G.R. No. 8931. March 14, 1914 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: The United States vs. Juan Maqui

### Facts:

Juan Maqui was convicted in the Court of First Instance for the theft of a caraballa (water
buffalo) and her calf. The case escalated to the Supreme Court based on the appellant’s
contestation against the lower court’s decision, particularly questioning the probative value
of the testimony from the principal witness for the prosecution, the admissibility of certain
extrajudicial admissions made by Maqui (including an offer to compromise the case by
payment), and the credibility given to the accused’s testimony.

Throughout the proceedings, there were three key contentions from the defense: the
challenge to the principal witness’s testimony, objections to the admissibility of extrajudicial
admissions and an offer to compromise due to a claim they were made involuntarily or
without formal proof of voluntariness, and an attempt to elevate the accused’s own
testimony in defense over these elements.

The procedural journey involved Maqui’s conviction, the imposition of a five-year
imprisonment sentence along with accessory penalties and costs, followed by an appeal to
the Philippine Supreme Court, wherein a detailed scrutiny of evidentiary and testimonial
admissibility, alongside legal premises concerning offers to compromise in criminal cases,
was undertaken.

### Issues:

1. Whether the trial court erred in attributing probative value to the testimony of the
principal witness and in accepting extrajudicial admissions claimed to have been
involuntarily made.

2. The admissibility of offers to compromise in criminal proceedings and their implications
regarding the accused’s admission of guilt.

3. The consideration of the “degree of instruction and education” of the offender as a
mitigating factor in sentencing.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court found no merit in questioning the principal witness’s credibility, upheld
the admissibility of the extrajudicial admissions and offers to compromise as evidence of
guilt when made voluntarily, and reaffirmed their relevance in criminal proceedings under
specified conditions. Furthermore, the Court underscored the importance of considering the
offender’s “degree of instruction and education” as a mitigating factor. Specifically, it
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recognized a lack of clarity on whether Maqui was an uncivilized Igorot but noted his
evident lack of education and instruction as significant.

The Supreme Court modified the initial sentence to a minimum degree penalty under the
Penal Code, effectively reducing Maqui’s imprisonment to two years, four months, and one
day of presidio correctional.

### Doctrine:

The ruling reaffirmed doctrines concerning the admissibility of extrajudicial admissions and
offers to compromise in criminal cases, establishing that such evidence, when made
voluntarily, should be considered against the accused. It also elucidated the principle that
the level of the offender’s education and instruction could serve as a mitigating
circumstance in sentencing, especially for those from uncivilized tribes or similarly
disadvantaged backgrounds.

### Class Notes:

1. **Extrajudicial Admissions**: Voluntary admissions by the accused outside of court
proceedings are admissible as evidence of guilt.

2. **Qffers to Compromise**: In criminal cases, offers to compromise can be admitted as
evidence against the accused but must be shown to have been made voluntarily and without
coercion.

3. **Mitigating Factors in Sentencing**: The degree of instruction and education of an
offender can be considered a mitigating factor, potentially reducing the severity of the
sentence.

4. **Relevant Legal Statutes**:

- **Penal Code Articles 517, 518, and 520 (as amended by Act No. 2030)**: Pertains to theft
of large cattle and corresponding penalties.

- *¥*Article 11 of the Penal Code (as amended by Act No. 2142)**: Provides for the
consideration of an offender’s level of education as a mitigating circumstance.

### Historical Background:

This case illuminates the Philippine legal system’s handling of crimes involving indigenous
or uneducated populations at the time. It illustrates the pivot towards a more nuanced
understanding of criminal responsibility, accounting for the social and educational
background of the accused. The decision reflects early 20th-century legal principles in the
Philippines while highlighting efforts to adapt justice to the diverse cultural fabric of the
country.
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