
G.R. No. 130487. June 19, 2000 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

Title: People of the Philippines v. Roberto Estrada, G.R. No. 122153

Facts:

1. Incident and Initial Investigation:
– On December 27, 1994, in Dagupan City’s St.  John’s Cathedral,  a church filled with
approximately one thousand people gathered for a sacrament of confirmation.
– During the sacrament, Roberto Estrada y Lopez disrupted the ceremony by sitting in the
bishop’s chair at the central altar.
– Security guard Rogelio Mararac attempted to remove Estrada, which led Estrada to stab
Mararac twice with a butcher’s knife, resulting in Mararac’s death from massive internal
bleeding.

2. Arrest and Charges:
– Estrada was immediately apprehended by police officers at the scene, notably exhibiting
strange behavior by announcing, “No one can beat me here!” over the microphone at the
church.
– On December 29, 1994, Estrada was formally charged with murder under Article 248 of
the Revised Penal Code.

3. Arraignment and Mental Health Concerns:
– At his arraignment on January 6, 1995, Estrada’s counsel filed a motion to suspend the
proceedings due to Estrada’s previous psychiatric history and alleged inability to enter a
proper plea.
– The court, after assessing Estrada’s ability to answer questions, denied the motion and
entered a plea of not guilty for Estrada.

4. Trial Proceedings:
– The prosecution presented four witnesses, including Dr. Tomas Cornel who performed the
autopsy and an eyewitness, Crisanto Santillan.
– Estrada’s defense, after the prosecution rested, filed a “Demurrer to Evidence,” arguing
absence of treachery and asserted Estrada’s insanity as a defense, which the court denied.

5. Further Mental Health Concerns Ignored:
– Multiple formal requests from jail officials and Estrada’s counsel to examine his mental
state due to bizarre behavior (e.g., attempts to escape, shouting, and burning objects) were
denied or unaddressed by the court.
–  Estrada  eventually  presented  medical  evidence  from  the  Baguio  General  Hospital



G.R. No. 130487. June 19, 2000 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

confirming past treatment for schizophrenia.

6. Conviction and Appeal:
– On June 23, 1997, the trial court convicted Estrada of murder and sentenced him to death,
ignoring the defense’s insanity claim.
–  Estrada appealed,  arguing the court’s  error  in  disregarding evidence concerning his
mental disorder and inappropriately characterizing the offense as aggravated by treachery
and cruelty.

Issues:

1. Whether the trial court erred in ruling Estrada competent for trial despite indications of
unsound mental health during the initial proceedings and throughout the trial.

2.  Whether  Estrada’s  established  history  of  schizophrenia  justifies  an  insanity  claim
exempting him from criminal liability at the time of Mararac’s murder.

3. Whether the trial court correctly found the presence of treachery and the aggravating
circumstance of cruelty in the commission of the crime.

Court’s Decision:

1. Competency to Stand Trial:
–  The Supreme Court  stressed the need for  a  thorough mental  examination to  assess
Estrada’s competency, criticizing the trial judge’s failure to order such an examination given
ample indicators of mental instability.

2. Insanity Defense:
– The Court noted the procedural failure to substantiate the plea of insanity due to the
absence of a professionally conducted mental evaluation before and during trial, warranting
reconsideration.

3. Treachery and Cruelty:
– The Court found the trial court’s determination of treachery and cruelty erroneous without
conclusive evidence specifically supporting such aggravating circumstances.

4. Outcome:
–  The Supreme Court  vacated  the  trial  court’s  decision  and remanded for  psychiatric
evaluation and correct proceedings.
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Doctrine:

– A defendant’s present ability to stand trial hinges upon competent understanding of the
charges and ability to participate in the defense. Competency inquiries fall under the court’s
discretion but must be informed, especially where mental health is in question.
– Insanity defense standards require complete deprivation of intelligence at the crime’s
commission, validated by clinical examination.

Class Notes:

–  **Revised Penal  Code Article 12 (1)**:  Insanity as an exempting defense in criminal
liability.
– **Competency to Stand Trial**: Essential for fair proceedings; revolves around accused’s
understanding and ability to assist in defense.
– **Evidence for Insanity**: Must relate to the crime’s time via clear, positive presentation;
behavior history relevant in court assessments.

Historical Background:

– This case reflects the judicial developments in Philippine criminal justice concerning the
treatment of defendants with alleged mental disorders.
–  Appellate  instructions  for  medical  evaluation  underscore  the  era’s  heightened  legal
recognition of mental health in determining criminal responsibility.


