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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Jonas Pantoja y Astorga

**Facts:**
The case involves Jonas Pantoja y Astorga, accused of murdering a six-year-old boy, AAA, on
July 22, 2010, in Taguig City, Philippines. Pantoja was charged with murder, utilizing a
kitchen knife to fatally stab AAA, leveraging treachery and superior strength, and causing
the death of the child. During arraignment on April 4, 2011, Pantoja pleaded not guilty.

The  prosecution’s  evidence  revealed  Pantoja’s  history  of  mental  illness  diagnosed  as
schizophrenia, but also presented testimonies from Cederina Pantoja, BBB (the victim’s
father), and medical examinations that established the victim’s cause of death as multiple
stab wounds.

The defense argued that Pantoja’s mental condition exempted him from criminal liability.
Despite his history of mental illness and erratic behavior, established through testimonies
and documental evidence including medical records from National Center for Mental Health
(NCMH) and Philippine General Hospital (PGH), the courts found this evidence insufficient
to prove insanity at the time of the crime.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) convicted Pantoja, a decision upheld by the Court of Appeals
(CA) with slight modifications regarding damages awarded.

Pantoja appealed to the Supreme Court, arguing his mental illness warranted exemption
from liability or, at least, a mitigation of his sentence.

**Issues:**
1. Whether Pantoja’s defense of insanity exempts him from criminal liability.
2. If not, whether his mental illness constitutes diminished willpower sufficient to mitigate
his liability and lower the penalty.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court found no grounds to overturn the CA’s decision, affirming Pantoja’s
guilt for murder but modifying the damages awarded. The Court ruled that Pantoja failed to
present clear and convincing evidence of insanity at the time of committing the crime.
Moreover, even if his mental illness was considered a mitigating factor, it wouldn’t affect
the nature of the crime nor the penalty, reclusion perpetua, imposed by law for murder as
defined under Article 248 of the Revised Penal Code.
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**Doctrine:**
The Court reiterated the doctrine that insanity as a defense requires proof of a complete
deprivation of intelligence, reason, or discernment during the commission of the crime.
Also, a single indivisible penalty, such as reclusion perpetua, applies regardless of any
mitigating or aggravating circumstances, per Article 63 of the Revised Penal Code.

**Class Notes:**
– Insanity Defense: Requires clear and convincing evidence of a complete deprivation of
reason or discernment at the time of committing the crime. (Article 12, Revised Penal Code)
– Murder: Qualified by treachery when the accused employs means that ensure the victim’s
defenselessness. (Article 248, Revised Penal Code)
– Reclusion Perpetua: Imposed as a single indivisible penalty,  unaffected by mitigating
circumstances for crimes like murder.

**Historical Background:**
This case underscores the Philippine legal system’s stringent approach towards the insanity
defense, emphasizing the necessity of clear and unequivocal evidence to prove such a state
contemporaneously with the commission of a crime. It also highlights the challenges in
balancing considerations of mental health issues within the framework of criminal liability.


