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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. XXX: A Case of Mistaken Conviction for Qualified Rape

### Facts:
The case revolves around the rape of a 15-year-old girl, “AAA,” by her cousin, XXX, in
Misamis Oriental, Philippines, on February 24, 2015. The Information charged XXX with
Qualified Rape under Article 266-A in relation to Article 266-B of the Revised Penal Code
(RPC), as amended by R.A. No. 8353 (“The Anti-Rape Law of 1997”), highlighting both the
victim’s minority and the accused’s relationship as a relative within the third civil degree of
consanguinity. At trial, AAA detailed how XXX raped her. The defense countered with an
alibi, presented by XXX and corroborated by his sister, claiming he was elsewhere during
the incident.

The  Regional  Trial  Court  (RTC)  convicted  XXX  of  Qualified  Rape,  sentencing  him  to
reclusion perpetua in lieu of the death penalty and ordering him to pay damages. This
conviction and sentence were affirmed by the Court of Appeals (CA), which led to an appeal
to the Supreme Court on the principal argument of failure to prove guilt beyond reasonable
doubt.

### Issues:
1. Whether the prosecution was able to prove the guilt of XXX beyond reasonable doubt for
the crime of Qualified Rape.
2. The validity and effect of the disjunctive term “or” in alleging the relationship between
XXX and AAA in the Information.
3. Whether the discrepancies regarding the relationship affect the qualification of the rape
offense.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court agreed that the facts established rape but held that XXX could only be
convicted  of  Simple  Rape,  not  Qualified  Rape.  The  disqualification  stemmed from the
improper indication of the relationship between XXX and AAA in the Information, which was
ambiguously  stated  as  “first  cousin  or  relative  within  the  third  civil  degree  of
consanguinity.” The Court clarified that a first cousin relationship does not fall within the
third civil degree of consanguinity as required to qualify the offense under Article 266-B of
the RPC. Consequently, due to the mischaracterization and the improper stipulation during
the trial, XXX’s conviction was modified to Simple Rape with adjustments to the penalties
and damages awarded accordingly.
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### Doctrine:
This decision reinforces the importance of  precise and accurate allegations in criminal
informations, especially concerning qualifying and aggravating circumstances that elevate
the severity of offenses and penalties. It highlights the judicial adherence to procedural
accuracy and the defendants’ right to be thoroughly informed of the charges against them.
Additionally, it underscores the distinction between “Simple Rape” and “Qualified Rape”
based  on  the  relationship  criteria  outlined  in  the  RPC,  affirming  that  not  all  familial
relations qualify under the said statute.

### Class Notes:
– **Carnal Knowledge and Consent:** The essence of rape lies in the carnal knowledge of
the victim by the offender without consent, accomplished through force, intimidation, or
when the victim is incapable of giving consent.
– **Qualifying Circumstances:** In rape cases, the qualification of the offense fundamentally
alters the legal consequences. Relationships within the third civil degree of consanguinity
with the victim that qualify the crime of rape must be unequivocally alleged.
– **Legal Definitions and Relationships:** Understanding the legal definition of relationships
is critical, as demonstrated by the difference between a first cousin and a relative within the
third  civil  degree  of  consanguinity,  affecting  the  qualification  of  the  offense  not  just
semantically but also in terms of legal implications and penalties.
– **Application of Rules on Qualifying Circumstances:** The necessity for precision in the
Information  concerning  aggravating  or  qualifying  circumstances,  as  well  as  a  holistic
consideration of procedural fairness and the defendant’s right to a fair trial.

### Historical Background:
The case elucidates the evolving legal interpretation and application of the “Anti-Rape Law
of 1997” in the Philippines,  particularly  emphasizing the judicial  system’s approach to
evidential and procedural standards in rape cases. It reflects ongoing concerns about legal
precision, victims’ rights, and the accused’s right to due process within the country’s legal
framework.


