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TORRES, J.:

After 10 o'clock at night on the 17th of January, 1907, the house of the married couple Manuel Boydon and Josef
a Flores, situated in the barrio of Jaen, town of San Antonio, Nueva Ecija, was assaulted by six armed individuals,
and, while they entered the house, one of six others who had remained in the yard fired a shot; in the meantime
the assailants, by means of intimidation and threats of death, succeeded in securing the sum of P19.40. When
leaving the house the thieves caught the woman by the hand and dragged her a distance of about one hundred
brazas, and on reaching a place called Dampulan, they released her under the promise that she would bring them
P10 more in paper money, for which they agreed to wait; but she did not return because she met her husband on
the road together with other residents who were called out by the latter to search for his wife, Josefa Flores. The
culprits on leaving the yard of the house fired another shot.

In view of the foregoing, the provincial fiscal of Tarlac and Nueva Ecija filed a complaint on the 1st of April,
1907, charging the said six individuals, and others unknown, with the crime of robbery en cuadrilla, and the trial
judge entered judgment on the 7th of October, 1907, sentencing the five accused to the penalty of ten years of
presidio mayor, with the accessory penalties, to jointly and severally pay an indemnity of P9.40 and each of them
to pay one-fifth of the costs. From this judgment the accused have appealed.

The above-described facts, duly proven in this case, constitute the crime of robbery en cuadrilla, defined and
punished by articles 502 and 503, No. 5, in connection with article 504 of the Penal Code, inasmuch as the
commission of the said crime, that is, the robbery of the sum of P9.40 by means of intimidation and threats,
carried out by six armed individuals accompanied by six others who remained in the yard and the environs of the
assaulted house, has been proven by the testimony of the aggrieved parties and by some of their neighbors, one of
these being the lieutenant of the barrio; the robbers fired two shots, one on commencing the assault, and another
when leaving the place where the robbery was committed, undoubtedly for the purpose of intimidating the injured
persons and other inhabitants of the place.

The five defendants present denied the charge and pleaded not guilty, but notwithstanding the allegations and
attempts to prove an alibi made by Alejandro Quijono, Oipriano Candelaria, and Sotero Quitalig, the merits of the
case, taken as a whole, produce in the mind a full conviction of the guilt of the said three defendants as the proven
principals by direct participation, together with one Francisco and other persons unknown, of the robbery en
cuadrilla herein prosecuted, since, notwithstanding the attestations of the witnesses, it is a fact that the injured
woman, Josefa Flores, recognized them when she was seized and maltreated by them and by the other thieves; and
when she reported the affair to the lieutenant councilor of the barrio though she did not then reveal the names of
the thieves whom she had recognized as being residents of the barrio, for fear of being killed, she did so later,
however, through her son.
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Manuel Boydon, the husband of Josefa Flores, confirmed his wife's statement and set forth that, among the
thieves who assaulted their house, they only knew Alejandro Quijano and recognized the voices of Cipriano
Candelaria and Sotero Quitalig who, from below, instructed those who were in the upper floor of the house to
demand from the inmates the value of a horse which Boydon had sold a week before, which sale had been made,
as a matter of fact; and the lieutenant of the barrio also confirmed the statement made by the injured woman,
Flores, inasmuch as it was because of her description and that made by her husband that the accused, who were
residents of the same barrio where they lived, were arrested. From the foregoing data and other merits resulting in
these proceedings, one acquires the fullest conviction of the participation of the said Quijano, Candelaria, and
Quitalig in the robbery in question; it should also be noted that Candelaria has already served a term of
imprisonment for theft, and Quitalig, although acquitted, was once prosecuted for robbery.

As to the other accused persons, Mamerto Garcia and Agustin Macaspac, the injured woman Flores also alleges
that she recognized them among the thieves who sequestered her after the robbery; but this statement, being an
isolated one, and not corroborated by any evidence even tending to prove their culpability, is not by itself
sufficient to justify a conviction. It is not incompatible with the rigor of the criminal law, or strict justice, to give
them the benefit of any reasonable doubt in regard to their culpability, and to acquit them; the presumption of
innocence in this particular being given more weight in the absence of satisfactory evidence of their participation
in the crime.

As to the motion for a new trial presented by counsel for Sotero Quitalig, as the same is not in accordance with
the provisions of section 42 of General Orders, No. 58, and the requisites set forth in the decision rendered in the
case of U.S. vs. Luzon,[1] it is not proper to admit the motion; this will the more clearly appear when it is
remembered that the affirmative declarations of the four witnesses therein referred to would not in any way have
modified the result of the proceedings, nor have affected the judgment appealed from.

In the perpetration of this crime of robbery en cuadrilla,the presence of the aggravating circumstances of having
committed the crime at night and in the dwelling of the aggrieved parties, including the fact that the culprit
Candelaria is a recidivist, should be considered; in other words, the circumstances recited in paragraphs 15, 18,
and 20 of article 10 of the Penal Code, without any mitigating circumstance to compensate their effects.

Therefore, the penalty should be imposed on the convicted persons in the maximum degree.

Therefore, it is our opinion that Alejandro Quijano, Oipriano Candelaria, and Sotero Quitalig should be sentenced,
and they are hereby each sentenced, to the penalty of ten years of presidio mayor, to suffer the accessory penalties
of article 57 of the code, to jointly and severally indemnify the injured parties in the sum of P9.40, without
subsidiary imprisonment in case of insolvency under article 51 of the code, and each of them to pay one-fifth of
the costs of both instances. Mamerto Garcia and Agustin Macaspac are hereby acquitted and the remaining
two-fifths of the costs are declared de oficio. The judgment appealed from is affirmed in so far as it agrees with
this decision, and in other respects it is reversed, and the motion for new hearing presented by counsel for Quitalig
is denied. So ordered.

Arellano, C. J., Mapa, Carson, Willard, and Tracey, JJ., concur.

[1] 4 Phil. Rep., 343.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 4417. September 29, 1908

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for everyone.
More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came from it.

Audio case-brief lectures.
Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.
Complete, sequenced courses for all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full law-school curriculum.
One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock exams that tell you where you stand.
Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keeps you on pace.
Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org
The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 4417. September 29, 1908

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 3

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org


