G.R. No. 224631. August 23, 2017 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines v. Ruperto Rubillar, Jr. y Gaberon
### Facts:

This case originated from an information filed before the RTC of Davao City, charging
Ruperto Rubillar, Jr. (Rubillar) with rape under the Anti-Rape Law of 1997. According to the
prosecution, on October 12, 2006, in Davao City, Rubillar offered a ride to AAA (the
complainant, identity protected under Philippine law) and proceeded to bring her to a motel
where he raped her. AAA reported the incident in January 2007 after running away from
home due to fear and embarrassment. The prosecution presented AAA and other witnesses,
including a police officer who conducted an ocular inspection of the motel and a doctor who
verified injuries consistent with rape.

Rubillar’s defense was that he and AAA were sweethearts and that the sexual act was
consensual. He presented a differing account of the events leading to their stay at the motel
and numerous witnesses to corroborate his claim of a consensual relationship with AAA.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) convicted Rubillar of rape, finding AAA’s testimony credible
and dismissing Rubillar’s “sweetheart theory” due to lack of convincing evidence. Rubillar
appealed to the Court of Appeals (CA), which affirmed the RTC’s decision. Unsatisfied,
Rubillar elevated the case to the Supreme Court.

### Issues:

1. Whether or not the defense of sweetheart theory was sufficient to discredit the
prosecution’s evidence of rape.

2. Whether or not the prosecution established Rubillar’s guilt beyond reasonable doubt.

##4# Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court overturned the decisions of the lower courts and acquitted Rubillar,
citing reasonable doubts regarding the non-consensual nature of the sexual act. The Court
found the evidence supporting the existence of a romantic relationship between Rubillar and
AAA sufficient to undermine the credibility of AAA’s claim of rape. Witnesses substantiated
Rubillar’s claims of a consensual relationship, calling into question the reliability of AAA’s
narrative. The Court also considered the inconsistency in AAA’s behavior with that of a
typical rape victim, such as her decision to leave home to elope with Rubillar.

### Doctrine:
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The “sweetheart theory,” though an affirmative defense, can effectively cast doubt on the
prosecution’s evidence in rape cases if substantiated by credible evidence. In cases of
alleged rape where a consensual relationship between the parties is proven, the prosecution
must establish non-consent beyond reasonable doubt. Additionally, the Court reiterates that
in criminal cases, the conviction must rest on proof beyond reasonable doubt.

##4# Class Notes:

- **Proof Beyond Reasonable Doubt**: This fundamental principle in criminal law requires
that the prosecution’s evidence must establish the defendant’s guilt with moral certainty.

- **Sweetheart Theory as Defense in Rape Cases**: This defense posits that the sexual act
was consensual due to the existence of a romantic relationship. However, it requires
substantial evidence such as testimonies, messages, or any material proof of the
relationship.

- *Victim Behavior Post-incident**: The credibility of a rape claim can be influenced by the
victim’s actions following the alleged crime, though reactions to trauma can vary widely
among individuals.

### Historical Background:

This case reflects the complexities of adjudicating rape cases, particularly when the accused
asserts the existence of a consensual relationship. It underscores the judiciary’s duty to
scrutinize the evidence rigorously, balancing the accused’s right to presumption of
innocence and the societal imperatives to protect and uphold justice for victims of sexual
violence. It also highlights the evolving standards and burdens of proof required for
conviction or acquittal in rape cases within the Philippine legal system.
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