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DEL CASTILLO, J.:

Appellant Domingo Dilla y Paular was charged with the crime of murder for the death of his brother, Pepito Dilla
y Paular (Pepito). Based on the evidence presented by the prosecution, it was shown that at around 5:30 in the
afternoon of July 22, 2003, at Sitio Ilaud, Himaao, Pili, Camarines Sur, Pepito was working on his farm when
appellant suddenly appeared and shot the victim with a gun hitting him on his left thigh. The victim managed to
run but was overtaken by appellant who then stabbed him with a bolo. The son of the victim, Pepito Jr., and Mary
Jane Renegado (Renegado), witnessed the incident.

Appellant presented a different version. He claimed that it was Pepito who was the aggressor. He narrated that
Pepito went to his (appellant’s) house and challenged him to a fight. Dismissing the challenge, he went out of his
house and proceeded to his farm to get his carabao but the victim pursued him. They grappled for possession of
the gun and bolo. In the ensuing struggle, he struck the victim with a wrench. He denied having fired the gun. He
pointed to somebody allegedly wearing a hat who could have shot and stabbed Pepito.

In a Decision[1] dated July 13, 2009, the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Pili, Camarines Sur, Branch 32, found
appellant guilty of murder. Lending credence to the testimonies of the prosecution witnesses, the trial court held
that the attack on the victim was perpetrated by no other than appellant; that the attack was treacherous as the
appellant suddenly appeared and shot the victim, and after having wounded him, stabbed him with a bolo. The
RTC found appellant’s tale incredible and self-serving especially in view of his positive identification by the
prosecution witnesses.

The dispositive portion of the trial court’s Decision reads:

WHEREFORE, judgment is hereby rendered, finding the accused guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime
of murder and sentences him to suffer the penalty of Reclusion Perpetua, together with its accessory penalties,
condemning him to pay actual damages of P35,448.00, moral damages of P50,000.00 and P50,000.00 as
indemnity for the death of Pepito Dilla; the accused is credited in full for his preventive detention should he
agree in writing to abide by the rules for convicted prisoners, otherwise to 4/5 of the same; costs against the
accused.

SO ORDERED.[2]

Aggrieved, appellant appealed to the Court of Appeals (CA) arguing in the main that the trial court erred in
finding him guilty of the charge. He contended that there was no direct proof showing that he actually killed the
victim.

The CA, however, was not persuaded. Thus, in its June 9, 2011 Decision,[3] it affirmed with modification the
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findings of the RTC, viz:

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Decision of the Regional Trial Court, Branch 32, Pili, Camarines Sur,
in Crim. Case No. P-3466 for Murder, convicting Domingo Dilla y Paular is AFFIRMED with
MODIFICATION. Accordingly, accused is hereby sentenced to suffer Reclusion Perpetua together with its
accessory penalties, and is further ORDERED to pay the victim’s heirs P35,448.00, as actual damages,
P50,000.00, as moral damages, and P75,000.00, as civil indemnity for the death of the victim.

SO ORDERED.[4]

Hence, this appeal. In a Resolution[5] dated April 18, 2012, we required both parties to file their Supplemental
Briefs. However, both parties opted not to file the same.[6] Hence, we will resolve this appeal based on the briefs
submitted by the parties before the CA.

After a careful review of the records of the case, the Court finds the appeal to be lacking in merit. The records
belie appellant’s contention that there was no direct proof identifying him as the perpetrator of the crime. The
testimonies of prosecution witnesses Pepito, Jr. and Renegado established without a shadow of doubt that it was
appellant who mercilessly killed his brother, Pepito.

Pepito, Jr. was categorical in his testimony that -

Q

Pepito Dilla, Jr., what is your relation to the victim in this case?

A

He is my father.

Q

How about to the accused in this case[,] Domingo Dilla?

A

He is my uncle.

x x x x

Q

On July [22], 2003 at around 5:30 in the afternoon do you remember where you were?

A

Yes, sir.

Q

Where were you?

A

I was at the side of the road in sitio Ilawod, Himaao, Pili, Camarines Sur.

Q

x x x [W]hat were you doing there?
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A

None, sir.

x x x x

Q

While thereat, do you remember x x x any unusual incident?

A

Yes, sir.

Q

What was that all about?

A

I saw my father being chased by uncle Ingo.

Q

[Where did] this incident [happen]?

A

In sitio Ilawod, Himaao, Pili, Camarines Sur.

Q

While your father was being chased by Domingo Dilla how far were you from where you are seated now will
you please point to an object outside this [courtroom] representing the distance similar to the distance from
where you were to the place where your father [was] being chased by Domingo Dilla?

A

That my uncle was angry.

Q

Will you please tell us the distance at the time you saw your father was being chased by your uncle Domingo
Dilla, what was the distance of your father to Domingo Dilla?

A

Three arms length.

Q

After you saw Domingo Dilla chasing your father, what happened next?

A

He shot him[,] sir.

Q

Of your own knowledge, was your father hit by the shot?
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A

Yes, sir.

Q

Why, what happened to your father?

A

He [limped,] sir.

Q

Will you please tell us or illustrate to us, as you have said your father was shot by Domingo Dilla, please
indicate to us the gun used by Domingo Dilla?

INTERPRETER:

Witness indicate[d] a length of about 8 inches.

Q

After your father was shot by Domingo Dilla, what happened next?

A

He stabbed him.

Q

Why, what was the position of your father when Domingo Dilla stab[bed] your father?

INTERPRETER:

Witness illustrate[s] in standing position.

Q

What was the position of your father when Domingo Dilla stab[bed] your father?

A

He was standing[,] sir and his 2 hands were [at] his side.

Q

While your father was being stabbed by Domingo Dilla, where was the relative position of Domingo Dilla in
relation to your father?

A

Domingo Dilla was in front.

Q

How many times [was] your father x x x stabbed?

A

One[,] sir.
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Q

Considering that you [are] the son of Pepito Dilla, Sr., what did you do?

A

I told my grandfather that the two of them were fighting, after I told my grandfather x x x I went back and
approached them but at that time Domingo Dilla was running.

x x x x

Q

What happened to your father?

A

He was already lying on the ground[,] sir.

Q

What did you do when you [saw] your father x x x already lying on the ground?

A

I asked help from the other people who also witness[ed] the incident to bring him to the hospital.

Q

What happened to your father?

A

He did not reach the hospital because he died.[7]

Pepito, Jr.’s testimony was corroborated in all material points by the testimony of Renegado.[8]

In fine, both the RTC and the CA correctly found appellant guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of murder
and properly sentenced him to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua. Moreover, appellant is not eligible for
parole pursuant to Section 3 of Republic Act No. 9346 or the Act Prohibiting the Imposition of Death Penalty in
the Philippines. The awards of civil indemnity in the amount of P75,000.00 and moral damages in the amount of
P50,000.00 are proper. In addition, the heirs of the victim are entitled to exemplary damages in the amount of
P30,000.00.

Anent the award of actual damages in the amount of P35,448.00, we find that only the amount of P15,000.00 was
duly receipted.[9] The amount of P20,448.00[10] which supposedly pertained to expenses incurred during the
wake was not supported by receipts but consisted only of handwritten entries. As we held in People v.
Villanueva,[11] “when actual damages proven by receipts during the trial amount to less than P25,000.00, as in
this case, the award of temperate damages of P25,000.00 is justified in lieu of actual damages of a lesser amount.”
Accordingly, we grant temperate damages in the amount of P25,000.00 in lieu of actual damages. In addition, all
damages awarded shall earn interest at the rate of 6% per annum from date of finality of judgment until fully paid.

WHEREFORE, the assailed June 9, 2011 Decision of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R.-CR-HC. No. 04088
finding appellant Domingo Dilla y Paular guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of murder and sentencing
him to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua and to pay the heirs of Pepito Dilla y Paular the amounts of
P75,000.00 as civil indemnity and P50,000.00 as moral damages, is AFFIRMED with MODIFICATIONS that
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appellant is not eligible for parole; appellant is further ordered to pay the heirs of the victim P30,000.00 as
exemplary damages, and P25,000.00 as temperate damages, all with interest at the rate of 6% per annum from
date of finality of this judgment until fully paid.

SO ORDERED.

Carpio, (Chairperson), Velasco, Jr.,[*] Mendoza, and Leonen, JJ., concur.

[*] Per Special Order No. 1910 dated January 12, 2015.

[1] Records, pp. 272-274; penned by Presiding Judge Nilo A. Malanyaon.

[2] Id. at 274.
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[7] TSN, June 22, 2004, pp. 3-5.

[8] TSN, February 11, 2005, pp. 9-19.

[9] Records, p. 127.

[10] Id. at 134.

[11] 456 Phil. 14, 29 (2003).

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 200333. January 21, 2015

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 6 of 7

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - 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. 200333. January 21, 2015

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 7 of 7

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


