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FRANCISCO, J.:
Thisisacase of parricide more tragic in that it involves the cold- blooded murder of afather by his only son.

On November 6, 1993 between the hours of 7:30 and 8:30 in the evening, the appellant DOMINGO CASTILLO,
JR., nicknamed “Boyet”, was in the D & G Restaurant in Norzagaray, Bulacan drinking beer with the victim, his
father, Domingo Castillo, Sr.[1] After some two hours of drinking, a group of noisy customers arrived. Wary of
the trouble that these customers may cause and aware of his son’s propensity to get into fights, the victim urged
the former to go home with him.[2] The appellant and the victim then boarded a blue pick-up truck with plate
number CBE 591.[3] The appellant drove the vehicle in the direction of their home in Angat, Bulacan with the
victim in the passenger’s seat. During the trip home, an argument ensued between the appellant and the victim
who were both a bit drunk already[4] because the former kept insisting that he should or could go back to the
restaurant while the latter prevented him from doing so.[5] Upon nearing their house, the appellant abruptly
stopped the pick-up and the victim alighted therefrom.[6] Holding a bottle of beer in his right hand, the victim
raised both of his hands, stood in front of the pick-up and said, “sige kung gusto mo sagasaan mo ako, hindi ka
makakaalis’ (go ahead, run over me if you want to leave).[7] The appellant slowly drove the pick-up forward
threatening to run over the victim. At this juncture, the victim exclaimed, “papatayin mo ba ako?’ (are you going
to kill me?).[8] After the victim uttered these words, the appellant backed-up almost hitting an owner type jeep
parked at the side of the road and on board which were four (4) people conversing with each other, including
prosecution eyewitness, Ma. Cecilia Mariano. Then at high speed, the appellant drove the pick-up forward hitting
the victim in the process. Not satisfied with what he had done, the appellant put the vehicle in reverse thereby
running over the victim a second time. The appellant then alighted from the vehicle and walked towards their
house.[9]

At the precise moment of the perpetration of the crime, another witness, Arthur Agaran who worked at the
recapping shop of the victim was in the latter’ s residence.[10] He was changing his clothes and preparing to work
overtime in the recapping shop located in the premises of the victim’s residence.[11] Agaran saw the pick-up
truck being driven by the appellant and noticed that it moved forward and backward four (4) times[12] about
twenty (20) to thirty (30) meters from the house.[13] When he and another worker went outside to find out what
had happened, they saw the victim’s body bloodied and sprawled on the ground.[14] They rushed the victim to
the Dolorosa Hospital at Norzagaray, Bulacan where the victim expired shortly thereafter.[15]

The appellant was not immediately prosecuted for the death of his father which he was able to pass off as an
accident. But when his older sister, Leslie C. Padilla, arrived from the United States to attend her father’'s wake
and funeral, she made inquiries about the circumstances surrounding his death and was given different versions of
the incident, some of which insinuated that her father did not meet his demise accidentally.[16] Later, a suspicion
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of foul play moved her to engage the services of the National Bureau of Investigation (NBI) for a forma
investigation into the matter.[17] The results thereof confirmed Padilla’s suspicion and led to the filing of an
information for parricide against appellant.[18] After trial, Branch 14 of the Regiona Trial Court of Bulacan
found the appellant guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of parricide and sentenced him to suffer the
penalty of reclusion perpetua and to pay the other heirs of the victim TWO HUNDRED FIFTY THOUSAND
PESOS (P250,000.00) as actual damages.[19]

We affirm the judgment of conviction.

The prosecution has successfully established the elements of parricide: (1) the death of the deceased; (2) that he or
she was killed by the accused; and (3) that the deceased was a legitimate ascendant or descendant, or the
legitimate spouse of the accused.[20] The only question left to be answered by this Court is whether or not the
parricide was committed thru reckless imprudence as claimed by the appellant. The appellant does not dispute the
fact that he had indeed ran over his father with the pick-up truck he was driving on that fateful night in November,
1993. He claims, however, that there was no intention on his part to kill his father, and that he had accidentally
stepped on the gas pedal forcefully, causing the vehicle to travel at afast speed.[21]

The appellant’s asseveration is not worthy of credence. In convicting the appellant, the trial court relied heavily
on the testimonies of the prosecution witnesses, Mariano and Agaran. We find no reason to do otherwise,
applying the fundamental rule in criminal cases that in the matter of credibility of witnesses, the appellate court
gives great weight and highest degree of respect to the findings of the trial court as they are in a better position to
examine real evidence as well as to observe the demeanor of the witnesses.[22] The details of the incident as
narrated by Mariano and Agaran bespeak of a crime committed with full intent. And we have held that a
deliberate intent to do an unlawful act is essentially inconsistent with the idea of reckless imprudence.[23] What
qualifies an act as one of reckless or simple negligence or imprudence is the lack of malice or criminal intent in
the execution thereof.[24] Otherwise stated, in crimina negligence, the injury caused to another should be
unintentional, it being simply the incident of another act done without malice[25] but with lack of foresight,
carelessness, or negligence, and which has harmed society or an individual .[26]

On direct examination, Mariano testified as follows:

Q: While you were there infront (sic) of your house, do you recall of any unusual incident that happened?
A: Yes, sir there was.

Q: Tell us about that unusual incident?
A: While we were conversing at that time, al of a sudden there was a colored blue pick up (sic) that was
rushing towards our place in very fast speed (humaharurot).

Q: With whom were you conversing at that time?
A: My two (2) friends and one of my sister (sic), sir.

Q: What is the name of your sister?
A: Ma. LucilaG. Mariano, sir.

Q: From where did that pick up van come from (sic)?
A1t came from behind our back, sir.

XXXXXXXXX

Q: What happened after you saw that pick up (sic) colored blue speeding in that street?
A: All of asudden it stopped, sir.
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Q: In your sketch, will you please draw a square or a rectangular figure to indicate the position of that van
when it stopped?

AT THISJUNCTURE, THE WITNESS IS INDICATING THE SAME.

Q: After that pick up (sic) stopped, what happened next?
A It stopped there, sir.

Q: How about you, what did you do when the pick up stopped?
A: We were looking at it. We did not mind it.

Q: After that, did you notice anything unusual that happened around the premises.
A:Yes, sir.

Q: Tell us about that unusual incident?
A: An old man alighted, sir.

Q: From where did that old man alight?
A: From the pick up (sic), Sir.

COURT:

Q: The blue pick up (sic)?
A: Yes, your honor.

FISCAL:

Q: From what side of the pick up (sic) did he alight, from the left or from the right side?
A: From theright side, sir.

Q: After that old man had alighted, what happened?

A: | noticed that the pick up (sic) colored blue thru the headlight seems to be moving trying to intimidate the
old man then | heard the old man saying “papatayin mo ba ako” and at that time, he was holding a bottle of
beer, sir.

Q: In this sketch, will you please draw the position of that old man?
AT THISJUNCTURE, THE WITNESS ISDOING THE SAME.

Q: After the old man uttered those words, what happened?
A: | just saw that the pick up made aback up (sic) amost hitting us, sir.

Q: Then, what did the driver of that pick up (sic) do afterwards after backing up rather?
A: All of asudden, the pick up (sic) ran very fast and hit the old man, sir.

Q: You said that, that vehicle backed up and then it proceeded very fast hitting the old man in the process, is
that correct?
A:Yes, sir.

Q:Did the old man change his position after he uttered “ papatayin mo ba ako?’ up to the time that he was hit
by that pick up van?
A:Yes, sir.

Q: Will you please indicate where the old man proceed (sic)?
AT THISJUNCTURE, THE WITNESS ISDOING THE SAME.

Q: When you saw the old man hit by that pick up (sic), did you do anything?
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A: | wasjust shocked, sir.

Q: And what happened to the pick up (sic) after it hit the old man?
A: After it hit the old man, | noticed that it moved backwards again and then the headlight was on at that time
and | saw the old man lying sprawled on the road, sir.

Q: And what did you do after you saw the old man lying sprawled on the street?
A: | just say (sic) to my companion, “Hoy, nasagasaan yong matanda’ then all of us were shocked and we
noticed that the driver of that pick up (sic) was (sic) aighted, sir.

Q: Were you able to recognize the driver of that pick up who alighted from that vehicle?
A: | did not recognize, | just recall that he was wearing white shorts, sir.

XXXXXXXXX

Q: After that driver wearing white shorts alighted from that pick up (sic), where did he proceed?
A: He walked towards the town proper walking, sir.

Q: When you said that he walk (sic), are you saying that the driver left his vehiclein the middle of the street?
A: Yes, sir heleft the pick up (sic).”[27] (Underscoring supplied.)

The records are bereft of any evidence that the appellant had tried to avoid hitting the victim who positioned
himself in front of the pick-up. On the contrary, Mariano’s testimony is to the effect that prior to actually hitting
the victim, the appellant was “intimidating” him by moving the pick-up forward, thus prompting the victim to
exclaim, “papatayin mo ba ako?’. Worse, the appellant backed-up to gain momentum, then accelerated at a very
fast speed knowing fully well that the vehicle would definitely hit the victim who was still standing in front of the
same.

The appellant’s actuations subsequent thereto also serve to refute his allegation that he did not intend to kill his
father. Surely, the appellant must have felt the impact upon hitting the victim. The normal reaction of any person
who had accidentally ran over another would be to immediately alight from the vehicle and render aid to the
victim. But as if to ensure the victim's death, the appellant instead backed-up, thereby running over the victim
again. This explains why, as testified to by Agaran, he saw the imprint of tiremarks on the victim’ s feet.[28] Even
more indicative that this was a cold-blooded killing and not an accident as appellant would have us believe is his
deliberate failure to promptly summon help for his father. Mariano categorically testified that after the appellant
had ran over the victim, he alighted from the pick-up and walked in the direction of the town. The appellant’s
claim that he shouted for help and called the workers in the recapping shop to bring his father to the hospital is
obviously a fabrication.[29] Agaran recounted that after the incident, the appellant walked towards their house
and while passing in front of the recapping shop, merely looked at him and the other workers thereat.[30] A man
who had not intended to harm his own father would not walk but more likely run in search of help. Aware of the
fact that his father’s life is precariously hanging in the balance, the normal reaction of a child is to waste no time
in trying to save his life. The appellant, on the other hand, did not even lift a finger to help his own father whose
life he had so brutally taken away. It was Agaran and the other workers who, on their own accord, brought the
victim to the hospital. In the light of the foregoing circumstances, we therefore find it difficult to believe that the
appellant did not act with malice. Worth reiterating here is the rule that evidence, to be believed, must not only
proceed from the mouth of a credible witness, but it must be credible in itself- such as the common experience
and observation of mankind can approve as probable under the circumstances.[31]

Ironicaly, it is the appellant’s testimony that finally clinches his conviction. His testimony reveals that a certain
degree of enmity and resentment characterized his relationship with his parents. The appellant was the only son of
well to do parents. He had never held aday’sjob in his entire life, and although aready a family man himself, he
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continued to rely solely on his parents' support. That he was a “little spoiled”’[32] is beyond doubt. The appellant

admitted that during the previous years, he and his parents had some differences.[33] As a matter of fact, severa
days prior to the incident, his father who wanted him to look for a job had a “heart to heart talk” with him, and
asked him, “ganito ka na lang ba?’ (will you never change?).[34] Finally, it was the appellant himself who told
the court that the incident was preceded by an argument between him and his father who was determined to
prevent him from returning to the restaurant.[35] But what exactly motivated the appellant to commit so heinous a
crime continues to be beyond the comprehension of this court. There is, however, no need to delve into the same
as the facts proven during trial speak eloquently of the commission of a crime and the identity of the author
thereof.[ 36]

Anent the award of actual damages, we delete the same as none had been proven in court. The appellant should,
however, be made to pay the other heirs of the victim the amount of FIFTY THOUSAND PESOS (P50,000.00)
by way of moral damages.

WHEREFORE, the assailed decision finding the appellant guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of
parricide is hereby AFFIRMED with the modification that he is sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion
perpetua and to pay the other heirs of the victim the amount FIFTY THOUSAND PESOS (P50,000.00) as moral
damages.

SO ORDERED.

Narvasa, C.J., (Chairman), Davide, Jr., Melo, and Panganiban, JJ., concur.
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