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**Title:** People of the Philippines v. [Name Redacted] (2015)

**Facts:**

1. **Incident Date and Time**: January 13, 2004, at around 3 o’clock in the morning.
2. **Incident Location**: Camarines Sur, Philippines, the residence of the complainant AAA.
3. **Accused**: XXX, the uncle of the complainant, AAA.
4. **Victim’s Account**: AAA was sleeping beside her three younger brothers when she felt
someone on top of her. She realized she was undressed, and a man was having carnal
knowledge of her. After struggling, she managed to kick the man off, who then threatened
to kill her parents if she reported the incident. She recognized the man as her uncle, XXX.
5. **Mother’s Account**: BBB, mother of AAA, observed unusual behavior in XXX and later
discovered from AAA that she had been raped. They reported the incident to the barangay
captain,  who contacted the police.  AAA was examined by Dr.  Ng-Hua,  who confirmed
hymenal lacerations.
6. **Defense’s Account**: XXX denied the charge, asserting he was falsely accused due to a
family dispute. He claimed he woke up to a nephew crying and only tapped AAA’s leg to
move her.
7. **Witnesses**: Prosecution – AAA, BBB, Dr. Ng-Hua, PO2 Andrew Alcomendas, and social
worker Guadalupe Bisenio. Defense – XXX and his sister CCC.
8.  **Evidence**:  Presented  by  prosecution  included  AAA’s  birth  certificate,  medical
certificate, letter-request for medical check-up, and DSWD data record.

**Procedural Posture:**

1. **Trial Court**: XXX was charged with rape under Article 266-A of Republic Act No. 8353,
in relation to RA 7610. He pleaded “not guilty”. The trial court convicted him of rape,
sentencing  him  to  reclusion  perpetua  and  ordering  the  payment  of  civil,  moral,  and
exemplary damages.
2. **Court of Appeals**: Affirmed the conviction with modifications, including ineligibility for
parole and an interest rate on monetary awards.
3.  **Supreme  Court**:  Appellant  sought  acquittal,  maintaining  his  innocence  and
challenging  the  credibility  of  the  prosecution’s  evidence.

**Issues:**

1. **Credibility of Witnesses**: Whether the testimonies of AAA and her witnesses were
credible and sufficient for conviction.



G.R. No. 225339. July 10, 2019 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

2.  **Consistency  of  Testimonies**:  The  presence  of  alleged  inconsistencies  in  AAA’s
testimony and whether they impact the case.
3. **Impact of Family Presence**: Whether the presence of AAA’s siblings in the same room
during the incident rendered the commission of rape improbable.
4.  **Leading  Questions**:  Whether  the  leading  questions  asked  of  AAA  affected  her
testimony’s admissibility and reliability.

**Court’s Decision:**

1.  **Credibility  and Sufficiency of  Witnesses’  Testimonies**:  The Supreme Court  found
AAA’s testimony credible, detailed, and persuasive. The trial court’s assessment was given
high respect,  as it  had the unique opportunity to observe AAA’s demeanor during her
testimony.
2. **Consistency of Testimony**: The alleged inconsistencies were deemed trivial and did
not pertain to the crime’s elements, hence did not affect the overall credibility.
3. **Family Presence and Rape**: The Court held that rape could be committed even in the
presence of other family members and cited instances of rape committed under similar
circumstances.
4. **Leading Questions**: The Court noted that the leading questions cited did not form part
of the direct examination but occurred during the preliminary investigation. The defense’s
objections during the trial were addressed promptly by the judge.

**Doctrine:**

– The credibility of a rape victim’s testimony is often pivotal and, if convincing, can suffice
for a conviction even without corroborative physical evidence.
–  Hymenal  lacerations  noted in  medical  examinations  serve as  compelling evidence of
forcible defloration.
–  The  presence  of  other  persons  during  the  commission  of  rape  does  not  negate  its
possibility, as corroborated by historical judicial claims.
–  Trivial  inconsistencies  in  the  victim’s  testimony  do  not  materially  affect  credibility;
substantial consistency on significant facts suffices.

**Class Notes:**

– **Elements of Rape under Article 266-A(1)(a)**:
– Accused had carnal knowledge of a woman.
– Accompanied by force, threat, or intimidation.
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– **Legal Provisions**:
– **Article 266-A of the Revised Penal Code**: Defines the elements of rape.
– **Article 266-B**: Specifies penalties, including reclusion perpetua or death when specific
circumstances apply.
–  **RA  9346**:  Prohibits  the  imposition  of  the  death  penalty,  hence  imposes  life
imprisonment without parole.
– **RA 8353**: Also known as the Anti-Rape Law of 1997.
–  **RA  7610**:  Special  Protection  of  Children  Against  Abuse,  Exploitation  and
Discrimination  Act.

**Historical Background:**

– **Context of Rape Laws in the Philippines**: The stringent laws and severe penalties on
rape reflect the Philippine Legislature’s commitment to protect victims, particularly minors,
against sexual abuses. The Anti-Rape Law of 1997 and subsequent amendments aimed to
address loopholes and provide robust mechanisms for securing justice for victims.
– **RA 9346 and the Death Penalty Abolition**: The abolition reflects a broader human
rights approach within the Philippine legal system, emphasizing reformation over capital
punishment while ensuring severe crimes like rape result in life imprisonment.


