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**Title: The People of the Philippine Islands vs. Aurelio Lamahang**

**Facts:**
At early dawn on March 2, 1935, Policeman Jose Tomambing, while patrolling his beat on
Delgado and C.R. Fuentes streets of Iloilo City, caught the accused, Aurelio Lamahang, in
the act of making an opening in the wall of a store belonging to Tan Yu, with an iron bar.
Tan Yu and another  person  were  asleep  inside  the  store  at  the  time.  Lamahang had
managed to break one board and unfasten another from the wall before being arrested by
Tomambing, who placed him under custody.

Procedural Posture:
1. Lamahang was charged before the Court of First Instance of Iloilo.
2. The court found him guilty of attempted robbery and sentenced him to two years and four
months of prison correctional and an additional penalty of ten years and one day of prison
mayor for being a habitual delinquent, along with the accessory penalties and court costs.
3. Lamahang appealed the decision to the Supreme Court, contesting his conviction.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the acts committed by Lamahang constituted attempted robbery or another
offense.
2. If not attempted robbery, whether the facts of the case established attempted trespass to
dwelling.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court held that Lamahang’s actions did not amount to attempted robbery due
to the lack of clear indication from the record that his intent was to take possession of
property for gain, which is essential for robbery. Instead, the Court found Lamahang guilty
of attempted trespass to dwelling.

Issue 1: Attempted Robbery
– The Court reasoned that to constitute an attempt to commit robbery, there must be a
logical and necessary connection between the perpetrator’s initial acts and the completion
of the offense, leading directly to its realization.
– The Policeman’s testimony showed that Lamahang was creating an opening with an iron
bar, but there was no clear evidence that he intended to commit robbery once inside. The
record did not establish beyond doubt a concrete end goal such as theft.

Issue 2: Attempted Trespass to Dwelling
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– The Court identified that Lamahang’s actions were more aligned with attempted trespass
to dwelling under Article 280 of the Revised Penal Code.
– The recorded facts showed that Lamahang intended to forcefully gain entry into Tan Yu’s
store against the owner’s will, qualifying his actions as an attempted unlawful entry into a
dwelling.
– The Court cited precedent decisions pointing out the necessity of clear, direct overt acts to
determine the specific offense attempted by the accused.

In aggravation:
– The presence of nighttime and Lamahang’s prior convictions.
In mitigation:
– The accused’s lack of instruction.

The Court revised the penalty accordingly to three months and one day of arresto mayor
considering the balance of aggravating and mitigating circumstances.

**Doctrine:**
– The “logical connection” standard: An attempt to commit an offense under the Penal Code
requires that the initial acts by the perpetrator logically and necessarily lead to the intended
criminal act.
– When overt acts can be interpreted doubly—favorably or adversely—they cannot suffice
for attempted or frustrated offenses without clear intent proof.

**Class Notes:**
– **Key Elements**: In attempt-related offenses, understanding the firmness of the “intent”
behind perpetrator’s acts is crucial; more ambiguous acts are not sufficient to constitute a
criminal attempt.
– **Statutes**: Article 280, Revised Penal Code — Trespass to dwelling; Article 51, Revised
Penal Code — Reduction in penalty for attempts.
– **Application**: The “logical and necessary connection” test clarifies that ambiguous acts
cannot be prosecuted as attempts to crimes unless such acts unambiguously indicate the
specific criminal intent.

**Historical Background:**
This case took place in the pre-World War II  Philippines, a time when the nation was
governed by the Revised Penal Code which was derived from Spanish legal tradition. The
decision reflects a transitional period in Philippine law where legal interpretations had to
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harmonize codals with nuanced principles of intent and action.


