G.R. No. 54135. November 21, 1991 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: **People of the Philippines vs. Policarpio Rafanan, Jr.**
### **Facts:**

Policarpio Rafanan, Jr. was convicted by the Court of First Instance of Pangasinan for raping
Estelita Ronaya, who was only 14 years old at the time of the incident on February 27, 1976.
The series of events unfolded as follows:

1. **Incident Date:** On March 16, 1976, Estelita, employed as a housekeeper with a
monthly salary of P30.00 by Ines Rafanan (the accused’s mother), was tasked to assist in
their store managed by the accused.

2. **The Assault:** That evening, after calling Estelita to help close the store, Rafanan
forcibly took her inside, threatened her with a bolo, and raped her despite her resistance.
He then threatened to Kkill her if she disclosed the incident to anyone.

3. **Aftermath and Disclosure:** Estelita stayed the night at the accused’s house,
maintaining normal activities until the evening of March 17, 1976, when she left due to a
family quarrel about the incident. She disclosed the rape to her mother the following day,
and they sought help from a local patrolman, leading to Rafanan’s arrest.

4. **Legal Proceedings:** Rafanan was arraigned, pleaded not guilty, and the case
proceeded to trial. His defense was insanity, supported by psychiatric evidence of
schizophrenia.

### **Procedural Posture:**

During the trial, Rafanan’s defense petitioned for psychiatric evaluation based on alleged
schizophrenia, leading to his confinement at the National Mental Hospital for observation
from December 29, 1976, to June 26, 1978. Following four clinical reports, his trial resumed
with his mental condition cited as a defense.

### **¥Issues:**

1. Was the conviction based solely on the testimony of the complainant and her mother
appropriate?

2. Was admission of hearsay evidence (Exhibits B and C) valid?

3. Should the testimony of expert witnesses regarding Rafanan’s mental condition have
been considered in altering the verdict?
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4. Can Rafanan’s alleged insanity at the time of the rape serve as a valid defense for his
actions?

### **Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court affirmed the trial court’s decision, with an adjustment in moral damages
to P30,000.00. Key findings include:

- The apparent inconsistencies in testimonies were deemed minor and not impairing the
credibility of the complainant.

- The defense of insanity was not accepted; the Court highlighted that schizophrenia does
not fully exempt an individual from accountability unless there’s a complete deprivation of
intelligence and voluntariness in actions, which was not proved.

- There was a failure to demonstrate that Rafanan’s mental condition at the time of the
crime absolved him of responsibility, thus rejecting the insanity defense.

### **Doctrine:**

This case reiterated the principle that for insanity to exempt an individual from criminal
liability, there must be a complete deprivation of intelligence or voluntariness at the time of
committing the act.

### **Class Notes:**

- **[nsanity Defense:** For a successful insanity defense, the accused must exhibit a total
impairment of cognitive abilities or volition at the time of committing the crime.

- ¥*Proof Requirement:** The burden of proving insanity falls on the defendant.

- **Rape Conviction Parameters:** Credibility of the victim’s testimony is crucial;
inconsistencies on minor details do not undermine the overall veracity.

### **Historical Background:**

Historically, the insanity defense has posed challenges in terms of proving the accused’s
mental state at the moment of perpetrating a crime. Philippine jurisprudence, reflecting a
stringent standard for this defense, demands clear, convincing evidence of a complete
mental incapacity to know or control one’s actions, with this case further cementing the
principle within the context of violent crimes such as rape.
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