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**Title:** People of the Philippines v. Ernesto Mercado

**Facts:**
AAA, the appellant’s daughter, accused Ernesto Mercado of multiple counts of rape that
occurred from the year 2000 to 2003. On one specific day in 2000, while BBB (AAA’s
mother)  and  CCC  (AAA’s  sister)  were  away,  Mercado  allegedly  entered  AAA’s  room,
threatened her, and forcibly had sexual intercourse with her. A similar second incident
occurred in July 2003 when BBB was at the market.

AAA  reported  that  her  father  abused  her  five  times  throughout  this  period.  Medical
examination in August 2003 by Dr. Sheila Fe revealed healed lacerations in her private part.
Ernesto Mercado denied the allegations, suggesting that his brother had raped AAA instead.
Charged with three counts of rape, the trial court found Mercado guilty of two counts and
sentenced him to reclusion perpetua for each count along with fines.

On appeal, the Court of Appeals (CA) affirmed the trial court’s judgment with modifications,
increasing civil indemnity and adding exemplary damages. Mercado further appealed to the
Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether  the  trial  and  appellate  courts  properly  convicted  Mercado  despite
inconsistencies  in  AAA’s  testimony.
2.  Whether  the procedural  and evidentiary  standards were observed in  evaluating the
credibility of AAA’s testimony and her identification of Mercado as the perpetrator.
3. Whether the modifications of the damages awarded by the Court of Appeals were proper
under Jurisprudence and applicable statutory provisions.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Credibility of Witness and Testimony Consistency:**
– The Supreme Court affirmed that the identification of Mercado by AAA was credible.
Despite inconsistencies in AAA’s recount of event dates, the Court deemed them not serious
enough to overturn the conviction. The Court noted that it is unrealistic to expect a young
rape victim to recall  exact  dates of  occurrences,  emphasizing the weight given to the
positive and consistent identification of the accused.

2. **Procedural and Evidentiary Standards:**
–  The  Supreme  Court  agreed  with  the  lower  courts  that  the  testimonies  presented,
particularly AAA’s, coupled with the medical findings supporting the occurrence of rape,
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were sufficient to affirm Mercado’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. The appellant’s denial
and unsubstantiated claim implicating his brother failed to refute the strong, consistent
testimony against him.

3. **Modification of Damages:**
– The Supreme Court held that while civil indemnity and moral damages were correctly
awarded for each count of rape, according to current jurisprudence, the amounts needed
some adjustment. The damages were reduced to P50,000.00 each for civil indemnity and
moral damages for each count, while exemplary damages were increased to P30,000.00,
thereby aligning the awards with established legal precedents.

**Doctrine:**
– **Credibility of Rape Victims’ Testimony:** The testimony of a rape victim, especially when
consistent and positively identifying the accused, carries great weight and can suffice for
conviction even in the face of minor inconsistencies concerning event dates.
– **Compensation in Rape Cases:** Civil indemnity and moral damages are mandatory upon
a  finding  of  rape,  while  exemplary  damages  may  be  adjusted  according  to  prevailing
jurisprudence.

**Class Notes:**
– **Key Elements of Rape:** Carnal knowledge of a woman against her will, which was
established through AAA’s consistent and positive testimony and medical evidence.

– **Essential Judicial Principles:**
1.  **Positive  Identification  of  Accused:**  Consistent  and  credible  testimony  by  the
complainant, without any ill motive being proven by the defense, outweighs the accused’s
denial.
2.  **Date of  Offense in Rape Cases:** The exact date is  not an element of  the crime;
emphasis is on the act of carnal knowledge.
3. **Assessment of Witness Credibility:** Trial courts’ evaluations of witness credibility are
given deference, as they directly observe the demeanor and reliability of the witness during
testimony.

– **Statutory Reference:**
– The Revised Penal Code of the Philippines concerning crimes against chastity (Articles 335
on rape).

**Historical Background:**
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This  case  reflects  the  judicial  system’s  handling  of  sensitive  crimes  such  as  rape,
particularly involving minors. It delineates the process by which higher courts scrutinize
lower court verdicts, ensuring the due processes and appropriate compensation within the
framework  of  established  legal  principles  and  evolving  jurisprudence.  The  judgment
highlights the legal system’s efforts to provide justice to vulnerable victims while ensuring
fair trial standards for the accused.


