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### Title: The People of the Philippines vs. Fernandito Togonon, et al.

### Facts:
In  1952,  the  provincial  fiscal  of  Iloilo  charged 94 individuals  with  rebellion  alongside
numerous other crimes. The case focused on Fernandito Togonon and Coronacion Chiva
among others,  with  most  accused  remaining  at  large.  Togonon was  implicated  in  the
beheading  of  the  Dolinog  brothers,  alleged  acts  driven  by  their  cooperation  with  the
government against the Huks, a rebel group aiming to overthrow the government. Chiva
was charged for her involvement in the Huk movement, notably not participating in raids
but engaging in activities supporting the rebels. Their case escalated from the Court of First
Instance to the Supreme Court due to jurisdictional concerns and the possibility of imposing
the death penalty or life imprisonment on Togonon for complexing rebellion with murder.

### Issues:
1. Can the crime of rebellion be complexed with murder and other offenses?
2. Is the act of murder committed in furtherance of rebellion absorbed into the crime of
rebellion?
3. Was the conviction for murder outside the territorial jurisdiction of the trial court valid?
4. Is Coronacion Chiva guilty of rebellion considering her role and circumstances within the
Huk movement?

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court held that rebellion cannot be complexed with murder or other crimes if
those  acts  are  committed  as  means  to  or  in  furtherance  of  the  rebellion.  It  annulled
Togonon’s conviction for murder, stemming from both the principle that acts committed in
furtherance of rebellion are absorbed by the crime of rebellion and the lack of territorial
jurisdiction. Togonon was only found guilty of simple rebellion. For Chiva, despite being
initially kidnapped, her subsequent active participation in the Huk movement rendered her
guilty  of  rebellion.  However,  considering  mitigating  circumstances,  her  sentence  was
reduced.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that acts committed in furtherance of rebellion
are absorbed by the crime of rebellion and cannot be penalized as separate, distinct crimes.
This aligns with the principle established in People vs. Hernandez and People vs. Geronimo.
Moreover, the Court held that territorial jurisdiction is crucial for the conviction of crimes
committed outside the court’s geographical scope.
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### Class Notes:
– **Crime of Rebellion**: A public uprising, taking arms against the Government for the
purpose  of  removing  allegiance  to  said  Government  or  its  laws,  the  territory  of  the
Philippines, or any part thereof.
– **Complex Crimes**: As per Article 48 of the Revised Penal Code, a single act constituting
two or more grave or less grave felonies, or when an offense is a necessary means for
committing  the  other,  can  be  considered  as  complex  crimes,  except  for  the  specific
exception where acts committed in furtherance of rebellion are not treated separately.
– **Mitigating Circumstances**: Voluntary surrender and lack of intention to commit so
grave a wrong as that committed can affect  the sentencing,  leading to a reduction in
penalties.
– **Territorial Jurisdiction**: A court cannot convict an individual for a crime committed
outside its territorial jurisdiction.

### Historical Background:
This case occurred within the context of the Hukbalahap Rebellion, an armed communist
insurgency that fought for agrarian reforms and against the Japanese occupation during
World War II, which later evolved into a rebellion against the Philippine government into the
1950s. The decision reflects the judiciary’s approach to handling crimes related to political
insurrections,  emphasizing  the  non-complex  nature  of  rebellion  with  other  crimes
committed  in  its  furtherance.


