
G.R. No. 225600. July 07, 2020 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

### Title:
**People of the Philippines vs. Denel Yumol y Timpug**

### Facts:
On October 21, 2006, between midnight and 1:00 AM in Olongapo City, 16-year-old AAA,
after attending a mini-concert, boarded a jeepney home. After her classmate alighted and
she descended at the next block, Denel Yumol approached her from behind with a gun,
declared a hold-up, and took her Nokia 3350 mobile phone. He coerced AAA, under threat of
violence, to a nearby children’s park, where he forced her to undress and subjected her to
multiple acts of sexual assault, including vaginal penetration, forced fellatio, and repeated
threats with a gun.

AAA reported the incident immediately to her parents, who contacted the barangay and
police officials. AAA identified Yumol through police photos and later during a follow-up
investigation, based on a description given to the police by a bystander. Police apprehended
Yumol, whom AAA identified based on physical traits, voice, and attire at the crime scene.

### Procedural Posture:
– **Regional Trial Court (RTC) – Olongapo City, Branch 73:** Yumol was charged and trial
held. He pleaded “not guilty.” RTC convicted Yumol of robbery with rape, sentencing him to
reclusion perpetua without eligibility for parole.
– **Court of Appeals (CA):** Yumol appealed, arguing the prosecution failed to prove his
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt specifically challenging his identification. The CA affirmed
the trial court’s decision but modified the damages to include a 6% annual interest from
finality until full payment.

### Issues:
1. Whether the RTC and CA erred in finding Yumol guilty of robbery with rape despite
alleged failures in proving his identity and guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.
2.  Whether  AAA’s  identification  of  Yumol  was  reliable  given  the  conditions  and
circumstances  under  which  it  was  made.
3. The appropriateness of the penalties, including damages and interest impositions.

### Court’s Decision:
**Issue 1:** The Supreme Court affirmed the CA’s decision, concluding that all elements of
robbery with rape were proven beyond a reasonable doubt. The prosecution demonstrated
that Yumol, by means of violence and intimidation, took personal property from AAA and
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raped her on the occasion of the robbery.

**Issue 2:** AAA’s identification of Yumol, based on her detailed description and consistent
testimony,  was found to be accurate and reliable.  Her identification was confirmed by
physical and voice recognition, bolstered by her immediate and unwavering recognition in
police presence and in court.

**Issue  3:**  The  penalties  assessed  by  the  lower  courts,  including  reclusion  perpetua
without  eligibility  for  parole  and  compensation  for  damages  (civil  indemnity,  moral
damages, and exemplary damages of P100,000 each), along with a 6% annual interest on
these awards, were upheld.

### Doctrine:
**Robbery with Rape:** As defined under Article 294 of the Revised Penal Code (RPC) as
amended  by  Republic  Act  No.  7659,  robbery  with  rape  is  established  when  personal
property is taken by violence or intimidation and rape is committed on the occasion of the
robbery. Proof beyond reasonable doubt of the elements of robbery, along with intent to
gain and the consequent rape, satisfies conviction requirements.

### Class Notes:
– **Elements of Robbery with Rape:**
1. Taking of personal property through violence/intimidation.
2. Property taken belongs to another.
3. Intent to gain.
4. Rape committed by reason or on occasion of robbery.
–  **Key  Provisions:**  Article  294,  RPC;  Republic  Act  No.  7659;  People  v.  Jugueta  for
damages and interest.

### Historical Background:
The case took place amid ongoing efforts to combat and advance judicial sensitivity towards
gender-based violence and crimes in  the  Philippines.  Such heinous  crimes are  heavily
penalized to deter similar acts and establish a protective legal environment for women and
minors.

In sum, the decision underscores the imperative to uphold the rule of law regarding violent
and sexual  crimes with  compounded elements,  reinforcing stringent  penalties  to  serve
justice for the victims and signal a strong stance against such offenses in society.


