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**Title:**

People of the Philippines vs. Pablo Luad Armodia

**Facts:**

Pablo Luad Armodia (accused-appellant) and his wife, BBB, have three children, the eldest
being AAA.  The family  owns a  piggery  in  Cambanay,  Danao City,  Cebu.  The criminal
incidents occurred in a makeshift room beside the piggery.

**Incident 1:**
– **Late March 2003, 8:00 p.m.:** Armodia called AAA to sleep beside him. He pinned her
down, threatened her with a bolo (lagting), removed their clothes, and raped her. AAA, then
16 years old, was too scared to report due to his threats.

**Incident 2:**
– **April 4, 2003, 3:00 a.m.:** Armodia again summoned AAA, made her give water to the
hogs, then threatened her with the lagting and raped her. The next day, AAA disclosed the
events to her mother, BBB.

**Investigation and Trial:**
– **April 6, 2003:** AAA and BBB reported the incidents to the barangay captain, who
informed the police. AAA’s medical examination indicated signs of sexual abuse.
– **Charges:** Armodia was charged with two counts of rape under separate informations.
The state sought to include “being the father of the victim,” but this was denied by the trial
court.
– **Trial:** Witnesses included Dr. Naomi Poca, BBB, and AAA, who recounted the incidents.
Armodia denied the charges, citing physical incapacity due to a gunshot wound.

**Procedural History:**
– **July 25, 2011:** Regional Trial Court (RTC) convicted Armodia of two counts of simple
rape, sentencing him to reclusion perpetua and ordering indemnity to AAA.
–  **Appeal:**  Armodia  appealed,  questioning the sufficiency of  evidence.  The Court  of
Appeals affirmed the RTC decision with modifications, adding 6% legal interest on damages.
– **Supreme Court:** The case was brought to the Supreme Court for final resolution.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the prosecution proved beyond reasonable doubt that Armodia committed rape.
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2. Whether the crimes were simple or qualified rape.
3. The appropriateness of the damages awarded.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court affirmed the conviction for two counts of simple rape, not qualified
rape.

**Issue 1: Proof of Rape:**
– AAA’s testimony was found credible. She detailed the events and identified Armodia as the
perpetrator. The medical certificate supported evidence of sexual abuse.
– The Court emphasized that the testimony of a child rape victim generally carries weight,
as the ordeal of public disclosure of such crimes suggests truthfulness over fabrication.
– Armodia’s defense of physical incapacity due to a prior injury was contradicted by his
wife’s testimony and was not accepted as credible.

**Issue 2: Classification of Rape:**
– The information did not allege the qualifying circumstance of Armodia being the father, a
crucial requirement for qualified rape under Article 266-B of the Revised Penal Code.
– The absence of this allegation and subsequent compliance with the accused’s right to be
informed led to a charge of simple rape.

**Issue 3: Damages Awarded:**
– Following jurisprudence,  the Court increased damages to P100,000.00 each for civil,
moral, and exemplary damages per incident, with 6% interest per annum from the date of
the final judgment until paid.

**Doctrine:**

– **Accurate Allegation:** The qualifying circumstance (e.g., relationship to the victim) must
be alleged in the information to adhere to the accused’s constitutional right to be informed.
– **Child’s Testimony:** The testimony of child rape victims is generally accorded full faith
and credence due to the trauma and societal consequences of such accusations.

**Class Notes:**

1. **Elements of Rape Under Article 266-A(1)(a)**
– Carnal knowledge of a woman through force, threat, or intimidation.
– Requires credible testimony, corroborated by medical evidence when available.
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2. **Qualified Rape Circumstances** (not applicable here due to procedural error):
– Victim under 18 and offender is a parent.
– Must be specifically pleaded in the Information.

3. **Credibility of Victim’s Testimony:**
–  Especially  in  incestuous  rape,  the  ordeal  children  face  coming  forward  is  typically
considered reflective of the truth.

4. **Penalty Imposed:**
– Simple rape resulting in reclusion perpetua.
– Qualified rape would lead to higher penalties if duly alleged.

**Historical Background:**

This case illustrates the societal protections and recognition extended by Philippine laws to
child victims of sexual abuse. Historically, the Philippine criminal justice system has steadily
strengthened protections and judicial precedents favoring vulnerable victims, reflecting a
broader commitment to human rights within a legal framework that values both the rule of
law and the psychological welfare of minors.


