
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF LA MANCHA 

In the matter of 

Alonso Quijana, a/k/a Don Quixote    No. 2015-1 

 

Petition for Review of Guardianship Decision 

Factual and Procedural Background 

 As word spread of Don Quixote’s unusual, disruptive, and unpredictable, 
albeit chivalrous, escapades in La Mancha, his niece, Antonia, who was concerned 
that she had been left out of the Don’s will in any event, grew increasingly 
concerned about his welfare and the impact of his exploits on the family’s well-
being.  She petitioned for guardianship of her uncle’s property, asserting that he 
was disabled due to advanced dementia, as evidenced by his hallucinations, his 
instigation of ill-conceived battles, his unwitting contribution to the brutal 
treatment of Aldonza, and his persistent inability to separate reality from illusion.  
Antonia stated in support of her petition that due to his disability Don Quixote was 
unable to manage his estate and his assets, pay his medical expenses, or make 
financial decisions in his own best interests.  She further stated that she believed he 
had been the victim of financial exploitation and that his condition precluded his 
understanding that others – like Sancho Panza his companion and squire who used 
the Don’s money to buy expensive food and blankets for his donkey or the Moors 
who conned him with the tale of Sidi ben Mali-- had taken advantage of him.  She 
argued that she should be appointed guardian of his property for his protection and 
to avoid the possibility of further exploitation.  Appended to her petition, as 
required by statute, was a Certificate of Incompetency prepared by Don Quixote’s 
treating physician (and Antonia’s fiancé), Dr. Sanson Carrasco, stating the nature 
of his condition (dementia), the extent and probable duration of the condition 
(permanent), a statement that “the patient has no ability to understand the nature of, 
or reasons for, the appointment of a guardian.”  Following his confrontation with 
the Knight of the Mirrors, Don Quixote was hospitalized and Antonia 
supplemented her petition requesting to be appointed guardian of his person so that 
she could make medical decisions on his behalf.  Although it was widely reported 



that Don Quixote had died, he was merely in a coma, and Antonia was anxious to 
have the guardianship decided so she could assure his care when he regained 
consciousness. 

 The Family Court appointed an attorney to represent Don Quixote,  
Guillermo Abogado, Esq.  Abogado accepted service of the petition on Don 
Quixote’s behalf and filed an answer denying that Don Quixote suffered from 
dementia, and stating that he did not require, and would not benefit from the 
appointment of, a guardian, but that if the court disagreed, it should name Sancho 
Panza as his guardian because his niece and Dr. Carrasco were acting in their own 
selfish interests to gain his estate for themselves, not in Don Quixote’s interests.  

 The court heard testimony from Antonia and Dr. Carrasco about Don 
Quixote’s many ill-fated escapades during his career as a knight errant.  Antonia 
further testified that she and her uncle had a close relationship prior to his 
hospitalization, and asserted that she would safeguard her uncle’s best interests.   
Dr. Carrasco testified as an expert witness, consistent with his Certificate of 
Incompetency, and noted that Don Quixote talked frequently about his “dreams,” 
frequently burst into song, and claimed to be a knight errant.  The court also heard 
testimony from the Padre, Aldonzo, and Sancho Panza, who described Don 
Quixote’s idealism, courtesy, generosity, gallantry, and nobility.  Sancho Panza 
told the court that his “master” did not suffer from dementia and that he was 
competent and capable of caring for himself and his finances.  Panza testified that 
Don Quixote knew that he was not in fact a knight errant, but that he simply liked 
to conceive of a nobler world inspired by courtesy and bravery.  In pursuit of that 
ideal, Don Quixote knowingly performed good deeds of a chivalrous nature, even 
if he did so in an unconventional manner.  The Padre and Aldonzo testified that 
they believed that Don Quixote was inspired by noble ideals and that he was not 
demented, but rather had wisely, and sanely, used the pursuit of his dreams of a 
better world to fight off despair.  Panza also testified that Dr. Carrasco and Antonia 
were in cahoots in a scheme to get control of Don Quixote’s assets, and that Dr. 
Carrasco was not his treating physician, but rather was the person who had 
disguised himself as the Knight of the Mirrors and thus precipitated Don Quixote’s 
collapse, in contravention of the rules of knight errantry, to say nothing of 
conventional medical practice.  Panza also testified that Antonia would defalcate 
with Don Quixote’s money if she were appointed as guardian and further stated 



that he had heard her say that she would like “to lock him up and throw away the 
key.”   

 Don Quixote’s attorney argued that Don Quixote did not need a guardian, 
that the Certificate of his Incompetency was suspect because it was prepared under 
false pretenses by a self-interested individual, and further, that if the court 
disagreed, it should appoint Sancho Panza, not his niece, as his guardian.  
Antonia’s counsel argued that Sancho Panza would not be an appropriate guardian 
because his conduct had enabled and reinforced Don Quixote’s inability to separate 
reality from illusion and he would be no better able to handle Don Quixote’s 
affairs than Don Quixote himself. 

 Based on this testimony and its independent review of the full record of Don 
Quixote’s exploits,* and applying a preponderance of the evidence standard, the 
Family Court determined that Don Quixote was indeed suffering from a form of 
dementia that rendered him unable to distinguish illusion from reality and that his 
condition had put him and many others at grave risk of bodily harm.  Further, the 
court agreed with Antonia’s assertions that a person in Don Quixote’s mental state 
was incapable of tending to his own financial affairs or of making competent 
decisions about his medical treatment.  The court appointed Antonia as Don 
Quixote’s guardian as the only suitable family member to assume those 
responsibilities, rejecting the argument about her motives as speculation and the 
argument about bias because of any relationship with Dr, Carrasco as based on 
hearsay. 

 Don Quixote, through his attorney, and with Sancho Panza’s assistance,  
petitioned the Supreme Court of La Mancha, which can consider these matters de 
novo (or de nuestro as it were), to review the decision of the Family Court. 

Issues on Appeal 

1.  Did the Family Court commit reversible errors of law and fact in determining 
that Don Quixote was mentally incompetent within the meaning of the laws 
governing appointment of guardians of property and persons? 

2.  Assuming Don Quixote was not fully competent to manage his affairs or make 
decisions about his medical treatment, should the Family Court have rejected 



Antonia’s petition (and Dr. Carrasco’s testimony) as motivated by fraud and self-
interest, and instead have appointed Sancho Panza, Don Quixote’s loyal friend, as 
his guardian? 

Question for the Jury (Audience) 

Should the decision to appoint Antonia as guardian for Don Q because he is 
mentally incompetent be overturned? 

* The parties have stipulated that the script of The Man of La Mancha constitutes 
the official record in this case. 

 


