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# People of the Philippines vs. Leonardo Cataytay y Silvano

## Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Leonardo Cataytay y Silvano

## Facts:
Accused-appellant Leonardo Cataytay y Silvano was charged with the crime of rape via an
Information dated September 9, 2003, alleging that on September 7, 2003, in Mandaluyong
City, he had carnal knowledge of AAA, a 19-year-old woman with a mental age of a seven-
year-old, against her will and consent.

**Incident Details:**
– Around 6:30 p.m., BBB, AAA’s mother, left their house to look for her youngest daughter.
– Thirty minutes later, when BBB reached a bridge, a neighbor, Lito, told her there was a
problem and took her to the barangay outpost.
– At the outpost, BBB found her daughter AAA, who claimed she had been raped by accused-
appellant.
– AAA detailed at the outpost that Cataytay raped her, interrupted only when someone
named Mimi knocked on the door, forcing Cataytay to leave.
– AAA sought help from her neighbors after escaping. One neighbor, Amelita Morante,
called the barangay officials.

**Witness Testimonies:**
1. **BBB (AAA’s Mother):**
– Confirmed AAA’s mental age was akin to that of an eight-year-old child.
– Identified a previous psychological evaluation and AAA’s birth certificate.

2. **AAA (Victim):**
– Testified that Cataytay raped her by inserting his penis inside her despite her protests.
– Stated she was given money by Cataytay after the act.
–  Prosecution  highlighted  AAA’s  apparent  mental  retardation  in  her  demeanor  during
testimony.

3. **DSWD Social Worker – Arlene Gampal:**
– Referred AAA for psychological examination, confirmed AAA’s mental age as seven years.

4. **Psychologist – Susan Sabado:**
– Stipulation made regarding her expertise and the conclusion about AAA’s mental capacity.
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5. **Police Chief Inspector – Bonnie Chua:**
– Medico-legal findings suggested consistency with recent sexual intercourse.

**Defense Testimony:**
– **Leonardo Cataytay:**
– Claimed an alibi stating he was at home feeding his daughter and then went to a videoke
bar; was arrested on allegations of raping AAA.
– **Jose Fresco Cataytay (Brother):**
– Corroborated Cataytay’s alibi.
– **Alicia Panaguitol (Neighbor):**
– Stated hearing AAA shout “rape” and initially pointing to another neighbor, Jun Pilay, as
the rapist.

**Lower Court’s Decision:**
–  On  February  5,  2009,  the  RTC found  Cataytay  guilty  of  rape  under  Article  266-A,
sentenced him to reclusion perpetua, and ordered to pay damages.

**Court of Appeals:**
– Docketed as CA-G.R. CR No. 32275; the decision on August 11, 2010, affirmed the RTC’s
ruling but modified the damages.

**Appeal to the Supreme Court:**
– Cataytay appealed on grounds of lack of proof beyond reasonable doubt and claimed
illegal arrest.

## Issues:
1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to prove Cataytay’s guilt beyond reasonable doubt.
2. Whether Cataytay was illegally arrested, affecting the validity of the court proceedings.
3. Determining the proper classification of AAA’s mental condition under the Revised Penal
Code.

## Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied Cataytay’s appeal and affirmed the Court of Appeals’ decision
with modificatons, ruling as follows:

**Issue on Hearsay Evidence:**
– Agreed that BBB’s testimony on AAA’s narration was hearsay and inadmissible.
–  Despite  this,  the  court  found  AAA’s  own testimony  credible  considering  her  mental
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condition and the corroborative medico-legal report.

**Sufficiency of Evidence:**
– AAA’s consistent testimony identifying Cataytay as the rapist, along with the immediate
reporting and medical evidence, was sufficient.

**Alibi and Denial:**
– Rejected alibi  and denial  due to proximity of Cataytay to the crime scene and weak
defense contrary to the positive identification by AAA.

**Classification of Mental Condition:**
– Clarified that AAA, diagnosed with mental retardation, should be classified as “deprived of
reason” under paragraph 1(b) of Article 266-A, not “demented”.

**Penalty and Damages:**
– Imposed reclusion perpetua due to the special qualifying circumstance of the victim’s
mental condition known to the offender at the time.
–  Adjusted  civil  indemnities  and  damages  following  recent  guidance  and  imposed  6%
interest per annum from finality of judgment until fully paid.

### Doctrine:
1. **Hearsay Rule:**
– A witness can only testify to facts within their personal knowledge (Rule 130, Section 36).

2. **Positive Identification vs. Alibi/Denial:**
– Positive, categorical witness testimony generally prevails over alibi or denial unless alibi
establishes physical impossibility (People v. De Guzman).

3. **Classification under Article 266-A:**
– Differentiation between “deprived of reason” and “demented” I.e., mental abnormality or
retardation falls under “deprived of reason”.

## Class Notes:
– **Hearsay Evidence:** Inadmissible unless falling under exceptions. Personal knowledge is
requisite (Rule 130, Sec 36).
– **Defense of Alibi:** Requires proving physical impossibility of presence at the crime
scene (People v. De Guzman).
–  **Mentally  Incapacitated Victims:**  Rape of  victims “deprived of  reason” falls  under
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Article 266-A(1)(b).
– **Civil and Moral Damages:** In rape cases, damages mat be awarded, including civil
indemnity, moral, and exemplary damages, with interest from the finality of judgment.

## Historical Background:
The case situates within the Philippine judicial framework emphasizing the protection of
vulnerable  individuals,  particularly  those  with  mental  disabilities.  It  highlights  the
judiciary’s sensitivity to the credibility of  victims with intellectual  disabilities and their
capacity  for  truth  despite  challenges  in  communication.  This  case  also  reinforces
jurisprudence on hearsay evidence and strengthens the evidentiary standards guiding rape
trials in the Philippines.


