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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Renato Z. Dizon

**Facts:**
On July 7,  1997, Arlie Rosalin,  a 21-year-old engineering student,  was victimized after
alighting from a bus in Quezon City by Renato Dizon, who committed robbery with rape.
Dizon used a fan knife to intimidate Rosalin, taking her valuables and eventually leading her
to an isolated basketball court where he raped her multiple times under threat of death,
including  performing  various  physical  and  humiliating  acts  upon  her.  After  escaping,
Rosalin sought help,  leading to Dizon’s arrest.  Charged with robbery with rape,  Dizon
pleaded not guilty but was eventually convicted by the Regional Trial Court of Quezon City,
Branch 219, and sentenced to death. Dizon appealed, leading to an automatic review by the
Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. The credibility of the victim’s positive identification of the accused.
2. The correct appreciation of the aggravating circumstances of cruelty and uninhabited
place.
3. The sufficiency of evidence for the conviction of robbery with rape under the Revised
Penal Code.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the trial court’s decision, rejecting Dizon’s arguments. It found
the victim’s identification credible due to her detailed and consistent testimony, including
opportunities she had to observe Dizon during the crime. The Court also affirmed the
existence  of  aggravating  circumstances,  noting  that  cruelty  was  evident  from Dizon’s
actions  that  unnecessarily  increased  the  victim’s  suffering,  and  the  crime’s  location
qualified as an uninhabited place given its isolation and conditions preventing the victim
from receiving help. Dizon’s defense of denial and alibi was found insufficient against the
victim’s positive identification.

**Doctrine:**
This case reaffirms that alibi and denial are weak defenses against positive and credible
identification of the accused. It also illustrates the legal interpretation of “cruelty” and
“uninhabited place” as aggravating circumstances. Furthermore, it upholds the principle
that moral damages are appropriate in instances of rape due to the profound psychological
impact on the victim.
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**Class Notes:**
–  **Positive Identification:**  A witness’  testimony on recognizing an accused based on
personal observations during the incident can be decisive in a case, outweighing alibi and
denial.
– **Aggravating Circumstances:** Circumstances surrounding the commission of a crime
that can increase the criminal liability of the accused, such as cruelty and committing a
crime in an uninhabited place.
– **Cruelty:** Inflicting unnecessary physical and moral pain on the victim beyond what is
required to commit the crime.
– **Uninhabited Place:** A place where the crime’s commission finds a victim isolated and
unable to receive help, not necessarily determined by physical distance from habitations.
– **Moral Damages:** Compensatory damages awarded for psychological impact suffered by
the victim of a crime, especially in cases involving sexual assault.

**Historical Background:**
This decision aligns with the Philippines’ legal framework governing crimes of robbery with
violence or intimidation and sexual assault, illustrating the judiciary’s role in addressing and
penalizing  such  crimes  with  severity.  The  imposition  of  the  death  penalty  (subject  to
automatic review and potential executive clemency) reflects the period’s legal stance on
grave offenses.


