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### Title:
People of the Philippines v. Eligio Jimenez, 99 Phil. 285 (1956)

### Facts:
|Step by Step|
|—|
1. *Event at Hut*: On April 3, 1952, at around 10 PM, Nicolas de los Reyes was resting in
the hut of his father-in-law, Jose Madriaga, in sitio Cruz, San Narciso, Zambales. Present
were Nicolas’ wife, Rosalina Madriaga, baby, 9-year-old daughter Erlinda, and stepmother
Laura Lavandelo. Jose Madriaga was away at the farm.
2. *Assault*: Eligio Jimenez suddenly entered the hut and attacked Nicolas with a bolo
without warning.
3. *Escape*: Rosalina, Laura, and the children fled, returning the next morning.
4. *Discovery*: Jose Madriaga found Jimenez near the hut’s door with a bolo, blood on the
floor, and a blood-smeared sack. Jimenez confessed to the murder, forced Madriaga to help
dispose of the body 2 km away in an abandoned well, and threatened Madriaga with death if
he disclosed it.
5. *Reporting*: The next day, Rosalina narrated the previous night’s events to Madriaga,
who reported to authorities.
6. *Investigation*: Authorities retrieved a sack with a skeleton, cut by a cutting instrument,
from the well. It was identified as Nicolas de los Reyes.
7. *Defense*: Jimenez claimed an alibi; however, it was uncorroborated and weak given the
proximity of his house to the crime scene.
8. *Decision in Lower Court*: The Court of First Instance of Zambales found Jimenez guilty
of murder, sentenced him to death, and ordered indemnity of PHP 6,000 to the heirs of the
deceased.

### Issues:
1. **Credibility of Witnesses**: Can the testimonies of Rosalina Madriaga, Erlinda de los
Reyes,  Laura  Lavandelo,  and  Jose  Madriaga  be  considered  credible  despite  minor
inconsistencies?
2.  **Motive**:  Is  the  prosecution  able  to  establish  motive  sufficiently  to  support  the
conviction?
3. **Alibi**: Can Jimenez’s uncorroborated alibi be accepted over eyewitness testimonies?
4. **Evident Premeditation**: Was there evident premeditation in the commission of the
crime?
5. **Nighttime and Cruelty**: Are the aggravating circumstances of nighttime and cruelty
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applicable in this case?
6. **Decision Validity under Aggravating Circumstances**: Should the death sentence be
maintained or modified in light of mitigating and aggravating circumstances?

### Court’s Decision:
1. **Credibility of Witnesses**: The Supreme Court found the testimonies credible despite
minor inconsistencies, supporting the finding that Jimenez killed the deceased.
2.  **Motive**:  The Court  accepted the trial  court’s  determination that  the motive was
Jimenez’s desire to have Rosalina exclusively, corroborated by their illicit relationship.
3. **Alibi**: The alibi was deemed weak and insufficient to counter detailed eyewitness
accounts.
4. **Evident Premeditation**: The Supreme Court ruled out evident premeditation due to
insufficient clear evidence.
5.  **Nighttime and Cruelty**:  Nighttime was  rejected  as  an  aggravating  circumstance
because it is inherent in treachery; cruelty was dismissed in the absence of proof that the
dismemberment occurred while the deceased was alive.
6.  **Aggravating  Circumstances**:  With  no  mitigating  circumstances  to  offset  the
aggravating circumstance of dwelling, the penalty should legally be death. However, due to
insufficient votes to impose the death penalty, it was modified to life imprisonment. Thus,
Jimenez was sentenced to life imprisonment, indemnity of PHP 6,000, and costs.

### Doctrine:
– **Credibility of Witness Testimony**: Minor inconsistencies in the testimonies of witnesses
do not necessarily impair credibility if these inconsistencies pertain to insignificant details.
– **Motive**: Irrelevant to guilt but relevant for determining criminal responsibility and
corroborating witness testimonies.
– **Eyewitness Reliability over Alibi**: An uncorroborated and weak alibi cannot prevail
over credible eyewitness testimony.
– **Evaluation of Aggravating Circumstances**: Aggravating circumstances must be proven
conclusively;  inherent  or  speculative circumstances should be carefully  scrutinized and
often dismissed if not clear.

### Class Notes:
1. **Key Elements**:
– **Credibility of Witnesses:** Minor inconsistencies acceptable.
– **Motive Support for Testimonies:** Established {Art. 14(1) of the Revised Penal Code}.
– **Treachery (Art. 14(16) RPC)**: Nighttime use when inherent.
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– **Remanding the Sentence**: Lack of sufficient votes for death sentence justifies life
imprisonment {Art. 248 and Art. 63 RPC}.
2. **Statutes/Provisions**:
– **Art. 14(1) RPC**: “Relationship as an aggravating circumstance.”
– **Art. 14(16) RPC**: “Treachery in killing.”
– **Art. 248 and Art. 63 RPC**: “Prescription of death penalty and adjustments with vote
insufficiency.”

### Historical Background:
The case took place during a turbulent time in post-war Philippines with ongoing Huk rebel
activities. The social fabric was tense with violence and scapegoating often taking place,
providing a lens through which individual criminal acts could have wider implications for
both community dynamics and perceptions of justice. The decision reflects the careful legal
balance between stringent evidence requirements and the societal desire for proportional
retributive justice within the legal framework of the era.


