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Title: People of the Philippines v. Tortillano Namayan

Facts:
In Barangay Giliga-on, Municipality of Siaton, Negros Oriental, Philippines, a case of rape
unfolded involving the accused,  Tortillano Namayan (alias Dodo),  and the complainant,
Margie Pagaygay, a 20-year-old woman with a mental age of a 3 to 7-year-old child due to
congenital moderate retardation. In March 1991, Namayan allegedly raped Pagaygay, who
disclosed  that  these  violations  occurred  on  multiple  occasions.  The  initial  incident
purportedly happened as she was fetching water, where Namayan threatened her with a
hunting knife, led her to a secluded area, and raped her. Further incidents followed in
similar  vein,  once near  an artesian well  and another  by a  bridge,  with  each instance
involving threats with a knife.

The matter came to light in July 1991, when Pagaygay’s pregnancy was discovered by her
mother, leading to a medical confirmation of her condition. Following Pagaygay’s accusation
against Namayan, legal proceedings ensued. The defendant disputed the charges, primarily
contesting his ability to commit the crime due to his incarceration from February to April
1991 on a separate charge. Namayan supported his alibi with testimony and certification
from the jailer, asserting regular detainee checks and his application of standard protocol.

The case progressed through the judicial system, culminating in a trial that scrutinized the
feasibility of Namayan’s alibi, the reliability of eyewitness testimonies, the assessment of
Pagaygay’s  mental  capacity  to  consent,  and the documentation of  her accusations and
subsequent pregnancy.

Issues:
1. Whether the alibi presented by Namayan negates the possibility of his committing the
rape due to claimed incarceration.
2. Whether the evidence presented suffices to establish Namayan’s guilt beyond reasonable
doubt for the rape of Pagaygay.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court affirmed the lower court’s decision, convicting Namayan of rape. The
justices methodically dismantled the alibi defense, underscoring inconsistencies and the
unreliability of the jailer’s testimony regarding Namayan’s detention, thereby underscoring
his possible presence at the crime scenes as corroborated by eyewitnesses.  The Court
further emphasized the credibility of Pagaygay’s account, considering her mental incapacity
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which  rendered  her  unable  to  give  consent,  thereby  aligning  her  situation  with  legal
precedents  that  treat  such  victims  akin  to  those  entirely  deprived  of  reason  or
consciousness.

Doctrine:
The central doctrines reiterated in this case include:
1. Alibi is a weak defense, particularly when contradicted by credible eyewitness testimony.
2. Sexual intercourse with an individual incapacitated to give legal consent, due to mental
deficiency or retardation, constitutes rape.

Class Notes:
– Alibi: Must prove the physical impossibility of presence at the crime scene; weakened
significantly by credible eyewitness testimony.
– Consent in Rape: The mental capacity of the victim is crucial; lack of capacity to give
informed consent equates to absence of consent.
–  eyewitness  testimony:  Provides  direct  evidence  on  the  accused’s  presence  and
involvement;  critical  in  disproving  alibis.

Historical Background:
This case highlights the intersection of criminal justice with considerations of mental health
and capacity. It underscores evolving legal standards and societal understanding regarding
consent, especially in contexts involving vulnerable individuals. The Philippine Supreme
Court’s  decision  in  this  case  reaffirmed  principles  protecting  individuals  with  mental
incapacities, while also stressing the importance of direct evidence over alibis that are
easily fabricated but difficult to disprove.


