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### Title: The People of the Philippines vs. Federico Mercado

### Facts:
This case concerns Federico Mercado, who was accused and convicted for the crime of
kidnapping and serious illegal  detention of  Yvonne Baylon.  The incident took place on
September  2,  1979,  in  San  Carlos  Subdivision,  Binangonan,  Rizal.  The  prosecution
presented evidence showing that Mercado, motivated by his suspicion that Yvonne had
influenced her sister Susan (Mercado’s girlfriend) to leave him, forcibly took Yvonne from a
road to various locations while threatening her with a knife. Despite pleas from bystanders
and negotiations by the police, the ordeal lasted approximately five hours until Mercado was
subdued by the barrio captain. Yvonne sustained physical injuries during the incident. On
the contrary, Mercado claimed that Yvonne had attempted to attack him with a knife, and in
self-defense, he disarmed her while trying to find out where Susan was. The case wound its
way through the legal system, culminating in Mercado’s appeal to the Supreme Court after
being sentenced to reclusion perpetua by the Court of First Instance of Rizal.

### Issues:
1.  Whether the trial  court correctly adjudged the credibility of  witnesses,  favoring the
prosecution over the defense.
2. Whether the facts of the case constituted kidnapping and serious illegal detention under
Article 267 of the Revised Penal Code.
3.  Whether  the  mitigating  circumstance  of  passion  or  obfuscation  should  have  been
accorded to Mercado.
4. Whether Mercado was entitled to credit for the period of his preventive detention.

### Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  lower  court’s  decision,  holding  that  the  evidence
substantiated the charge of kidnapping and serious illegal detention. The court found no
compelling reason to dispute the trial court’s assessment of witness credibility, noting the
consistent testimony from the prosecution’s witnesses, including three policemen who had
no prior acquaintance with Mercado. The Court dismissed the defense’s argument that
Mercado  only  committed  grave  coercion,  emphasizing  that  the  actual  deprivation  of
Yvonne’s  liberty for  a  prolonged period was evident and justified his  conviction under
Article 267. The plea for the mitigating circumstance of passion or obfuscation was rejected
because  the  sentiments  prompting  Mercado’s  actions  were  not  based  on  legitimate
relationships. Finally, the Court acknowledged Mercado’s right to be credited for his period
of preventive detention since his arrest on September 2, 1979.
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### Doctrine:
The case reaffirms the principle that the assessment of witness credibility is primarily the
domain of the trial court. Moreover, it highlighted the elements constituting kidnapping and
serious  illegal  detention,  notably  the  illegal  deprivation  of  liberty  with  aggravating
circumstances. The decision also clarified that the mitigating circumstance of passion or
obfuscation must stem from legitimate sentiments.

### Class Notes:
– **Credibility of Witnesses**: Trial courts have pronounced discretion in assessing witness
credibility due to their direct interaction with the witnesses.
– **Kidnapping and Serious Illegal Detention**: Defined under Article 267 of the Revised
Penal Code, requiring illegal deprivation of liberty and the presence of certain aggravating
circumstances.
– **Mitigating Circumstances**: Only applicable when arising from legitimate sentiments.
–  **Preventive Detention**:  Accused individuals are entitled to credit  for the period of
preventive detention towards their sentence.

### Historical Background:
At the time of  this decision,  the Philippines was navigating through legal  reforms and
evolving  jurisprudence  under  the  then  recent  transition  from  martial  law  to  a  new
democratic government. The Supreme Court decisions during this period played a vital role
in shaping the country’s legal landscape, emphasizing the protection of personal liberties
while reinforcing the role of established legal doctrines in ensuring justice.


