G.R. No. 218427. January 31, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

HTitle:**

People of the Philippines vs. Ben Rubio y Acosta

*Facts:**

On January 8, 2000, in Pasig City, 15-year-old AAA was sleeping in her house with her
younger siblings when Ben Rubio y Acosta, her father, forcibly removed her shorts and
panty and raped her. Despite AAA’s efforts to push him away, Rubio overpowered her and
ejaculated outside her vagina. Fearing her father, AAA did not initially inform her mother,
who had previously dismissed her reports of sexual assault. On the same day, AAA confided
in Kuya Gene, a barangay tanod, who helped her report the incident to the authorities.

Ben Rubio y Acosta was charged with qualified rape. During the trial, the prosecution
presented AAA’s testimony and medical evidence from Dr. Emmanuel Reyes, who found
healed lacerations on AAA’s labia minora, indicating repeated sexual assaults. Rubio’s
defense contested the physical possibility of unnoticed rape occurring in their small,
crowded house and accused AAA of inconsistencies in her testimony.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Rubio guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, sentencing
him to reclusion perpetua without parole and ordering him to pay civil, moral, and
exemplary damages. Rubio appealed to the Court of Appeals (CA), which affirmed the RTC’s
decision. Rubio then elevated the case to the Supreme Court, contesting his guilt and the
rejection of his defense.

**Issues:**

1. Whether the RTC erred in finding Ben Rubio y Acosta guilty beyond reasonable doubt of
rape.

2. Whether the RTC erred in rejecting Rubio’s defense that noted inconsistencies in AAA’s
testimony and questioned the feasibility of the crime given the living conditions.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court upheld the CA’s decision affirming Rubio’s conviction, with the
following detailed analysis of the issues:

1. *Credibility of AAA’s Testimony:**

- The trial court’s assessment of witness credibility is given significant weight, especially
when there is no indication of arbitrariness or misinterpretation of facts. Despite minor
inconsistencies, AAA’s testimony was consistent and credible concerning the rape incident’s
material details.

© 2024 - batas.org | 1



G.R. No. 218427. January 31, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

- The Court also highlighted that child victims’ testimonies, specially young and immature
ones, are given full credence due to their perceived honesty and the improbability of
fabricating such serious accusations.

2. **Material Inconsistencies:**

- Discrepancies in testimony regarding trivial details (like the presence of a store) do not
undermine the overall credibility when the testimony about key facts (the rape itself)
remains consistent.

- The Court recognized that rape victims may struggle with recalling every detail accurately
due to the trauma endured, thus minor inconsistencies are expected and do not discredit the
victim'’s core allegations.

3. **Physical Possibility and Witness Testimony:**

- Rubio’s argument that rape could not have occurred unnoticed in the small, occupied
house was dismissed. The incident took place in the afternoon, a scenario where household
members may not be vigilant. The Court reiterated that sexual crimes can occur regardless
of time and place specifics.

- AAA’s straightforward declaration, supported by medical findings, was sufficient to prove
the crime beyond a reasonable doubt, despite the defense’s assertions about the physical
setting.

4. **Medical Evidence:**

- The medico-legal findings corroborated AAA’s testimony. While the defense argued the
healed lacerations could not conclusively link to Rubio, the Court emphasized that medical
evidence is corroborative and not mandatory to establish rape, which can be proven by the
victim’s credible account alone.

- Accused’s reliance on the state of healed lacerations does not negate the occurrence of
rape.

**Doctrine:**

1. **Credibility of Child Rape Victims:** The testimony of young and immature rape victims
is accorded the highest respect due to the unlikely possibility of a child fabricating grave
accusations.

2. **Inconsistencies in Testimony:** Minor inconsistencies in a victim’s testimony do not
discredit the material truth of allegations of rape if the core facts remain consistent.

3. **Physical Resistance and Presence of Others:** Rape can occur in any setting regardless
of others’ presence and does not require physical resistance by the victim.
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**Class Notes:**

- ¥*Qualified Rape Elements (Revised Penal Code, Art. 266-A & 266-B):** Carnal knowledge
with a woman using force, intimidation, or authority; Aggravated if victim is under 18 and
offender is a parent.

- **Credibility Assessment (People vs. Gabrino, Combate):** Trial courts’ credibility
determinations hold substantial weight unless clear oversight or abuse of discretion is
shown.

- **Medical Evidence (Non-Mandatory):** Medico-legal evidence supports but is not
necessary for rape convictions if testimony is credible. Healed hymenal lacerations indicate
repeated sexual assault but are not definitive for proving specific incidents.

- **Moral Damages Enhancement:** Increasing moral damages to PhP 75,000 and
exemplary damages to PhP 30,000, reflecting current jurisprudence on compensation for
victim suffering.

**Historical Background:**

This case emerged within the broader context of the Philippine judiciary’s prioritization of
child protection and stringent measures against sexual crimes. The decision reinforces the
judicial stance on upholding severe penalties for sex offenders and supporting victims’
testimonies, particularly those of minors, to encourage reporting and prosecution of such
offenses. The ruling aligns with historic legislative reforms increasing support and
protection for child and female victims of abuse.
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