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**Title:**
People of the Philippines vs. Alfredo Pangilinan y Trinidad

**Facts:**
Alfredo  Pangilinan  y  Trinidad  was  accused  of  repeatedly  raping  his  eleven-year-old
daughter,  AAA.  Two  charges  were  filed  against  Pangilinan  for  incidents  occurring  in
September 1995 and January 1997. On multiple occasions, Pangilinan sexually assaulted
AAA, often in the presence of her sleeping siblings. The assaults occurred while AAA’s
mother, BBB, was working overseas. The incidents came to light when AAA’s grandmother
informed BBB, who subsequently confronted AAA and the authorities. Physical examinations
confirmed old hymenal lacerations consistent with AAA’s testimonies. Pangilinan denied the
allegations, claiming his daughter was fabricating the incidents. An initial petition for bail
was denied, and the evidence presented during the bail hearings was adopted as part of the
prosecution’s case.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether the trial  court’s  failure to properly arraign Pangilinan deprived him of  his
constitutional right to be informed of the charges against him.
2. Whether the evidence presented was sufficient to convict Pangilinan beyond reasonable
doubt for two counts of rape.
3.  Whether  the  inconsistencies  in  the  victim’s  testimony  and  delays  in  reporting  the
incidents affected her credibility and the overall prosecution case.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Arraignment Issue:**
The Supreme Court held that while the formal arraignment was delayed, the trial court had
already  acquired  jurisdiction  over  Pangilinan  through  his  arrest.  His  counsel  actively
participated  in  the  hearings,  indicating  awareness  of  the  charges.  The  subsequent
arraignment  did  not  prejudice  Pangilinan’s  defense  as  his  participation  and  the  trial
proceedings’ fairness remained intact.

2. **Sufficiency of Evidence:**
The Court found the evidence presented against Pangilinan overwhelming. AAA’s testimony
was consistent,  emotional,  and compelling. Medical evidence corroborated her claim of
sexual abuse. The timely and detailed reporting to family members added credibility to
AAA’s account. Pangilinan’s defense, centered on denial and allegations of fabrication, was
uncorroborated and weak in comparison to the prosecution’s case.
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3. **Credibility and Reporting Delays:**
The  Supreme  Court  dismissed  the  argument  that  inconsistencies  in  AAA’s  statements
affected her credibility, noting that minor discrepancies are expected and do not undermine
the core testimony regarding the sexual assaults. Additionally, the Court emphasized that
delays in reporting rape, particularly in incest cases, are not uncommon and do not negate
the occurrence of the crime.

**Doctrine:**
– Arraignment delays can be deemed non-prejudicial if the accused’s rights and interests
are not impaired, and procedural participation indicates awareness of charges.
– Credibility of a rape victim, particularly a minor, is paramount. Consistent, emotional, and
corroborated testimonies weigh heavily against unsubstantiated denials.
– Minor inconsistencies and delays in reporting do not necessarily discredit the victim’s
testimony in rape cases, especially in incestuous contexts where fear and manipulation are
common.

**Class Notes:**
– **Elements of Rape:** Sexual penetration by force, threat,  or intimidation. When the
victim is below 12, the element of force is presumed.
– **Statutory Provisions:** Article 335 of the Revised Penal Code as amended by Republic
Act No. 7659 and Republic Act No. 8353.
– **Legal Concepts:** Jurisdiction over person via arrest/voluntary appearance, credibility
assessments in rape cases, procedural versus substantive rights.
–  **Key  Legal  Definitions:**  “Pudendum,”  “hymenal  lacerations,”  “reclusion  perpetua,”
“qualified rape” involving minor and victim-offender relationship.

**Historical Background:**
The disturbing prevalence of incestuous rape cases in the Philippines necessitated severe
measures under Republic Act No. 7659, highlighting the society’s need to address such
heinous crimes with the death penalty, later replaced by reclusion perpetua under Republic
Act No. 9346. The case exemplifies the period’s judiciary effort  to protect minors and
uphold stringent punitive measures against sexual offenders.


