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### Title:
Renato Baleros, Jr. vs. People of the Philippines

### Facts:
On  the  early  morning  of  December  13,  1991,  Martina  Lourdes  T.  Albano  (Malou)
experienced an attempt on her modesty when an assailant, whom she later identified as
Renato Baleros, Jr., a.k.a. Chito, her classmate, forcefully entered her room and attempted
to commit rape. The assailant covered her face with a cloth soaked in a chemical, rendering
her unable to scream or move freely but was ultimately unsuccessful in the rape attempt
due to Malou’s resistance. Following the assault, the petitioner was charged with attempted
rape.

Upon arraignment, Baleros pleaded “Not Guilty,” and a full  trial ensued at the RTC of
Manila, Branch 2. The prosecution presented thirteen witnesses, including the complainant
and four of her classmates, establishing the chain of events leading to, during, and following
the  attempted  rape.  Baleros’s  defense  argued  his  innocence,  providing  an  alibi  and
attempting to discredit the evidence against him including denying any advances towards
Malou. On December 14, 1994, the RTC found Baleros guilty of attempted rape.

Baleros appealed the RTC decision to the Court of Appeals (CA), which affirmed the lower
court’s ruling on January 13, 1999. His subsequent motion for reconsideration was denied
by the CA on March 31,  1999. Baleros then elevated the case to the Supreme Court,
challenging the CA’s findings.

### Issues:
The pivotal issue was whether the CA erred in affirming the RTC’s decision finding Baleros
guilty beyond reasonable doubt of attempted rape.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court ruled in favor of Baleros’s acquittal on the ground of attempted rape but
found him guilty  of  light  coercion.  It  was  held  that  the  prosecution  failed  to  provide
sufficient direct evidence linking Baleros to the crime. The Court differentiated between
direct evidence and circumstantial evidence and concluded that the circumstantial evidence
presented did not establish an unbroken chain leading to a fair and reasonable conclusion of
Baleros’s guilt in the attempted rape.

The Court noted that while Baleros’s actions were questionable, there was no overt act
signifying an intent to rape, as required by law for a conviction of attempted rape. It was
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also highlighted that the accusations and convictions were heavily based on speculation
rather than concrete evidence.

### Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that for circumstantial evidence to be sufficient
for conviction, there must be more than one circumstance; the facts from which inferences
are derived are proven; and, the combination of all circumstances produces a conviction
beyond reasonable doubt. In this case, the circumstantial evidence was deemed insufficient.

### Class Notes:
– **Direct vs. Circumstantial Evidence**: Direct evidence directly proves a fact, whereas
circumstantial evidence relies on an inference to connect it to a conclusion of fact.
– **Attempted Crimes**: Defined by overt acts towards the commencement of a crime which
do  not  culminate  in  its  accomplishment  due  to  external  factors  or  the  perpetrator’s
desistance.
– **Unjust Vexation**: Constitutes an act that annoys, irritates, torments, distresses, or
disturbs another person, even in the absence of physical harm or restraint.
– Relevant Provisions:
– **Revised Penal Code, Article 335** (on Rape)
– **Revised Penal Code, Article 6** (on Attempted Felonies)
– **Revised Penal Code, Article 287** (on Light Coercions)

### Historical Background:
This case showcases the complexities involved in prosecuting sexual offenses based on
circumstantial evidence and highlights the nuances of interpreting actions as indicative of
criminal intent. It also underscores the importance of concrete evidence in establishing guilt
beyond reasonable doubt in the Philippine legal system.


