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**Title: People of the Philippine Islands vs. Gregorio Santiago (1922)**

**Facts:**
The case revolves around the tragic incident where Gregorio Santiago, while driving an
automobile at a speed of 30 miles per hour on a highway that was 6 meters wide, caused the
death of Porfirio Parondo, a 7-year-old boy. Santiago, in an attempt to navigate a narrow
space between a stationary wagon and a heap of stones, did not reduce his speed nor
exercise  the  necessary  precaution and vigilant  care  amidst  the  presence of  two boys,
leading to the fatal accident.

Subsequently,  Santiago was prosecuted under Act No. 2886 for the crime of  homicide
through reckless negligence and was sentenced by the trial court to one year and one day of
prision correccional, along with the imposition of trial costs. Dissatisfied, Santiago appealed
the decision to the Supreme Court of the Philippines, raising four key errors related to the
trial court’s jurisdiction, the constitutionality of Act No. 2886, and the adequacy of the
evidence supporting his conviction.

**Issues:**
1. Whether Act No. 2886, under which the criminal complaint was filed, is constitutional.
2. Whether the trial court had jurisdiction over the accused and the subject matter of the
complaint.
3. Whether the appellant was deprived of due process.
4. Whether the appellant was properly convicted for the crime charged.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court meticulously reviewed each issue raised by Santiago.

1. **Constitutionality of Act No. 2886**: The court upheld the constitutionality of Act No.
2886, ruling that it does not possess the character of a constitutional law and is within the
legislative power of the Philippine Legislature to amend. The court dismissed the assertion
that such amendments by the Philippine Legislature were unauthorized, establishing that
the Legislature has  the authority  to  legislate  on criminal  matters,  including amending
procedural laws.

2. **Jurisdiction and Due Process**: The court confirmed that the trial court had jurisdiction
over the case and the accused, and that Santiago was not deprived of due process. The
court underscored the territorial principle in the exercise of jurisdiction and prosecutorial
powers, indicating that within its territory, the Philippine government has the authority to
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prosecute offenses under the delegated sovereignty of the United States.

3. **Conviction of the Crime Charged**: Upon review of the factual evidence, the Supreme
Court found the trial court’s findings well-supported and affirmed Santiago’s conviction for
homicide through reckless negligence.

**Doctrine:**
– The legislative autonomy of the Philippine government allows it to enact and amend laws,
including those pertaining to criminal procedure, under the delegated sovereignty of the
United States.
–  Constitutional  issues  regarding  procedural  aspects  of  a  law  do  not  invalidate  the
legislative actions of the Philippine Legislature if such actions are within its jurisdiction and
do not contravene due process rights.

**Class Notes:**
– Legislative Power of the Philippine Legislature: The Legislature can enact and amend
laws, including those on criminal procedure, within the scope of its granted powers.
–  Constitutional  Safeguards  and  Legislation:  Legislative  actions  that  comply  with  due
process rights and fall within the legislature’s authority are valid, even in the absence of
explicit constitutional guidelines specific to the Philippines.
– Due Process in Criminal Prosecutions: An accused must be informed of the nature and
cause  of  the  accusation,  but  minor  procedural  deficiencies  or  deviations  do  not
automatically  infringe upon due process  rights  if  they do not  materially  prejudice  the
accused’s substantive rights.
–  Territorial  Jurisdiction:  The  Philippine  Government  has  the  authority  to  define  and
prosecute crimes within  its  territory  under  the delegated sovereignty  from the United
States, consistent with territorial principles of jurisdiction.

**Historical Background:**
This case reflects the legal and legislative evolution of the Philippines as a U.S. territory,
illustrating the jurisdictional and procedural development within the Philippine legal system
during the American colonial period. It reveals the transition of legislative powers from the
Military Government to the Philippine Legislature and highlights the interplay between
delegated sovereignty and local legislative autonomy in the realm of criminal justice and
procedural law.


