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### Title:
People of the Philippines v. Rolendo Gaudia

### Facts:
On March 24, 1997, in Hagonoy, Davao del Sur, Rolendo Gaudia, also known as “Lendoy” or
“Dodo,” was accused of raping Remelyn Loyola, a 3 1/2-year-old child. Remelyn’s mother,
Amalia Loyola, testified that upon returning from gathering food for pigs, she could not find
her daughter Remelyn. She later discovered the child naked, with signs of physical abuse,
and  a  white  mucus-like  substance  noted  from her  genital  area.  The  prosecution  also
presented Tulon Mik,  a neighbor,  who claimed to have seen Gaudia carrying Remelyn
towards the area where the child was later found abused. On the other hand, Gaudia
asserted an alibi,  claiming he was at  a  different  location during the incident,  a  claim
supported by witnesses including his aunt Catalina Cabano.

After trial, the Regional Trial Court of Digos, Davao del Sur, found Gaudia guilty of raping
Remelyn and sentenced him to death, also ordering him to pay damages. Gaudia appealed
the decision, claiming his guilt was not proven beyond reasonable doubt and contesting the
imposition of the death penalty as the qualifying circumstance of the victim’s age was not
properly indicated.

### Issues:
1. Whether Gaudia’s guilt for the crime of rape was proven beyond reasonable doubt.
2. Whether the trial court erred in imposing the death penalty despite alleged procedural
lapses in stating the victim’s age as a qualifying circumstance in the Information.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court, after reviewing the case, convicted Gaudia of simple rape instead of
qualified  rape  due  to  insufficient  specification  of  the  victim’s  age  as  a  qualifying
circumstance in the Information. The Court stressed that for circumstantial evidence to
support a conviction, it must be consistent with the hypothesis of the accused’s guilt, which
in this case, was satisfactorily established through witness testimonies and medical findings.
Consequently,  the Court modified the sentence to reclusion perpetua and adjusted the
damages awarded to the victim.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that conviction can be based on circumstantial
evidence if it fulfills the requisites of being more than one circumstance, the facts from
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which the inferences are derived are proven, and the combination of all  circumstances
produces  a  conviction  beyond  reasonable  doubt.  Additionally,  the  case  clarified  the
necessity of explicitly stating qualifying circumstances in the Information to impose the
death penalty under the Revised Rules of Court.

### Class Notes:
– Circumstantial evidence can suffice for conviction if it meets certain criteria.
–  The  crime  of  rape  and  its  qualifying  circumstances  need  explicit  detailing  in  the
Information for appropriate sentencing.
– Witness credibility is a vital factor, and familial relations or potential biases of witnesses
must be scrutinized but don’t automatically discredit testimonies.
– Offers of compromise in criminal cases can imply guilt but must be evaluated within
context.
– Legal doctrines: “res inter alios acta alteri nocere non debet” (actions relating to others do
not harm those not involved) and the meticulous need for pleading and proving qualifying
circumstances for capital punishment.

### Historical Background:
This case reflects the legal and societal challenges in prosecuting rape cases, especially
involving minors. It underscores the importance of procedural accuracy in charging and
sentencing,  amidst  evolving jurisprudence on evidentiary  standards,  and highlights  the
Philippine judiciary’s adherence to the principles of justice and due process in a context
marked by widespread concerns over crimes against vulnerable populations.


