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### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Roger Galagati y Gardoce

### Facts:
On May 13, 2003, seven Informations were filed against Roger Gardoce Galagati for rape,
detailing incidents from September to October 2002 in Kabankalan City, Negros Occidental.
During his arraignment on June 4, 2003, Galagati pleaded not guilty. The trial proceeded
with AAA testifying that Galagati, her mother’s common-law partner, raped her by force
starting September 13, 2002, and on subsequent dates sexually assaulted her. Galagati
denied the accusations, claiming unrelated activities or absence during the incidents.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found AAA’s testimony credible and Galagati’s denial weak,
convicting him for one count of rape and five counts of rape through sexual assault. On
appeal, the Court of Appeals (CA) affirmed the conviction for the September 13 incident but
acquitted Galagati for the other charges, citing AAA’s vague testimony regarding those
assaults.

### Issues:
1. Whether the CA erred in partially reversing the RTC’s decision and acquitting Galagati of
five counts of rape through sexual assault.
2. Whether AAA’s testimony was credible and sufficient for conviction.
3.  Whether the threats and moral  ascendancy exerted by Galagati  could substitute for
physical force or intimidation in rape.
4. The appropriate penalties and damages for the crimes committed.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court dismissed Galagati’s appeal for the conviction in Criminal Case No.
2003-3215,  emphasizing the trial  and appellate courts’  discretion in witness credibility
assessment. It reiterated the principles in evaluating rape cases, focusing on the credibility
of the victim’s testimony. The Court found no reason to reverse the CA’s judgment of
conviction, considering AAA’s testimony credible and her behavior consistent with rape
victims’  typical  reactions.  Galagati’s  defense  of  denial  and  alibi  were  found  to  be
unconvincing.  However,  the  Supreme  Court  modified  the  damages  awarded  to  AAA,
increasing the amounts for civil  indemnity,  moral damages, and exemplary damages to
P75,000 each,  with  a  six  percent  annual  interest  from the  date  of  the  finality  of  the
judgment.

### Doctrine:



G.R. No. 207231. June 29, 2016 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

1. The credibility of the victim’s testimony in rape cases is crucial,  and when deemed
credible, can be the sole basis for conviction.
2. The existence of force, threat, or intimidation in rape can be established by the victim’s
fear and submission.
3. In rape cases, delay in reporting due to threats does not diminish the credibility of the
victim.
4. Denial and alibi are weak defenses against the positive and categorical testimony of a
credible witness.

### Class Notes:
–  In  rape  cases,  the  assessment  of  the  victim’s  credibility  is  paramount.  The  victim’s
behavior post-assault,  including silence or delay in reporting,  is  understood within the
context of trauma.
– Force or intimidation need not be irresistible; it suffices that it compels the victim to
submit.
– The relationship between the victim and accused, like being the common-law spouse of the
victim’s parent, can exacerbate the crime’s gravity, although it must be explicitly alleged
and proven to qualify for higher penalties.
– Denial and alibi, without strong corroborative evidence, are insufficient to overturn a
conviction based on a credible victim’s testimony.
– Damages awarded in rape cases include civil indemnity, moral damages, and exemplary
damages, aimed at compensating the victim and serving as a public deterrent.

### Historical Background:
The case underscores the legal mechanisms and judicial perspectives in handling rape cases
within the Philippine criminal justice system, especially in evaluating testimonial evidence
and determining credibility. It reflects the challenges in prosecuting sexual violence, the
importance of precise legal allegations, and the evolving standards for damages in response
to the traumatic impact on victims.


