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Title: People of the Philippines v. Wilfredo Bañez y Cabael

Facts:
Accused-appellant Wilfredo Bañez was residing in his parents’ house located in Barangay
San  Vicente  East,  Urdaneta,  Pangasinan.  On  August  14,  1994,  Wilfredo,  reportedly
intoxicated, got into an altercation with his father, Bernardo Bañez. His sisters, Elvira and
Emelinda,  were present  in  the  house as  their  father  had requested their  help  due to
Wilfredo’s troublesome behavior when drunk. That evening, discussions were ongoing about
Wilfredo moving out of the house.

Wilfredo, in a state interpreted as drunkenness, due to his reddish face and liquor odor, took
two knives from the kitchen and entered his father’s room. Elvira heard a scream from
Emelinda, indicating trouble. Elvira witnessed Wilfredo stabbing Bernardo while accusing
him of wanting to evict him: “Pinalalayas mo ako!” Despite Elvira’s attempt to disarm him,
Wilfredo stabbed her on the hand, forearm, and buttock. Emelinda, in fear, ran to Elvira’s
house to seek help.

Elvira managed to lock herself in the house until assistance arrived from farm workers and
a  maid.  However,  Wilfredo  returned,  threatening  any  potential  intervention,  delaying
attempts to take Bernardo to the hospital until later. By then, Bernardo had succumbed to
his injuries, substantiated by an autopsy detailing ten stab wounds and the cause of death
being a cardiac tamponade due to a stab wound to the heart.

Wilfredo’s defense centered on insanity, substantiated with his prior history of psychological
issues and addiction treatments, which included being treated at the Bicutan Rehabilitation
Center and the Baguio General Hospital for gasoline addiction. Dr. Rico Angelo Gerona III
testified that Wilfredo was diagnosed with schizophrenia after the crime, but he could not
definitively state Wilfredo’s mental state at the time of the incident.

Procedurally, the Regional Trial Court found Wilfredo guilty of parricide with aggravating
circumstances of dwelling and habitual intoxication, which led to a death penalty sentence.
Wilfredo appealed the decision, contesting the rejection of his insanity plea, challenges to
the aggravating circumstances,  and the imposition of  the death penalty over reclusion
perpetua.

Issues:
1. Whether the defense of insanity was sufficiently proven to exempt Wilfredo Bañez from
criminal liability.
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2. Whether the aggravating circumstances of dwelling and intoxication were rightly applied.
3. Whether the death penalty was properly imposed instead of reclusion perpetua.

Court’s Decision:
1.  **Insanity Defense**:  The Supreme Court held that the defense of  insanity was not
sufficiently demonstrated to exempt Wilfredo from liability. Citing the absence of evidence
that Wilfredo was completely incapable of understanding his actions during the crime, the
presumption of sanity prevailed.

2. **Aggravating Circumstances**:
– **Dwelling**: The Court found that dwelling was inapplicable as Wilfredo lived in the same
house, negating the premise of trespass.
–  **Intoxication**:  Lacking  evidence  of  habitual  or  intentional  intoxication  aimed  at
facilitating the crime, the Court found intoxication not aggravating,  also dismissing its
mitigating potential for similar reasons.

3. **Penalty**: The Court ruled that without aggravating circumstances, the appropriate
penalty, per Article 63(2) of the Revised Penal Code, was reclusion perpetua, modifying the
trial court’s imposition of the death penalty.

Doctrine:
The case reiterates the strict standard for the insanity defense, requiring comprehensive
proof of complete mental incapacity during the crime. It also underscores the requirements
for aggravating circumstances like dwelling and intoxication,  emphasizing the need for
deliberate intent or habitual behavior to impact the penalty phase meaningfully.

Class Notes:
–  **Insanity  Defense**:  Requires  proof  of  complete  deprivation  of  intelligence  or
discernment  at  the  crime’s  moment.
– **Aggravating Circumstances**: Dwelling and intoxication need clear evidence of violation
or habitual behavior to affect severity.
–  **Revised Penal  Code Article 246**:  Defines the penalties for parricide,  subjected to
aggravating or mitigating circumstances.
– **Article 63(2)**: Guides the imposition of lower penalties when no aggravating factors are
present.

Historical Background:
The case arose during a period in the Philippines marked by intense scrutiny of capital
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punishment laws, reflecting broader social and legal debates on the appropriateness and
fairness of  the death penalty.  This  context  influenced the Supreme Court’s  careful  re-
examination of existing legal standards, emphasizing the necessity of strict evidence and
procedural fairness, especially concerning aggravating factors and defenses like insanity.


