G.R. No. 217459. June 07, 2017 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title:** *People of the Philippines vs. Alberto Fortuna Alberca*

**Facts:** The case involved Alberto Fortuna Alberca, the accused-appellant, charged with
two counts of Qualified Rape committed against AAA, the 11-year-old daughter of his
common-law spouse. The incidents occurred on September 7, 2000, and January 4, 2001, in
Southern Leyte, Philippines. Alberca was accused of raping AAA by means of force, threat,
and intimidation. During the trial, AAA testified that Alberca abducted her on both occasions
and forcibly had sexual intercourse with her. The prosecution also presented corroborative
testimonies from other witnesses and medical evidence indicating rape. Alberca’s defense
was denial and alibi, claiming he was elsewhere during the incidents. The Regional Trial
Court (RTC) convicted Alberca, and his conviction was upheld by the Court of Appeals (CA),
prompting the case’s elevation to the Supreme Court.

**[ssues:** The primary issue was the credibility of AAA’s testimonies and the corroborative
evidence supporting her claims. Alberca challenged her credibility, highlighting supposed
improbabilities in her narrations. Additionally, the defense argued the absence of physical
injuries, hymenal laceration, and seminal fluid negated the occurrence of rape. They also
contested the timing of AAA’s pregnancy as inconsistent with the alleged date of the second
rape.

**Court’s Decision:** The Supreme Court dismissed Alberca’s appeal, affirming the
conviction by the RTC and CA. The Court emphasized the consistent and convincing
testimony of AAA, supported by corroborative testimonies and medical evidence,
outweighed Alberca’s denial and alibi. The Court clarified that hymenal lacerations or the
presence of seminal fluid are not required to prove rape, and penetration is the essence of
the crime. The argument regarding the timing of AAA’s pregnancy was dismissed, citing the
variability in pregnancy duration and emphasizing that the central issue was the
commission of rape, not the specifics of conception. The Court modified the damages
awarded to align with prevailing jurisprudence, increasing the amounts for civil indemnity,
moral damages, and exemplary damages.

**Doctrine:** The Supreme Court reiterated the principle that the testimony of a rape
victim, especially a child, is given significant weight and credibility. It also emphasized that
denial and alibi are weak defenses against positive and consistent testimonies of the victim
and corroborative witnesses. Furthermore, the Court clarified that physical injuries or the
presence of seminal fluid are not prerequisites to establishing the crime of rape.
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**Class Notes:**

1. **Credibility of Testimony:** The testimony of a rape victim, particularly a minor, is given
significant weight.

2. **Denial and Alibi:** These defenses are considered weak against positive identification
and consistent testimony of the victim.

3. **Rape Elements:** Penetration is the essential element; the presence of hymenal
lacerations or seminal fluid is not required.

4. *Doctrine on Damages in Rape Convictions:** Increases in the amounts awarded for civil
indemnity, moral damages, and exemplary damages pursuant to recent jurisprudence are
warranted when the penalty of reclusion perpetua is imposed instead of death.

**Historical Background:** This case exemplifies the Philippine judiciary’s approach to
handling rape cases, particularly those involving child victims. It underscores the courts’
preference for the victim’s testimony over weaker defenses like denial and alibi, and their
discretion on the matter of damages in accordance with changes in jurisprudential
guidelines.
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