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CARPIO, J.:

This is an appeal from the 21 February 2006 Decision[1] of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR HC No. 00539.
The Court of Appeals affirmed with modification the decision of the trial court finding appellant Reynaldo
Villanueva y Marquez guilty beyond reasonable doubt of murder, frustrated murder, and attempted murder.

In the afternoon of 21 January 2000, appellant, then 31 years old, killed his niece Angelica Villanueva (Angelica),
aged 8, by boxing her on the head and kicking her several times on the different parts of her body.[2] Appellant
also mauled his nephews Rexie Villanueva (Rexie) and Enrique, Villanueva, Jr. (Enrique, Jr.), aged 5 and 2,
respectively.

Angelica died of massive brain edema, cerebral contusion, subdural hemorrhage due to mauling. Rexie sustained
injuries, which could have resulted to massive brain edema and his subsequent death, were it not for the medical
intervention. Enrique, Jr. suffered a broken mouth and was confined at the Baguio General Hospital (BGH) for
four days.

Consequently, appellant was charged with murder for the death of Angelica, frustrated murder for the serious
injuries suffered by Rexie, and attempted murder for the injuries inflicted on Enrique, Jr. The corresponding
Informations[3] were filed before the Regional Trial Court of Baguio City, Branch 6, for murder,[4] frustrated
murder, and attempted murder. The cases were docketed as Criminal Case No. 17427-R for murder, Criminal
Case No. 17429-R for frustrated murder, and Criminal Case No. 17428-R for attempted murder.

Appellant pleaded insanity. He claimed that he did not know that he killed his niece Angelica and that he mauled
his nephews Rexie and Enrique, Jr.

However, appellant was able to narrate vividly the events prior to the commission of the brutal crimes. In the
morning of 21 January 2000, appellant consulted Dr. Clarette Rosario P. Dy (Dr. Dy) of the Psychiatric
Department of BGH for a follow-up check-up. Dr. Dy prescribed medicines; then, she allowed appellant to go
home. From BGH, appellant went to 456 Restaurant along Session Road, where he ordered several bottles of Red
Horse beer. After leaving the restaurant, he strolled along Session Road, Maharlika Livelihood Center, and
Burnham Park. On his way home, he passed by a videoke bar along Magsaysay Avenue, where he ordered more
Red Horse beer. A lady joined him in his table so he ordered drinks for her. He took turns in passing the
microphone and singing. He paid a total of P650 for their drinks. He only had enough fare when he left the
videoke bar past 4:00 p.m. Upon reaching home, he went to buy some hot dogs which he cooked since he was
hungry. When his mother asked if she could have some, appellant got irked because he did not have breakfast and
lunch. He told her that she must have eaten already as it was late in the afternoon. His mother got scared of him
and ran away. Appellant was so peeved that he wanted to give vent to his anger. After finishing his food, he went
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to his mother’s room. It was at this point that appellant committed the crimes.

Dr. Dy testified that she had been attending to appellant for about four years already at the Psychiatric Department
of BGH. She opined that appellant is suffering from a mental disorder classified as schizophrenia, paranoid,
episodic with interepisode residual symptoms characterized by intermittent episodes of psychotic signs and
symptoms. Dr. Dy said that this type of illness is recurrent and not permanent.

Appellant’s mother testified that appellant had a tendency to have violent fits when angry and under the influence
of liquor or drugs.

In its Decision of 11 March 2002,[5] the trial court found appellant guilty of murder under Article 248 of the
Revised Penal Code, as amended by Section 6 of Republic Act No. 7659, frustrated murder, and attempted
murder. The trial court held that appellant failed to overcome the presumption of sanity. The defense evidence
even showed that appellant was sane at the time the crimes were committed. There was sufficient evidence that
immediately prior to the commission of the crimes, appellant was not completely deprived of reason or
discernment and freedom of will. The trial court found it strange that appellant’s memory was sharp as to the
incidents prior to the commission of the crimes but “stood still at that very crucial moment when he mortally
injured his victims.” Thereafter, appellant’s memory returned when he was already at the hospital.

The dispositive portion of the trial court’s decision reads:

WHEREFORE, judgment is hereby rendered as follows:

- In Criminal Case No. 17427-R, the Court finds the accused Reynaldo Villanueva guilty beyond reasonable
doubt of the offense of Murder defined and penalized under Art. 248 of the Revised Penal Code as amended by
Sec. 6 of Republic Act 7659 as charged in the Information, and hereby sentences him to suffer the penalty of
Reclusion Perpetua; to indemnify the heirs of the deceased Angelica Villanueva the sum of P50,000.00 as civil
indemnity for her death and P200,000.00 as Moral Damages for the pain and anguish suffered by the heirs as a
result of her death, all indemnifications are without subsidiary imprisonment in case of insolvency and to pay
the costs of suit.

The accused Reynaldo Villanueva being a detention prisoner is entitled to be credited 4/5 of his preventive
imprisonment in the service of his sentence in accordance with Art. 29 of the Revised Penal Code.

- In Criminal Case No. 17428-R, the Court finds the accused Reynaldo Villanueva guilty beyond reasonable
doubt of the offense of Frustrated Murder defined and penalized under Art. 248 in relation to Art. 50 and Art. 6
of the Revised Penal Code as charged in the Information, for the injuries suffered by Rexie Villanueva and
hereby sentences to an imprisonment ranging from 10 years and 1 day of Prision Mayor as Minimum to 14
years and 1 day of Reclusion Temporal as Maximum; to indemnify Rexie Villanueva the sum of P100,000.00
as Moral Damages for his injuries, all indemnification are without subsidiary imprisonment in case of
insolvency and to pay the costs of suit.

The accused Reynaldo Villanueva being a detention prisoner is entitled to be credited 4/5 of his preventive
imprisonment in the service of his sentence in accordance with Art. 29 of the Revised Penal Code.

- In Criminal Case No. 17429-R, the Court finds the accused Reynaldo Villanueva guilty beyond reasonable
doubt of the offense of Attempted Murder defined and penalized under Art. 248 in relation to Art. 51 and Art.
6 of the Revised Penal Code as charged in the Information, for the injuries suffered by Enrique Villanueva,
[Jr.] and hereby sentences him to an imprisonment ranging from 6 months and 1 day of Prision Correccional as
Minimum to 8 years and 1 day of Prision Mayor Maximum; to indemnify Enrique Villanueva, Jr. the sum of
P50,000.00 as Moral Damages, all indemnifications are without subsidiary imprisonment in case of insolvency
and to pay the costs of suit.
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The accused Reynaldo Villanueva being a detention prisoner is entitled to be credited 4/5 of his preventive
imprisonment in the service of his sentence in accordance with Art. 29 of the Revised Penal Code.

SO ORDERED.[6]

In its Decision of 21 February 2006, the Court of Appeals affirmed with modification the trial court’s decision.
The appellate court found appellant’s schizophrenia a mitigating circumstance under Article 13(9)[7] of the
Revised Penal Code. The appellate court reduced the award of moral damages and modified the penalty imposed
on appellant for attempted murder.

WHEREFORE, the appealed decision of the Regional Trial Court of Baguio City (Branch 6) is MODIFIED in
that (i) it is in Crim. Case No. 17429-R where accused-appellant Reynaldo Villanueva y Marquez is adjudged
guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of frustrated murder and meted [out] the indeterminate penalty of
ten (10) years and one (1) day of prision mayor, as minimum, to fourteen (14) years and one (1) day of
reclusion temporal, as maximum; (ii) it is in Crim. Case No. 17428-R where said accused-appellant is
adjudged guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of attempted murder, for which he is sentenced to suffer
the indeterminate penalty of six (6) months and one (1) day of prision correccional, as minimum, to eight (8)
years of prision mayor, as maximum; and (iii) the award of moral damages is REDUCED to P50,000.00 in
Crim. Case No. 17427-R (for murder) and P25,000.00 each in Crim. Cases Nos. 17429-R (for frustrated
murder) and 17428-R (for attempted murder). The appealed judgment is AFFIRMED in all other respects.

SO ORDERED.[8]

Hence, this appeal.

The issue in this case is whether appellant is guilty beyond reasonable doubt of murder, frustrated murder, and
attempted murder.

The appeal lacks merit.

We affirm the findings of both trial and appellate courts that appellant failed to overcome the presumption of
sanity. Findings of fact of trial courts, specially if affirmed by the appellate courts, are entitled to respect and
generally should not be disturbed on appeal unless certain facts of substance and value were overlooked which, if
considered, may affect the outcome of the case.[9] Such exception is inexistent in this case.

The defense failed to prove that appellant was completely deprived of intelligence in committing the dastardly
acts.[10] Proof of the existence of some abnormalities in the mental faculties will not exempt the accused from
culpability, if it was shown that he was not completely deprived of freedom and intelligence.[11]

Appellant’s recollection of the events prior to the crimes and his emotions afterwards indicate that he was sane
before, during, and after the commission of the crimes. Dr. Dy’s psychiatric report states that appellant felt guilty
about Angelica’s death and apprehensive for being in jail for a longer time.[12] A feeling of remorse is
inconsistent with insanity, as it is a clear indication that he was conscious of his acts. He acknowledged his guilt
and was sorry for his acts.[13]

We agree with the Court of Appeals in appreciating appellant’s mental disorder as a mitigating circumstance
under Article 13(9) of the Revised Penal Code. There is no dispute that appellant has a history of mental illness.
He was diagnosed to be suffering from “Schizophrenia, Paranoid, Episodic with Interepisode Residual
Symptoms” which began in 1985 and was characterized by intermittent episodes of psychotic signs and
symptoms since then until appellant’s examination on 21 June 2000.[14] We find that such illness diminished the
exercise of appellant’s will power without however depriving him of the consciousness of his acts. In fact,
appellant was aware that he hurt his niece “for he perceived her as a big man with a horrifying appearance.”[15]
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However, the Court of Appeals erred in the computation of the maximum of the indeterminate penalty for
frustrated murder in Criminal Case No. 17429-R. The Court of Appeals merely sustained the trial court’s
imposition of the penalty. Accordingly, we modify the penalty for frustrated murder and impose the indeterminate
sentence of six (6) years and one (1) day of prision mayor as minimum to twelve (12) years and one (1) day of
reclusion temporal as maximum.

WHEREFORE, we AFFIRM the 21 February 2006 Decision of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR HC No.
00539 finding appellant Reynaldo Villanueva y Marquez guilty beyond reasonable doubt of murder, frustrated
murder, and attempted murder with the MODIFICATION that the indeterminate penalty for frustrated murder
should be six (6) years and one (1) day of prision mayor as minimum to twelve (12) years and one (1) day of
reclusion temporal as maximum.

SO ORDERED.

Quisumbing, (Chairperson), Carpio-Morales, Tinga, and Velasco, Jr., JJ., concur.

[1] Rollo, pp. 3-16. Penned by Associate Justice Edgardo P. Cruz and concurred in by Associate Justices
Rosalinda Asuncion-Vicente and Sesinando E. Villon.

[2] CA rollo, p. 13.

[3] Id. at 13-18.

[4] As defined in Article 248 of the Revised Penal Code, as amended.

[5] CA rollo, pp. 32-54. Penned by Judge Ruben C. Ayson.

[6] Id. at 53-54.

[7] Article 13(9) of the Revised Penal Code provides:

ART. 13. Mitigating circumstances. -- The following are mitigating circumstances:

x x x x

9. Such illness of the offender as would diminish the exercise of the will-power of the offender without
however depriving him of consciousness of his acts.

[8] Rollo, p. 15.

[9] See People v. Villa, Jr., 387 Phil. 155 (2000).

[10] See People v. Belonio, G.R. No. 148695, 27 May 2004, 429 SCRA 579.

[11] Id.

[12] Records, Vol. 1, p. 46.

[13] See People v. Villa, Jr., supra note 9.

[14] Records, Vol. 1, p. 48.

[15] Id. at 46.
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