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Title: Juanito R. Rimando vs. Commission on Elections and Norma O. Magno

Facts:
On July 13, 2001, Norma O. Magno filed a complaint against Juanito R. Rimando, Jacinto
Carag, and Jonry Enaya for violating sections of the COMELEC Resolution No. 3328 in
relation to the Omnibus Election Code and R.A. No. 7166 during the election period. Magno
alleged that despite a COMELEC denial of their application for a Firearms & Other Deadly
Weapons Ban Exemption, Rimando allowed his security guards Carag and Enaya to work
armed at Santa Rosa Homes. On February 27, 2001, Carag shot and killed Jonathan Magno,
a 19-year-old nautical student, in the subdivision. It was further claimed that the firearm
was not surrendered to authorities.

Rimando countered that his security guards were stationed within Sta. Rosa Homes, which
was their duty assignment, and thus did not require prior written authority from COMELEC
as their firearms never left the subdivision. He presented Memorandum 31-2000 of the PNP
as support.

The Provincial Election Supervisor initially dismissed the complaint against Rimando and his
guards. However, upon appeal by Magno to COMELEC in Manila, they directed charges
against Rimando for the COMELEC Gun Ban violation. Rimando filed for reconsideration
and was initially successful on January 30, 2004, as COMELEC held that authority from
COMELEC was not required when the firearm was carried within the immediate vicinity of
the guard’s place of work. This decision reversed the May 6, 2002, Resolution which had
found Rimando culpable.

Upon a second Motion for Reconsideration by Magno, COMELEC reversed its stance again
on October 11, 2005, directing the filing of information against Rimando. In this resolution,
COMELEC defined the elements of the violation and insisted on the necessity of written
authorization for guarding private residences during the election period. Again, Rimando
was denied relief with COMELEC maintaining its position on January 5, 2007, which led
Rimando to escalate the matter to the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1. Whether COMELEC’s interpretation of Section 261 (s) of the Omnibus Election Code
justifying a violation of the election gun ban due to the absence of a permit from the
COMELEC is legally warranted.
2. Whether Rimando is criminally liable for the actions of his security guards who carried
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firearms within their place of work.
3. Whether the COMELEC acted with grave abuse of discretion and/or without or in excess
of  jurisdiction  by  criminally  sanctioning  an  act  which  was  not  explicitly  defined  as
punishable under the law.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court reversed and set aside the COMELEC’s resolutions, finding them to be a
grave abuse of discretion. The Court opined that there was no violation of the election gun
ban as Section 261 (s) implied bearing arms within the immediate vicinity of one’s place of
work was allowed and did not necessitate COMELEC’s prior written approval. However,
such approval was only obligatory when guards were stationed outside immediate vicinity or
if boundaries of their place of work can’t be easily determined.

Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated the interpretation of penal statutes in favor of the accused
(nullum crimen, nulla poena sine lege) and clarified the application of the election gun ban.
The fundamental doctrine elucidated that criminal statutes must be clear and unambiguous,
with any reasonable doubt resolved in favor of the accused.

Class Notes:
Key Concepts:
– Nullum crimen, nulla poena sine lege: No crime without a preexisting penal law and no
penalty without a law.
– Penal statutes are to be construed strictly against the State and liberally in favor of the
accused.
– For a conviction under Section 261(s) of the Omnibus Election Code to stand, there must
be a violation that is clearly punishable under the law.

Historical Background:
The case demonstrates the scenario in which excessive procedural  litigation,  including
differing  COMELEC  en  banc  decisions,  led  to  uncertainty  in  the  interpretation  and
enforcement of the gun ban during the election period in the Philippines. Ultimately, the
situation necessitated Supreme Court intervention to ensure that electoral law, particularly
regarding gun bans and the responsibility of security agency heads, is applied consistently
and in alignment with the principle of legal certainty.


