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**Title**: **Rabanal vs. People of the Philippines**

**Facts**:
This  case  arose  from  an  incident  on  the  16th  of  November,  1986,  in  Quezon  City,
Philippines, where Rolito Rabanal, along with two others, was accused of the homicide of
Felipe Sales. The accusation was based on the events of that night when Dionisio Javier, the
lone  eyewitness,  was  present  at  a  chapel  where  the  victim was  later  found  stabbed.
According to Javier’s testimony, Rabanal, along with Ador and Eloy, had arrived at the
chapel and made threats before leaving and then returning, leading to the fatal stabbing of
Felipe Sales. Rabanal was convicted by the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Quezon City,
Branch 97, and this conviction was later affirmed by the Court of Appeals.

Throughout  the  legal  proceedings,  Rabanal  maintained  his  innocence,  highlighting
inconsistencies in the eyewitness’s testimony and arguing that his work schedule as proof of
his alibi. Key to the prosecution’s case was the eyewitness’s testimony and the medical
reports indicating multiple stab wounds on the victim, none of which conclusively matched
Rabanal’s alleged act.

After Rabanal’s  conviction was upheld by the Court of  Appeals,  he filed a petition for
certiorari  under Rule 45 of  the Rules of  Court to the Supreme Court,  challenging the
decisions of both lower courts.

**Issues**:
1. Whether the eyewitness’s testimony was credible and sufficient for conviction.
2.  Whether  the  inconsistencies  in  the  eyewitness’s  account  and  the  physical  evidence
presented create reasonable doubt in Rabanal’s guilt.
3. The proper evaluation of alibi and other defenses raised by Rabanal.

**Court’s Decision**:
The Supreme Court reversed the decision of the Court of Appeals, resulting in Rabanal’s
acquittal.  The  Court  found  the  eyewitness’s  testimony  to  be  fraught  with  serious
inconsistencies,  particularly regarding the events leading to the victim’s death and the
identification of the assailants.  The testimony did not align with the physical evidence,
notably the autopsy report that contradicted the eyewitness’s account of where Rabanal
allegedly stabbed the victim.

The Court highlighted the principle that for a conviction in a criminal case, guilt must be
proven beyond a reasonable doubt. Given the discrepancies in the eyewitness’s testimony
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and  the  lack  of  corroborative  physical  evidence  to  support  his  account,  the  Court
determined there was reasonable doubt regarding Rabanal’s participation in the crime.

The Court reiterated the doctrines that the testimony of a single witness must be credible
and reliable  for  it  to  be the basis  of  a  conviction and that  inconsistencies  in  witness
testimony that go to the heart of the witness’s ability to correctly identify the accused or
recall the events affect the witness’s credibility.

**Doctrine**:
1. The credibility and reliability of the eyewitness testimony are paramount when it serves
as the primary basis for conviction.
2. Inconsistencies in crucial details within an eyewitness’s testimony can cast doubt on its
credibility, potentially leading to acquittal due to reasonable doubt.
3.  Physical  evidence  holds  superior  probative  value  and  must  align  with  testimonial
evidence for a conviction.

**Class Notes**:
– **Credibility of Eyewitness Testimony**: A single witness’s testimony can suffice for a
conviction if it is credible and reliable.
– **Reasonable Doubt**: Guilt in a criminal case must be established beyond a reasonable
doubt.
–  **Physical  vs.  Testimonial  Evidence**:  Discrepancies between physical  evidence (e.g.,
autopsy reports) and testimonial evidence can cast doubt on the latter’s reliability.
– **Consistency and Inconsistency in Testimony**: Minor inconsistencies may not affect
credibility,  but  major  discrepancies,  especially  regarding identification or  crucial  facts,
undermine the validity of the testimony.

**Historical Background**:
The  Rabanal  case  underscores  the  Philippine  judicial  system’s  scrutiny  of  eyewitness
testimonies and its commitment to ensuring that convictions are based on credible and
unequivocally  supported  evidence.  This  case  highlights  the  crucial  importance  of
corroborative evidence and the principle that the accused’s guilt must be proven beyond a
reasonable  doubt,  reflecting  the  safeguards  within  the  legal  system  against  wrongful
convictions.


