G. R. No. L-3002. May 23, 1951 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Aniceto Martin, G.R. No. L-3326

*Facts:**

Aniceto Martin, a 28-year-old farmer from Laoag, Ilocos Norte, courted and had premarital
intercourse with Laura Luiz, resulting in her pregnancy. At an advanced stage of her
pregnancy, Laura moved in with Martin’s family and demanded marriage, which occurred
on June 7, 1948. They cohabited as husband and wife.

On August 1, 1948, Laura’s body was discovered in the family toilet, with a maguey rope
around her neck, suggesting strangulation, although her nape remained unmarked due to
her thick hair. Anselma Martin, Aniceto’s sister, first saw Laura’s body along with Saturnino
Tumaneng, Laura’s brother-in-law. Aniceto was absent at the time.

The barrio lieutenant reported the incident to the chief of police, who, upon arrival, found
the defendant missing. A relative located Aniceto at a distant farm and returned him home.
Aniceto initially denied involvement but agreed to make a statement later. He confessed to
the police and before the provincial fiscal, detailing that after a marital argument in the
early hours of August 1, he had an altercation with Laura in the toilet. In self-defense, he
snatched a rope from Laura, who he claimed had attempted to strangle him, and tightened
it around her neck until she died. Subsequently, Aniceto left the scene.

Dr. Roman de la Cuesta performed an autopsy, determining the cause of death as acute
heart dilation, potentially caused by fright or shock. The trial court acquitted Aniceto of
induced abortion but convicted him of parricide, sentencing him to reclusion perpetua and
ordered indemnification to Laura’s heirs. Aniceto appealed the decision.

**Issues:**

1. Whether Aniceto Martin was criminally responsible for the death of his wife, Laura Luiz,
despite her pre-existing heart condition.

2. Whether Aniceto’s confession was voluntary and truthful.

3. Whether mitigating circumstances were present that would warrant a reduced sentence.

**Court’s Decision:**

1. **Criminal Responsibility:** The Supreme Court held that Aniceto was criminally
responsible for Laura’s death. While Laura’s heart condition contributed to her death,
Aniceto’s act of strangulation was the proximate cause. According to established
jurisprudence, an illegal act leading directly to death, notwithstanding the victim’s diseased
condition, still incurs full responsibility for the perpetrator.
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2. **Validity of Confession:** The defendant’s spontaneous confession to the police and the
fiscal was deemed voluntary and corroborated by circumstantial evidence. His later claim in
court, that he acted unknowingly in self-defense, lacked credibility and contradicted his
prior confession.

3. ¥*Mitigating Circumstances:** The Court recognized two mitigating circumstances: (a)
unlawful aggression from Laura without provocation, implying incomplete self-defense as
Aniceto used excessive force, and (b) lack of instruction. Due to these circumstances and the
absence of aggravating factors, the penalty was reduced to twelve years of prision mayor to
twenty years of reclusion temporal.

**Doctrine:**

The case reiterated the doctrine that when death is a direct result of illegal violence, the
perpetrator bears full responsibility, regardless of any pre-existing conditions that may have
contributed to the victim’s demise. Relevant cases cited include U.S. vs. Brobst and People
vs. Reyes, emphasizing the principle of proximate cause and full liability for acts leading to
death.

**Class Notes:**

- **Parricide**: Defined as the Kkilling of a close relative (e.g., spouse). Key elements include:
(1) victim being a spouse, (2) unlawful killing.

- ¥Mitigating Circumstances**: May reduce the penalty if they decrease culpability.
Examples: unlawful aggression by the victim, lack of instruction.

- *Proximate Cause**: A legal concept where the primary cause of death is directly linked
to the defendant’s actions, regardless of contributing health conditions.

**Historical Background:**

This case reflects post-war Philippine jurisprudence, where societal norms, such as the
stigma surrounding premarital pregnancy and marriage pressures, influenced personal
relationships and potential legal outcomes. It also demonstrates the evolving interpretation
of the defenses available in crimes of passion and the importance of voluntary confessions
within the Philippine judicial process.
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