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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Marcelo Mendoza

### Facts:
Marcelo Mendoza was convicted by the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Tagaytay City for two
counts of rape, each incident being qualified by the use of a deadly weapon, and was
sentenced to death. These charges stemmed from incidents on June 25, 1995, and August
11, 1995, involving a victim identified as Michelle Tolentino.

Upon his arraignment on June 18, 1996, Mendoza, represented by counsel,  denied the
charges  (“not  guilty”).  The  RTC  then  proceeded  with  the  trial,  subsequent  to  which
Mendoza was found guilty as charged.

The prosecution presented Michelle Tolentino, who recounted the episodes of being raped
by Mendoza in a secluded area on the specified dates, under the threat of violence with a
bolo.

The defense presented witnesses to establish alibis for Mendoza on the dates of the alleged
rapes and suggested that the charges were fabricated due to a financial dispute between
the families involved.

Despite the defense’s contentions,  the RTC found the testimony of the victim credible,
straightforward,  and  convincing.  The  conviction  was  premised  heavily  on  the  victim’s
testimony and the corroborating medical examination.

### Issues:
1. Whether the accused can be convicted of rape qualified by the use of a deadly weapon
when the Informations only alleged simple rape.
2. The credibility of the prosecution witnesses, specifically the victim.
3. Appropriateness of the penalties and damages awarded.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court found partially in favor of Mendoza:
1. Mendoza cannot be convicted of qualified rape due to the absence of specific allegations
in the Informations filed against him concerning the use of a deadly weapon. Consequently,
the qualification elevating the crime to one warranting the death penalty was deemed
improperly adjudicated.
2. The Supreme Court acknowledged the general deference given to trial courts on matters
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of  witness  credibility.  However,  it  distinguished  the  testimony  related  to  the  June  25
incident, which it found sufficiently credible and detailed, from the August 11 incident,
where it found the prosecution’s evidence insufficient to prove rape beyond reasonable
doubt.
3. The Court modified the RTC’s decision, sentencing Mendoza to reclusion perpetua for the
June 25 incident while acquitting him of the charges related to the August 11 incident. It
also adjusted the civil indemnity and moral damages awarded to the victim.

### Doctrine:
In criminal jurisprudence, an accused may not be convicted of an offense more severe than
what is charged in the Information. Qualifying circumstances, such as the use of a deadly
weapon  in  committing  rape,  must  be  explicitly  alleged  in  the  Information  for  such
qualification to elevate the penalty. Additionally, witness credibility assessments by trial
courts are accorded high respect,  but such assessments must be based on substantial
evidence meeting the requisite standard of proof.

### Class Notes:
– **Rape and its Qualifications**: Essential to distinguish between simple rape (reclusion
perpetua) and qualified rape (death penalty or reclusion perpetua depending on the law at
the material time), based on explicitly stated qualifying circumstances in the Information.
– **Credibility of Witnesses**: The Supreme Court underscores the principle of deference to
trial court’s assessment unless there’s a grave misuse of discretion.
– **Proof and Standard of Evidence**: Conviction requires that guilt  be proven beyond
reasonable doubt, a principle crucial in determining the factual basis for criminal liability
and appropriate sentencing.

### Historical Background:
This case exemplifies the complexities involved in prosecuting rape cases, demonstrating
the balance between victims’ rights and the procedural safeguards designed to protect
accused individuals from wrongful conviction. It  highlights evolution in Philippine legal
standards,  particularly  concerning  crime qualifications  and the  implications  for  capital
punishment,  within  the  broader  context  of  criminal  justice  reforms  and  human rights
considerations.


