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### Title:
**Rodel Urbano vs. People of the Philippines: A Case of Mitigated Homicide**

### Facts:
Rodel Urbano was charged with homicide following an altercation that led to the death of
Brigido Tomelden on September 28, 1993. The altercation occurred at the Lingayen Water
District (LIWAD) compound in Pangasinan, Philippines. Both men had been drinking and
engaged in a heated exchange that escalated into a physical confrontation. Urbano landed a
punch  on  Tomelden’s  face,  causing  immediate  unconsciousness  and  subsequent
hospitalization for Tomelden, who complained of severe head pains and other symptoms.
Despite receiving medical care, Tomelden succumbed to his injuries on October 10, 1993.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Urbano guilty of homicide, a verdict affirmed by the
Court of Appeals (CA) with modifications regarding damages awarded to the victim’s heirs.
The appellate court emphasized the direct link between Urbano’s punch and Tomelden’s
deteriorating health leading to his death. Urbano’s petition to the Supreme Court argued
against the CA’s findings and sought the consideration of mitigating circumstances.

### Issues:
Urbano challenged his conviction on two primary grounds:
1. Error in affirming his guilt for homicide beyond reasonable doubt.
2.  Failure  to  appreciate  mitigating  circumstances  that  could  reduce  his  culpability,
specifically the lack of intent to commit so grave a wrong and sufficient provocation by
Tomelden.

### Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme Court  partially  granted  Urbano’s  petition,  recognizing  the  merits  of  his
arguments regarding mitigating circumstances. The Court reaffirmed the causation between
Urbano’s actions and Tomelden’s death, satisfying the conviction for homicide. However, it
underscored two mitigating factors: Urbano’s lack of intent to cause so severe an outcome
and  the  provocation  by  Tomelden  immediately  preceding  the  altercation.  Given  these
considerations,  the  Court  modified  Urbano’s  sentence,  reflecting  these  mitigating
circumstances  by  imposing  a  reduced  term  of  imprisonment.

### Doctrine:
– The significance of mitigating circumstances, particularly “no intention to commit so grave
a wrong as that committed” and “sufficient provocation by the offended party,” which can
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influence the sentencing in cases of homicide.

### Class Notes:
– **Mitigating Circumstances in Homicide**: When a defendant demonstrates no intention
to commit a grave wrong and responds to sufficient provocation, these factors can lessen
the penalty in homicide cases. Articles 13(3) and 13(4) of the Revised Penal Code play a
crucial role.
– **Article 249 (Homicide)**: Penalized by reclusion temporal, demonstrating the gravity of
taking another’s life but allowing room for the consideration of mitigating factors that may
reduce the penalty.
– **Article 64(5), RPC**: This provision allows for the imposition of a penalty one degree
lower than prescribed by law if two or more mitigating circumstances are present without
any aggravating circumstances.

### Historical Background:
This  case  underscores  the  Philippine  legal  system’s  nuanced approach to  adjudicating
crimes of violence, particularly where the facts illustrate complexity in human behavior
leading  to  unintended  fatal  outcomes.  The  decision  reiterates  jurisprudence  on  the
consideration of mitigating circumstances, reflecting the legal system’s attempt to balance
justice with fairness and humanity.


