G.R. No. 199270. October 21, 2015 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Vergel Ancajas and Allain Ancajas
### Facts:

**Incident and Initial Investigation:**

- ¥July 16, 1998, 8:00-9:00 PM:** AAA, a nineteen-year-old household helper, asked her
employers Spouses Cueva for permission to visit her parents in Barangay Taytayan, Bogo,
Cebu.

- *0On the Way:** She encountered Vergel and Allain Ancajas, who forcibly held her hands.
She managed to free herself and hoped they would leave if she waited by the side of the
road.

- **Second Encounter:** Vergel and Allain reappeared, held her hands again, covered her
mouth with a handkerchief, and Vergel punched her in the stomach, leading to her
unconsciousness.

**Discovery and Reporting:**

- **uly 17, 1998, 1:00 AM:** AAA regained consciousness, found herself partially
undressed, with blood on her body and clothes, and in pain. She returned to her employers
and recounted the incident.

- ¥*Morning of July 17, 1998:** AAA reported the rape to the police, accompanied by the
Spouses Cueva.

- **Medical Examination:** Dr. Mary Ann Jabat confirmed recent sexual intercourse through
physical findings, including lacerations and the presence of spermatozoa.

**Trial Court Proceedings:**

- **Arraignment (February 23, 1999):** Both defendants pleaded not guilty.

- ¥Prosecution’s Case:** AAA testified against the defendants, corroborated by medical
evidence from Dr. Jabat.

- **Defense’s Case:** Defendants denied allegations, presented alibis, and provided
testimonies from relatives and a medico-legal expert with contrasting opinions.

**RTC Decision (March 28, 2007):**

- **Conviction:** Both defendants found guilty beyond reasonable doubt and sentenced to
reclusion perpetua. They were also ordered to pay civil indemnity and moral damages to
AAA.

- **Motion for Reconsideration (July 25, 2007):** Denied, maintaining the penalty despite
Allain’s minority at the time of the crime.
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**Court of Appeals Decision (April 27, 2011):**
- **Affirmation of RTC Decision:** Upheld the guilt and the penalty imposed on both
defendants.

### Issues:

1. **Credibility and Elements of Rape:** Whether the prosecution proved beyond reasonable
doubt that the appellants committed rape.

2. **Effect of Allain’s Minority:** Consideration of Allain’s age at the time of the commission
of the crime and the application of Republic Act No. 9344, “Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act
of 2006.”

##4# Court’s Decision:
**Resolution of Issues:**

1. **Credibility and Proof of Carnal Knowledge:**

- The Supreme Court ruled that even without AAA witnessing the act due to
unconsciousness, the evidence (AAA’s condition upon regaining consciousness and medical
findings) supported the conviction.

- Court upheld the principle that credible testimony from the victim, especially corroborated
by medical evidence, suffices for a conviction.

2. **Circumstantial Evidence:**
- Circumstantial evidence was also found sufficient as AAA’s narrative and conditions post-
assault matched the alibi’s claimed actions.

3. **Defense of Denial and Alibi:**
- Rejected by the Court as AAA positively identified the accused, direct proximity to the
crime scene, and impossibility of their alibi.

4. **Conspiracy:**
- Concluded conspiracy between Vergel and Allain from their coordinated actions during the
commission of the crime.

5. **Consideration of Allain’s Minority:**

- Republic Act No. 9344, being retroactive, entitled Allain to benefits due to his age.

- Sentence Modified: From reclusion perpetua to an indeterminate sentence under prision
mayor to reclusion temporal due to privileged mitigating effect of minority. Allain’s case was
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to be remanded for disposition under said Act for appropriate rehabilitation measures.

6. **Damages:**

- Upheld civil indemnity and moral damages awards.

- Added exemplary damages to set an example and deter similar crimes, with legal interest
on all damages awarded from finality until fully paid.

### Doctrine:

1. **Credibility of Victim’s Testimony:** In rape cases, the victim’s account holds significant
weight, and medical corroboration makes a strong basis for conviction.

2. ¥*Circumstantial Evidence:** Can suffice for a conviction when direct evidence is lacking,
forming a chain of events consistently pointing to guilt.

3. ¥*Minor Offenders and Retroactive Law:** Republic Act No. 9344’s provisions
retroactively apply, entitling minors at the time of the offense to benefits despite later age
upon conviction, stressing rehabilitation over punishment.

##4# Class Notes:

- **Rape Elements (Article 266-A, RPC):**

1. Carnal knowledge by a man of a woman.

2. Occurs under circumstances such as force, threat, deceit, when the victim is unconscious,
or under 12 years old.

- **Reclusion Perpetua:** Severe penalty for serious crimes, typically lasting 20-40 years
without parole.

- **Republic Act No. 9344 (Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act of 2006):**

- ¥*Section 6:** Minors (below 18 during offense) typically exempt from criminal liability
unless acting with discernment.

- **Section 38:** Provides for automatic suspension of sentences for minors.

- **Section 51:*F Alternative to regular penal institutions, advocating for rehabilitation
through agricultural camps or training facilities.

### Historical Background:

This case reflects the Philippine legal system’s transition towards incorporating
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rehabilitative justice principles, especially for minors, aligning with international human
rights standards and giving legislative weight to the protection and restoration of juvenile
offenders despite serious crimes committed during minority. The period saw incremental
flexibility in interpreting penal consequences for juvenile offenders under evolving statutory
frameworks like Republic Act No. 9344.
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