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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Allan Siscar y Andrade

**Facts:**

– **March 15, 2008:** At approximately 4:00 PM, AAA, a 17-year-old minor, and her father,
BBB, arrived in Barangay YYY, Oriental Mindoro for a solicitation drive for the International
Youth Congress. AAA visited multiple homes, including that of appellant Allan Siscar y
Andrade.

– While walking along a cemetery to her group’s meeting place, AAA was struck on the head
and then punched twice in the stomach by Siscar. He then dragged her to a grassy area
where he forcefully undressed and raped her, including additional acts of sexual assault.

– After the incident, AAA informed her father, and they quickly reported the assault to the
police.  They  attempted  to  find  Siscar  at  his  residence  but  did  not  locate  him.  AAA
recognized a pair of maong short pants hanging outside, which Siscar had worn during the
assault. She was then taken to a hospital for a medical examination.

– **Medical Examination:** Dr. Edelina F. Muñoz-Bae found contusions, abrasions on AAA’s
lower back, a hematoma on her left shoulder, and a stellate-shaped hymenal laceration.

– **Siscar’s Defense:** He claimed he was in Sabang, Puerto Galera, working at the time of
the incident and only learned about the accusation on March 17, 2008, via a text from his
wife. He went to the police station and was detained. He alleged AAA initially identified
another detainee before him.

**Procedural Posture:**

1. **Arraignment:** Siscar pleaded not guilty.
2. **Trial Court (RTC Branch 40, Calapan City):** Found Siscar guilty of rape and sentenced
him to reclusion perpetua. Civil indemnity was set at P100,000.00 along with P75,000.00 in
moral damages and P50,000.00 in exemplary damages.
3. **Court of Appeals:** Affirmed the trial court’s ruling but modified the damages.
4. **Supreme Court:** This appeal reviewed the Court of Appeals’ decision.

**Issues:**

1. **Identification of the Assailant:** Whether the Court of Appeals erred in affirming the
conviction despite Siscar’s claim that AAA failed to identify him consistently and clearly.
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2. **Credibility of the Testimony:** Whether inconsistencies in AAA’s testimony regarding
the identification of Siscar and the improbability of rape occurring near a residential area
were substantial enough to question the credibility of her account.

**Court’s Decision:**

1.  **Identification of  the Assailant:**  The Supreme Court  found AAA’s  identification of
Siscar  to  be  positive  and  consistent.  AAA’s  detailed  recounting  of  the  incident,  the
recognition of Siscar’s face, and her previous encounter with him during solicitation all
contributed to reliably identifying Siscar as the assailant.

2. **Credibility of the Testimony:** The Court upheld AAA’s credibility, emphasizing the
detail and consistency in her testimony. The corroborative medical findings supported her
narrative.  The  court  also  dismissed  the  argument  regarding  the  improbability  of  the
location, noting that rape could occur anywhere, including public areas.

3. **Denial and Alibi Defense:** The Court found Siscar’s alibi unsubstantiated and not
sufficiently proven to render his presence at the crime scene impossible. AAA’s positive
identification outweighed Siscar’s defense.

**Doctrine:**

1. **Positive Identification:** The testimony of a rape victim, if credible, straightforward,
and categorical, can be sufficient for conviction even in the absence of physical evidence or
eyewitnesses.

2.  **Medical  Findings:**  Corroborative  medical  evidence,  such as  hymenal  lacerations,
significantly strengthens the prosecution’s case in rape trials.

3. **Assessment of Credibility:** The trial court’s assessment of witness credibility, which
often involves direct observation of demeanor, is given high respect and weight, especially
when affirmed by the Court of Appeals.

**Class Notes:**

– **Elements of Rape (Article 266-A RPC):** Carnal knowledge of a woman through force,
threat, or intimidation.
– **Reclusion Perpetua (Article 266-B RPC):** Penalty for rape under the aforementioned
circumstances.
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– **Credibility  of  Victim’s Testimony:**  Victim’s positive and categorical  statement can
suffice for conviction if credible and specific.
– **Alibi Defense:** Must show it was impossible for the accused to be at the crime scene to
be deemed credible.

**Historical Background:**

– **Context of Case:** This decision continues the Philippine judiciary’s stringent stance on
rape crimes, reinforcing protection for victims’ testimonies, particularly minors, through
meticulous judicial  examination and affirmation of verdicts over technical  defenses like
alibis, contributing to a broader legal environment that urges deterrence against sexual
crimes.


