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### Title: Felix Rait vs. The People of the Philippines

### Facts:
This case surfaced from an incident on November 18, 2003, when AAA (name redacted for
privacy), after visiting her brother’s house to pick up athletic pants, was persuaded to drink
beer with Felix Rait and another individual, Janiter Pitago. After consuming the beer, AAA
became intoxicated. Rait and Pitago then forcibly attempted to sexually assault her on the
streets. Despite their efforts, AAA managed to escape after a physical resistance. The ordeal
led to AAA and her brother reporting the incident to the authorities, prompting medical
examinations and the blotting of the incident at the police station.

Subsequently, on May 26, 1994, Felix Rait and Janiter Pitago were officially charged with
attempted rape in violation of Article 335 in relation to Article 6 of the Revised Penal Code.
After the trial, the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Cagayan de Oro City found Rait guilty,
sentencing him to an indeterminate sentence from prision correccional to prision mayor and
ordered him to pay damages. Rait appealed to the Court of Appeals (CA), which affirmed the
RTC’s decision, denying his subsequent motion for reconsideration.

Dissatisfied, Rait petitioned for review under Rule 45 to the Supreme Court on the grounds
that the CA’s decision contradicted applicable laws and jurisprudence relating to rape.

### Issues:
1. Whether the CA erred in affirming the RTC’s finding of guilt for attempted rape against
Rait.
2. Whether Rait’s actions constituted attempted rape or merely acts of lasciviousness or
unjust vexation.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court upheld the CA’s decision, affirming Rait’s conviction for attempted rape.
The Court emphasized the factual findings of the RTC and CA, particularly noting that both
lower courts’ decisions were based on the evidence beyond reasonable doubt. The Court
differentiated the present case from the precedent cited by the petitioner (Baleros, Jr. v.
People), highlighting that the petitioner’s actions, including undressing the victim and the
physical assault, indicated a clear intent to commit rape. It clarified the requisite overt acts
necessary for an attempted crime under Philippine law. Ultimately, the Court rectified the
sentencing period ambiguity pointed out in the RTC’s decision but affirmed Rait’s conviction
and sentence, adjusting the imprisonment range for clarity.
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### Doctrine:
The  doctrine  established  in  this  case  reiterates  the  importance  of  overt  acts  in  the
determination of attempted crimes, particularly attempted rape. An attempt to commit rape
is characterized by the commencement of the commission thereof directly by overt acts and
does not perform all the acts of execution which would produce the crime due to some cause
other than the perpetrator’s spontaneous desistence.

### Class Notes:
– **Attempted Rape**: Defined under Article 6 in relation to Article 335 of the Revised Penal
Code, requiring the commencement of rape by overt acts but not completed due to external
factors other than the perpetrator’s withdrawal.
– **Overt Acts**: Physical activity or deed indicating the intention to commit a specific
crime, beyond mere planning or preparation.
– **Indeterminate Sentence Law**: Applied to adjust the sentencing period, providing a
range between a minimum and maximum period.
– **Standard of Evidence**: Guilt beyond reasonable doubt as the required standard for
criminal conviction.
– **Appellate Review**: The Supreme Court generally respects factual findings of lower
courts affirmed by the Court of Appeals unless there is a clear miscarriage of justice.

### Historical Background:
In the Philippines, the legal system follows a blend of civil law and common law principles.
Supreme Court decisions play a crucial role in shaping the interpretation and application of
laws, particularly with significant social concerns like sexual assault and rape. This case
further punctuates the Philippine judiciary’s stance on addressing and penalizing sexual
offenses,  highlighting  the  critical  analysis  of  actions  constituting  attempted  rape,  the
adherence to procedural justice, and the imposition of appropriate penalties in accordance
with established laws and jurisprudence.


