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APERTURA DE LA SESION

2 Se abre la sesion @ Jas 11:05 @M. :
Strado el Presidente, Hon. Eulogio Rodri
El PresipENTE. Se declar? abierta la sesion.

DISEENaACTON DE| LA LECTUES DE LA LISTA
Y DEL ACTA NO. 26

president, 1 move that

nd the reading of the

guez, ST

Senator PRIMICIAS. MI-
In‘e calling of the roll 2
inutes phe dispensed with. - ol :

The Presmpent. 1o there 0¥ objection? (51"
ence.) The Chair hears nOR® The motion 18
aDpl‘OVed.

DESPAGHO DE LOS ASUNTOS QUE ESTAN SOBRE

LA MESA DEL PRESIDENTE

Léase e] orden de asuntos.
EL SEcrETARIO:
RESOLUCEONES
e c()rl.‘iEI‘lte,

se pide
eda comp

del Concejo Mu-
al Congreso que
leta autonomia

itfi{esolucién Namero 8T, seri
Drpal de Malita, Davao, en la que
uebe un proyecto de ley 91° cone
08 gobiernos municipales:

El PrgsmpenTE. Al Comité de GO

Ciudades_

El SECRETARIO:
ejoesohlc'.ién Nimeroe 93, seri
Municipal de Atimonal
69299

pernacion ¥ de

a que el Con-
Congreso que

» de 1956, en 1
Quezon, Pide al

ocupando el

c':nmiende el Cédigo Penal Revisado, de tal modo que se
imponga una pena mas rigida al delito de rebelién.

El PRESIDENTE. Al Comité de Codigos ¥ Enmien-
das a la Constitucion.

E1 SECRETARIO:

Resolucion Ntumero 96, serie de 1956, en la que el Con-
cejo Municipal de Naujan, Mindoro, hace constar su ad-
hesién a la ley que dispone la lectura obligatoria del Noli
Me Tangere v El Filibusterismo del Dr. Rizal, en los co-
legios publicos ¥ privados.

El PRESIDENTE. Al Comité de Educacion.

SEGUNDA LECTURA b CONSIDERACION DEL
S. NO. 582

Qenator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I ask that we
now consider Senate Bill No. 532.

The PRESIDENT. Consideration of Senate Bill No.
582 is now in order. The Secretary will please
read the bill

The SECRETARY:

AN ACT TO AMEND PARAGRAPH ONE O% ARTICLE
THREE HUNDRED AND SIXTY FIVE OF THE RE-
VISED PENAL CODE.

Be it enacted _b_y the Senate and House of Representatives
of the Philippines in Congress assembled:

SpcTION 1. Paragraph one of Article three hundred and
sixty-five of the Revised Penal Code is hereby amended, to
read as follows: !
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“ART. 365. Imprudence and mnegligence—Any person
who, by reckless imprudence, shall commit any act
which, had it been intentional, would constitute a grave
felony, shall suffer the penalty of arresto mayor in its
maximum period to prisién correccional in its minimum
period; if it would have constituted a less grave felony,
the penalty of arresto mayor in its minimum and me-
dium periods shall be imposed; IF IT WOULD HAVE CON-
STITUTED A LIGHT FELONY, THE PENALTY OF ARRESTO
MENOR IN ITS MAXIMUM PERIOD SHALL BE IMPOSED”.

SEC. 2. This Aect shall take effect upon its approval.

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, the distin-
guished Chairman of the Committee on Codes and
Constitutional amendments, the gentleman from Rj-
zal, is the sponsor.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Rizal has
the floor,

PONENCIA DEL SEN. SUMULONG

Senator SUMULONG. Mr. President, lady and gen-
tlemen of the Senate: The purpose of this bill
is to supply an omission in the provisions of our
Penal Code regarding offenses committed through
reckless imprudence. At present, under the Re-
vised Penal Code, when reckless imprudence re-
sults in a serious felony, there is a penalty.
When reckless imprudence results in less grave
felony, there is also a penalty. But when reckless
imprudence results in a light felony, there is ng
penalty, so much so that when an actual cage
reached the Court of Appeals in the case of People
vs. Macario Ande y Marino, decided by the Coyrt
of Appeals on April 19, 1955 where an accident
happened and reckless imprudence resulted in slight
physical injuries, after studying the case, the
Court of Appeals could not impose any penalty
because as the law now stands there is no penalty
for light felony.

Senator LiM. Mr. President, will the gentle.
man yield to a few questions?

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield, if he
wishes.

Senator SUMULONG. With pleasure.

Senator LiM. I agree fully with the amendment
of the gentleman from Rizal, but I would like of
course to propose that the penalty for reckless
imprudence given in the first sentence of Article

365 be increased. I believe that we shoulq not -

only accept this amendment but we should algg
increase the penalty. Article 365 provides that
any person who by reckless imprudence shaij com-
mit any act constituting a grave felony, shalj suf-
fer the penalty of arresto mayor in its maximum
period to prision correccional in its min

7 imum pe.
riod. T think e

we should increase that benalty

because even though one can say that it occurs
only because of reckless imprudence, Sti“-at ﬂ'le
rate that accidents on the road occur 1I thl'i
country where every day we see pictures I f:he
papers of victims of reckless imprudence On this
part of drivers, I think we should increasé to
penalty also and instead of making it .aw.e:se
mayor in its maximum period we should incré X
this by one grade at least because when 2 I::ily
commits reckless imprudence there is Jus.t ?a 0
very little difference between this commissio? its
his causing death and that of a man who ¢om%
homicide,

Senator SuMGLoNG. What is the sug
Your Honor regarding the increased pel}a] n;axi‘
Senator LiM. That arresto mayor in 1 ree-
mum period be increased by one more deg_n its
Senator SUMULONG. Prision CO"""eccwml lY ur

minimum and medium degree, will that be
Honor’s amendment? s minl”
Senator L. Prisién correccional in ltse by
mum and medium period but also incré®
one degree, corr®
Senator SumuLong, So there must be 2 1'0ugh
sponding increase for the less grave felony 1 Yous
reckless imprudence. But may I jHSt. % 2
Honor’s attention that arresto mayor it “.Ould
Imum period and in its minimum Pe° month?,
be 4 months anq 1 day to 2 years and ewd “
and that already gives the Judge the -16 enalt?
the offense ig of such a nature that a s% :
should pe imposed, to Y
Senator Ly, But the maximum penalty
mémseil IS 2 years and 4 months.
€nator SUMULONG, That will dep :
Judge, Youy Honor, and aeven if “we follon iy
Tonor's suggestion we should still bave -
that latituq Sole ] rer ON h ot
“hat [de of discretionary power O%. - cis
N Imposing the penalty according 0 s
stances of the case, . 110S€
Senator Lim. But the Judge may iMP%pdy
Ea% SIX months, but if the ]aw-makmg’ .
tlﬁls Government increases the Pe“alty'that ;
thz Court's may be guided accOl'ding]y’n atives ur
the considered opinion of the repr®Se e past
People to jncrease this penalty 308 AL 1e g¢
pose of Prevent; . % f the Jaw- .mpo
the Jud ing the violation o to ?
-y alty if they use their d15*° ., Pet n0”
I SUMULONG. If we increase.] affec” b

gestion o

i 4 the

end UP%gour

0

; v
Y oue grage, Your Honor, that wil yef€

only thig py
to recklegg

ovision but also all the 1€
negligence,
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_ Senator LiM. Yes, I think so. It is very alarm-
ing how many people are killed through the reck-
less imprudence of drivers.

Senator SumuronG. I think we can
that.

Senator LiM. In the period of amendments, I
Will propose that amendment.

Senator DELGADO. Mr. President, will the gen-
tleman yield for one or two questions?

'The PrESIDENT. The gentleman may yield, if he
Wishes,

Senator SumyLoNG. Gladly.

Senator DeLgapo. I understand NOW that the
OWner of a car will not be affected if the driver
COmmits an offense which can be considered as
3 minor felony. I am referring to the 'CIVll res-
Ponsihility of the owners of cars driving their
OWn automobiles who, with this amendment, would
ave no civil liability, and the chauffeur who com-

Mits a light offense considered as 2 minor felony

00t punighable under the present provisions of

he Revised Penal Code.

Senator SumGLONG. That is
onor, :

Senator DEeLGaD0. What is the effect of thl‘S
AMmendment to the civil responsibility of car owners
Who are not driving their cars?
uDSEnator SUMULONG. I supposé
On the cir nces.

Senatgrcu[();ggﬁio. Let us suppose’ that gou}'
Ohor's, car. dpiven. by Your Hgnors chau e.m,
While travefing on Bonifacio Drive Tuns over a
Person whereat your driver coming n;noi.
elony, As far derstand g .our
Onor’s hill, he would be liable for any t‘;}:{)‘?e
e]ony, but 1'mde1' the law at least 1}9 e 1it‘ced
to imprisonment for light felonies s
hrough reckless imprudence: 3

enator SUMULONG. YeS, ou Honolt-] ere is no

enator DELcApo. And consef,luently }111 wner
m}priSonment while the driver and the ©

Might pe 1 g
Senatsr hsag)l\fl%wric. Naturally the habflil_lty‘of the
Wher is subsidiary to that of e chau e;n i
Senator Drrapo. Bub will Your H'onOOHSibﬂity
¢ that with this amendment the 1es.pd e
°f the owner of the car will increase Of ecr 7
Would decrease . - - )
1d increase. Now, I think

£ the owner of the car
be withdrawn. :
there will be subsi-

consider

very true, Your

that will depend

Senator SUMULONG.
enator DELGADO. WOULC
IS fair and just that !
found guilty, his license

Senator SUMULONG.
d]a

ig
But no,
'y penalty.

Senator DELGADO. I am just asking the question
so as to be sure that in increasing the penalty,
the chauffeur who is duly licensed, as well as the
car owner, will be liable. Like in the case I have
mentioned where the owner has the misfortune of
having a reckless chauffeur.

Senator SUMULONG. I think Your
simply discussing the civil liability.

Senator DELGADO. Exactly. I am not opposing
the amendment that Your Honor is proposing,
but I am bringing to Your Honor’s attention the
possible hardship that the amendment might cause
to the owner of the car.

Senator SUMULONG. But does not Your Honor
consider it just that if the driver of a car turns
out to be insolvent, the owner of the car should
also be liable subsidiarily?

Senator DELGADO. There is a co-liability of the
owner for damages, and in connection with that
I don’t believe we should impose the burden on
the owner of the car. After all, the driver
should use the discretion of a good father of a
family. The chauffeur is duly hired and duly li-
censed and has experience. I don’t think that
the car owner has any fault. The owner may
say: “I was not in the car and I have had no
participation whatever in the act.” Why should
he be co-responsible and also co-liable with the
driver for the act?

Senator SUMULONG. That will be, if we increase
the penalty now provided for in the existing law.

Senator DELGADO. There will be an increase in
liability on the part of the car owner. That is
my query.

Senator SUMULONG. 1 have no objection of go-
ing into that, but I think as to that point, we
should follow the suggestion of the gentleman
from Zamboanga.

Senator DELGADO. If the gentleman will impose
the higher penalty, well, 1 would object to the
amendment of the gentleman from Zamboanga.
In that case we might raise the maximum fo
one grade to increase the penalty; but we should
not change to one or two grades the minimum
that will be imposed on a case similar to that, be-
cause the determination of the penalty will be in
accordance with the particular circumstance in
each case. The case may be really one where
the chauffeur has been reckless. And there are
three degrees of recklessness, and if we increase
the maximum, the liability will be great. As I
have said, in case the circumstance would show
disregard on the part of the chauffeur for da-

Honor is
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maging life and property; but in the other case
the court might consider that the minimum should
not be one month or four months. We should
increase the minimum.

Senator SUMULONG. I am very glad that Your
Honor has brought out the possibility of increasing
the penalty to car owners who may not actually
cause the accident, and I will gladly entertain
amendments to the bill when the period of amend-
ments comes, but as the bill now stands, there is
no increase in penalty. We are discussing here the
need of supplying the omission in the present law
of penalty for reckless imprudence resulting in
light felony.

Senator DELGADO. But as the law stands now,
what would Your Honor recommend for a ecase
where the chauffeur commits recklessness result-
ing in a minor felony? Will he be fine.

Senator SUMULONG. It is for the Court to take
cognizance of the case.

Senator DELGADO. That is the question at present.
It is the chauffeur and the car owner who would be
held liable for damages. They are both penalized.
But my question is, Your Honor would be holding
the car owner driving at the time the acecident
occurred liable to the additional liability which in-
cludes the damages of the party injured.

Senator SUMULONG. I would be glad to inquire
further on the points Your Honor has brought
up here, and consider whatever concrete sugges-
tions Your Honor may present.

Senator DELGADO. Thank you.

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, will the gen-
tleman yield to a few questions?

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield, if
he so desires.

Senator SUMULONG. With pleasure.

Senator PRIMICIAS. I wish to invite Your Honor’s
attention to that case of the Court of Appeals citeq
by Your Honor in the explanatory note. May
this decision be considered as binding for the infe-
rior courts?

Senator SUMULONG. On April 19, 1955, this de-
cision of the Court of Appeals was promulgated.
My attention was called to it last year by former
Fiscal, Eugenio Angeles, now an Associate Justice
of the Court of Appeals about this decision.

Senator PRIMICIAS. But according to Your Hon-
or’s information until now the Supreme Coupt
has not made a ruling on this decision of the
Court of Appeals.

Senator SumMOLONG. That decision of the Court

of Appeals became final without any appea! taken
to the Supreme Court.

Senator PRIMICIAS, I am asking this queStif’n'
Your Honor, because I know of a case V,Vh.wh
started in one court in Manila. The munmlpﬂdl
judge found a degree of reckless negligence, at
the municipal court penalized the driver-
driver appealed the case to the Court of Firs n-
stance, and the question was raised there tha.lt un;
der the law as it is at present, there 15 rns
penalty for such crime, and in this case he “'?a
fined. The Court of First Instance of Mamis
ruled that the decision of the Court of APPE?
is not binding and denied the motion for appe‘;’{:
The case then went to the Court of Appeals azl
ing for a writ of prohibition to prohibit the cO™ -
from taking cognizance of the case becaus® .
cording to its own ruling or decision, thm?
no crime. But the Court of Appea!s
around and said that its own decision 18
suasive effect, it is not binding on the 10We"
and therefore the lower court may procee our
its own. So, as the jurisprudence stands, pasis
Honor, T am thinking aloud, there is 1°
for the amendment, think

Senator Sumurong, Well, Your Honot : with
that there is a necessity for the amendmer ocallse
all due respect to Your Honor's opiniom -
in cases where the courts have meted 0ut & Jight
alty for recklesg imprudence resulting 1S
f.e lony, they applied the penalty correspon ence:
light felony committed through simple 1°% lgi:’erlal
According to Article 365 of the Revisel “gm-
Code, light felony when committed throu# qceed'
ple negligence s punishable by a fine 0% "4 10
Ing P200 ang censure. And because thelirough
benalty for light felony when committe t; gind
reckless imprudence in a case wher¢ - yeck”
= Oﬁ.ense is commit;:ed, light felony throug: pe?”
lesg Ile‘udence, son anely. L lack of cenalty
alty  for Such an offense ,apply the ﬁroﬂgh
corresponding to Jight felou,y committed tceediﬂg
S?lmple negligence, which is a fine DO ™ . ¢

200 ang Cénsure. But when this Paftlcu esffioIl
Was taken tq the Court of Appeals, tha hys”
Al up. This wag g case where SHE g im r
&cal Injuries wepe inflicted through reckless
}(:;1 C;'e;t:ﬁ what the trial court di}dt was

; Y corre i igh
fl?l?e up to the Court of Appeals, ther® 0“

a MMa Or question presented whethe’ ctio?
¢ase like this, it is within the ju'i®
3 SO0 4p apply to light felonies 6
halty

through
hrough veckless imprudence the Pe!

Sponding to Jight - . . hrot
ght fel tted t 5
ple negligence, g e ped I

And the Court of

Of pel"
court
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this particulay decision, held that that cannot be
done hecause that would be an ex post facto law,
because at the time the light felony through reck-

8 imprudence was committed, there was no law
F‘enalizing it. Even if it is correct to apply to

i8ht  felonies committed through reckless im-
Prudence the penalty for light felonies committed
fough simple imprudence, still we should amend

Iticle 365 because it will be very absurd that
When somebody commits slight physical injuries

Yough reckless imprudence, he is either acquitted
001' lack of g penalty or the courts apply to _him
t}? ly the penalty for light felony committed

fough simple imprudence. I think that nobody
c‘an dispute that light felony committed through

Ckless imprudence is a more serious offense
A0 light felony committed through simple neg-
hlgencE_ That is why 1 believe, Your Honor, we
e to amend Article 365 to fill that void in

A% provision of our Penal Code.
thSenatol. PriMicias. That is it. DMy doubt is on

© Doint whether there is a void or not, because

ecision of the Court of Appeals has not yet

o confirmed by the Supreme Court. And in

case I have just cited to Your _Honor, the
eioflrt of Appeals refused to enforce its own Qe-
osmn on the Court of First Instance of Manila
l~1 1€ ground that its own decision is not of

Nding effect on inferior courts.

Senatoy SumULONG. Personally, I think Your
3 Oloy: g perfectly correct, because it is only when
W deciSi011 is rendered by the Supreme (_301“"3 that
ae ‘an say that the decision is of binding effﬁ_ict,
Dln a decision of the Court of Appeals 18 Istzir:c;
ol‘y f persuasive effect which may be modi
t everseq by the Supreme Court. But it seems
O meg, Your Honor, that when we !1z}ve a dec1su;)n
he Court of Appeals, that decision should e
owed unti] and unless it has been reversed l01
Suodlﬁed by the highest court of the land, the

Preme Coyyt. rd
ay Se“ator Privicias. That is Your Honor'i 0?111:1?‘1;
nold agree with Your Honor there. Bg ‘ue P
W faced with an actual case, and this dl’l‘leill‘(
t ig based on a void which Your_ ﬂonmf glds
Qentioned here. And under the clec¥smn oI e
bou_rt of Appeals, there is really a vmc_l,_but‘ s;;n
cfglnning to wonder whether this tdif)ls;ioifllnégabir
tes a void so long as it is 1O -
fne upreme Court, bgcause it might .hilllzpe‘llvtelll‘:z
th e future, the Supreme Court migh 19: * :Lt
decision of the Court of Appeals and say the

of

the crime of slight physical injuries committed
through reckless imprudence might be punishable
by the punishment set for slight physical injuries
committed through simple imprudence as some
courts are now applying.

Senator SUMULONG. But does not Your Honor
think that even in the remote event that the Supreme
Court would hold to theat effect, and I doubt wheth-
er it would, I feel certain, Your Honor, that if
some courts had done that, it is simply because
they had no other recourse. In order to mete
out some punishment for light felonies committed
through reckless imprudence, they were simply
forced even against their will to apply to it the
penalty corresponding to light felony committed
through simple negligence. Suppose an accident
should happen resulting in slight physical injuries
committed through reckless imprudence, how would
the court act? They cannot act with certainty as
Your Honor has very well said. Judges do not
know what to do, fiscals do not know what to
do for lack of an explicit provision in our Penal
Code. Sometimes, the judges, just to punish the
offender, resort to the penalty for light felonies
committed through simple negligence.

Senator PRIMICIAS. Your Honor’s intention is to
clarify this seeming confusion.

Senator SUMULONG. Assuming, Your Honor, that
there is no void, I think we should clarify for
the guidance of our prosecuting attorneys and of
our courts.

Senator PRIMICIAS. I agree with Your Honor
there. Thank you very much.

Senator PAREDES. Mr. President, will the gentle-
man yield?

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield, if he
so desires.

Senator SUMULONG. Very gladly.

Senator PAREDES. I would like to inquire from
the gentleman from Rizal if he would consider the
proposition to insert an amendment to the effect
that the penalty next higher in degree to that
provided in this section shall be imposed upon
the offender who does not lend to the injured par-
ties on the spot such help as may be in his haands
to give.

Senator SUMULONG. I think that will be a salu-
tary amendment, considering that the number of
hit and run accidents are increasing everyday, and
I wish to thank the gentleman from Abra for
thinking of such an amendment.

Senator PAREDES. Thank you.
that in due time.

I will propose
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Now, with reference to the questions of the
distinguished Floor Leader, I notice that Your
Honor said that there is no penalty provided for
in the law for reckless imprudence when the in-
jury is slight. .

Senator SUMULONG. Yes, Your Honor.

Senator PAREDES. Could Your Honor tell us what
is the possible reason for the omission in the
Penal Code?

Senator SUMULONG. I would like to think that
it was just an oversight.

Senator PAREDES. May I say that I took part
as a humble member in the drafting of this Code.
The reason was that there was the idea of elim-
inating misdemeancr. The law does not pro-
vide for misdemeanor, but that was called more
or less misdemeanor. So, it was not considered
convenient to include it, but I am glad to notice
that it is included because of the frequency of
accidents. At that time, when there was no
Safety Week, there were not as many accidents
as there are now, but now that Safety Weeks are
frequent, the accidents have increased.

Senator SUMULONG. I wish to thank the gentle-
man from Abra for furnishing the Senate with
the background of the provisions of the Revised
Penal Code that we are discussing. It will help
us make the corresponding amendments to this
article of the Revised Penal Code.

The PRESIDENT. If there are no more remarks,
we shall proceed to the period of amendments,

Senator SUMULONG. Mr. President, the gentle-
man from Zamboanga has an amendment to
propose.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Zamboangsa
may propose his amendment.

ENMIENDA LIM

Senator LiM. Mr. President, I am interested
only in increasing the maximum penalty. I o
not know, however, how it would affect the other
paragraphs, but I am only concerned with the
maximum penalty, so that on line 8, beginning
with the word “to”, it should read: “to prisisn
correccional in its MEDIUM period”. In other
words, change only the word “minimum” on line
9 to “medium.”

Senator ALONTO. Mr. President, with the pep-
mission of the distinguished sponsor, may I he
allowed to ask the gentleman from Zamboangy
a few questions?

The PrEsIDENT. The gentleman from Zamboangy,
may yield, if he so desires.

Senator SUMULONG. I yield to the gentleman
from Lanao.

Senator LiM. Willingly, Mr. President.

Senator ALONTO. I understand that the amend-
ment that the gentleman from Zamboanga has
submitted is merely to change the maximum P&
riod of the penalty provided for in this Code, 13
that correct? :

Senator LiM. Yes, by changing the word “mi
imum” on line 9, to the word “medium”.

Senator ALONTO. In other words, the DN
would be arresto mayor in its maximum to prt
sién correccional in its medium period.

Senator LiM. That is right.

Senator ALONTO. In other words,
penalty that would be imposed on driverss :
example, who have caused the death of pelEgy
through reckless imprudence.

Senator LiM. And other grounds, such 2
a man through reckless imprudence points 2
at somebody and kills him. . o that

Senator ALONTO. Does the gentleman pelieve W
this is sufficient enough, considering the 1€
cidence of several deaths caused by “hit” an
drivers in almost all parts of the country?

Senator LiM. Frankly, I don’t consider it €
but a couple of other Senators told me t.ha-t this
would vote for my amendment if I word it 1% this
manner. So, I would rather be sure
amendment is accepted than run the ris
amendment not being accepted. If I had ™Y aybe
I would increage it by one grade highe® . 4 to
fl‘qn?’prisién correccional in its minimum .I;e 1
Prision correccional in its maximum PerO o of

.Se.l,]ator ALONTO. In other words, the penaltY
Prision correccional in its entirety?

alty

this 18 the'

g when

cent X
d “1'un

Senator Ly, Yeg, Y it
‘ u
h Senator Aronto. In other words, the Codepeni‘t

.ave a wider latitude from which to cho0se: Pt
INg upon the type of the case presented . an
Senator LiM. If Vour Honor will pr.opoq-isié’”'
amendment to my amendment making 1 zn’lﬂ"i'
correcciong] minimum to prisién cow‘eccio"’*‘
mum, I woulq yote for that amendment. abO”t
Senatoy ALONTO. As a matter of fach I wasl. dis”
to p'l-esel.lt my amendment & Whlle ago afte
:Ezis;mg 1t with the gentleman from
a'rres;nStead Of_the Penalty provid€fi
€071 Ol?na,yo?. In its maximum perio pe?* 15
¥econal in its minimum period, the " I
\YVouId be ?9’1“2'81671 CO?'frecCiOml in its entl]_t‘.
our Hongp willing to accept that? o my

Senator Ty dmen
amendment, S L i

Senatoy ALONTO. Thank you. A G
ENMIENDA ALONTO A 1A ENMIEND Ollows.

President, my amendment then i aSto e
€ 7 t0 9, delete the words “a77¢®

Mr,
n lin
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In its maximum period to prisién correccional in
Its minimum period” and in lieu thereof insert
the words “prision correccional”.
The PrESIDENT. What does the sponsor say?
Senator SuMULONG. Mr. President, I am in favor
of increasing the penalty for reckless imprudence,
but I think that we should not also lose sight of
the fact that we are not punishing here intentional
felonies; we are only punishing here felonies com-
Mitted through reckless imprudence, and that is the
reason why the Revised Penal Code, following a
Pattern, does not apply the penalties corresponfil-gg
to intentional offenses, and if we inflict “prision
Correccional” for a grave felony committed through
Yeckless imprudence, that would mean t_hat the
Denalty would be two years and one day to SIx years.
_Senator AronTo. No, six months and one day to
SIX years, .
Mr. President, with the permission of the dis-
Inguisheq sponsor, may I be allowed to say a few
Words on this point?
Senator Sumurong. Willingly,
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman
the floor,
EL SEN. ALONTO RAZONA SU ENMIENDA

_ Senator Aronto. Take for example, Mr. Pres-
ldent, the cage of homicide through reckless 1mI-
Prudence or reckless driving. If it W(il;‘e mteni‘:lona.l;
'€ Denalty would be “oppigtion Mayor:, meaning 1
ltg entirety o six years and one day to .t\\-'elvedyea:esé
t since it is not intentional, then it is one Zg .
OWer, or six months and one d:fty to sIX flg?;ér;'ent
OW, the purpose of this bill, is to bf’- a o
© reckless driving and other reckless .acd ks
C3Use ynnecessary deaths. We have 1;:ab i
flewspapers recently, and not only recently Soth b
I the past, that in spite of the cafnpﬁflgns e
€ Government and civic 01‘g.51n1zat1‘onts1 o S
- eckless driving, yet we are well a“llaledrlii'ing -
V€ been go many incidents of reck e-?shf S l’eft,
Nitangyun drivers killing DBODIG‘. llga\;';.y e
Many cages the drivers evel o case of a
thejy victims. and recently there V‘.i‘fis‘ a il s
Oreigner who, after hitting and Kiling

y Of the Cl'ime- SOJ
.llan, run away from the Scel::ally be a deterrent

Order that this law would g
 Such sii};;iizm, I believe that we shouldcl;r(lnsetop
. Denalty a little bit in order _that \;ree n stop
these unfortunate incidents taking parcn i)
QUuntry because of the presence of many

! . the latitude fro_m
hat o el AL o ould be from BIX

r 3 T
Vhich the court can choose ¥ 1d in cases where
Onths and one day to six years 4l

T

Myr. President.
from Lanao has

it has been proved that it was purely by reason
of unforeseen and fortuitous events, then the court
can choose a very much lower penalty and apply the
sentence that would be very much lower than what
is provided here.

Senator LiM. Mr. President, I wish to say a few
words in favor of this amendment.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Zamboanga
has the floor.

DISCURSO DEL SEN. LIM A FAVOR

Senator LiM. Mr. President and gentlemen of
the Senate: while it is true that in the case of
crimes committed through reckless imprudence there
is no willful intention, the result is the same.
When a reckless driver kills a man—just last week
two girls were killed and other seriously injured—
unintentionally through reckless imprudence, the
fact remains that lives are being lost. As the
gentleman from Lanao has stated in the ecase of
homicide, the penalty is from 6 years to 12 years,
thus giving the judges latitude of chocsing the
proper penalty depending upon the circumstances,
and if it is intentional killing, from 6 years to 12
years. But in the case of reckless imprudence,
if the amendment of the gentleman from Lanao
amending my amendment is approved, the judges
can choose within a range from 6 months to 6 years,
While it is true that perhaps by comparison inten-
tional homicide is much worse than killing somebody
through reckless imprudence, in some respects per-
haps a man who kills someone else might have
justified motives in aiming at somebody whom he
hates. And although perhaps some reasons are
valid enough to constitute self-defense, in case of
reckless imprudence it might also be worse if we
look at it from an angle in the case of some in-
nocent pedestrians walking in the streets being
killed just because the drivers are recklessly im-
prudent, and so, we might even perhaps pumish
that fellow more heavily than the one who points
his gun intentionally at somebody against whom
he has a grudge. So, I believe the amendment is
well taken.

Senator SUMULONG. Mr. President, if the gentle-
man from Zamboanga has finished his remarks,
I think the gentleman from Lanao wants to make
a statement, because after he conferred with the
g'entleman from Abra he was informed about an
amendment to be proposed, that in case of an
accident, if the negligent party fails to give a
helping hand to the injured party, the penalty of
the next higher degree will be imposed. I think
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that idea also covers the idea of the gentleman from
Lanao who is seeking a higher penalty in cases of
reckless imprudence which we are now discussing.

Senator LiM. I would like to listen to the gentle-
man from Lanao.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Lanao may
proceed.

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION

Senator ALONTO. Mr. President, I understand that
the distinguished gentleman from Abra is pre-
paring an amendment that will cover certain sec-
tions of this hill. Now, before I ask any decision
on my amendment, I request the indulgence of the
Senate for one or two minutes suspension so that
we can agree on the final draft of the amendment.

Senator SUMULONG. I agree with the suggestion
of the gentleman from Lanao, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT. The session is suspended for two
minutes, if there is no objection. (There wag
nomne.)

Eran las 11:50 a.m.

REANUDACION DE LA SESION

Se reanuda lo sesion a las 11:55 a.m.

The PRESIDENT. The session is resumed.
RETIRADA DE LA ENMIENDA ALONTO A LA ENMIENDA

Senator ALONTO. Mr. President, after conferrin g
with the other distinguished members of the Sep-
ate, I believe it will be more systematic if we
accept the amendment to be presented by the gen-
tleman from Abra, for which reason I withdraw
my amendment to the amendment presented by
the gentleman from Zamboanga. ,

The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the gentle.
man from Lanao is withdrawn.

Senator Lim. Mr. President, I have submitteq
an amendment which the gentleman from Langq
is trying to amend. But since he withdrew hig
amendment, I ask that it be voted upon, My
amendment seeks to change the word “minimuym”
on line 9 to the word “MEDIUM".

The PrRESIDENT. What does the sponsor say?

Senator SUMULONG. No objection.

The PRESIDENT. The amendment is approved, if
there is no objection. (There was none.)

ENMIENDAS PAREDES

Senator PAREDES. Mr. President, for anp amend-
ment. T propose that an additional paragraph tq
Article 365 he inserted as follows: “rup PENALTY
NEXT HIGHER IN DEGREE TO THOSE PROVIDED FOR IN
THIS ARTICLE SHALL BE IMPOSED UPON THE OFFEND-
ER WHO FAILS TO LEND ON THE SPOT ToO THE IN-

JURED PARTIES SUCH HELP AS MAY BE IN HIS HANDS
TO GIVE.”

Senator SUMULONG. Accepted, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT. If there is mo objection, the
amendment is approved. (There was none.)

Senator PAREDES. Mr. President, as a cons&

quence to this amendment just approved, I p.nlj'
pose that in line 1, Sec. 1, as well as in the ,tﬂ;)g

of the bill, the phrase “Paragraph one of’
deleted,

Senator SUMULONG. Accepted, Mr. president-

The PRESIDENT. If there is no objection e
amendment is approved. (There was none.) ;

SENATOR SUMULONG. If there are 1O ful'th('alll
amendments, My, President, I ask that the DI
s amended be approved on second reading

APROBACION EN SEGUNDA LECTURA DEL
S. NO. 582 il

The PRESIDENT. We shall now vote on the vill
Those who are in favor of the bill as amen o ‘OSe
please say aye. (Several Semators: Aye:) ,Tizg,)
Who are against will please say nay- (Sibert
The bill ag amended is approved.

SEGUNDA LECTURA Y CONSIDERACION DEU
S. NO. 417 e

Senator PriMIcIAs, Mr. President, 1 sk tha
NOW consider Senate Bill No. 417.
The PrEsmenT, Consideration of Senate

417 is now i . w1
n order, T ecretary
read the i, g =
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