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### Title: People of the Philippines v. Manuel Pruna y Ramirez or Erman Pruna y Ramirez

### Facts:
Under the quiet skies of Sitio Tabing-ilog, Barangay Panilao, Pilar, Bataan, on January 3,
1995, a gruesome act was perpetrated that would later unravel in the halls of justice. The
case centers on the rape of three-year-old Lizette Arabelle Gonzales (LIZETTE), who was
then relieving herself  near her neighbor’s  backyard when Manuel  Pruna y Ramirez or
Erman Pruna y Ramirez (PRUNA), surreptitiously defiled her. Their paths to the Supreme
Court would be fraught with legal maneuvers, starting with an amended Information that
officially  changed  PRUNA’s  name  after  confusion  regarding  his  identity.  Further
complicating the trial, was a motion by PRUNA’s counsel for a psychiatric examination,
revealing his  unstable  mental  state—though his  recount  of  the event  aligned with the
accusation against him. Amidst procedural challenges, including objections to LIZETTE’s
competency as a witness given her tender age, the case advanced through the trial court,
which ultimately convicted PRUNA, sentencing him to death, thus automatically propelling
the case to a Supreme Court review.

### Issues:
1. Competency and credibility of LIZETTE as a witness given her age during the incident
and at testimony.
2. Admissibility of Jacqueline Gonzales’ (LIZETTE’s mother) testimony regarding LIZETTE’s
account of the incident as hearsay.
3. Impact of the prosecution’s failure to present Gloria Tolentino as a witness.
4. Affirmation of PRUNA’s guilt of rape beyond reasonable doubt.
5. Proving LIZETTE’s minority to qualify for the imposition of the death penalty.

### Court’s Decision:
1. **Competency and Credibility of LIZETTE:** The Court upheld LIZETTE’s competency,
emphasizing  her  ability  to  understand  the  wrongful  nature  of  lying  and  to  convey  a
consistent narrative of her ordeal.
2. **Hearsay Testimony:** The Court ruled Jacqueline Gonzales’ testimony as non-hearsay
as LIZETTE, the declarant, testified and was cross-examined.
3.  **Non-Presentation  of  Gloria  Tolentino:**  The absence of  Tolentino’s  testimony was
considered non-fatal, as her expected corroboration was not indispensable for conviction.
4. **Guilt Beyond Reasonable Doubt:** PRUNA’s guilt was affirmed, firmly supported by
LIZETTE’s testimony, medical findings of sexual intercourse, and timely reporting of the
rape.



G.R. No. 138471. October 10, 2002 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

5.  **Proving  Minority:**  The  Court  acknowledged  the  procedural  lapses  in  proving
LIZETTE’s exact age but found affirmative evidence of her being below 12, thus modifying
PRUNA’s conviction to statutory rape, sentencing him to reclusion perpetua and ordering
him to pay moral damages.

### Doctrine:
The Court elucidated on the guidelines for proving the age of a minor victim in rape cases,
emphasizing that direct testimony concerning the victim’s age,  corroborated by official
documents or credible witness testimonies, is necessary to establish minority as an element
or qualifying circumstance of the crime.

### Class Notes:
– **Competency of Witness:** A witness’s competency is presumed, and their age does not
automatically disqualify them from testifying if they can perceive and recount experiences
truthfully.
– **Hearsay Rule:** Testimonies based on personal knowledge are admissible; hearsay is
excluded unless the declarant is available for cross-examination.
– **Qualifying Circumstance of Age in Rape:** To qualify rape under the Revised Penal Code
as amended by R.A. No. 7659, the victim’s minority must be conclusively proven through
birth  certificates,  baptismal  certificates,  school  records,  or  in  the  absence  of  such
documents, clear and credible testimonies from relatives.

### Historical Background:
This case outlines the critical balance the Philippine Supreme Court must maintain between
procedural fairness and the need for substantive justice in cases involving heinous crimes
against minors. It showcases the evolution of evidentiary standards in proving the age of
minor victims in sexual assault cases, set against a backdrop of legislative efforts to provide
them with greater protection while ensuring the due process rights of the accused.


