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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Wilson Suarez y Villones et al.

**Facts:**
The case commenced when Salome Montales filed a complaint on behalf  of  her minor
daughter, Jenalyn Montales, against Wilson Suarez y Villones, Santiago Suarez y Villones,
Ricarte  Daria  y  Tengson,  and  Nena  Daria  y  Ripol  for  the  crime of  rape  and  acts  of
lasciviousness on October 1, 2001, in Marikina City, Philippines. According to the complaint,
during a birthday party on September 16, 2001, Jenalyn, a 14-year-old, was forcibly raped
by Wilson Suarez with Santiago Suarez and Ricarte Daria assisting in the act, while Nena
Daria failed to prevent the crime despite being able to do so. The defendants denied the
accusations, leading to a joint trial.

During the trial, Jenalyn narrated the sequence of events, detailing how she was raped and
abused by the accused.  The trial  court  reached a  verdict  sentencing Wilson Suarez y
Villones to reclusion perpetua for rape, acquitted Nena Daria y Ripol, and found Santiago
Suarez y Villones and Ricarte Daria y Tengson guilty of acts of lasciviousness.

Wilson Suarez appealed the decision,  questioning Jenalyn’s credibility and pointing out
inconsistencies  in  her  testimony,  among  other  arguments.  The  Office  of  the  Solicitor
General  (OSG) defended the trial  court’s  decision,  emphasizing the credibility given to
testimonies of victims of tender age.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether  the  testimony of  the  victim regarding the  rape incident  was  credible  and
sufficient to support the conviction.
2. Whether the inconsistencies and improbabilities in the victim’s testimony cast reasonable
doubt on the appellant’s guilt.
3.  Whether  the  behavior  of  the  victim post-incident,  including  delay  in  reporting  and
specifics of the assault, affect the credibility of the rape claim.
4. Whether the physical evidence, specifically the medical findings, supported the claim of
rape.
5. The appropriate legal treatment of the testimonies of rape victims of tender age and
unlettered background.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the trial court’s decision, holding that the victim’s testimony
was credible, straightforward, and competent, supported by the medical findings of hymenal
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lacerations consistent with her account of the incident. The Court addressed each issue
raised by Wilson Suarez and found no merit in arguments against Jenalyn’s credibility. It
underscored  established  jurisprudence  giving  credence  to  the  testimonies  of  victims,
especially  minors,  in  rape  cases.  The  contradictions  pointed  out  by  the  defense  were
deemed minor and did not pertain to the essential facts of the rape. The Court also noted
that the behavior of victims post-incident varies widely, and there is no standard expected
behavior.

**Doctrine:**
The testimony of a rape victim, especially a minor, is given full faith and credit due to their
vulnerability  and  the  difficulty  of  falsely  testifying  in  public  about  the  offense.
Inconsistencies in minor details do not undermine the overall credibility of the victim’s
testimony, especially when it is coherent and supported by medical findings. The court
emphasized that there is no standard or expected manner of behavior from victims post-
rape.

**Class Notes:**
– The credibility of a minor rape victim’s testimony is highly regarded, especially when it is
straightforward and corroborated by physical evidence.
– Minor inconsistencies in a victim’s testimony do not necessarily discredit their account if
the testimony remains coherent and believable concerning the central facts of the crime.
– Victims’ post-incident behaviors are not uniform; the courts recognize the diversity in
individual responses to trauma.
– Medical findings corroborating the testimony of a rape victim add weight to the credibility
of the victim’s account.
– Legal Statutes:
– RA 8353 Art. 266-A Par. 1(a) and Art. 266-B: Establishes the legal ground for defining and
penalizing the act of rape.

**Historical Background:**
This case reflects the Philippine judiciary’s approach towards handling rape cases involving
minor victims. It highlights the sensitivity and importance placed on the victim’s testimony,
the examination of inconsistencies, the consideration of post-incident behavior, and the role
of medical findings in corroborating the victim’s account. This approach underscores the
legal  system’s  efforts  to  balance  the  need for  rigorous  evidence while  addressing the
challenges faced by victims of sexual violence in testifying about their experiences.


