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### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Felipe Mirandilla, Jr.

### Facts:

**Incident and Abduction:**
1. **December 2, 2000:** AAA was dancing with her sister at the fiesta in Barangay San
Francisco, Legazpi City.
2. **Abduction:** AAA stepped out to buy candies and was forcibly abducted by Felipe
Mirandilla, Jr., and his accomplices. She was threatened with a knife and gun, and walked
through grassy fields for four hours before boarding a tricycle to Gallera de Legazpi.

**Imprisonment and Repeated Rape:**
3.  **December 3,  2000 – January 11,  2001:** Over 39 days,  AAA was moved between
multiple locations, including Bogtong, Legazpi, and Guinobatan, and repeatedly raped and
sexually assaulted by Mirandilla.
4. **Multiple Instances of Rape:** AAA’s repeated rape involved threats, intimidation, and
physical violence each time, with the last incident occurring in a nipa hut in Camalig.

**Escape and Rescue:**
5. **Escape Attempt:** AAA escaped on January 11, 2001, while Mirandilla’s gang was
distracted, and found her way to Evelyn Guevarra’s house.
6. **Police and Medical Examination:** Guevarra took AAA to the police, who, along with
Dr. Sarah Vasquez, confirmed her ordeal and medical condition.

**Prosecution’s Case:**
7. **Filing Charges:** Charges filed include kidnapping with rape, four counts of rape, and
one count of rape through sexual assault.
8. **AAA’s Testimony:** Detailed recount of her 39-day ordeal corroborated by medical
evidence of hymenal lacerations and gonorrhoea.

**Defense’s Argument:**
9. **Mirandilla’s Allegation:** Claimed AAA was his live-in partner, and that the sexual acts
were consensual. His defense presented conflicting testimonies from witnesses and himself.

### Procedural Posture:

**Trial Court (RTC):**
1. **Charges:** Mirandilla was charged with kidnapping with rape, four counts of rape, and
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rape by sexual assault.
2. **Ruling:** Convicted of kidnapping, four counts of rape, and one count of rape through
sexual assault.

**Court of Appeals (CA):**
3. **Modification:** Modified to the special complex crime of kidnapping with rape, four
counts of rape, and one count of rape by sexual assault.
4. **Affirmation:** Convicted with modifications, rejecting the sweetheart theory.

**Supreme Court:**
5. **Final Appeal:** Mirandilla challenges the CA decision, reiterating his live-in partner
defense.

### Issues:

1. **Credibility of AAA’s Testimony:** Whether AAA’s narrative of events and the medical
evidence can be considered credible.
2. **Sweetheart Defense:** Whether Mirandilla’s claim that he and AAA were consensual
partners can stand as a valid defense.
3.  **Classification  of  Offense:**  Whether  the  crimes  committed  should  be  considered
separate incidents of rape or a special complex crime of kidnapping with rape.
4. **Appropriate Penalty:** Determination of the appropriate sentencing and damages in the
context of reclusion perpetua.

### Court’s Decision:

**Credibility of AAA’s Testimony:**
1. **Upheld:** The Court found AAA’s testimony consistent, credible, and corroborated by
medical evidence.
2.  **Observations:**  AAA’s  emotional  state  and  consistent  recount  were  considered
compelling and trustworthy.

**Sweetheart Defense:**
3.  **Rejected:**  The  sweetheart  theory  was  not  corroborated  by  credible  evidence  or
consistent testimonies from defense witnesses.
4. **Burden of Evidence:** The burden of providing credible proof of consensual relations
was not met by Mirandilla.



G.R. No. 186417. July 27, 2011 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 3

**Classification of Offense:**
5. **Guilty of Kidnapping with Rape:** The Court upheld the CA modification, confirming
Mirandilla’s guilt of the special complex crime of kidnapping with rape.
6.  **Complex  Crime Ruling:**  It  reiterated  that  multiple  rapes  during  kidnapping  are
subsumed into one special complex crime of kidnapping with rape.

**Appropriate Penalty and Damages:**
7. **Penalty:** Imposed the penalty of reclusion perpetua without eligibility for parole,
pursuant to R.A. No. 9346.
8. **Damages:** Ordered Mirandilla to pay P75,000.00 as civil indemnity, P75,000.00 as
moral damages, and P30,000.00 as exemplary damages.

### Doctrine:

**Consistency  in  Credibility:**  Credibility  of  a  witness’s  consistent  and  corroborated
testimony is vital in securing convictions in rape and abduction cases.
**Sweetheart  Defense  Requirements:**  The  sweetheart  defense  must  be  backed  by
convincing documentary or additional testimonial evidence beyond the accused’s claims.
**Special Complex Crimes:** Acts constituting rape during kidnapping are treated as a
single indissoluble offense under the principle provided by R.A. 7659.

### Class Notes:
1. **Rape Definition (Article 266-A, RPC):** Sexual assault via carnal knowledge through
force, threat, intimidation.
2. **Kidnapping and Serious Illegal Detention (Article 267, RPC):** Detention lasting more
than three days, accompanied by threats or violence.
3. **Defense Burden:** Defense claims, such as consensual relationships, must be supported
by substantial evidence.
4. **Damages Award:** As per jurisprudence, rape victims are entitled to moral, exemplary
damages automatically, without needing additional proof beyond the crime’s occurrence.
5. **Special Complex Crimes:** Multiple incidents of rape during kidnapping are collectively
considered a single complex crime instead of separate offenses.

### Historical Background:

**Context  of  Philippines  Legal  System:**  The  case  reflects  the  Philippine  judiciary’s
adherence to upholding stringent penalties for heinous crimes such as rape and kidnapping,
recognizing both physical and psychological trauma sustained by victims. The landmark
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laws and jurisprudential standards set forth, especially those emphasizing the credibility of
witness testimony and addressing defenses assertively, showcase the commitment to justice
and victim protection within the Philippines legal framework.


