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### Title:
People of the Philippines v. Guillermo Florendo

### Facts:
On 28 August 1996, inside their residence in Barangay Bulbulala, La Paz, Abra, an incident
occurred between Guillermo Florendo (“Imong”) and his wife, Erlinda Ragudo Florendo,
which led to Erlinda’s death due to multiple hack wounds inflicted by her husband. The
brutal act was witnessed by Guillermo’s father, Agustin Florendo, who, out of fear for his
own safety, sought help from neighbors and eventually the Barangay Captain Godofredo
Apuya. The police took Guillermo into custody following the incident.

Guillermo faced charges for parricide with the aggravating circumstance of cruelty. During
the trial proceedings, his defense was based on insanity. Various testimonies from witnesses
and medical examinations pointed toward abnormal behavior and possible mental health
issues  concerning  Guillermo,  including  schizophrenia.  He  was  periodically  admitted  to
psychiatric  facilities  for  evaluation  and  treatment,  which  confirmed  his  mental  health
conditions.

Despite his mental health evaluations, the trial court found Guillermo guilty of parricide,
highlighting that the evidence presented did not conclusively prove Guillermo was insane at
the time of the crime. The decision led to an automatic review by the Supreme Court due to
the imposition of the death penalty.

### Issues:
1. Whether Guillermo Florendo should be acquitted on the grounds of insanity.
2. The appropriateness of the aggravating circumstance of cruelty.
3. The legitimacy of the common-law relationship with the victim to classify the crime as
parricide.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court affirmed the guilty verdict for parricide but modified the penalty from
death to reclusion perpetua. The court held that:
– The defense of insanity was not convincingly proven. While Guillermo exhibited signs of
mental  illness,  there  was insufficient  evidence to  demonstrate  complete  deprivation of
intelligence or discernment at the time of the crime.
– Cruelty as an aggravating circumstance was not appropriately considered, as there was no
concrete evidence that the victim’s suffering was deliberately augmented by Guillermo.
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–  The legitimacy of  the  marriage,  although not  proven by a  marriage certificate,  was
convincingly  substantiated  through  testimonies,  including  Guillermo’s  own  admission,
supporting the conviction for parricide.

### Doctrine:
In  criminal  law,  the  defense  of  insanity  requires  clear  and  convincing  proof  that  the
defendant  was  completely  deprived  of  discernment  or  freedom of  will  at  the  time  of
committing the crime. Mere abnormal behavior or mental illness does not automatically
exempt an individual from criminal liability.

### Class Notes:
– **Parricide**: The killing of a spouse, parent, or other close relative. It requires proof of
the relationship between the perpetrator and the victim.
– **Insanity Defense**: Requires the defendant to conclusively prove a complete loss of
discernment or inability to control their actions at the time of the crime.
– **Aggravating Circumstances**:  Factors that can increase the severity of a sentence.
However, they must be clearly established and cannot be simply presumed from the number
of injuries inflicted on the victim.
– **Legal Marriage Proof**: In the absence of a marriage certificate, testimony, including
admissions by the defendant, can suffice to establish a legitimate marital relationship for
the purpose of defining a crime as parricide.

### Historical Background:
This case, decided by the Philippine Supreme Court, reflects the complexities involved in
cases where the defense of insanity is invoked. It underscores the stringent proofs required
to substantiate such a defense in the criminal justice system. Additionally, it illustrates the
procedural approach in handling aggravating circumstances and the evidentiary standards
for proving the legitimacy of a marriage in criminal cases concerning parricide.


