarrel with his girlfriend would snap back in anger without any
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provocation; that Infante seemed to focus only on the stabbing incident is quite revealing of his bias; that Infante
perjured himself when he claimed that Apolinario lunged at him with a knife; and that if it were true that
Apolinario was in any way guilty, it would have been Infante as his target.

Apolinario further contends he became merely a convenient fall guy held to answer for the missing assailant, who
the defense theorizes to be Osongco; that the statements of defense witnesses Fuentes and Flores should be
accepted as the true and correct version of the facts; and that his not having taken flight, even if it was made
known to him that he was suspected of committing the crime, should be considered in his favor.

We restate here the long held principle that the trial court's factual findings, including the assessment of the
credibility of the witnesses, the probative weight of their testimonies, and the conclusions drawn from the factual
findings are accorded great respect and even conclusive effect.

We find that no evil motive has been established against the prosecution witnesses that might have prompted them
to incriminate the appellant to falsely testify against him. When there is no showing that the witnesses for the
prosecution were actuated with improper motive, the presumption is that the witnesses were not so actuated and
their testimonies are thus entitled to full faith and credit.[36] We must remember that appellant Apolinario was
then a Barangay Kagawad in his area, a government functionary generally treated by barangay residents with
respect, if not fear, because of his part in the maintenance of peace and order in their neighborhood.

Worth reiterating is the doctrine that in the absence of a cogent reason to disturb the findings of the trial court, the
Court accords respect to the assessment of the trial court as to the credibility of witnesses for it is the trial court
that observed the demeanor of the witnesses.[37] Without any showing that the trial court overlooked material
facts or gravely abused its discretion, we find no compelling reason to interfere with its assessment of the
credibility of eyewitnesses.[38]

We however do not agree with the court a quo's imposition of actual damages in the amount of P 43,678.00. To
seek recovery of actual damages, it is necessary to prove the actual amount of loss with reasonable degree of
certainty premised upon competent proof and on the best evidence obtainable.[39] In the case under review only
the following expenses were supported by official receipts and service contract: 1) the cemetery lot in the amount
of P 6,000.00;[40] 2) the funeral service contract in the amount of P 20,000.00;[41] and 3) payment for the place
where the wake was held in the amount of P 12,500.00,[42] or for the total amount of P 38,500.00.

The award of P 50,000.00 for death indemnity is sustained for it is automatically imposed against the accused
without need of proof other than the fact of commission of murder or homicide.[43] The automatic award of civil
indemnity imposed by the courts for the felonious or quasi-delictual death of a human being, which is currently
fixed at P 50,000.00, is well-settled as its imposition is not so much to favor the survivors of the victim but to
highlight the value and significance of human life.

We likewise sustain the award of P 50,000.00 representing moral damages. Reasonable moral damages would
justly assuage the mental anguish and emotional sufferings of the surviving family of the victim.[44] The amount
of P 50,000.00 is reasonable as moral damages pursuant to prevailing jurisprudence.[45]

We find that the court a quo correctly applied the indeterminate sentence law when it imposed the penalty of
imprisonment of EIGHT (8) YEARS and ONE (1) DAY of Prision Mayor, as minimum, to FOURTEEN (14)
YEARS, EIGHT (8) MONTHS and ONE (1) DAY of Reclusion Temporal medium, as maximum, against the
accused-appellant Apolinario for the crime proven. Said penalty is within the range of the penalties that may be
imposed, given the attendant circumstances.

In addition and in conformity with current policy, we also impose on al the monetary awards for damages an
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interest at the legal rate of six percent (6%) from date of finality of the decision until full payment.[46]

WHEREFORE, in the light of the foregoing, the appea of the accused-appellant is DISMISSED. The decision
appealed from is AFFIRMED with MODIFICATION that the award of actual damages is reduced to P 38,500.00
and all awards shall bear interest at 6% per annum from the finality of the decision until full payment.

IT ISO ORDERED.

Reyes, Jr., P.J., (Chairperson) and Gaerlan, J., concur.

[1] Written by Judge Reynaldo G. Ros of Branch 33, Regional Trial Court of Manila in Criminal Case No.
10-280137 dated August 22, 2012; Records, pp. 163-170

[2] Records, p. 170.

[3] Ibid, p. 1.

[4] TSN dated 09 March 2011, p. 19.
[5] Ibid, p. 32-33.

[6] Ibid, pp. 34-35.

[7] Ibid, pp. 35-36.

[8] Ibid, p. 39

[9] Ibid, p. 42.

[10] TSN dated 09 March 2011, p. 21.
[11] Ibid, p. 40.

[12] Ibid, p. 44.

[13] Ibid, p. 46.

[14] Ibid, pp. 45-46.

[15] Ibid, pp. 51-52.

[16] Ibid, pp. 5, 10-11.

[17] TSN dated 09 March 2011, p. 6.
[18] Ibid, p. 15.

[19] TSN dated 30 March 2011, pp. 6-7.
[20] Ibid, pp. 9-10.

[21] Records, p. 104.

[22] TSN dated April 13, 2012, pp. 5-8.
[23] Ibid, pp. 8-11.

[24] TSN dated April 13, 2012, pp. 13-20.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 7 of 9
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE, VS. JER...

[25] Ibid, pp. 22-23.
[26] Ibid, pp. 23-24.
[27] Ibid, pp. 24-25.
[28] Ibid, pp. 25-26.
[29] TSN dated April 13, 2012, pp. 29-33.
[30] TSN dated May 21, 2012, pp. 20-27.

[31] Belbis, Jr. v. People, G.R. No. 181052, November 14, 2012, 685 SCRA 518; People v. Salafranca, G.R. No.
173476, February 22, 2012, 666 SCRA 501.

[32] People v. Salafranca, supraat footnote 31.

[33] Ibid; People v. Gatarin, G.R. No. 198022, April 7, 2014; Peoplev. Villarico, G.R. No. 158362, April 4, 2011,
647 SCRA 43.

[34] Marturillasv. People, G.R. No. 163217, April 18, 2006, 487 SCRA 273.
[35] People v. Gatarin, supra at footnote 33; and People v. Salafranca, supra at footnote 31.

[36] People v. Corfin,, G.R. No. 131478, April 11, 2002, 380 SCRA 504, citing People v. Gallarde, G.R. No.
133025, February 17, 2000, 325 SCRA 835.

[37] People v. Tagana, G.R. No. 133027, March 4, 2004, 424 SCRA 620.

[38] People v. Macaliag, G. R No. 130655, August 9, 2000, 337 SCRA 502.

[39] Cabuslay v. People, G.R. No. 129875, September 30, 2005, 471 SCRA 241.
[40] Records, p. 86.

[41] Ibid, p. 87.

[42] Ibid, p. 88.

[43] Razon v. People, G.R. No. 158053, June 21, 2007, 525 SCRA 284.

[44] People v. Salafranca, supra at footnote 31.

[45] Ibid.

[46] People v. Gatarin, supra at footnote 33, citing People v. Camat, G.R. No. 188612, July 30, 2012, 677 SCRA
640; Peoplev. Concillado, G.R. No. 181204, November 28, 2011, 661 SCRA 363.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 8 of 9
Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE, VS. JER...

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor everyone.

More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came fromit.

Audio case-brief lectures.

Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.

Complete, sequenced courses for al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull law-school curriculum.

One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock examsthat tell you whereyou stand.

Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keepsyou on pace.

Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org

The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 9 of 9
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



