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THIRD DIVISION

[ G.R. No. 107747, October 20, 1997 ]

THE PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE, VS.
ARNOLD TALINGTING @ ANOL, ACCUSED-APPELLANT.
DECISION

ROMERO, 1J.:

The night of December 21, 1990 held the promise of much festivity and fun
Excitement was palpable in the air as young and old alike, dressed in their best,
trudged the well-worn path to where the dance was held. The mush-awaited event,
one of the few occasions for social interaction in the rural areas, took a tragic turn,
however, at dawn, as a man’s life was snuffed out in the prime of his life.

This is an appeal from the decision dated October 29, 1991 of the Regional Trial
Court (RTC) of Tagbilaran City, Bohol, Branch 1, convicting Arnold Talingting of the
crime of murder and sentencing him to reclusion perpetua.

The relevant facts gathered from the records follow:

The accused, Arnold Talingting, together with his friends, Balbino Balani, Jr.,
Marciano Balani and Larry Bayonas, left barrio San Vicente to attend the dance held

in Barangay San Jose on the evening of December 21, 1990.[1] At the dance hall,
the group approached 15-year old Rosalia Linggo whom the accused had known for

a few months.[2] The party was still in full swing at around 1:30 a.m. when Balbino
Balani Jr. who was also acquainted with Rosalia asked her to dance with him to
which the girl acquiesced. After the dance, accused accosted Rosalia and “put her to
shame.” The innocent girl was allegedly called “very cheap” by the accused.
Obviously hurt and embarrassed by the unprovoked and slanderous remark against

her, Rosalia cried a river of tears.[3]

Upon seeing the girl crying profusely, victim Dario Cuyno asked her the reason for
her distress, while patting her on the shoulders. Rosalia confessed that it was due to
the accused calling her “very cheap.”

At around this time, Armando Barmuel who was on his way to answer the call of
nature saw the couple, hesitated briefly out of curiosity but proceeded to walk away.
He was eventually followed by the victim who was going to respond to the same

need.[4]

As the victim was relieving himself, Talingting suddenly appeared from nowhere and
without provocation swiftly stabbed him with a hunting knife, hitting him on the left
chest, a few inches below the nipple. The victim was unable to defend himself as the
attack was sudden, unexpected and done with stealth. He cried out that he had

been stabbed as he slumped to the ground.[®]



Barmuel, who was about 2 meters away from the victim, saw the accused “pull out”
the hunting knife from the left chest of Cuyno whom he overheard crying out that he
had been stabbed. When Barmuel saw the accused flee as the victim was falling, he
ran immediately to the emcee of the program at the dancing area and reported the
stabbing. He then rushed back to the dying victim, and loaded him on a motorcycle
which sped off towards the wharf.

At the wharf, Armando Barmuel met Pfc. Armando Palatan and Pfc. Romulo Palatan,
both from the Philippine National Police (PNP) of Pres. Garcia. They loaded the body
of the victim to a pumpboat which brought them to the hospital in Talibon, Bohol.
Pfc. Armando Palatan, meanwhile, noticed that Dario Cuyno was already loosing
consciousness so he decided to take down the latter’s statement. He asked the
victim what transpired, to which the victim answered weakly that he was stabbed by
accused, Talingting. Sensing that the victim was expiring, he grabbed the latter’s
right hand and dipped his thumb in his own blood. The bloodied thumb was then
pressed on the antemortem statement of the victim in the presence of Armando
Barmuel, Pfc. Romulo Palatan, the pumpboat operator and some boat helpers. Dario
Cuyno never reached the hospital as he expired soon after.

When the body of Dario Cuyno was examined by Dra. Monica Cagulada in the
hospital, she found that the victim died of hypoboluliric shock due to the stab wound
in his left chest, which was approximately one inch in diameter and about two
inches below the nipple line.

In the meantime, Mamerto Serdenia, a Barangay Tanod of Barrio San Jose where
the crime was committed, was roused from his sleep with the report that Dario
Cuyno was stabbed to death by appellant Talingting. He left for the dancing area
where the accused surrendered voluntarily to him, after which he turned over the
latter to Pfc. Roberto Gaviola at the Municipal Hall for investigation. During the
investigation, accused admitted to Pfc. Afredo Palatan that he stabbed Dario Cuyno
with a hunting knife which was subsequently found near the dance hall where the
accused said it would be and turned over to the investigators.

Accused denies the murder charge and invokes self-defense. His evidence is
anchored on his own testimony and the testimonies of Balbino Balane Jr., and
Marciano Balani.

Balbino Balane Jr., testified that he together with Marciano Balani, Larry Bayonas
and the accused went to the dance on the fateful night of December 21, 1990. He
recounted that it was he whom prosecution witness, Rosalia Linggo, referred to as
the man who danced with her which provoked the accused to call said witness as
“very cheap.” He, however, denied the accused ever calling Rosalia “very cheap” to

her face.[6] He further testified that the victim, his third-degree cousin, is a known

troublemaker in the communityl”] and that at about 1:30 a.m. of December 22,
1990, the victim, Dario Cuyno together with four men asked him for the

whereabouts of the accused and he answered that he did not know.[8]

The other defense witness, Marciano Balani, corroborate the foregoing statement of
Balbino Balane Jr.,, on two major points, namely that the victim was a well-known
trouble-maker in the community and that Dario Cuyno, together with four men



looked for the accused before the incident.[®] He narrated further that upon being
asked by the victim where the accused was, hr became suspicious, so he followed
the victim and the four men.[10] He saw the victim collar the accused while the four
men surrounded them. One of them saying, “This is your chance, pards” while

punching his own fist to emphasize his point.[11] He then witnessed the accused
trying unsuccessfully to free himself from the victim’s grip. After the accused blindly

made a single backward thrust with his knife at the victim, he saw accused flee.[12]

The accused testified that he was answering the call of nature when someone
collared him from behind while four other persons surrounded him. When, in
response to his inquiry, he learned that it was Dario Cuyno, he became afraid
because of the latter’s unsavory reputation. His fear was heightened when he heard

one of the four men say, “This is our chance, pards.”[13] Since he could not free
himself, he stabbed the victim blindly with a single backward thrust of his knife in
order to forestall any possible harm on his person by the victim and his four
companions.[14] Thereafter, he ran away and hid in the dark with the intension of
surrendering as soon as daylight broke but he was apprehended on the way by

Barangay Tanod Mamerto Serdenia, to whom he surrendered voluntarily.[1]

After trial, Judge Antonio H. Bautista rendered a decision dated October 29, 1991,
finding accused guilty of murder. The dispositive portion states thus:

“PREMISES CONSIDERED, the court finds the accused Arnold Talingting
guilty of crime of Murder punished Under Article 243 of the Revised Penal
Code and hereby imposes upon him to suffer an imprisonment of
Reclusion Perpetua, with the accessories of the law and to pay the cost.

The accused Arnold Talingting is further ordered to indemnify the heirs of
the deceased Dario Cuyno the amount of FIFTY THOUSAND PESOS
(P50,000) without subsidiary imprisonment in case of insolvency.

The Batangas knife which was used in the commission of the crime is
hereby ordered forfeited in favor of the government.[16]

SO ORDERED.”

Aggrieved, accused comes to this court seeking the reversal of his conviction on
grounds of credibility of witnesses and self-defense.

We find the appeal devoid of merit.

Accused tries to cast doubt on the veracity of the testimonies of the witnesses for
the prosecution. It must be borne in mind, however, that “resort to appellate review
to reverse the findings thereon of the trial court would generally elicit a rebuff from
the superior court where no perceivable gross error bordering on misapprehension

of the facts could be readily gleaned from such factual conclusions.”l17] It is settled
beyond question that the factual findings of the lower court are accorded high
respect and are generally not disturbed by the appellate court unless found to be



