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**Title:** People of the Philippines v. Hermie M. Jacinto: A Critical Examination of Alibi as
Defense and the Application of the Juvenile Justice Welfare Act in Rape Conviction

**Facts:**

Hermie M. Jacinto was accused of  raping a five-year-old girl,  identified as AAA, in an
Information  dated  March  20,  2003,  filed  with  the  Regional  Trial  Court  (RTC)  of  the
Philippines. Jacinto pleaded not guilty, and during the pre-trial, the defense acknowledged
the victim’s birth certificate, a police blotter entry, and a medical certificate as evidence.
The prosecution presented AAA, her father FFF, and rebuttal witness Julito Apiki, while the
defense offered alibi as Jacinto’s defense along with corroborating testimonies from Luzvilla
Balucan, Gloria, and Antonia Perocho.

The prosecution narrated that on January 28, 2003, at about past 6 PM, after being sent to
buy cigarettes,  AAA was seen being taken by Jacinto to  a  nearby rice field where he
allegedly raped her. FFF, AAA’s father, found her distressed, without underwear, and with
physical injuries. On the other hand, the defense contended that Jacinto was at the Perochos
attending a birthday party and only left briefly to buy Tanduay Rum from a nearby store,
which supposedly happened around the time the crime was committed. Luzvilla Balucan, in
reinforcing the alibi, claimed to have seen Julito, not Jacinto, with AAA.

The RTC found Jacinto guilty, sentencing him to death, later amended to reclusion perpetua
considering his minority (17 years old at the time of the crime). This decision was affirmed
by the Court of Appeals with modifications regarding the imposed penalties due to Jacinto’s
minority status under Republic Act No. 9344 (Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act).

**Issues:**

1. Whether Jacinto’s defense of alibi could prevail over the positive identification by the
victim.
2. The applicability of the Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act in modifying the penalty due to
Jacinto’s minority.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court  sustained Jacinto’s  conviction.  It  underscored that  alibi  is  a  weak
defense,  particularly  when  confronted  with  the  victim’s  positive  identification  of  the
assailant. Furthermore, the decision illustrated how even though Republic Act No. 9344 was
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enacted after the crime was committed, its provisions could retroactively apply in favor of
minors in conflict with the law. However, it clarified that Jacinto could no longer benefit
from a suspended sentence, having surpassed the age threshold set by the law for such
relief, but advocated for his right to restoration, rehabilitation, and reintegration.

**Doctrine:**

The primary doctrine reiterated in this decision is that the defense of alibi can not stand
against  positive  identification  by  the  victim.  Additionally,  the  decision  reinforces  the
principle that laws designed to benefit minors accused of crimes have retroactive effect,
provided they do not prescribe a heavier penalty.

**Class Notes:**

– Alibi as a Defense: It requires demonstrating physical impossibility for the accused to be at
the crime scene. Positive identification by the victim outweighs this defense.
– Republic Act No. 9344 (Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act): Minors in conflict with the law
have the right to restoration, rehabilitation, and reintegration. The law applies retroactively
except when imposing a heavier penalty.
– Identification vs. Alibi: Positive, direct identification is critical in criminal convictions and
can significantly undermine an alibi defense.
– Hymenal Lacerations: In rape cases, consistent and credible testimonies, supported by
medical findings such as hymenal lacerations, can establish the fact of carnal knowledge.

**Historical Background:**
This  case unfolds in  the context  of  the Philippine legal  system’s evolving approach to
juvenile justice, marked by the implementation of Republic Act No. 9344. Recognizing the
need for a system that better addresses the welfare and rights of minors in conflict with the
law, the legislation represented a shift towards restorative justice principles, aiming at the
rehabilitation and reintegration of youthful offenders rather than mere punitive measures.


