G.R. No. 241336. June 16, 2021 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title:**
People of the Philippines vs. Rollybert Oropesa y Doe
**Facts:**

1. *Incident**: On February 12, 1998, AAA, a 17-year-old high school student, was allegedly
raped by Rollybert Oropesa y Doe (the appellant) and Honeyval Latonero y Doe (co-
accused). The incident occurred around 10:00 PM in Sipocot, Camarines Sur. AAA and her
friends encountered the appellant and Latonero while on their way to the railroad track.
After her friends left, AAA was forcibly taken to a kubo (hut) by the appellant and Latonero
where the appellant raped her, then allowed Latonero to do the same.

2. **nitial Proceedings**: Due to the non-service of the arrest warrants, the cases were
archived in 1999. In 2002, Latonero was arrested. AAA executed an Affidavit of Desistance,
leading to the dismissal of charges against Latonero. Appellant was later arrested on
January 7, 2010, arraigned on February 1, 2010, and pleaded not guilty.

3. **Trial**: The prosecution presented AAA and Dr. Francia Aquino, who conducted a
medical examination on AAA. The defense included testimonies from the appellant,
Latonero, and Roger Oropesa, the appellant’s father. The appellant alleged he was framed
by AAA’s mother, BBB, due to personal conflicts.

4. *RTC Judgment**: On January 19, 2015, the RTC convicted the appellant of one count of
rape, sentencing him to reclusion perpetua and awarding damages to AAA. The second
charge was dismissed due to lack of evidence.

5. ¥*CA Decision**: On July 21, 2016, the Court of Appeals affirmed the conviction with
modifications, increasing the awards for civil indemnity, moral, and exemplary damages.
The CA noted all elements of rape were present and found the appellant’s defenses weak.

**[ssues:**

1. Whether the prosecution sufficiently established the presence of the element of force,
threat, or intimidation necessary for the crime of rape under Article 266-A of the Revised
Penal Code.

2. Whether the testimony of the private complainant (AAA) met the test of credibility.
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**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court analyzed the following:

1. **Force, Threat, or Intimidation**: The SC held that there was insufficient evidence to
prove that the appellant used force, threat, or intimidation. AAA’s testimony indicated she
voluntarily went with the appellant because she trusted him, undermining the claims of
force.

2. **Credibility of the Testimony**: The court scrutinized AAA’s testimony and found it
inconsistent with normal human behavior. She did not ask her friends for help and went
voluntarily with the appellant despite alleging previous sexual advances, casting doubt on
her claims.

**Doctrine:**

**Elements of Rape under Article 266-A**:

1. Carnal knowledge of a woman

- Through force, threat, or intimidation.

- Offended party is deprived of reason or unconscious.

- By fraudulent machination or grave abuse of authority.
- Offended party is under 12 years of age or demented.

**Holdings**:

- **Proof of Force or Intimidation**: The prosecution must establish force or intimidation to
convict an accused of rape. A victim’s voluntary compliance negates this element.

- **Testimony Reliability**: Rape accusations must meet a high standard of credible
testimony given the difficulty of disproving such claims.

**Key Elements/Concepts**:

- *¥*Credible Testimony**: Convictions can hinge solely on the testimony’s credibility,
needing to match human behavior norms.

- **Burden of Proof**: Prosecution must prove every element beyond a reasonable doubt;
cannot rely on weaknesses in the defense.

**Historical Background**:
Rape laws in the Philippines emphasize the role of coercion or force in establishing guilt.
This case reaffirms the judiciary’s scrutiny over the nuances of such testimonies to protect
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against wrongful convictions, reflecting a societal push for just and fair legal procedures
while addressing sensitive accusations with appropriate care.

**Class Notes**:

1. ¥*Voluntariness**: Any indication of voluntary action by the supposed victim can negate
claims of rape premised on force, threat, or intimidation.

2. **Burden on Prosecution**: The entire burden of proof lies on the prosecution, which
must independently establish the crime’s elements.

3. ¥*Credibility Standards**: Testimonies in rape cases must withstand rigorous scrutiny
matching natural human responses to circumstances described.

**Statutory Reference**: Article 266-A, Revised Penal Code, as amended.
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