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CARSON, J.:

Thisis an application for awrit of habeas corpus and for discharge thereunder from the custody of the Director of
Prisons, filed on behaf of the petitioners, Adriano Trono Felipe and Aniceto Trono Felipe, prisoners now
detained in Bilibid by the respondent, by virtue of commitments in due form dated March 10, 1911, issued out of
the Court of First Instance of the Province of Bulacan, upon a sentence of that court which was affirmed by this
court,[1] condemning them to suffer two years eleven months and ten days of prision correccional. The ground
upon which counsel bases his contention as to the alleged illegality of the detention of these prisoners is an
aleged error committed by the trial court in convicting them of the crime of abduction of a virgin with her
consent (rapto de una doncella con su anuencia) despite the fact that, as counsel insists, the woman was in truth
over 18 years of age at the time when the alleged crime was committed. In support of his conteitnon counsel relies
upon the doctrine laid down by this court in the case of the United States vs. Fideldia, decided on March 26,
1912,[2] wherein a majority of the court held that a conviction for this crime was erroneous in a case wherein it
appeared that the woman who was alleged to have been abducted with her own consent (con su anuencia) was
over 18 years of age at the time when she |eft her home.

We agree with counsel for the petitioners that under the doctrine laid down in the Fideldia case, judgment of
conviction was erroneously entered by the trial court and erroneously affirmed by us, if the allegations of the
petitioners are true, and if it is a fact that the record in the case in which these petitioners were convicted and
sentenced does not disclose that the woman whom they were charged with having abducted was less than 18 years
of age at the time when the aleged crime was committed. But such an error, if in fact it was committed, in no
wise affected the jurisdiction of the court below to render judgment of conviction and to sentence the petitioners
for the crime of which they were convicted. Throughout the entire course of those proceedings in the tria court,
that court had jurisdiction of both of the persons of the accused and of the crime with which they were charged,
and it did not and could not lose that jurisdiction as a conseguence of mistake or error committed by the tria
judge in his finding of fact as to the age of the woman, or in his conclusions of law as to the bearing of the
woman's age upon the question of the guilt or innocence of the accused of the crime with, which they were
charged.

If the record in the former case disclosed that the woman was between 18 and 20 years old, as alleged by the
petitioners, and, indeed if it failed to disclose that she was less than 18 years of age, and had the doctrine laid
down in the Fideldia case been applied to the facts thus found, the defendants should have been acquitted in the
lower court, or in the event of their conviction, the judgment of conviction should have been set aside on appeal.
The fact is, however, that both in the court below and in this court on appeal, the point passed sub silentio, and the
attention of neither court was invited or directed to the question raised in the later case (U. S, vs. Fideldia, supra)
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upon a discussion of which it was held that the Code provisions defining and penalizing the crime of rapto had
been modified, so as to reduce the age limit of women who may become the victims of such abductions from 23
to 18.

But the writ of habeas corpus is not a remedy provided for the correction of such errors. Courts cannot, in habeas
corpus proceedings, review the record in a criminal case after judgment of conviction has been rendered, and the
defendants have entered on the execution of the sentence imposed, to ascertain whether the facts found by the trial
were in accordance with the evidence disclosed by the record, or in order to pass upon the correctness of the
conclusions of law by the trial court based on the facts thus found. Under the statute, a commitment in due form
based on afina judgment convicting and sentencing a defendant in a criminal case is conclusive evidence of the
legality of his detention under such commitment, unless it appears that the court which pronounced the judgment
was without jurisdiction or exceeded its jurisdiction in imposing the penalty. Mere errors of law or of fact, which
did not have the effect of depriving the trial court of its jurisdiction over the cause and the person of the
defendant, if corrected at all, must be corrected on appeal in the form and manner prescribed by [aw.

Even if it be true that the court below erred in convicting these defendants, and that this court erred in affirming
this judgment of conviction, it has gone beyond the power of the courts to correct the error, and relief must be
sought elsewhere.

The application for the writ must be denied, with the costs of these proceedings de oficio. So ordered.

Arellano, C. J,, Torres and Mapa, JJ., concur.
Trent, J., dissents.

[1] 21 Phil. Rep., 640
[2] 22 Phil.Rep., 372

© 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



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 8252. January 18, 1913

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor 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 fromit.

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 al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull 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 examsthat tell you whereyou 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 keepsyou 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.

© 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



