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FERNANDO, J.:

The difficulty that faces appellant Rodrigo Cawili, prosecuted and convicted for the crime of rape in the lower
court, arises from the coherent and straightforward story narrated by the offended party, a thirteen-year old girl,
who, while asleep in her house was taken by surprise by the accused and thus fell victim to his carnal desires.
Nonetheless, there is in the brief submitted by counsel a sustained effort to seek a reversal predicated on the
ground that an appraisal of the testimony offered by the prosecution would reveal that the constitutional
presumption of innocence had not been overcome.[1] A careful study of the records, however, discloses that the
lower court did consider carefully and meticulously the evidence of both the complainant and the accused. It was
his conclusion that there was enough proof to satisfy the requirement that guilt be shown beyond reasonable
doubt. We are not justified in viewing the matter differently. We affirm.

The victim of rape in this case is Elizabeth de Jesus, who, at the time of the commission of the offense, was
thirteen years of age. She was in the sixth grade. She began by stating that she was asleep in her house at Barrio
Almacen, Hermosa, Bataan, at about 10:00 in the evening of February 11, 1968. Then she continued: "I was
awakened by a certain weight upon my body and when I was awakened, accused Rodrigo Cawili was on top of
me and [I] felt pain in my private parts."[2] She then pushed and kicked him and shouted at the top of her voice
"Inang" (Mother).[3] Asked why she had felt such pain, she answered that his genital organ was inserted in
hers.[4] Obviously alarmed by her shout, Rodrigo Cawili released her and ran downstairs; her mother, awakened
by the shout, went to the kitchen and came back with a bolo to chase Cawili but she did not catch up with him.[5]
On cross-examination, Elizabeth de Jesus admitted that when she went to bed she had her panties on, but that
when she woke up, she noticed that not only was appellant on top of her but also that she was divested of such
garment.[6] The trial court itself did not merely accept her story. It pursued the matter further.[7] She explained
that the previous night, a Saturday, she had attended a party in Barrio Pulo, Hermosa, Bataan, one that lasted until
almost morning. All day the next day, she pressed clothes. Thus it was that on the night of February 11, 1968, she
went to bed tired and drowsy. She slept soundly. It was not unexpected then for appellant to be able to remove
such garment and for him to place himself on top of her without her immediately noticing it.[8] When the incident
happened, on February 11, 1968, the young girl's father was not at home. When he came back from work from
Subic, Zambales, on February 17, 1968, his daughter was so ashamed of what had happened to her that she did
not even tell him specifically that appellant had succeeded in having carnal knowledge of her. It was only after
she was brought to a doctor on February 19, 1968, and it was discovered that she had a swollen vulva, a swollen
urethral orifice and a ruptured hymen with two healed lacerations,[9] that she admitted to her father that appellant
succeeded in his designs. Rodrigo Cawili, a neighbor and a "compadre" of the young victim's mother, was readily
recognized by Elizabeth de Jesus because "the house was bright inside, it being lighted by a lamp, second, there
was a light on the post just opposite our house, and third, it was a moonlit night."[10] The facts narrated above
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gave rise to the charge of rape against Rodrigo Cawili.

After trial duly had, he was convicted and sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua, to indemnify the
offended party and to recognize and support the offspring, if any. The case is before us now on appeal. As noted
at the outset, the principal ground relied upon as the basis for reversal is that the constitutional presumption of
innocence had not been overcome by proof beyond reasonable doubt. While there is a recognition that the
appraisal of the lower court of the evidence offered is accorded deference and respect, it is submitted that such
finding cannot prevail in the absence of a showing that suffices to overturn what is so clearly expressed in the
fundamental law that guilt is not to be presumed.[11] As a statement of juridical norm, that is correct. This Court
has repeatedly stressed that accusation cannot be considered as synonymous with culpability, and the evidence
offered by the prosecution must meet the required standard. Only then is a conviction warranted.[12] It is on that
basis that in several recent decisions, a person accused of and sentenced for rape succeeded in obtaining a
reversal.[13] This is not, however, as already mentioned, one such case.

1. In appellant's brief, the principal authority cited in support of the plea that the constitutional presumption of
innocence had not been overcome is an excerpt from Justice Laurel's opinion in People vs. Manoji.[14] What was
conveniently left out was the opening phrase of the citation which certainly casts a different light on the matter.
Accuracy demands that this particular sentence relied upon be quoted in full: "In the light of the facts and
circumstances of record, we feel that it is better to acquit a man on reasonable doubt, even though he may in
reality be guilty, than to confine in the penitentiary for the rest of his natural life a person who may be innocent. .
.."[15] As a matter of fact, the opening sentence of that particular paragraph starts with this phrase: "Upon the
other hand, there are certain facts which if taken together are sufficient to raise in the mind of the court a grave
doubt as to the guilt of the defendant-appellant, . ."[16] In this case, on the contrary, the testimony of the offended
party, so firm and so categorical, does not give rise to any such misgivings. When put on the stand by her counsel,
she was able to narrate clearly and concisely the untoward event that befell her in the evening on question.
Afterwards, she was cross-examined intensively and exhaustively for two days.[17] Questions searching in
character but unavoidable considering the nature of the offense, quite embarrassing for a young girl of tender
years, came not only from the defense but also from the judge, desirous of ascertaining the truth and conscious of
the dire penalty that goes with conviction for this heinous crime. At one stage, her counsel had to ask the court for
a recess of five minutes as she was evidently under strain and she was feeling dizzy.[18] The court granted a
suspension of the session not for five minutes sought but for ten minutes. Moreover, right afterwards, it was
adjourned.[19] The grueling ordeal to which she was subjected continued all throughout the next day when the
hearing was resumed. Her version of what transpired came under the most rigorous scrutiny, again from both the
defense and the court itself. No contradiction was elicited although it was quite obvious that she would rather not
remember the details of that unfortunate incident. Twice the session had to be suspended because she was in
tears.[20] The second time, the court itself was moved to declare: "The witness is still crying. Let us have a
recess."[21]

2. This notwithstanding, counsel for appellant would have the temerity to assert that the testimony of complainant
was "evasive".[22] He would seek to impress on us that there was not enough evidence to warrant conviction for
the offense of rape and would imply that perhaps only trespass to dwelling was committed. Such a contention is
devoid of merit. As was stressed in People v. Baylon:[23] "The other point raised in the brief for appellant that the
crime of rape was not shown to have been committed defies rationality, let alone common sense. Time and time
again, this Court had correctly observed that no woman, especially one of tender age, would willingly expose
herself to the embarrassment of a public trial wherein she would have not only to admit but also to narrate the
violation of her person, if such indeed were not the case. Far better, it is in not a few cases to spare herself the
humiliation if there be some other way of bringing the offender to justice. Here, there was such a testimony
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coming from the offended party, firm, categorical, straightforward. . . . It is quite a strain on one's credulity to
believe that under such circumstances, the young girl's honor remained unsullied, the nefarious design,
unfulfilled. To repeat, appellant had not made out a case for a reversal."[24] The succeeding paragraph in the
opinion therein rendered likewise deserves mention: "Nor is this all. As was noted in a recent case, People vs.
Molina, it is manifest in the decisions of this Court that where the offended parties are young and immature girls
like the victim in this case, there is a marked receptivity on its part to lend credence to their version of what
transpired. It is not to be wondered at. The state, as parens patriae, is under the obligation to minimize the risk of
harm to those, who, because of their minority, are as yet unable to take care of themselves fully. Those of tender
years deserve its utmost protection. Moreover, the injury in cases of rape is not inflicted on the unfortunate victim
alone. The consternation it causes her family must also be taken into account. It may reflect a failure to abide by
the announced concern in the fundamental law for such institution. There is all the more reason then for the
rigorous application of the penal law with its severe penalty for this offense, whenever warranted."[25]

3. There is one other matter equally deserving of attention. Counsel for appellant did not even mention the defense
offered by his client. It is understandable why. In the statement of the accused taken before Corporal Cipriano
Vistan[26] and subscribed before the Municipal Judge Bernabe T. Penaflor of Hermosa, Bataan, he admitted
having entered the house of complainant with the explanation that he made a mistake due to his being in a state of
intoxication, but denied having done anything reprehensible. At the trial, he had another version. He would rely
on alibi. This is how the lower court disposed of the matter: "The defense interposed by the accused is alibi. His
testimony is to the effect that starting from 9:00 o'clock in the evening of February 11, 1968, he was in his house
at Almacen, Hermosa, Bataan, asleep with his wife and child. He asserts that the filing of the instant criminal
charge against him was ill-motivated, because his wife and the spouses Dominador de Jesus and Rufina Santos
had a misunderstanding; that the spouses used to buy goods on credit from their store and failed to pay their
account; that prior to February 11, 1968, the spouses tried to get some more goods on credit which he refused,
because the old debt was not paid; that because of the incident, the spouses went to the extent of approaching
Nicanor Sioson, the owner of the lot where his store is erected for the purpose of having him ejected from
Sioson's lot. The accused further testified that he was forced to give his statement, Exhibit C, and had to sign it
because he was mauled. He showed a scar on the upper left eyebrow; and [said] that he signed his statement not
before the subscribing officer, Municipal Judge Penaflor, but in jail. The defense deserves no serious
consideration. The accused could not produce any one of the persons he mentioned . . . to corroborate his
testimony. His claim that his sworn statement, Exhibit C, was forcibly taken out of him as evidenced by his
swollen left eyebrow, was belied both by Pat. Conrado Alvaro of the Hermosa Police Force, who fetched the
accused from his house to the Municipal Building for investigation, and by P.C. Sgt. Cipriano Vistan. Pat. Alvaro
testified that when he made a preliminary inquiry, the accused admitted to him having entered the house of
Dominador de Jesus on the night in question because he was drunk. Pat. Alvaro denied having mauled the
accused. Likewise Sgt. Vistan declared that in the course of his investigation, the accused revealed to him that he
(accused) was boxed by Dominador de Jesus, father' of the complainant, [thus explaining] the swollen face and
cut on the upper left eyebrow."[27] What had been stated earlier as to the ordeal undergone by the offended party
when she was placed on the stand to give her credible and competent testimony with a clear identification of the
accused would serve to bolster further the characterization of his defense as undeserving of serious consideration.
Moreover, there is this excerpt from the recent decision of People vs. Cudalina:[28] "It suffices to state that this
Court when confronted with the defense of alibi in rape cases has invariably found it unconvincing and
unsatisfactory."[29]

WHEREFORE, the appealed decision of March 31, 1969 by the then Judge Tito V. Tizon of the Court of First
Instance of Bataan is affirmed. Costs against appellant.
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Barredo, Antonio, Aquino, and Concepcion, Jr., JJ., concur.
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