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Title: People of the Philippines vs. XXX

Facts:
1. April 2000 – Accused-appellant XXX was alleged to have raped his minor niece, AAA, in
their residence in Quezon City, Philippines. At the time, AAA was nearly seven years old.
2. XXXX allegedly lured AAA into a room, pinned her down on a bed, and raped her. He
threatened her with an ice pick to maintain her silence.
3.  2004  –  AAA  disclosed  the  incident  to  a  neighbor,  Ate  Beth,  but  requested  her
confidentiality.
4. 2006 – AAA’s mother, BBB, moved to Australia, urging AAA to stay with her maternal
relatives, where XXX also lived.
5.  October  2008  –  AAA  informed  her  mother  about  the  rape  following  her  mother’s
persistent prodding to stay in Rizal.
6.  2009 –  AAA sought  medical  attention for  respiratory  issues,  which revealed healed
lacerations on her hymen, indicating sexual abuse.
7. January 14, 2009 – Medico-legal examination corroborated AAA’s accounts with findings
of trauma consistent with sexual assault.
8. August 25, 2009 – XXX was arraigned and pleaded not guilty. Trial ensued.
9.  AAA later  recanted  her  statements  during  the  defense  stage,  claiming her  original
allegations were fabrications influenced by Ate Beth.
10. February 9, 2016 – RTC convicted XXX, affirmed despite AAA’s recantation. He was
sentenced to reclusion perpetua without parole.
11. XXX appealed the RTC decision to the Court of Appeals, which upheld the RTC’s findings
on July 17, 2017.
12. The Court of Appeals increased damages awarded to AAA and imposed a 6% interest per
annum until fully paid.
13. December 12, 2017 – XXX’s motion for reconsideration was denied.
14. XXX filed a petition for certiorari to the Supreme Court challenging the decisions.

Issues:
1. Whether the circumstantial evidence was sufficient to warrant XXX’s conviction for the
crime of statutory rape.
2. Whether the prosecution established all elements of the crime of statutory rape.
3. Whether proof beyond reasonable doubt was met.
4.  Whether the lower court  erred in convicting the accused based on allegedly flimsy
evidence and despite AAA’s recantation.
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Court’s Decision:
1. The Supreme Court affirmed the decision of the Court of Appeals and RTC; XXX was
guilty beyond reasonable doubt.
2. The elements of statutory rape were deemed satisfied: the victim was below 12 years old,
and XXX was her maternal uncle.
3. The Court ruled AAA’s recantation lacked credibility compared to her initial detailed,
straightforward testimony.
4. Testimonies, physical evidence, and the medical report corroborated allegations beyond
reasonable doubt despite recantation.

Doctrine:
1.  Recantation  does  not  automatically  negate  previous  credible  testimonies  and  is
considered unreliable unless substantiated.
2. In statutory rape cases, the primary determinant is the credible testimony of the victim,
supported by physical evidence if necessary.
3. The crime of statutory rape is governed by Article 266-A of the Revised Penal Code;
penalty for qualified rape is reclusion perpetua due to the prohibition on imposing the death
penalty.

Class Notes:
1. Elements of Statutory Rape: Carnal knowledge; victim under 12 years; offender is an
adult male.
2. Statutory Rape is punishable by reclusion perpetua per R.A. 9346 (Anti-Death Penalty
Law).
3.  Recantation  viewed  skeptically;  courts  uphold  original  testimonies  unless  clearly
unreliable.
4. Importance of corroborative evidence in rape cases, though victims’ credible testimonies
can suffice for conviction.
5. Article 266-B: Elevates penalties if circumstances involve relationships or minority that
qualify the crime.

Historical Background:
The case reflects issues pertinent to family dynamics, hierarchical authority abuses, and
vulnerabilities of child victims within households. It underscores socio-cultural barriers, like
fear and silence, surrounding sexual offenses in intimate and familial settings. The case
adds to Philippine jurisprudence on handling recantations, role of corroborative evidence in
sexual offenses, and the nuanced approach courts must take in adjudicating credibility in
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sensitive allegations involving minors.


