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**Title:** Conrado Bunag Jr. v. Zenaida B. Cirilo (286 PHIL. 563)

**Facts:**
– *September 8, 1973:* Zenaida B. Cirilo (“Cirilo”) and Conrado Bunag, Jr. (“Bunag Jr.”)
were  sweethearts  who  had  recently  quarreled.  Bunag  Jr.,  with  a  male  companion,
encountered Cirilo near the San Juan de Dios Hospital and offered to take her for a snack to
discuss their issues. Trusting his sincerity, she agreed and entered their vehicle.
– *Deviation and Forcible Abduction:* Instead of heading to their intended restaurant, the
car deviated towards a motel. Despite Cirilo’s protests, she was threatened and ultimately
forced into the motel, where Bunag Jr. raped her.
–  *Post-Rape Actions:*  Bunag Jr.  took Cirilo  to  his  grandmother’s  house in  Las Piñas,
promising marriage. On September 10, 1973, the couple applied for a marriage license.
They lived together for 21 days until September 29, 1973.
– *October 1, 1973:* Bunag Jr. withdrew his marriage license application and abandoned
Cirilo, forcing her to return to her parent’s house.
– *Civil Suit:* Cirilo initiated a damages case against Bunag Jr. and his father, Conrado
Bunag, Sr.,  for breach of promise to marry. The Regional Trial  Court found for Cirilo,
awarding her moral, exemplary, and temperate damages.

**Issues:**
1. Whether there was a forcible abduction and rape versus an act of simple elopement.
2. Whether the promise to marry and subsequent failure provided grounds for the awarded
damages.

**Court’s Decision:**
– **Issue 1: Forcible Abduction and Rape vs. Simple Elopement**
– The Supreme Court sided with the lower courts’ findings that Cirilo was forcibly abducted
and raped, based on testimonial and documentary evidence. Despite Bunag Jr.’s claims of
consensual  elopement,  both  courts  found  that  the  evidence  overwhelmingly  supported
Cirilo’s version of events.
– The Court maintained that findings of  fact by the Court of  Appeals are binding and
conclusive, reaffirming the trial court’s credibility assessments of testimonies and overall
evidence.

– **Issue 2: Grounds for Damages**
– The Supreme Court rejected Bunag Jr.’s argument that the case revolves solely around a
breach of promise to marry, emphasizing that damages were awarded due to the moral
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wrong in the form of forcible abduction and rape.
– The Court upheld the moral and exemplary damages given the gravity of the moral and
criminal misconduct.
–  The  previous  dismissal  of  criminal  charges  by  the  Pasay  City  Fiscal’s  Office  was
considered insufficient to impact the civil  case,  reiterating that civil  actions can stand
independently based on preponderance of evidence, as opposed to the higher threshold of
beyond reasonable doubt in criminal cases.

**Doctrine:**
– **Article 21 of the Civil Code:** Provides remedies for acts that are contrary to morals,
good customs, or public policy.
–  **Forcible Abduction and Rape:** Civil  liability  can be pursued independently of  the
outcome in criminal courts, and preponderance of evidence is sufficient in civil cases.

**Class Notes:**
– **Key Concepts:**
– **Forcible Abduction with Rape:** Elements include the use of force or intimidation to
carry the victim to another place for sexual intercourse.
– **Moral Damages:** Awarded under Article 2219 of the Civil Code for acts contrary to
morals or public policy.
–  **Civil  Liability:**  Exists  alongside  criminal  liability;  civil  actions  may  proceed  even
without a corresponding criminal conviction.
– **Article 21, Civil Code:** Ensures remedy for violations of moral and legal obligations.

– **Statutory Provisions:**
– **Article 2219 (3 and 10), Civil Code:** specifics on moral damages in cases of seduction,
abduction, and those contrary to morals.
– **Article 21, Civil Code:** Remedy for moral wrongs not specifically covered by other
statutes.
– **Articles 2229 and 2234, Civil Code:** Basis for awarding exemplary damages.

**Historical Background:**
–  **Context:**  The  case  took  place  in  the  1970s,  an  era  still  heavily  influenced  by
conservative Filipino cultural values regarding marriage, honor, and sexual conduct. The
sensitivity surrounding sexual crimes and the societal importance placed on a woman’s
honor shaped the court’s approach to damages in cases of moral wrongdoing.
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This case highlights the importance of both protecting individuals from moral and legal
wrongs and setting precedents that offer remedies for injuries that might not be explicitly
covered by legislation, emphasizing the dynamic nature of Philippine civil law to provide
justice.


