G.R. No. L-13982. July 31, 1920 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Charlie Fieldad, Ryan Cornista, and Edgar Pimentel

### Facts:

On March 9, 1999, appellants Charlie Fieldad, Ryan Cornista, and Edgar Pimentel, and
other detention prisoners, were accused of the murder of two jail guards, JO2 Reynaldo
Gamboa and JO1 Juan Bacolor, Jr., and the crime of carnapping within the BJMP Compound,
Urdaneta City, Pangasinan. The indictment led to charges of Murder with the use of
unlicensed firearms against them in separate criminal case numbers (U-10053 & U-10054),
and one charge of carnapping (U-10055). Upon arraignment, the appellants pled not guilty.

The prosecution’s narrative established that on the morning of the incident, a routine
headcount led to an altercation where Chan initiated an attack by shooting JO2 Gamboa,
and Fieldad and Cornista attacked JO1 Bacolor, leading to both guards’ deaths.
Subsequently, Fieldad, along with other inmates, stole a Tamaraw Jeep to facilitate their
escape.

The appellants disputed their involvement, each detailing circumstances of coercion and
denial of actions attributed to them.

The trial court found Fieldad, Cornista, and Julius Chan guilty of murder and sentenced
them to reclusion perpetua, along with ordering them to pay damages. Meanwhile,
Pimentel, among others, was acquitted of murder charges but was found guilty of
carnapping.

The Court of Appeals affirmed the trial court’s decision with modifications regarding
Cornista’s penalties, given his minority status at the time of the crime.

### [ssues:

1. Whether the prosecution was able to prove the guilt of the appellants beyond reasonable
doubt.

2. Whether conspiracy and treachery were properly appreciated in the alleged killings.

3. The validity of acknowledging Cornista’s minority as a mitigating factor.

4. The credibility and weight of the appellants’ testimonies versus the prosecution’s
evidence.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court found the appeal unmeritorious, emphasizing the established
conspiracy, use of treachery, and the validity of the convictions. Specifically, it noted:
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- **Treacherous Conditions**: The guards were unsuspecting and unable to defend
themselves, which constituted treachery regardless of their armed state.

- *Positive Identification**: Witnesses and circumstantial evidence sufficiently identified
the appellants’ participation.

- **Conspiracy**: The appellants’ coordinated actions before, during, and after the incident
indicated a joint conspiracy.

- **Carnapping Elements**: All elements of carnapping were substantiated against
appellants.

Modifications to the Court of Appeals’ decision included adjustments to the damage awards
and further clarification on penalties and paroles.

### Doctrine:

The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine of treachery, where the attack is so devised to
ensure execution without risk to the aggressor from any defensive or retaliatory act by the
victim. Moreover, the case illustrated principles related to conspiracy in criminal acts,
proving that when a conspiracy is established, the act of one is the act of all. Additionally,
the case discussed elements necessary to establish the crime of carnapping within the
Philippine legal context.

### Class Notes:

- *Treachery** requires that the victim was defenseless and unprepared, and the methods
of execution guaranteed the assailants’ safety from any defensive action.

- **Conspiracy** involves a common design towards the accomplishment of a criminal
purpose, where the act of one is the act of all.

- **Carnapping** is constituted by the taking of a vehicle with intent to gain, without the
owner’s consent, or with the use of violence or intimidation.

- The presence of **mitigating factors** such as minority must be properly established to
affect sentencing.

- In legal proceedings, **positive identification and credibility** of witnesses play crucial
roles in the determination of guilt.

### Historical Background:

This case encapsulates the Philippine judiciary’s approach to crimes involving treachery,
conspiracy, and the distinctive consideration of minority in sentencing. It demonstrates the
comprehensive process from the lower courts to the Supreme Court in affirming principles
of justice while ensuring that the accused’s rights and factual circumstances are considered.
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