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Title: People of the Philippines v. Froilan Lagrimas, Heirs of Pelagio Cagro, Mercedes
Aguirre de Lagrimas

Facts:
On February 15, 1960, Pelagio Cagro was murdered in Pambujan, Samar. Subsequently, on
February 19, 1960, an information was filed against Froilan Lagrimas for this murder. The
heirs of Pelagio Cagro, seeking to secure assets for potential indemnification, filed a motion
on February 27, 1960, for a writ of preliminary attachment on the accused’s property, which
was granted by the court on March 5, 1960.

Following a trial, Lagrimas was found guilty of murder and sentenced to reclusion perpetua.
The court also ordered him to indemnify the heirs of Pelagio Cagro in the amount of PHP
6,000 plus PHP 10,000 for damages, attorney’s fees, and burial expenses. Although initially
appealing the judgment, Lagrimas withdrew his appeal, rendering the judgment final on
October 11, 1962.

To execute the civil indemnity, a writ of execution was issued, and eleven parcels of land
were levied upon. The sale at public auction was scheduled for January 5, 1965. However,
Mercedes Aguirre de Lagrimas, the wife of Froilan Lagrimas, filed a motion on December
29, 1964, to quash the writ of attachment and execution, asserting the properties were
conjugal and not liable for her husband’s indemnification obligations.

The lower court judge ruled the attachment and execution null and void based on Article
161 of the Civil  Code, which was later reversed by another judge. However, upon the
appellee’s  motion  for  reconsideration,  a  subsequent  judge  reinstated  the  initial  order
declaring the attachment and execution null and void. This decision prompted the heirs of
Cagro to appeal.

Issues:
1. Can the conjugal partnership assets be held liable for fines and indemnities imposed on
the husband despite ongoing conjugal partnership existence?

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court reversed the lower court’s decision, emphasizing that under Article 163
of the Civil Code, fines and indemnities imposed on either spouse can indeed be enforced
against the conjugal partnership assets after liabilities under Article 161 are covered. The
Court underscored that this is applicable even while the marriage is still intact and the
conjugal  partnership  has  not  been  liquidated.  It  was  determined  that  the  trial  court
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misinterpreted the Civil Code by assuming liability could not be enforced against conjugal
assets  until  after  the partnership’s  liquidation.  The remanding of  the case allowed for
evidence  to  determine  whether  partnership  assets  could  respond  to  the  liabilities,  in
alignment with safeguarding the rights and interests of the murdered victim’s heirs without
imposing undue burdens on the spouse and family of the convict.

Doctrine:
The case reiterated the principle that conjugal partnership assets could be held liable for
fines and indemnities imposed on a spouse under specific conditions (post coverage of
obligations  enumerated  in  Article  161).  This  enforcement  is  possible  even  during  the
partnership’s continuance, not awaiting its termination, as clarified under Article 163 of the
Civil Code.

Class Notes:
–  Article  161 and 163 of  the  Civil  Code outline  the  liabilities  of  conjugal  partnership
properties, emphasizing enforcement only after satisfying enumerated primary family duties
and responsibilities.
– This case distinguishes between individual and partnership liabilities, emphasizing the
priority of family provisions before settlement of fines and civil liabilities.

Historical Background:
Post-World War II Philippines saw legal revisions aimed at harmonizing civil obligations and
criminal liabilities, particularly concerning family law and the protection of family welfare.
During the 1960s,  these legal  principles were refined to ensure that  the punitive and
rehabilitative measures of criminal law did not disproportionately affect innocent family
members of individuals involved in criminal proceedings.


