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### Case Title:
People of the Philippines v. XXX

### Facts:
1. **Initial Encounter and Room Rental**:
– AAA met appellant XXX in a restaurant in Calapan City in February 2000.
– They met again on October 9, 2000, in an appliance store where AAA worked.
– Appellant offered AAA a room for rent, which she decided to rent on October 13, 2000.

2. **Move and Alleged Rapes**:
– AAA moved into appellant’s apartment on October 13, 2000. Her room was on the second
floor next to appellant’s room.
– On October 16, 2000, AAA’s parents visited and decided to sleep over.
– On October 17, 2000, appellant requested AAA to fix his bedding. While doing so, he
allegedly raped her by force and intimidation at 9:00 AM and again at 2:00 PM, after locking
her in his room.

3. **Aftermath**:
– On October 18, 2000, AAA’s mother, BBB, unlocked the door of appellant’s room and took
AAA home.
– AAA reported the alleged rapes to the police on October 20, 2000. The police advised her
to report to Calapan City Police the day after.

4. **Appellant’s Proposal**:
–  Appellant visited AAA’s home on October 20,  2000, to propose marriage,  which was
rejected.

5. **Medical Examination**:
– Dr. Legaspi, the Rural Health Physician, testified that AAA had old hymenal lacerations
indicating past sexual activity.

### Procedural Posture:
– **Trial Court**: Appellant was charged with two counts of rape. After a trial, he was
convicted of both counts and sentenced to reclusion perpetua, plus ordered to pay damages.
–  **Court  of  Appeals**:  The  conviction  was  affirmed,  but  the  award  of  damages  was
modified to moral damages, civil indemnity, and exemplary damages.
– **Supreme Court**: Appellant’s conviction was appealed.
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### Issues:
1. Whether the sexual congress between appellant and AAA was consensual.
2. Whether there were material inconsistencies in AAA’s testimony that cast doubt on her
credibility and the prosecution’s case.
3.  Whether the prosecution proved beyond reasonable doubt that  rape was committed
through force, threat, or intimidation.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court acquitted the appellant. The critical issue was the credibility of AAA’s
testimony, which the court found to be full of inconsistencies. Noteworthy points included:
– **Discrepant Testimonies**: AAA’s conflicting statements about whether the room was
locked and her actions post-incident cast doubt on her allegation of coercion.
– **Natural Reactions**: AAA’s lack of immediate disclosure of the incident to her mother
and unusual behavior after the alleged rescue were considered contrary to what is naturally
expected from a rape victim.
– **Exculpatory Evidence**: Handwritten notes from AAA to appellant, and an impartial
witness’s testimony indicating an affectionate relationship between AAA and the appellant,
were not refuted by the prosecution.

### Doctrine:
– **Presumption of Innocence**: The case reiterates the principle that the evidence against
an accused in a rape case must be credible and consistent to overcome the constitutional
presumption of innocence. Material inconsistencies and improbabilities in the prosecution’s
evidence can be grounds for acquittal.

### Class Notes:
1. **Key Concepts**:
– **Rape as defined under Article 266-A**: Carnal knowledge of a woman through force,
threat, intimidation, or when the woman is deprived of reason or unconscious.
– **Credibility of Testimonies**: The courts emphasize the importance of scrutinizing the
testimony with caution given the nature of rape accusations.
– **Presumption of Innocence**: Emphasized that any doubt regarding the veracity of the
victim’s testimony results in acquittal.

2. **Statutory Provisions**:
– **Article 266-A of the Revised Penal Code**: Outlines conditions under which rape is
committed.
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– **Article 335**: Pertains to penalties related to the crime of rape.

### Historical Background:
This case occurred within the broader historical context of evolving judicial approaches
towards rape accusations in the Philippines, emphasizing the need to balance compassion
for  victims  with  rigorous  legal  standards  for  evidence  to  protect  against  wrongful
convictions. The decision highlights the Philippine judiciary’s ongoing efforts to enforce
legal precision and uphold fundamental rights amidst serious accusations.


