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QUISUMBING, J.:

Before us is the appeal from the decision of the trial court[1] Regional Trial Court, Branch 80, Quezon City;
Judge Agustin S. Dizon, presiding.[1] convicting accused-appellant Jose Maglantay of the crime of rape and
sentencing him to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua.

The facts found by the trial court are as follows:

Culled from the testimonies of witnesses, namely: Alfonso Javier, Lea Ubaldo, Feliza Fernandez Flores, SPO2
Gil del Rosario and Mary Ann Rebucio[2]and documentary exhibits "A" to "H" including submarkings, the
prosecution evidence in a nutshell depicts that on May 8, 1994, the employees at Lowell Building, located at
Quirino Highway, Quezon City, had an excursion to Lingayen, Pangasinan where they had a grand time
swimming at a beach.

Upon arrival from their excursion, the complainant Lea Ubaldo proceeded to Lowell Building. She asked a
certain Liza Fernandez Flores to accompany her as the latter did accompany her to the comfort room located at
the second floor.

After having gone to the comfort room and when complainant Lea Ubaldo and Liza Fernandez had parted
ways already and when the former was about to go out of the gate (downstair), she was blocked by the accused
Jose Maglantay. The latter held the complainant's both hands and against her will started kissing her. Despite
her struggle to be freed from the hands of the accused, the latter forcefully dragged her to the stairs leading to
the second floor where they met a certain Mary Ann Robencio from whom she (Lea) asked for help. In
reaction, Mary Ann reprimanded the accused who merely said to her: "Huwag kang makialam kung ano man
ang nangyayari dahil diskarte ko ito."

On the second floor of Lowell Building and despite her resistance which proved futile, the accused laid her
down and started kissing her again. Once down on the floor and while in a lying position, the accused raised
her T-shirt and held her nipples for a while. Accordingly, he pulled her short pant and panty up to her knee.
Without further ado, he inserted his penis into her vagina. After a while, he stood up together with the
complainant whom he forcefully pulled to the comfort room. While in the comfort room, he again removed her
panty despite her struggle to be freed and for the second time inserted his penis into her vagina and much to
her dislike and against her will, he succeeded in having sexual intercourse with her.

Not long after the rape incident and while the accused and complainant were still in the comfort room, a
policeman accompanied by a security guard by the name of Alfonso Javier knocked at the door which
complainant readily opened. Spontaneously or instinctively, complainant while crying ran towards security
guard Alfonso Javier and with tears embraced him. Accordingly, the accused and the complainant were
brought to the police station at Lagro, Quezon City, where they were investigated.[3]

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 1 of 6

Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



Several contusions and abrasions were found on private complainant Lea Ubaldo's body after she was subjected to
physical examination on the same day the alleged rape occurred.[4]

Among the witnesses presented by the prosecution were Mary Ann Robencio, Ubaldo's co-worker, and Alfonso
Javier, security guard of Lowell[5] Building where the alleged rape took place.

Robencio testified that she saw accused-appellant pulling Ubaldo and he warned her to stop what he was doing.
Accused-appellant told her not to interfere. Robencio then left, fearful because Maglantay was drunk.[6] She let
the security guard try to stop Maglantay.

Javier gave a narration similar to Robencio's. He testified that he saw Ubaldo struggling while being dragged by
accused-appellant. The latter was holding and pulling Ubaldo's jaw[7]. Javier heard Ubaldo's cries and what
seemed to be her pleas for mercy. However, he did not follow the two upstairs because it was dark. Also, he was
afraid that Maglantay might harm Lea with a knife, as there had been a previous incident wherein Maglantay
chased Lowell Building's other security guard with a knife.

Javier decided to call a policeman. He and the policeman went up the building's second floor where they saw
Lea's things scattered around. There were also drops of blood on the corridor, leading to the comfort room. After
they had knocked, the door to the comfort room was opened. Ubaldo, still pulling up her shorts, wet from head to
waist and with blood trickling down her thighs and legs, came rushing outside towards Javier. She asked Javier
and the policeman to help her.[8]

Lea Ubaldo also testified during the trial of this case.

Accused-appellant admits having had sexual intercourse with complainant on May 8, 1994 but denies that he
forced her. He claims that it was done consensually, as he and private complainant were lovers. He explains that
private complainant sustained the injuries on her body when the two of them fell to the floor as they stumbled
upon a toilet bowl plunger while he was searching for the light switch inside a comfort room.

Accused-appellant's version of the incident is as follows:

On 8 May 1994, accused-appellant and Lea, together with their co-workers at the Lowell Building, went to
Lingayen, Pangasinan for an excursion. Along the way, the two sat beside each other. At Lingayen, the two
swam, ate, and drank together.

Upon their return at the Lowell Building at around 7:45 in the evening and with their companions no longer
around, accused-appellant and Lea took the chance to talk about their relationship near the guard house. Since
love was overflowing between them, Lea then allowed accused-appellant to kiss her on the lips and neck.
Noting that nobody was at the second floor of the building where the comfort room was located, the two later
agreed to proceed there to take a bath and to continue their romance.

As they entered the comfort room, accused-appellant searched for the switch of the light but unfortunately, he
stumbled upon a "pangbomba ng bowl" and so he slipped together with Lea. As a result thereof, Lea suffered
injuries. When accused-appellant lifted her up, she informed him that blood was coming out from her private
part. He retorted that it might be her menstruation. Afterwards, he instructed her to just take a bath so he can
drive her home.

While the two were taking a bath, a person who introduced himself as a policeman knocked at the door.
Accused-appellant explained that they were not yet through and that Lea was still dressing up. When he finally
opened the door, accused-appellant was surprised when he was suddenly handcuffed by the policeman and
brought to the police station. Thereat, he learned that the policeman was called and informed by Alfonso Javier
that he (accused-appellant) was raping Lea inside the comfort room.
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At the time of his arrest, accused-appellant never had a chance to talk to Lea because he was prevented by the
police authorities. One Saturday afternoon, he was finally allowed to talk to Lea through the telephone and it
was only then that he realized that she was constrained to file a complaint against him for fear of her sister.[9]

The trial court gave credence to the testimonies of the prosecution witnesses. Accordingly, on June 15, 1995, the
trial court rendered its decision, the dispositive portion of which read:

WHEREFORE, in the light of the foregoing, the Court finds the accused Jose Maglantay guilty beyond
reasonable doubt of the crime of rape as charged. Accordingly, he is hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of
reclusion perpetua together with its accessory penalties and to indemnify the victim in the sum of P30,000.00
as moral damages.[10]

Hence, this appeal, in which accused-appellant makes the following assignment of errors:

- The trial court gravely erred in giving full faith and credit to the testimonies of the prosecution witnesses; and

- The trial court erred in not acquitting accused-appellant despite failure of the prosecution in proving his guilt
beyond reasonable doubt.[11]

Accused-appellant assails the credibility of the prosecution witnesses.

He points out that it was strange for Robencio to leave Ubaldo with him after she saw him dragging her (Ubaldo)
upstairs. Accused-appellant contends that,

"...If Mary Ann really saw what she said on the witness stand, she would have hesitated leaving Lea alone
knowing her helplessness and the danger she was in. Not being armed at that time, accused-appellant was
never a real threat. Consequently, Mary Ann should have followed and insisted that he releases Lea. By
leaving Lea without extending any help, it is obvious that Mary Ann was aware of her (Lea) relationship with
accused-appellant and that what the two were doing was really none of her business."[12]

The other prosecution witness, security guard Alfonso Javier, was even worse, according to accused-appellant, for
having left Ubaldo alone.

Accused-appellant adds that if it were true that Javier saw the struggle between him and Ubaldo, Javier should not
have left Ubaldo alone. He could have easily switched on the lights and denied accused-appellant the cover of
darkness. He could have helped Ubaldo instead of leaving to report the matter to a policeman. Accused-appellant
further claims that Robencio and Javier were both aware of the relationship between him and Ubaldo and so did
not prevent them from going up the building.

None of these contentions, however, reflect favorably on accused-appellant's persuasiveness. Under the
circumstances, getting help instead of confronting accused-appellant themselves appears to us the more prudent
thing to do for Robencio and Javier. Admittedly, accused-appellant had taken a drink and there was no telling
what he could have done had Robencio or Javier insisted on restraining him.

Robencio and Javier could, indeed, have chosen a course of action different from the ones they actually took.
However, the fact that they did not could hardly be material in this case. Nor would it change the reality of what
they saw on the night of May 8, 1994. The trial court's finding that accused-appellant committed the dastardly act
being imputed upon him remains.

Besides, even without their testimonies, the Court would still be left with the clear and convincing testimony of
complainant Lea Ubaldo.

Accused-appellant assails the testimony of Ubaldo as deserving scant consideration only. However, we find no
reason to doubt her testimony. Accused-appellant has not shown any ill motive on her part that would have driven

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 125537. March 08, 1999

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 6

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



her to testify falsely against him. She would not have exposed herself to the humiliation and stigma attendant to a
public trial for rape had it not been for her desire to bring to justice the one who defiled her.[13] Thus, full
credence is to be accorded her testimony.[14]

A woman who says she has been raped, as a rule, says all that is necessary to signify that the crime has been
committed.[15] The trial court noted that Ubaldo was crying throughout her testimony.[16] This, we have ruled, is
an earmark of truthfulness.[17]

Repeatedly, we have held that the findings of the trial court on the credibility of witnesses are not to be disturbed
without reason by the appellate court.[18] Having heard the witnesses and observed their deportment personally,
the trial court is in the best position to determine whether or not the witnesses are telling the truth.[19] Appellate
courts are bound by the findings of the trial court in this respect, unless it is shown that the trial court has
overlooked, misunderstood, or misappreciated certain facts and circumstances which if considered would have
altered the outcome of the case.[20]

Here, we find no reason to depart from these salutary rules. The trial court in its decision finds no plausible reason
to doubt the credibility of the prosecution witnesses in this case.[21] Nor could we.

As the trial court says, the version of accused-appellant's regarding what really transpired on the night of March 8,
1994 is hardly believable. It is evident that accused-appellant merely concocted his "sweetheart defense" to
exculpate himself from criminal liability. This is a much-abused defense that "rashly derides the intelligence of
the Court and sorely tests it patience."[22] We could not believe that two persons, even at the height of passion,
would choose a comfort room instead of a more suitable place for a sexual encounter.[23] Even if it were true that
accused-appellant and Ubaldo were lovers, still, this was no license for accused-appellant to force himself upon
Ubaldo.[24]

But accused-appellant's claim of romance between him and Ubaldo is graphically belied by the latter's conduct
immediately after the incident. It does not make sense for Ubaldo, if she had consented to the sexual act, to
suddenly rush out of the comfort room where it happened, crying and asking for help. Moreover, she immediately
reported the incident to the authorities and had herself medically examined that same night. If the sexual congress
were, indeed, with her consent, her natural reaction would have been to hide it rather than announce it for all to
know.

Far from exculpating him, the accused-appellant's line of defense only reveals his appeal's utter lack of merit.

WHEREFORE, the judgment of Branch 80 of the Regional Trial Court of Quezon City is hereby AFFIRMED,
with the MODIFICATION that accused-appellant Jose Maglantay is ordered to pay the offended party, Lea
Ubaldo, in the amount of P50,000.00, by way of indemnity and another P50,000.00 as moral damages or a total of
P100,000.00, pursuant to prevailing jurisprudence.[25]

Costs against appellant.

SO ORDERED.

Bellosillo, (Chairman), Puno, Mendoza, and Buena, JJ., concur.

[1] In Criminal Case No. Q-94-5717

[2] Actually "Robencio", Records, p. 7.

[3] Rollo, pp. 22-23.
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