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JOHNSON, J.:
This defendant was charged with aviolation of the Opium Law. The complaint alleged:

"That on or about May 13, 1911, in the city of Manila, Philippine Islands, the said Lio Team did, willfully,
illegally, and criminaly, smoke and take opium into his own body, not for medicinal purposes nor by
prescription of aduly licensed practicing physician."

After hearing the evidence, the Honorable Richard Campbell, judge, in his decision, made the following
Statement:

"Excluding from all consideration in connection with that case, the testimony of Dr. Goff, who appeared for
the prosecution, | am of the opinion that the confession of the accused made to Mr. Armstrong, of the Internal
Revenue Bureau, on the night in question, immediately after the arrest, taken together with the other proofs
relative to the character of the house where the arrest took place and which was raided on the night in question,
is sufficient to convict the accused of the crime charged.”

And upon these facts he sentenced the defendant to be imprisoned for a period of four months and to pay the
costs. The lower court ordered that the apparatus seized at the time of the arrest of the defendant be forfeited.

From that sentence the defendant appeal ed and made the following assignments of error:

"I. The court erred in holding that the alleged statements made to the internal revenue agent, Mr. Armstrong,
were made as a confession.

"II. The court erred in holding that the evidence was sufficient to prove a confession.”

With reference to the first assignment of error, the question is presented whether or not the statements made by
the defendant to the witness Armstrong, amounted to a confession of guilt of the crime charged against him. The
witness Armstrong testified that he had a conversation with the defendant at or about the time of the arrest. That
conversation was as follows:

"| asked him if it was true that he was there smoking opium, and he said it was. | asked him if it was true that
he was smoking opium when | commenced to knock on the door, and he said it was. | asked him where the
opium was and he laughed and said, 'Find it you will never find it if you look aweek.' | asked him if he knew
where it was hidden, and he said he did not; that the only people who knew, were the people in charge of the
den. | asked him if he did not smoke when | was beating on the door and he said yes. He said, when we
knocked, al the people came downstairs, and the people in charge of the place hid the opium and the pipes."

The witness Armstrong testified that no force whatever was used against the defendant and that no promises of
reward of any character were made to him.
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The defendant was charged with the crime of smoking and using opium. The evidence shows that the place in
which the defendant and the others were arrested was a place frequented by Chinamen for the purpose of smoking
opium. In view of the crime charged in the complaint and the statements made by the defendant to the witness
Armstrong, the question is, Did such statements amount to a confession of the crime charged? A confession may
be defined as an acknowledgment in express words, by the accused in a criminal case, of the truth of the main fact
charged, or of some essential part thereof. (Wigmore on Evidence, vol 1, sec. 821.) The complaint charged that
the defendant smoked opium. The statement of the defendant to the witness Armstrong, was that he had been
smoking opium. It would seem, therefore, that the confession or statement made by the defendant falls clearly
within the general definition of what a confession is. The statements made by the defendant, amounting to a
confession, were they sufficient upon which to base a conviction, under the law? We think they were.

Where a crime has been committed, the admissions of a party charged with the crime, deliberately made, are
always admissible for the purpose of showing the guilt of the accused. (Andrews vs. People, 117 111., 195; U. S.
vs. Cadtillo et al., 2 Phil. Rep., 17; U. S. vs. Dela Cruz et a., 2 Phil. Rep., 148; U. S. vs. Pascua et a., 2 Phil.
Rep., 457.)

It appears that the statements made by the defendant with reference to his smoking opium, had been made
freely.and not under the influence of fear or other improper inducements.

The appellant in this court alleges that the statements made by him to the officer Armstrong were made in jest-that
he was joking. The appellant took the witness stand in his own behalf in the court below. He then denied that he
made any statements at all to the officer relating to the fact that he had been smoking opium. No pretense was
made in the lower court that his statements were made in jest.

In addition to the statements made by the defendant to the officer at the time of the arrest, the record fairly bristles
with indications showing that the defendant and his companions, at the time and place of the arrest, had been
smoking opium. There were twelve or fifteen Chinamen in the house where the defendant was arrested. The house
in which the defendant and his companions were was thoroughly barricaded. The front door leading to the house
was a heavy door, composed of two or three thicknesses of board, covered inside and out with sheet iron. Through
this door there were a number of peep-holes, the larger ones being covered by a small piece or slide on the inside.
The house was wired with electric bells, so that a person, inside the room barricaded by that heavy door, might, by
push-buttons, give the alarm to the persons about the house. Each of the witnesses testified, that, when they
entered the room, after gaining admission with much difficulty, they found that the air in the.room was laden with
avery strong smell of opium smoke. A small portion of opium was found upon the table. An opium lamp was also
found in the room.

Confessions of guilt should always be scrutinized carefully. Courts should be slow to accept them. They should be
weighed with the greatest care in relation to all of the facts and circumstances presented in the evidence. In the
present case we have no hesitation whatever, in view of al of the facts contained in the record, in finding the
defendant guilty of the crime charged, in view of his confession. The sentence of the lower court is, therefore,
hereby affirmed, with costs. So ordered.

Arellano, C. J., Mapa, Carson, and Trent, JJ., concur.
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