G.R. No. L-27343. February 28, 1979 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines vs. Edgar Legaspi y Libao
Facts:

1. On February 17, 1997, Edgar Legaspi y Libao was charged with rape and robbery in two
separate Informations before the Regional Trial Court (RTC), Branch 170, Malabon.

2. The charges stemmed from events on February 11, 1997. Honorata Ong was asleep with
her daughters when she awoke to Legaspi armed with a knife. He raped her and stole P500.
3. Ong reported the crime to her sister-in-law and later the barangay captain, who, with the
help of tanods, apprehended Legaspi.

4. Legaspi’s defense claimed previous mental health treatment, requesting deferral of
arraignment pending mental fitness evaluation.

5. Confirmed fit for trial, Legaspi was arraigned and pleaded not guilty.

6. During the trial, Ong positively identified Legaspi. Despite Legaspi’s alibi, the court found
inconsistencies and less credibility in his defense.

7. On November 6, 1998, the RTC found Legaspi guilty of both charges. For rape, the
aggravating circumstances led to a death sentence; for robbery, a sentence of 6 months to 9
years was imposed.

Issues:

1. Whether the positive identification of the accused by the victim was credible despite
alleged discrepancies.

2. Whether the defense of alibi and past mental illness excused the accused from liability.

3. The appropriateness of the death penalty in light of the non-allegation of aggravating
circumstances in the information.

Court’s Decision:

1. **Credibility of Identification:** The Court upheld the victim’s positive identification of
Legaspi. It dismissed concerns about inconsistencies with the police blotter as minor,
emphasizing the victim’s ability to recognize Legaspi during the crime.

2. **Defense’s Alibi and Insanity:** The Court dismissed the defense of alibi due to lack of
corroboration and geographic proximity, emphasizing that insanity as an exempting
circumstance was not proven at the time of the crime.

3. **Death Penalty Consideration:** The Court noted that generic aggravating
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circumstances (nighttime and dwelling) should not aggravate penalties if not alleged in the
Information. As these circumstances were not alleged, reclusion perpetua, rather than
death, was warranted.

Doctrine:

The Court emphasized the principle that aggravating circumstances must be expressly
included in the information to impact sentencing, especially where the potential penalty is
capital. This doctrine is later mirrored in the revamped Rules of Criminal Procedure,
requiring explicit mention of such circumstances to meet constitutional due process
requirements.

Class Notes:

- **Rape and Robbery Elements:** Focus on physical act (penetration), use of
force/intimidation, and intent to gain through force.

- ¥*Aggravating Circumstances:** Aggravating factors must be specified in the charge to
affect penalty (Sec 8, Rule 110, Revised Rules of Criminal Procedure).

- ¥*Defenses in Criminal Cases:** Alibi is generally weak, requires impossibility of presence
at the crime scene.

- **Insanity Defense:** Must demonstrate total loss of reason at crime time; mere past
mental health treatment isn’t sufficient.

Historical Background:

The case emphasizes procedural accuracy, particularly in capital cases, reflecting judicial
caution in applying the death penalty. This decision aligns with efforts to bolster the rights
of the accused amid concerns about potential miscarriages of justice in capital punishment
contexts. The reiterated emphasis on correct information filing reflects broader procedural
reforms toward safeguarding due process.
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