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PARDO, J.:

The Case

Appeal via certiorari from the decision of the Court of Appeals[1] affirming that of the trial court[2] finding
petitioner guilty beyond reasonable doubt of homicide and sentencing him to an indeterminate penalty of ten (10)
years of prision mayor as minimum, to sixteen (16) years of reclusion temporal, as maximum, to indemnify the
heirs of the deceased Raul Batulan in the amount of P50,000.00 and another P50,000.00 as moral damages[3] and
to pay the costs.

The Facts

The facts, as found by the Court of Appeals, are as follows:

“On the night of January 31, 1993, prosecution witness Judy Rom y Mancila was watching basketball at the
basketball court in Sobrecaray, Barrio Obrero, Davao City when a commotion suddenly ensued. Approaching
the site of the commotion, he saw accused-appellant Antonieto Labong holding a handgun and dragging the
victim Raul Batulan with his right arm locked around the victim’s neck. At the same instance, Antonieto’s
brothers Ferdinand and Aplonieto were pushing Batulan toward an abandoned CAFGU outpost a few meters
away from the court. Being the Lupong Tagapayapa of the barangay, the witness approached the group and
introduced himself as such. Appellant warned him not to interfere “as they were all members of the CSU.”
Appellant and his co-accused Ferdinand then pounded the victim’s head with their handguns. It was at this
instance that accused Aplonieto stabbed the victim several times in the stomach with the use of a Batangas
knife. Inspite of his injuries, the victim managed to get hold of a gun and fire the same.

The witness took cover and then he saw Aplonieto and Ferdinand help each other carry the appellant to bring
the latter to a hospital on board a flagged public utility vehicle. After that, Judy Rom sought the help of
neighbors and brought the dying victim to a hospital where he was pronounced dead on arrival.

“Medico Legal Officer Danilo Ledesma of the Davao City Health Office conducted a post-mortem
examination of the victim and submitted a necropsy report concluding that the latter died from “hemorrhage,
severe, secondary to multiple stab wounds” (Exhibits A and B, pp. 31-32, Record).

“Only the accused-appellant was arrested, and he pleaded “not guilty” at the arraignment. Trial proper
followed as to him alone because his two co-accused remain at large to this date.

“As expected, the accused-appellant’s version of the incident is diametrically opposed to that of the
prosecution. According to him, on the night of January 31, 1993, he was at the basketball court at Sobrecaray
Street to watch a game between the Tago team led by his brother Ferdinand and the Lizada team. As the
Lizada team failed to arrive, the accused together with his neighbors from the Tago team decided to bet in a
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shooting game. As accused Antonieto was participating in the shooting game, he joked that “since I cannot
beat you in the shooting we might as well do it in boxing.” Raul Batulan accepted his challenge and said,
“let’s fight”. At first, the accused did not mind the victim but when the latter repeated the words let’s fight,
Antonieto approached Raul and explained that what he uttered was merely a joke, intended for his neighbors
from the Tago team. The accused narrated that he went back to the court but the victim followed him so he
introduced himself as Antonieto Labong alias Oniet, a member of the same barangay and extended his hand for
a handshake but the victim resisted. The, the appellant went back to the court to shoot balls but he noticed that
Raul was following him wherever he went. Oniet explained that he was really scared of Raul’s behavior so he
asked for a barangay captain or any barangay official to settle their differences; however, there was none and
so he invited the victim to go to the Sta. Ana Station and to talk things over. As the appellant placed his arm
around the victim’s shoulder, the latter swung the former’s right arm and immediately pulled a gun and fired
two (2) successive shots hitting the accused at the left eyebrow, causing the latter to lose his consciousness.
The rest of the accused’s testimony concerns the injuries he suffered as a result of the gunshot wounds and the
ordeal he underwent by reason thereof.

“Defense witness Maria Luisa Suico merely corroborated the testimony of the appellant. She testified that
upon hearing two (2) successive gunshots, she saw Ferdinand Labong together with four (4) others rush toward
the victim. Ferdinand grabbed Batulan’s right arm, but the latter swung his arm at the former, and Ferdinand
fell. Afterwards, the accused’s four other companions ganged up on the victim ad when the latter fell, one of
them stabbed Raul and then the four ran away.”

“On August 28, 1995, the court a quo rendered judgment with the following dispositive portion:
‘WHEREFORE, this Court finds the accused Antonieto Labong, alias Oniet, guilty beyond reasonable doubt
of the crime of homicide under Article 249 of the Revised Penal Code for the killing of Raul Batulan and
hereby sentences him to an indeterminate penalty of ten (10) years of prision mayor as minimum, to sixteen
(16) years of reclusion temporal as maximum and orders him to indemnify the heirs of Raul Batulan for his
death in the amount of P50,000.00 (People vs. Dasig, et al., 221 SCRA 549-559), another P50,000.00 for moral
damages and P52,000.00 for burial expenses, and also to pay the costs.

‘SO ORDERED.”[4]

In time, petitioner appealed to the Court of Appeals.[5]

After due proceedings, on April 27, 1998, the Court of Appeals promulgated a decision, the dispositive portion of
which reads:

“WHEREFORE, with the sole modification of the deletion of the award of P52,000.00 for burial expenses
(actual damages), the decision appealed from is hereby AFFIRMED in all other respects.

“SO ORDERED.”[6]

Hence, this appeal.[7]

The Issues

The issues raised are (1) whether the Court of Appeals erred in ruling that petitioner conspired with his two
brothers in the killing of Raul Batulan; (2) whether the Court of Appeals erred in ruling that a single witness
(eyewitness) of the prosecution sufficed to convict the petitioner; and (3) whether the Court of Appeals erred in
disregarding the testimony of petitioner and his witness.[8]

The Court’s Ruling

The issues raised are factual. In an appeal via certiorari, petitioner may raise only questions of law which shall be
distinctly set forth.[9]
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Nonetheless, the evidence unerringly supports petitioner’s conviction. An eyewitness whose testimony was clear
and unshaken positively identified him. The witness Judy Rom saw petitioner and his brother Ferdinand hit the
head of the victim and another brother Aplonieto stabbed him in the stomach.[10] The testimony was direct and
categorical. Any perceived inconsistencies and contradictions were on minor and irrelevant details that do not
affect credibility.[11] We agree with the trial court that the testimony was credible and sufficed to convict the
accused, corroborated by the physical evidence found on the body of the victim per necropsy report.

On the existence of conspiracy among the accused, although there was no direct evidence of prior agreement to
commit the crime, conspiracy may be inferred from the acts of the accused indicative of joint purpose, concerted
action and sentiments.[12]

Thus, petitioner held the victim on the neck, accused Ferdinand pounded the head and other parts of the victim’s
body and accused Aplonieto stabbed him in the stomach. The chain of circumstances evinces complicity among
the accused.[13] Incidentally, only petitioner was arrested and brought to trial. His two brothers remain at large.

On the other hand, petitioner’s testimony was self-serving and cannot prevail over an eyewitness’ positive
identification.[14]

The Judgment

IN VIEW WHEREOF, we affirm the appealed decision[15] of the Court of Appeals in toto. Costs charged against
petitioner.

SO ORDERED.

Davide, Jr., C.J., (Chairman), Puno, Kapunan, and Ynares-Santiago, JJ., concur.
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[14] People v. Bundang, 339 Phil. 27, 28 [1997]; People v. Palero, G. R. No. 138235, May 10, 2001; People v.
Mationg, supra, Note 11.

[15] In CA-G. R. CR No. 18978.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 137014. January 16, 2002

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 5

Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for 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 from it.

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 all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full 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 exams that tell you where you 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 keeps you 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.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 137014. January 16, 2002

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 5 of 5

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org


