
31\epublic of tbe tlbilippines 
~upreme <!Court 

;fflllanila 

SECOND DIVISION 

THE P OPLE OF THE 
PHILI INES, 

Plaintiff-appellee, 

-versus-

XXX26 481, PANFILO 
DELG DO LADE, JR., 
REYN LDO LOGRONIO 
DELA ORRE, JR.,* and 
YYY26 481,** 

Accused; 

PANFI O DELGADO LADE, 
JR. and REYNALDO 
LOGR NIO DELA TORRE, 
JR., 

Accused-appellants. 

G.R. No. 265481 

Present: 

LEONEN, Chairperson, 
LAZARO-JAVIER, 
M.LOPEZ, 
J. LOPEZ, and 
KHO, JR., JJ. 

Promulgated: 

x----------- --------------------------------------------------------------- .------------------x 

DECISION 

'J.: 

itness identification is the bedrock of many pronouncements of guilt. 1 

be no conviction without proof of identity of the culprit beyond 
doubt. The first duty of the prosecution is not to prove the crime but 

• Reynaldo ogronio Dela Torre, Jr. is also referred to as "'Reynaldo Dela Tom.:" in some parts ofthe rol/o. 
•• In line wit Amended Administrative Circular No. 83-2015, as mandated by Republic Act No. 9344, Juvenile 

Justice an Welfare Act of 2006, the names of the private offended parties, along with all other personal 
circumsta ces that may tend to establish their identities. ar~ made confidential to protect their privacy and 
dignity. 

1 People v. wiez, 8 I 9 Phil. 406, 4I6(2017) [Per J. Leonen, Third Division]. 

r 
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to establiL the identity of the perpetrator.2 Here, the positive identification and 
collective criminal liability of the accused for the crimes of murder and slight 
physical injuries are the subject of review in this appeal assailing the Decision3 of 
the Court of Appeals. 

ANTECEDENTS 

On October 20, 2007, Normel Lapinig (Normel) and his cousin Julius 
Bacolod Caramonte (Julius) were drinking at a videoke bar. By 11:00 p.m., 
Normel and Julius had consumed four bottles of beer when the group composed 
of Panfilo Delgado Lade, Jr. (Panfilo ), Reynaldo Logronio Dela Torre, Jr. 
(Reynaldo), XXX265481, and YYY26548 l , arrived. XXX26548 l sat in front of 
Julius while Panfilo, Reynaldo, and YYY26548 l stood behind. Normel and Julius 
left the bar for their boardinghouse at around 12:00 midnight. Panfilo, Reynaldo, 
XXX26548 I, and YYY26548 l followed Normel and Julius who were waiting to 
hail a jee~ney at a lit place along the national highway. As Normel boarded the 
jeepney, TYY26548 l and Reynaldo blocked Julius's path. Normel attempted to 
get off the jeepney and help Julius. However, Reynaldo jabbed Normel's left eye 
knocking ~im back inside the jeep. Normel tried to get out again, but YYY265481 
punched *im on the right ear. Panfilo then restrained the hands of Julius while 
XXX265j81 thrusted a knife on his right chest. Julius tried to run, but he fell by 
the roadsi1e. At that moment, XXX265481 stabbed Julius on his neck.4 

No~mel asked help from the jeepney driver who drove away instead. Thus, 
Normel Wfnt to the boardinghouse and called for his landlord Jonathan Macavinta 
(Jonathan). Normel told Jonathan what happened to Julius and expressed that he 
could still lrecognize the faces of the assailants. At 10:00 a.m. the next day, Normel 
and Jonathan proceeded to the police station and reported the incident. Thereat, 
Normel identified the perpetrators based on a picture from the photo gallery 
presented to him. Immediately, the authorities conducted a hot pursuit operation 
and arrested Panfilo, Reynaldo, XXX265481 , and YYY265481. Later, the police 
informed Normel that Julius died due to massive hemorrhage from multiple stab 
wounds. 5 Accordingly, Panfi lo, Reynaldo, XXX26548 l, and YYY26548 l were 
charged vyith s light physical injuries and murder committed against Normel and 
Julius, respectively, before the Regional Trial Comi (RTC) docketed as Criminal 
Case Nos. 62, 240-2007 and 62, 241-2007: 

Crimina l Case No. 62, 240-2007: 

That on or about October 2 1, 2007, in the City oflllll, Philippines, 
and within the jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the above-mentioned 
r ccused, conspiring and mutual ly helping each other, attacked, assaulted 

nd punched one Normel Lapinig, thereby inflicting upon the latter slight 

f'eople v. E1·pera, 7 I 8 Phil. 680, 694 (20 13) [Per J. Leonardo-De Castro, First Division). 
Rollo, pp 14- 28. The Decision dated March 2.5.202 1 in CA-G.R. CR-HC No. 02205 was penned by Associate 
Justice E~gardo T. Lloren and concurred in by Associate .Justices Loida S. Posadas-Kahulugan and Anisah B. 
Amanodi -Umpa of the Twenty-Second Division, Court of Appeals, Cagayan de Oro City. 

~ Id. ~t 16, 39--40. 
5 /d.at l7.4 1-42. l 
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fh~sical ~njuries, which req u_ired the_ necessary n~edical attendance for a 
fenod of- two (2) days and 1ncapac1 tated the said offended party from 
~erforming [his] customary labor for the same period of time, to his 
damage and prejudice. 

Criminal Case No. 62, 24 1-2007: 

That on or about October 2 1, 2007, in the C ity of_, Philippines, 
and within the jurisd iction of this Honorable Court, the above-mentioned 
accused, armed with a bladed weapon, conspiring and mutually helping 
each other, with intent to kill and taking advantage of superior 
strength, wilfully, unlawfully and feloniously attacked, assaulted and 
~tabbed to death with the said weapon one Julius Bacolod Caramonte, 
hitting and inflicting upon the latter fatal wounds which caused his 
i~1stantaneous death, thereby causing damage and prejudice to the heirs 

, f said Julius Bacolod Caramonte.6 (Emphasis supplied) 

At the arraignment, XXX26548 l admitted the crimes while Panfilo, 
Reynaldo, and YYY265481 pleaded not guilty to the charges. The RTC then 
issued a j dgment of conviction against XXX26548 l. Trial then ensued. Panfilo, 
Reynaldo, and YYY26548 l denied any participation in the commission of the 
crimes. P nfilo and Reynaldo claimed that on October 20, 2007, they were hired 
to post ca1 paign materials for a barangay elections candidate from 9:00 a.m. to 
7:00 p.m. YY26548 l was unable to join Panfilo and Reynaldo because he had 
a fever. T ereafter, Panfilo and Reynaldo went to the candidate's house for a 
meeting. A..t 10:00 p.m., they went home and stayed in their respective houses until 
6:00 a.m. ~he following day. The relatives of Panfilo, Reynaldo, and YYY26548 l 
corroboral d these accounts. 7 

On February 6, 2019, the RTC found that Panfilo, Reynaldo, and 
YYY265481 conspired to commit slight physical injuries for mauling Normel and 
murder for ki lli ng Julius. The RTC gave credence to Normel 's positive 
identification of Panfi lo, Reynaldo, and YYY26548 l as the perpetrators of the 
crimes, 8 thus: 

Positive identification prevails over alibi since the latter can 
easily be fabricated and is inherently unreliable. We have likewise 
cons istently assigned less probative weight to a defense of alibi when it 
is corroborated by relatives since we have established in jurisprudence 
that, in order for cotToboration to be cred ible, the same must be offered 
preferably by disinterested w itnesses. 

Defense opted to rely on their respective denials and alibis. However, 
t/1ey were shown to be weak and self-serving. The corroborative 
testimonies of the accused 's relatives, likewise, failed to establish that it 
Jias h s.,;,mpossiblc for each of the acc~sed to he at or nea~· --

' ft at or about 1 :2 :30 A.M. ot 2 1 October 2007. fheir 
I ibis are unworthy of crt:.'d it. 

Id. nt 14-ls. 
Id. at 17- \ 8, 42-48. 
Id. al 37-· 7. 
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l 
.. .. 
Clearly, the coordinated acts of ClCL YYY265481, accused 

1 eynaldo Logronio Dela Torre, Jr., and accused Panfilo Delgado Lade, 

I
r. , together with CICL a are indicative of the ir common purpose 
o maul Normel Lapinig and murder Julius Bacolod Caramonte. 

The prosecution has proven the guilt of the accused beyond 
reasonable doubt to the offense of slight physical injuries. 

I However, the Court cannot agree with the prosecution that the crime 
be Slight Physica l Injuries under Article 266 (I) of the Revised Penal 
Code. The a lleged injuries sustained by Normel Lapinig did not 
• ncapac itate him to continue his studies nor require medical assistance. 

CI CL XXX26548 1, CI CL YYY26548 1, accused Reynaldo Logronio 
I ela Torre, Jr., and accused Panfi lo Delgado Lade, Jr. , are liable for 
light physical injuries under Article 266 (2) of the Revised Penal Code, 

Likewise, CICLXXX.265481, CICL YYY265481, accused Panfilo 
elgado Lade, Jr., and accused Reynaldo Logronio Dela Torre, Jr., 
re liable for murder under Article 248 of the Revised Penal Code, . 

It is undi sputed that on 2 1 October 2007, CICL XXX26548 1 (who 
already p leaded guilty and his case was already earlier decided), CICL 
YYY26548 1, accused Pa nfilo Delgado Lade, Jr., and accused Reynaldo 
Logronio De la Torre, J r. and victims Normel Lapinig and Jul ius Bacolod 
Caramonte were at the same area at a certain particular time. The Court 
is convinced with moral certainty that CICL XXX26548 I, CICL 
YYY26548 I , accused Pan fi lo Delgado Lade, Jr., and accused Reynaldo 
tlogronio De la Torre, Jr. , did the wrongful acts against Julius Bacolod 
Caramonte by stabbing him to death and against Normel Lapinig by 

J
auling him. 

WHEREFORE, the court finds accused PANFILO DELGADO 
ADE, JR., REYNALDO LOGRONIO DELA TORRE, JR. and 

<fICL YYY265481 GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt o~ the crim~ of 
Slight Physical Injuries under Artic le 266, paragraph 2 ot the Revi sed 
Penal Code in Criminal Case No. 62, 240-2007 and the crime of Murder 
under Article 248 of the Revised Penal Code in Criminal Case No. 62, 
24 1-2007. 

PANFILO DELGADO LADE, JR. AND REYNALDO 
OGRONIO DELA TORRE, .JR. are hereby sentenced: 

in Criminal C'Hse No. 62, 240-2007 

t _jo in tly and sewrally (with C ICL YYY26548 1) pay the fo llowing: fine 
__Ir Two H undred ([PHP] 200.00) Pesos; the amount or Five Thousand 
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~[Pl-IP] 5,000.00) Pesos as moral damages; and the costs of the 

r

roceedings. 

in Criminal Case No. 62, 241-2007 

~o suffer the pen~lty of reclusion perpetua. They are ordered to jointly 
f nd severally (with CICL YYY265481) pay the following : the amount 
f f Seventy-five Thousand ([PHP] 75,000.00) Pesos as civil indemnity; 
~he amount of Seventy-five Thousand ([PHP] 75,000.00) Pesos as moral 
damages; the amount of Seventy-five Thousand ([PHP] 75,000.00) as 
xemplary damages; and the costs of the proceedings. 

With respect to CICL YYY265481 , appreciating in his favor the 
, rivileged mitigating circumstance of minority and applying the 
ndcterminate Sentence Law, he is hereby sentenced: 

in Criminal Case No. 62, 240-2007 

tb jointly and severally (with PANFILO DELGADO LADE, JR. and 
REYNALDO LOGRONIO DELA TORRE, JR.) pay the following: fine 
9f Two Hundred ([PHP] 200.00) Pesos; the amount of Five Thousand 
(rPHP] 5,000.00) Pesos as moral damages; and the costs of the 

I
oceedings. 

in Criminal Case No. 62, 241-2007 

t suffer the penalty of imprisonment of ten ( I 0) years and one ( I) day 
ofprision mayor as minimum to seventeen (17) years, four (4) months 
and one ( I) day of reclusion temporal as maximum. [He is] ordered to 
jointly and severally (with PANFILO DELGADO LADE, JR. and 
REYNALDO LOGRONIO DELA TORRE, JR.) pay the following: the 
a111mmt of Seventy-five Thousand ([PHP] 75,000.00) Pesos as civil 
i~1dcmnity ; the amount of Seventy-five Thousand ([PHP] 75,000.00) 

I
Aesos as moral damages; the amount of Seventy-five Thousand ([PHP] 

5,000.00) as exemplary damages; and the costs of the proceedings. 

He is already more than twenty-one (21) years old and is currently 
detained at - City Jail as accused in another case, thus his sentence 
can no longer be suspended. 

The period of their preventive imprisonment shall be credited in the 
s rvice of their penalty pursuant to Article 29 of the Revised Penal Code. 

SO ORDERED.9 (Emphasis supplied) 

Aggr ieved, Panfilo, Reynaldo, and YYY26548 1 elevated the case to the 
Court of Appeals docketed as CA-G.R. CR-BC No. 02205. Meantime, 
YYY26548 l withdrew his appeal stating that he is already satisfied with the 
RTC's decision. On the other hand, Panfilo and Reynaldo maintained their alibis 
and contemded that Normel failed to positively '. identify them as the culprits. 
Panfilo an ! Reynaldo questioned the credibili ty o I Normel given his intoxication 
at the time of the incident. Panfilo and Reynaldo a so invoked case law where the 

9 Id. at 5 1-5~. The f.ebruary 6, 2~ ! 9 Decis ion in C rim in al Case No.·. 62, 240-20tY! and 62, 24 1-2007 was 
penned by lJ udge Lope L. Calio ofBrnnch Ii, Regional Trial Cour , ... 

!: 
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Court ac uitted the accused whu was pinpointed through a single photograph 
shown to he sole witness. 

On March 25, 2021, the CA affirmed the RTC's judgment of conviction for 
slight phy ical injuries and murder with modification as to the award of damages. 
The CA atiocinated that Normel had the opportunity to view Panfilo and 
Reynaldo as the perpetrators and that he immediately went to the police station to 
report the crimes. Nonnel was likewise free of any impermissible suggestion from 
the autho ities to single out Panfilo and Reynaldo during the photographic 
identifica ion, viz.: 

On the night of the incident, the four Accused-Appellants followed 
om1el and Julius as they left the bar and to the area where they were 
aiting to hail a ride home. The four [ of] them acted as one, with 

X265481 and Panfilo attacking Julius while Reynaldo and 
YY265481 prevented Normel from coming to his aid. The unity of 

heir actions indicates conspiracy and they are thus liable for all the 
rimes ultimately committed. 

In their attempt to prevent Normel from helping Julius, Reynaldo and 
YY26548 l delivered blows that knocked him back into the vehicle. 
his caused contusions on the part of Normel, thereby constituting 

light physical injuries, specifically under Par. 2 of Article 266, as it 
as not shown that the injuries prevented the victim from engaging 

n his habitual work nor did he require medical assistance. 

Meanwhile, XXX265481 stabbed Julius in the right chest while he 
-yvas being held by Panfilo. Julius then tried to run away from his 
fssailants but was eventually caught and stabbed in the neck. As 

;

stablished in his Certificate of Death, Julius died from his wounds. In 
• ddition to the fact that Accused-Appellants actually pursued Julius, 
he fact of his death creates the presumption that they acted with the 

r.
tent to kill. 

The killing was also qualified with abuse of superior strength, 
hich is established when there is "inequality of forces between the 

!
ictim and the aggressor, assuming a situation of superiority of 
trength notoriously advantageous for the aggressor, and the latter 
akes advantage of it in the commission of the crime." During the 
tabbing, XXX26548 l had a clear advantage over Julius as the latter was 

?eing restrained by Panfilo. Not only that, YYY26548 l and Reynaldo 
rade sure that Normel would not he able to come to his cousin's aid. By 
1heir actions, the Accused-Appellants clearly made sure that they had the 
dvantage when attacking Julius. The killing is therefore qualified to 
[urder. 

Meanwhile, SP04 Ayop testified that Normel was presented with 
• photo gallery or tlirce bundles of photogra~hs at the police station., 
r,ith the witness himself skimming through them before isolating the 

hotograph of the Accused-Appellants. 1 I 
' I 
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On the night of the incident, Norm el already had the opportunity 
to see the Accused-Appellants when they first entered the videoke 
~ar. He was even able to recall, the time they entered the bar, their 
f lothing and how far they were seated from where he and Julius 
r~re. When he and Julius left the bar, Norrnel also rernembered_the_faces 
pt the people who follow~d them, who of the four punched him m the 

~

ace, and who stabbed Julius. Normel's experience, which transpired in 
ess than a day, left him with enough certainty to accurately describe the 
erpelrators of the crime. Th is was precisely why Normel was able to 

tell both his landlord back at his boarding house as well as the police 
bffi cer at the station that he could still recognize their faces. 

I In Rodrigo, _the _lon_e witness in q~1estion was made _to identi fy the 
suspect after being mv1ted by the police and shown a single photo, as 
part of an investigation that lasted for a month. In this case, the Supreme 
Court ultimately ruled that the photographic identification involved 
failed the test as it was not free from impermissible suggestion: 

I The procedure on photographic identification, therefore, is meant to 
rule out impermissible suggestion which, based on the facts of the case 
I 

before Us, do not apply to Normel's identification of the Accused-
Appellants. Unlike Rosita in Rodrigo, Normel was the one who 
I 
immediately went to the police station to report the incident knowing 
~ell what the perpetrators looked like. He was in no way prone to 
suggestion on the part of the police. 

In Rodrigo, the Supreme Court noted that the identification of the 
perpetrator flagged several of the danger signs mentioned above. None 
of these exist in the case of Normel who, as explained1above, had every 
6pportunity to see and recognize Accused-Appel lants and showed no 
tl iscrepancies in describing them in court. . . In additio'n, We a lso see no 
I 

ill-motive on the part of Normel to simply impute his cousin 's death on 
random group of strangers, other than the simple fact1that he knew that 

hey were indeed the ones who committed the offensei 

WHEREFORE, the Appea l is DISMISSED for lack of merit. The 
Decision of the Regional Tria l Court, 11th Judicial Region, Branch II. 
- finding Accused-Appel lants Panfilo Delgado Lade, Jr. and 
Reynaldo Logronio Dela Torre guil ty beyond reasonable doubt of Slight 
Physical Injuries under Par. 2, Article 266 in Crimina l Case No. 62, 240-
2007 of the RPC and Murder unc.ler Article 248 of the RPC in Criminal 

I 

Case No. 62, 24 1-2007 is hcrebv AFFIRMED with MODlFICATION: 

I For Criminal Case No. 62, ~4 l -'.:~007, the award o~ damages should 
I 

be as fo llows: [Pl-·IP] I 00,000.00 as Civi l lnderpnity, [PHP] I 00,000.0q 
~s Moral Damages, [PHP J I 00,000.00 as Exempla~y Damages, an • 
PHP] 50,000.00 as Temperate Damages, plus dosts ofthe suit. 
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For Criminal Case Nos. 62, 240-2007 and 62, 241-2007: damages 
re subject to interest at a rate of six percent ( 6%) per annum from 
mality of the Decision until fuJly paid. 

SO ORDERED. 10 (Emphasis supplied) 

Pa filo and Reynaldo sought reconsideration but were denied. 11 Hence, this 
recourse. 1 In their manifestations, the People of the Philippines, through the 
Office o the Solicitor General, and Reynaldo dispensed with the filing of 
suppleme tal briefs, and adopted their pleadings filed before the CA. 13 

Meanwhi e, Panfilo submitted the required brief and impugned the credibility of 
Normel d the validity of the photographic identification. In any event, Panfilo 
averred ti t the prosecution failed to establish his guilt beyond reasonable doubt. 14 

RULING 

appeal is unmeritorious. 

Cri inal investigative techniques include various out-of-court methods of 
identifica ion to natTow the list of suspects. The law enforcers may utilize a show­
up or a o e-on-one confrontation where the suspect alone is brought face to face 
with the itnesses for identification. The police officer can also conduct a line-up 
where wi nesses identify the suspect from a group of persons lined up for the 
purpose. he persons other than the accused should be of similar appearance and 
backgrou d. The authorities may likewise employ a street identification where 
witnesses are brought to a particular neighborhood or place to see if they can 
recognize the person who committed the crime. The investigative techniques are 
not limite to corporeal identifications. The operatives can use rogue's gallery or 
photo bo d, pictures, and mug shots to identify the perpetrator. 15 

In etermining the reliability of out-of-court identifications, the Court must 
look at t e totality of the circumstances and consider the following factors, 
namely: ( ) the witness's opportunity to view the criminal at the time of the crime; 
(2) the w tness's degree of attention at that time; (3) the accuracy of any prior 
descriptio given by the witness; ( 4) the length of time between the crime and the 
identifica ion; (5) the level of certainty demonstrated by the witness at the 
identifica ion; and (6) the suggestiveness of the identification procedure. 16 These 
rules ass re fairness as well as compliance with the constitutional requirements 
of due rocess with regard to out-of-court identification and prevent the 

10 Id. at 21- 27. 
11 Id. at 30 32. 
12 Id at 4-- .. 
1.1 Id at 60 61, 69·--70. 
14 Id. at 74 108. : 
15 See Peo e v. Ansano. 891 Phil. 360 (2020) f Per .J. Caguioa, First Division]. Sea also J. L~o~en, Dissenting 

Opinion n People v. Pepino. 777 Phil. 29(2016) [Per J. Brion, En Banc]. ' 
16 People v. Teehankee, .Jr., 319 Phil. 128 (J 9Q5) tper J. Puno, Secoi~d Division 1-
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contamin tion of the integrity of in-court identification. 17 Specifically, 
photogra hie identification must be free from any impermissible suggestions that 
would si le out a person to the attention of the witness making the identification. 
To preve t any undue suggestiveness in the identification process, it was held that 
the corre t way is to: first, present a series of photographs to the witness and not 
solely th photograph of the suspect; and second, when showing a group of 
pictures o the witness, the arrangement and display of photographs should 
give no s4ggestion whatsoever which one of the pictures identifies the suspect. 
The burdJn to prove that the out-of-court identification was unduly suggestive 
rests on t e accused. 18 

Ap lying these standards, the Court finds tha~ Nonnel's out-of-court 
identifica ion of Panfilo, Reynaldo, XXX26548 l, and YYY26548 l as 
perpetrat rs satisfied the totality of circumstances test. Normel had an 
unobstruc ed view of the four accused because of their proximity with each other 
at the ti e of the mauling and stabbing incidents. The assault happened while 
Normel a d Julius were waiting to hail a jeepney at a lit place along the national 
highway. Visibility is a vital factor in determining whether eyewitnesses could 
have ide ified the perpetrators of crimes. It is settled that when conditions of 

e favorable, and when the witnesses do not appear to be biased, their 
assertion s to the identity of the malefactors should normally be accepted. 19 

Moreover Normel had become familiar to Panfilo, Reynaldo, XXX265481, and 
YYY265 81 before the incidents. N ormel saw the four accused at the videoke bar 
and could recall their time of arrival, clothing, and distance when they sat near 
their table Normel exhibited a high level of certainty in his statements at the initial 
investigat on and testimony during the trial. Nothing in the records shows that the 
supposed intoxication of Normel disrupted his attention or prevented him from 
having a lear view of the assailants. Normel even explained that he could still 
comprehe d what was happening despite consuming beer as he was accustomed 
to drinkin alcohol. More telling is that there is only a time lapse of ten hours 
between t~e commission of the crimes and the out-of-court identification. The 
crime tran pired at 12:00 midnight and Normel identified the perpetrators at 10:00 
a.m. on th same day in a photo gallery at the police station. Ideally, a prosecution 
witness ust identify the suspect immediately after the incident. Yet, the Court 
has consi ered acceptable an identification made two days after the commission 
of a crim . 20 In comparison, the present case involved a shorter passage of time. 
Hence, it can hardly be said that the length of time rendered the positive 
identifica ion flawed. 

Th re was also no evidence that the law enforcers supplied or suggested to 
Normel t at Panfilo, Reynaldo, XXX265481, and YYY265481 were the culprits 
during th photographic identification. In People v. Pineda,21 the police officers 
presented photographs of the accused and his companions to the witness who 

17 People v. Gamer, 383 Phil. 557 (2000) [Per J. (Juisumbing. Second Divison]. 
18 Mercado ,. People, 615 Phil. 434,445 (2009) [Per .J. Peralta, Third Divic:don]. 
19 People v. AA, G.R. No. 247007, March 18! 2021 [Per C.J. Peralta, First Division]. 
20 People v. Teehankee, Jr., 319 Phil. 128 ( 1995) l'Per J. f'urll), Second Division]. 
21 473 Phil. 17 (2004) [Per J. Carpio, En lJanc]. 
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identifie two perpetrators. The Court ruled that the identification procedure was 
unaccept hie and tainted with improper suggestion~ thus: 

Although showing mug shots of suspects is one of the established 
methods of identifying criminals, the procedure used in this case is 
unacceptable ... 

In the present case, there was impermissible suggestion because 
the photographs were only of appellant and Sison, focusing attention 
on the two accused. The police obviously suggested the identity of the 
ccused by showing only appellant and Sison's photographs to Ferrer 
nd Ramos. 22 (Emphasis supplied) 

ilarly in People v. Rodrigo, 23 the operatives presented a singular 
photogra h for the eyewitness to identify the person responsible for the crime. 
The witnf s then identified the person in the picture as among the perpetrators 
after the pse of five and a half months from the commission of the crime. The 
Court hel that suggestive identification violates the right of the accused to due 
process a d the time element attendant to the identification made it unreliable, to 
wit: 

he time element involved in the process of identification is shown by 
he sequence of events following the robbery-homicide on October 27, 
000. The earliest document on record subsequent to the crime is 
osita's Sinumpaang Salaysay of November 24, 2000 where Rosita 

ignificantly mentioned that she did not know the robbers and that one 
hito Alicante gave her their names. The Information against Rodrigo 
as filed with the court on February 28, 2001 and the warrant of arrest 
ac;; issued only on April 18, 2001. The records do not show when Rosita 

aw Rodrigo at the San Jose del Monte Police Station 48 ... but this 
resumably happened only after his arrest on April 18, 2001 or 5 1/2 
onths after the crime. Thereafter, Rosita identified Rodrigo in court on 
pril 10, 2002, or more than 15 months after the crime. Thus, Rosita 
nly saw Rodrigo twice before they met in court; first, at the crime scene 
s she alleged; and, second, at the San Jose de] Monte Po1ice Station 
nder circumstances that do not appear in the records. 

y her own account~ Rosita only learned the names of the robbers fro°t 
nformation given by one Chito Alicante who never appeared as a 
itness in the case. The photographic identification was made at the 
olice station by showing her the lone photograph of Rodrigo who wa~ 

=-xpressly noted in the Sinumpaang Salay.my as a "suspect.'~ Thusi 
osita, who did not know the robbers, initially fixed them in her ming 

hrough their names that Chito Alicante supplied, and subsequentlyit 
inked the name Lee Rodrigo to the faces she saw in th 1 photograph the. 
olice presented as the su~pect. Note that by provi ing only a Ion~ 

l 
22 Id at 54 541. 

11 
·i 

23 586 Phil. 515 (2008) [Per .I. Brion, Seconci Division]. 
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hotograph, complete with a name identified as the suspect, the 
olice did not even give Rosita the option to identify Rodrigo from 
mong several photographed suspects; the police simply confronted 
er with the photograph of Rodrigo as the suspect.24 (Emphasis 
upplied) 

Co trary to the defense's theory, the authorities presented three bundles of 
photogra s to Nonnel who skimmed through the gallery before separating the 
picture o the four accused. Verily, it is highly improbable that impermissible 
suggestio s crept the process given the number of photographs from which 
Normel ay pick out and identify the suspects. The time element between the 
crimes an the eyewitness's identification also discount any impropriety in the 
procedure Notably, the identification came just 10 hours after the incidents. The 
hard facts show that Nonnel immediately went to the police station to report the 
incident k owing well what the perpetrators looked like. Normel was in no way 
prone to s ggestion on the part of the law enforcers. At any rate, a defective out­
of-court i entification may be cured by subsequent in-court identification,25 viz.: 

Even assuming argt,endo that the appellant Alfonso Rivera's out-of­
ourt identification was tainted with irvegularity, his subsequent 

i entification in court cured any flaw that may have attended it. Without 
esitation, the two prosecution witnesses, Renato Losaria and Juanito 

• aylon identified the appellant as one of fhe assailants. In People v. 
1 

imon, the accused were identified through a show-up. The accused 
ssailed the process of identification bec~use no other suspect was 
resented in a police line-up. We ruled that a police line-up is not 
ssential in identification and upheld the i~entification of the accused 
rough a show-up. We also held that eve~ assuming arguendo that 

he out-of-court identification was defecth~e, the defect was cured by 
he subsequent positive identificatio1n in court for the 

I 
' inadmissibility of a police line-up identification ... should not 

ecessarily foreclose the admissibility of1 an independent in-court 
entification. "26 (Emphasis supplied) 1 

In t is case, Normel was unequivocal when he was asked during trial to 
identify t e assailants. Experience suggests th~t it is precisely because of the 
unusual a ts of violence committed right before their eyes that witnesses can 
remember the identities of criminals with a high! degree of reliability at any given 
time. Non el was subjected to rigorous cross-e~amination but he did not falter in 
his positi identification of the assailants. Nor111-el vividly recalled the crimes and 
was unyi lding in his identification of the perpetrators and their respective 
participati ns, thus: 

24 ld. at 536 -537. 
25 People v. ivera, 458 Phil. 856 (2003) [Per J. Puno, En Banc]. 
26 Id. at 876· 877. 
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COURT: 

Q: What were the three companions of the one who stabbed Julius doing 
at the time that he stabbed Julius? 
A: One was holding the hands of my cousin and the two were 
punching me. 

PROS. GARCIA, JR.: 
And touch the shoulders of those persons who punched you. 

I 

WITNESS: The one who punched me oh my left eye was Reynaldo 
dela Torre, Jr. and the one who punchett' me below my right ear was 
YYY265481. 7 

I 

PROS. GARCIA, JR.: 
: Did you fight back? 
: I was not able to fight back. 

: Why? I 

f\: When I was about to step down, I was hit on my left eye, and I was 
able to step back. And when I was about to! step down again, I was hit at 
the lower portion of my right ear. 27 I 

' 

ROS. GARCIA, JR.: 1 

I 
Q: Please tell us who of the four [sic) wh~ stabbed Julius? Touch his 
boulder. l 

I 

OURTINTERPRETER: 1 

he witness touched the shoulder ofXXk265481. 
I 

ROS. GARCIA, JR.: I 

: Mr. Witness, where was Julius stabbedi Which part of his body? 

I 
OURT INTERPRETER: 
he witness is touching his right chest. 

ROS. GARCIA, JR.: 1 

: When Julius was stabbed, where were ~ou specifically? 
: I was inside the jeep. The jeep was not

1
yet running, so I was able to 

ee where Julius was stabbed. I 

: Why did you not help your cousin? 1 

: Because I was ~lready inside the jeep~ Julius was still outside the 
eep when he was blocked by the two an~ was stabbed. 

OUR'f: I 
_: What were the three companions of the pne who stabbed Ju1ius doing 
t the time that he stabbed Julius? I 
: One was holding the hands of my cousi~1 and the two were punching 
e. I 

27 CArollo pp. 152-153. 

I 

i 
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ROS. GARCIA, JR.: 

: Tell us who was holding Julius while he was stabbed? Touch his 
houlder. 

OlJRT INTERPRETER: 
he witness touched the shoulder of Panfilo Lade" Jr. 

ROS. GARCIA~ JR.: 
: And what happened to your cousin Julius atler he was stabhed? 
: He ran to the pla\;e where w~ were drinking, but ht: was not able to 

each the p]ace because he fe11 down. 

·.: Where did he fa)l down, on the roadside~ or where specifically? 
.. : He foll down on the roadside. 

ROS. GARCIA. JR.: 
: While he was already fell f sic] on the roadside, what happened? 

<fOURT: 
. : Do you know what happened? 

: He was stabbed on his neck. 

: Again? 
: When he fell down, hf.' was stabbed on his .peck. 

I 

ROS. GARCIA, JR.: I 

: Aside from hitting the neck, where else if ym~ know? 
: I did [sicJ not know anymore because the jeep was already far. 

1 : You saw Julius already on the ground. I-Io\\~ many persons did you 

: Four ( 4) persons. ; 

: The same i>ersons'? i
c :.ivhen Julius was stabbed again? ! 

: Yes, sir.::8 (Emphasis wp1~l1c:t!) 

Takln together. there is n,~ gr,;,;nd tr., discredit Normcl's .:,ut-of-court and 
in-court i entifo .. ~ation., The Court fo.qs tt) ~,ee :my grpu.n9 that would invalidate the 

• • • ·fi +· I "'1) fiJ r, • x·x·x,6- i'St d Y" .. Y'>6 ... 1s1 C) p~s1t1v~ 1 ent1 1cadon er an ! o .• ~ .. ~ynald~'.• .. '., _, " "r ,::>~!f , an [ _.... .:-:4. . . . n 
this pomt, we stress tJ1at the CA ;-rn,:; the [( l C's assess1:nent on the cred1b1l1ty of 
N I • 1d h • "h" • I ; • l h' h d orme as a ,\11tness an t e veracn:y or ... :s test1mon)' ar¢ grven t Je 1g est eg.ree I .. ; ! • - -

I I 
I I 

-----+-

~8 Id. at 157- -158. 

y 
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of respec ,29 especially if there i~; no fact or circumstance of weight or substance 
that was verlooked, rnisunderst,)od, or mj_~t!pp]ied, whi~h could affect the result 
of the cas .30 To be sure, Nonne! ha~bored no .. ill motive to falsely testify against 
the four a cused.31 The earnest de~irc~ to seek justice is not served should Norrnel 
abandon is conscience and prudence to blame innocent persons. Thus, Panfil o 
and Reyn ldo' s denial and alibi cann<)t ·prevail' ove1~ the positive declarations bf 
the prose ution witness .. These negai.iv~ dt~fenses are self-serving and undeservirig 
of weight in law absent clear a_nd convinchi.g proof .. 32 Panfilo and Reyna1do dtd 
not addu e evidence that they were somewhert:: else when the crimes we~e 
committe and that it was physically impossible for them to be present ~t the cri~e 
scene or i s immediate vicinity at the time of the incidents.-u '. ; : 

( 



Decision 15 G.R. No. 265481 

together fter achieving their common purpose. They did nothing after the 
incidents. They did not alert the authorities about the crimes which behavior 
certainly oes not speak of innocence. All these acts point to the conclusion that 
Panfilo, eynaldo, XXX26548 l, and YYY265481 are co-principals who 
conspire to commit the crimes. The act of one is the act of all. The four accused 
are liable for all the crimes committ~d iri. furtherance of the conspiracy. 39 

As intimated earlier, Panfilo and Reynaldo were charged with slight 
physical i uuries and murder docketed as Criminal Case Nos. 62, 240-2007 and 
62, 241-2 07, respectively. Corollarily, the prosecution proved in Criminal Case 
No. 62, 40-2007 that Normel sustained contusions when YYY265481 and 
Reynaldo delivered blows to stop him from aiding Julius. YYY26548 l and 
Reynaldo punched Normel twice revealing the malicious intent to inflict such 
injuries. 40 The contusions neither prevented Normel from engaging in his habitual 
work nor required medical assistance. As such, the slight physical injuries fall 
under Art cle 266, paragraph 2 of the Revised Pena] Code (RPC). Given that the 
crime hap ened before the enactment ofRepublicActNo. 10951,41 the beneficial 
and origi al provisions of the RPC shall apply which prescribed the penalty of 
arresto m nor or a fine not exceeding PHP 200.00 and censure. Considering the 
evil inten to inflict harm, the Court deems it proper to modify the punishment 
from fine o imprisonment. The prescribed penalty of arresto menor ranges from 
one day t 30 days imprisonment. As the penalty does not exceed one year, the 
Indetermi ate Sentence Law becomes inapplicable. Absent any modifying 
circumsta ce, the imposable penalty must be within the medium period of arresto 
menor or I days to 20 days imprisonment. Thus, the Court imposes upon Panfilo 
and Reyn ldo the straight penalty of 20 days imprisonment. As regards the civil 
liability, t e Court awards Normel PI-IP 5,000.00 moral damages which shall earn 
interest at the rate of 6% per annum from finality of this decision until fully paid 
pursuant t prevailing case law. 42 

In riminal Case No. 62, 241-2007, the prosecution likewise established 
the crime of murder which requires the presence of the following elements, 
namely: ( ) that a person was killed; (2) that the accused killed him or her; (3) 
that the ki ling was attended by any of the qualifying circumstances mentioned in 
Article 248 of the RPC; and (4) that the killing is not parricide or infanticide.43 It 
is clear th t XXX265481 stabbed Julius twice ·causing his death. The post-mortem 
examinati n of the body of Julius corroborated this fact. The killing was attended 
by the qu lifying aggravating circumstance of abuse of superior strength which 
demands he purposeful use of excessive force out of proportion to the means of 
defense a ailable to the persori attacked.44 The prosecution proved the relative 
disparity • n strength or force between Panfilo, Reynaldo, XXX265481, and 

39 People v. Medice, 679 Phil. 338,349 (2012) [Per J. Perez, Second Division]. 
40 Villareal . People, 680 Phil. 527 (2014) [Per J. Sereno, Second Division]. 
41 Republic Act No. 10951 (2017), An Act Adjusting the Amount or the Value of Property and Damage on 

Which a enalty is Based and the Fines Imposed Under the Revised Penal Code, Amending for the Purpose 
Act No. 3815, Otherwise Known as "The Revised Penal Code", as Amended. 

42 .Javarez v People, 881 Phil. 546 (2020) [Per J. Lazaro-Javier, First Division]. 
43 Ramos v. eople, 803 Phil. 775, 783 (2017) [Per J. Perlas-Bernabe, First Division]. 
44 People v. Villanueva and Sayson, 807 Phil. 245,252 (2017) [Per J. Reyes, Third Division]. 
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YYY265 81 as assailants, and Julius as the lone unarmed victim~ The collective 
conduct fthe four accused, one of them armed with a deadly weapon, in blocking 
and restr ining the victim before the fatal attack likewise indicate that they 
deliberat ly sought abuse of superior strength to ensure the commission of the 
crime. 45 astly, the killing is neither p~icide nor infanticide. Under Article 248 
of the C, the crime of murder is punishable with reclusion perpetua to death. 
Absent apy other aggravating circumstance, the imposable penalty must be 
reclusion Ii: erpetua. Hence, the CA erred in imposing reclusion perpetua in lieu of 
death pe alty upon Panfilo and Reynaldo. The Court also finds it appropriate to 
reduce t e civil liability of the accused. The awards of PHP 75,000.00 civil 
indemni , PHP 75,000.00 moral damages, PHP 75,000.00 exemplary damages, 
and PHP ·o,000.00 temperate damages are prope11 in accordance with prevailing 
law and j risprudence.46 The award of damages shall a11 earn interest at the rate 
of 6% pe annum from finality of this Decision until fully paid. 

A CORDINGLY, the appeal is DENIED. The Court of Appeals' 
Decision ated March 25, 2021 in CA-G.R. CR-HC No. 02205 is AFFIR1\1ED 
with MO IFICATIONS. 

In riminal Case No. 62, 240-2007, accused-appe~ants Panfilo DeJgado 
Lade, .Jr. nd Reynaldo Logronio Dela Torre, Jr. are GUI TY of slight phy~ical 
injuries a dare sentenced to suffer the straight penalty of~0 days imprisonment. 
The accu ed-appellants are solidarily liable to ~ay the vict,m Normel Lapinig of 
PHP 5,00 .00 moral damages which shall earnin:terestatth~ rate of6% per annum 
from fina ity of this Decision until full payment. I 1 I I 

I 

In riminal Case No. 62, 241-2007, accused-~ppeljants Pmifilo Delgado 
Lade, Jr. nd Reynaldo Logronio Dela Torre, Jr. are GUIL;Y of murder and are 
sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion pe,petua.i The accused-apJ?ellants are 
solidarily liable to pay the heirs of the victim J~lius Bacolod Caramonte of PHP 
75,000.00 civil indemnity, PHP 75,000.00 rtjo~al. damages, PHP 75,000.00 
exempla damages, and PHP 50,000.00 temp~rate: damages which shall earn 
interest a the rate of 6% per annum from ! fi~al!ilty: of this Decision until full 
payment. • I 

' . 
. l 

SO ORDERED. 

! • 

. ·'1 

( 

;:J 

-----+-------· l: I 

45 See Vale, :-ueh, v. reo,,!e. _61?. l~1i,1. 90?, :~ 1 ·;• :_:?()i)!Jj n\~1_·, ~L Bri;l'.n, Sec(,1;u.i Division]. 
46 People v. /ugueta, 783 Phtl. P.'Jo (2016) tPrr .I .. Pernlt:!. Li~ Banf j~ 1 • . 

~-
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