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### Title:
Virgilio Labandira Awas v. People of the Philippines

### Facts:
The case centers around Virgilio Labandira Awas, herein petitioner, who was charged and
eventually convicted of acts of lasciviousness against a minor, AAA (a pseudonym to protect
the victim’s identity), under Article 336 of the Revised Penal Code in conjunction to Section
5(b), Article III of Republic Act No. 7610. The event occurred on January 24, 2010, in
Valenzuela City, Metro Manila, where Awas was accused of inserting his finger into AAA’s
vagina against her will. Upon indictment, Awas pleaded not guilty and the case proceeded
through pre-trial and trial.  During the trial,  AAA testified against Awas, noting that he
touched her genitalia twice.  In defense,  Awas testified on his own behalf,  denying the
allegations. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Awas guilty, sentencing him to a range of
imprisonment and monetary damages. The Court of Appeals (CA) upheld this decision with
some modifications concerning the monetary awards. Awas appealed to the Supreme Court,
arguing the prosecution failed to prove his guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

### Issues:
1. Whether the petitioner’s conviction of acts of lasciviousness was supported by sufficient
evidence.
2. Whether the absence of force or intimidation affected the validity of the charges against
the petitioner.
3.  Whether  the  behavior  of  the  victim during  and  following  the  incident  impacts  the
credibility of the charges.
4. Legal propriety of the fines imposed by the lower courts.

### Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  CA’s  decision,  confirming  Awas’s  guilt.  The  Court
dismissed Awas’s arguments, emphasizing the credible testimony of AAA, her minor status
at the time of the incident, and the irrelevance of force or intimidation given her age. The
Supreme Court  strictly  interpreted Republic  Act  No.  7610 in relation to the accused’s
conduct, affirming that the actions fell under acts of lasciviousness as contemplated by law.
However, the Court corrected the imposed penalties regarding the fine and specified the
interest on the monetary damages.

### Doctrine:
This case underscores two primary legal principles:
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1. In charges of acts of lasciviousness, the testimony of the victim, if found credible, suffices
to establish the accused’s guilt.
2. The absence of force or intimidation is immaterial in cases involving victims below 12
years of age, aligning with the special protection afforded to children under Republic Act
No. 7610.

### Class Notes:
– **Acts of Lasciviousness Elements under Article 336, RPC**: (1) Committing any act of
lewdness  or  lasciviousness;  (2)  Done  under  certain  circumstances  such  as  force,
intimidation, or when the offended party is under 12 years of age; (3) The offended party is
another person of either sex.
– **Republic Act No. 7610 (Child Protection Law) Relevant Sections**: Defines acts of sexual
abuse and provides the framework for protecting children against such abuse. Highlighting
the specific protection granted to children below 18 years of age and the imposition of
higher penalties for offenses committed against minors.
–  **Legal  Provisions  Applied**:  Article  336  of  the  Revised  Penal  Code  (Acts  of
Lasciviousness) and Section 5(b), Article III of Republic Act No. 7610 (Child Prostitution and
Other Sexual Abuse).

### Historical Background:
This case serves as a representation of the Philippine judiciary’s strict stance against crimes
involving minors, particularly in acts of lasciviousness and sexual abuse. It demonstrates the
application of Republic Act No. 7610, showcasing the legal mechanisms in place to protect
children from sexual  exploitation and abuse.  The decision reiterates the importance of
credible testimony from victims and affirms the legislative intent to provide a safe and
protective  environment  for  minors,  reflecting societal  and legal  advancements  in  child
welfare and protection.


