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### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Ernesto Cruz, Jr. y Concepgi(c))(r)lgagl%aﬁ
Agustin y Ramos

### Facts:

On August 23, 1998, Atty. Danilo Soriano was kidnapped and robbed in Pandi, Bulacan, by
Ernesto Cruz, Jr., Reynaldo Agustin, and accomplices. The abduction occurred as Soriano
was being driven to catch a jeepney by Agustin, his farm caretaker. Agustin diverted
Soriano into a jeep where Cruz and others announced a hold-up, robbing Soriano before
detaining him in a hut for a week and demanding ransom. The operation to ransom Soriano
led to the involvement of PAOCTF, resulting in a rescue operation where Agustin was
arrested at the scene, while Cruz was caught after collecting ransom money. Both were
charged and found guilty by the RTC and the Court of Appeals (CA) for Kidnapping and
Serious Illegal Detention and Robbery, sentencing them to death, later modified to reclusion
perpetua without parole due to R.A. No. 9346.

### Procedural Posture:

After the RTC’s guilty verdict, the cases were forwarded to the Supreme Court in view of the
death penalty. However, pursuant to the People v. Mateo ruling, it was transferred to the
CA for intermediate review. The CA affirmed the RTC’s decision in toto and elevated the
cases back to the Supreme Court for final review.

### Issues:

1. Whether the appellants conspired to commit the crime of Kidnapping and Serious Illegal
Detention.

2. Whether the element of deprivation of liberty was present to constitute the crime of
kidnapping.

3. Whether the appellants’ guilt was established beyond reasonable doubt.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the CA and RTC’s decisions, finding both appellants guilty
beyond reasonable doubt of Kidnapping and Serious Illegal Detention. It held that:

- The evidence constituted a compact mass proving beyond a reasonable doubt the
appellants’ guilt.

- The conspiracy between Cruz and Agustin, through their actions before, during, and after
the incident, established their joint intention to deprive Soriano of his liberty.

- Soriano’s detention, under threats and armed guard, undisputedly constituted illegal
deprivation of liberty.
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This case reinforces the principle that conspiracy to commit a crime implicates all
participants equally, regardless of the degree of their involvement, as long as the conspiracy
and their participation are proven beyond a reasonable doubt. Additionally, it emphasizes
that deprivation of liberty, a critical element in kidnapping, can be established through both
direct and circumstantial evidence showing the victim'’s restricted freedom of movement.

### Class Notes:

- Elements of Kidnapping and Serious Illegal Detention include: (a) offender is a private
individual; (b) he kidnaps or detains another, or in any manner deprives the latter of his
liberty; (c) the act of detention or kidnapping is illegal; (d) the kidnapping or detention is
accompanied by any of the circumstances enumerated in Article 267 of the Revised Penal
Code as amended.

- Conspiracy requires a common decision to commit a crime; each conspirator is equally
liable for acts of others in execution of the conspiracy.

- Deprivation of liberty in kidnapping must be proven to be the intention of the malefactor,
which can be shown through direct or circumstantial evidence.

### Historical Background:

The revision of procedural rules allowing intermediate CA review before Supreme Court
finalization, as enacted post the People v. Mateo case, illustrates the evolving judicial
process in the Philippines aimed at ensuring thorough scrutiny of capital punishment cases.
This case further underscores the impact of legislative changes (R.A. No. 9346) on the
imposition of the death penalty, reflecting shifts in the country’s stance on capital
punishment.
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