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### Title:
**People of the Philippines vs. Aniceto Bulagao**

### Facts:
This case revolves around two counts of rape, both filed against Aniceto Bulagao, in the
Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Malolos, Bulacan, under Criminal Case Nos. 197-M-2001 and
198-M-2001. The incidents of rape were reportedly committed against AAA, a 14-year-old
girl, on June 17 and June 29, 2000, respectively, within the jurisdiction of Bocaue, Bulacan,
Philippines.

Upon his arraignment on February 26, 2001, Bulagao pleaded not guilty for both charges.
During the trial, only AAA testified for the prosecution, narrating the sordid details of the
rape incidents. The defense later presented AAA as a witness, where she recanted her
original testimony, claiming the sexual encounters were consensual and motivated by her
anger  towards  Bulagao.  Also,  a  clinical  psychologist  testified,  presenting  Bulagao  as
mentally retarded.

The RTC found Bulagao guilty of both counts, sentencing him to death and ordering him to
indemnify AAA. The Court of Appeals affirmed the RTC’s decision but modified the penalty
to reclusion perpetua without eligibility for parole due to the enactment of Republic Act No.
9346, which prohibits the imposition of death penalty.

### Issues:
1. Whether the recantation of the victim, AAA, holds sufficient weight to discredit her initial
testimony and lead to the acquittal of Aniceto Bulagao.
2. The credibility of AAA’s recantation given her living circumstances during the trial.
3. The relevance and impact of the accused’s mental state at the time of the commission of
the crime on his criminal liability.

### Court’s Decision:
1. **Recantation as a Basis for Acquittal**: The Supreme Court held that retractions are
generally viewed with disfavor due to their unreliability, often obtained through intimidation
or for monetary reasons. In this case, the court concluded that AAA’s original testimony was
credible and straightforward, and her recantation did not vitiate the initial testimony.
2. **Credibility of the Victim’s Recantation**: The court observed that AAA’s change of
testimony came when she was living with the accused’s family due to her dependency on
them for shelter and support, casting doubt on the voluntariness and credibility of her



G.R. No. 184757. October 05, 2011 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

recantation.
3.  **Accused’s  Mental  State**:  The court  found no convincing evidence that  Bulagao’s
alleged mental condition at the time of examination was present during the commission of
the crime. Insanity as an exempting circumstance requires clear and convincing proof of
complete deprivation of intelligence, which was not established.

### Doctrine:
– **Recantations in Criminal Cases**: A witness’s recantation is generally unreliable and
viewed with disfavor by the courts. The credibility of a testimony, original or recanted,
should be evaluated based on its consistency, the circumstances under which it was made,
and the motive for changing the testimony.
– **Credibility Assessment**: The assessment of a witness’s credibility is best performed by
the trial court due to its unique position to observe the witness’s demeanor, conduct, and
attitude during the trial.
–  **Insanity  as  an  Exempting  Circumstance**:  The  burden  of  proving  insanity  as  an
exempting circumstance lies with the defendant, requiring clear and convincing evidence of
a complete deprivation of intelligence at the time of committing the crime.

### Class Notes:
– **Elements of Rape**: Under Philippine law, rape is committed by sexual intercourse
without consent, which can be aggravated by the use of force, threat, or intimidation.
– **Role of Witness Testimony**: Witness testimony, especially that of the victim in rape
cases, is crucial. The credibility of such testimony is primarily determined by its consistency
and straightforwardness.
–  **Impact  of  Recantation**:  A  recantation  does  not  automatically  negate  an  earlier
declaration, especially if it is considered that it might have been obtained through less
savoury means.
– **Insanity Defense**: Insanity as a defense requires proving that at the time of committing
the crime, the defendant was incapable of understanding the nature or unlawfulness of his
actions due to a severe mental defect.

### Historical Background:
This case is situated within the broader context of the Philippine legal system’s treatment of
rape and the mechanisms in place for victim protection and support. Despite legislative
advances, such as the prohibition of the death penalty and the establishment of laws to
protect victims of sexual violence, challenges remain, including issues surrounding victim
testimony, recantation, and the proving of mental incapacity defenses.


