G.R. No. 170604. September 02, 2013 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines vs. Restituto Roche Y Nicanor
Facts:

On June 4, 1992, an information was filed in the Regional Trial Court of Kaloocan City
charging Restituto Roche and three others with murder. The charge alleged conspiracy
among the accused, resulting in the stabbing and death of Roderick Ferol on May 31, 1992.
During the arraignment on June 18, 1992, all accused except a certain John Doe pleaded not
guilty.

On the day of the incident, around 5:00 PM, Roderick Ferol, along with his brother Rodel
and a friend named Bobot, was drinking inside their compound. Accused Restituto Roche
and Francisco Gregorio forcibly entered; Roche allegedly stabbed Roderick with an ice pick.
Roderick fled but was confronted and repeatedly stabbed by Dorico Caballes. Despite
intervention attempts, Roderick died from his injuries. An autopsy concluded that the death
resulted from stab wounds inflicted by a bladed weapon, not an ice pick, creating physical
evidence discrepancies.

Rogelio Rossel, a witness, testified seeing only Dorico Caballes as the assailant. The accused
were later arrested based on Helen Amarille’s claims, made to the police when she sought
help. Following the trial of those in custody, Roche was convicted, while Caballes remained
at large.

Issues:

1. Was Restituto Roche’s conviction consistent with the evidence presented?

2. Were testimonies of the witnesses credible given inconsistencies and contradictions with
the physical evidence?

3. Was there sufficient evidence to establish a conspiracy involving Roche in committing the
murder?

Court’s Decision:

1. The Supreme Court overturned the trial court’s decision, emphasizing the importance of
reconciling testimonies with physical evidence. The testimony that Roche used an ice pick
was inconsistent with the autopsy report, undermining the credibility of eyewitness
accounts that led to his conviction.

2. On reviewing witness testimonies, the Court noted discrepancies. The accounts from key
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witnesses Helen Amarille and Rodel Ferol were inconsistent regarding the events and
weapon used, raising doubts about their veracity.

3. Regarding conspiracy, the evidence did not support an agreement or concerted action
among the accused to kill Roderick Ferol. The Court found no act by Roche that indicated a
shared plan or common purpose with Dorico Caballes.

Doctrine:

The doctrine reinforced was the primacy of physical evidence over questionable or
unreliable eyewitness testimony. Inconsistencies between supposed eyewitness accounts
and physical evidence weaken the prosecution’s case and can lead to acquittal.

Class Notes:

1. Physical Evidence: Remains paramount over testimonial evidence. If bodily harm doesn’t
match the alleged weapon, testimonial evidence is questionable.

2. Conspiracy: Requires an agreement to commit the crime, inferred through mutual action
or conduct. Mere presence or knowledge isn’t sufficient for liability.

3. Reasonable Doubt: Underlines that the prosecution must establish guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt for a conviction.

Historical Background:

The case is set in the early 1990s when the Philippine justice system increasingly
highlighted the importance of forensic evidence in criminal proceedings. This era marked a
transition in judicial practices emphasizing the role of medico-legal procedures to establish
criminal liability, contrasting previous reliance largely on testimonial accounts.
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