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QUISUMBING, J.:

On appeal is the decision rendered on December 18, 1997 by the Regional Trial Court of Naga City, Branch 24, in
Criminal Case No. 95-6022, finding accused-appellant Joel De Guzman y San Juan guilty of rape and sentencing
him to reclusion perpetua.

In an information dated October 16, 1995, Assistant Provincial Prosecutor Jose Dy charged appellant with the
crime of rape, allegedly committed as follows:

The undersigned 4th Assistant Provincial Prosecutor of Camarines Sur, upon a sworn complaint originally
filed by Corazon Deliso y Reyes accuses JOEL DE GUZMAN y SAN JUAN of Sitio San Vicente, Barangay
Caranan, Pasacao, Camarines Sur, of the crime of RAPE, defined and penalized under Article 335 of the
Revised Penal Code, as amended, committed as follows:

That on or about the 2nd day of August, 1995 at about 11:00 o'clock in the evening at Sitio San Vicente,
Barangay Caranan, Municipality of Pasacao, Province of Camarines Sur, Philippines and within the
jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the above-named accused while armed with a small bolo with lewd and
unchaste designs and by means of force and intimidation, unlawfully and feloniously did lie and succeed in
having carnal knowledge of Corazon Deliso y Reyes against her will and to her damage and prejudice.

ACTS CONTRARY TO LAW.[1]

Upon arraignment, appellant, assisted by counsel, entered a plea of not guilty.[2] Thereafter, trial on the merits
ensued. The trial court rendered judgment, disposing thus:

WHEREFORE, it having been established by the prosecution beyond reasonable doubt that the crime of rape
was committed by the accused, Joel de Guzman is hereby found guilty of Rape. The rape having been
committed on August 2, 1995, the penalty therefor is that provided under Republic Act No. 765[9] which is
reclusion perpetua to death. There being no aggravating circumstance attendant to the crime, Joel de Guzman
is hereby sentenced to reclusion perpetua, to indemnify the private complainant Corazon Deliso in the amount
of Fifty Thousand (P50,000.00) Pesos and to pay the costs.[3]

Private complainant narrated that on August 2, 1995, at around eleven o'clock in the evening, she was sleeping
beside her three-year old son in her house in San Vicente, Caranan, Pasacao, Camarines Sur. At that time, her
husband, Roberto Deliso, was away working as lumberman in Macad, Pasacao, Camarines Sur. He goes home
only after his work is finished, usually after several days.

Private complainant was awakened when she felt that there was someone on her left side. She arose and sat up in
bed. The person covered her mouth. When she turned to her right, she recognized him to be appellant Joel De
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Guzman, a cousin of her husband. She removed his hands from her mouth and attempted to shout but he warned
her "Do not shout, Manay Cora." Then he poked a knife on her neck. She pleaded for mercy and told appellant
"It's wrong. I respect you so you respect me too as I respect your mother." Yet, appellant told her to accede to his
wish because he had long been looking for an outlet of his sexual urge. She noticed that he was drunk and naked
from his waist down. He pushed her down on the bed, laid on top of her and removed her pajama pants including
her panty. Then he inserted his organ into her vagina and made push and pull movements. Afterwards, appellant
removed his organ from hers and stood up. He then warned private complainant not to report the matter to
anyone. As she promised not to report the incident to anyone, appellant went away. Private complainant wrapped
her son in a blanket and ran towards the house of Herminia Pellejera, the grandmother of her husband.[4]

In her testimony, Herminia declared that private complainant was crying when the latter arrived at her house.
Then, private complainant told her what happened. At first she got angry with private complainant for not
shouting. Private complainant explained that she could not because appellant had a knife poked on her neck and
threatened to kill her and her child. Herminia immediately went to the house of appellant's mother. She asked for
the whereabout of appellant. Appellant's mother told her that appellant was around. However, when Herminia
looked for appellant, he was not there. So Herminia told appellant's mother, "Do not bear any grudge against me
for whatever may happen to Joel because he raped Corazon." [5]

The following morning, private complainant, accompanied by her mother-in-law, reported the incident to the
barangay tanod and then to the local police. Appellant was apprehended by the barangay tanod at Macad, Pasacao,
Camarines Sur and then brought to the police station where he was detained. Thereafter, appellant was transferred
to the custody of the Provincial Warden, Tinangis Penal Farm, Pili, Camarines Sur.[6] Meanwhile, private
complainant submitted herself for physical and internal examination. Dr. Melchor Baesa, Municipal Health
Officer of Pasacao, attested to the presence of spermatozoa on the victim's vaginal canal.[7] Afterwards, private
complainant filed a complaint for rape against appellant.[8]

In his defense, appellant admitted his presence at the residence of the victim on the date and time of the incident.
He said that he went there at around 10:30 P.M. and stayed there for an hour. However, appellant stated that he
was there because he and private complainant talked about the fate of their illicit relationship. He declared that he
and private complainant were lovers and they have engaged in sexual intercourse many times during their
six-month affair. According to appellant, this fact is known only to his Manoy Pantoy (Pancho Latuza). The night
of the alleged rape, private complainant told appellant that she was ready to leave her husband to go with him.
But, appellant rebuffed her as he informed private complainant of his plan to go to Manila. At this juncture,
private complainant allegedly told him that if he left she would charge him with rape. After that, appellant left
private complainant's house and went home.[9]

To bolster his defense, appellant presented Bong Barro, then a detainee at Tinangis Penal Farm. Barro testified
that he knew of the illicit relationship, and witnessed a year earlier the two holding hands at the corner of
appellant's store, partly hidden from view. Again on August 2, 1995, at about 8:00 P.M. while watching television
at appellant's place, appellant told him he was going to the house of private complainant.[10]

Finding the trial court's evidence strong and convincing, appellant, as earlier stated was found guilty as charged.
Insisting on his innocence, appellant filed his notice of appeal.[11]

Appellant now avers in his lone assignment of error that:

THE COURT A QUO GRAVELY ERRED IN FINDING THAT THE GUILT OF THE
ACCUSED-APPELLANT FOR THE CRIME CHARGED HAS BEEN PROVEN BEYOND REASONABLE
DOUBT.[12]
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The issue now for resolution is whether or not the trial court erred in giving credence to the testimony of the
victim.

In casting doubt on the testimony of private complainant, appellant contends that his carnal knowledge of private
complainant was with the latter's consent. He claims private complainant did not resist the alleged sexual assault.
She made no outcry, nor sustain injuries nor was any part of her apparel torn. Appellant also points to some
irreconcilable and unexplained contradictions in the testimony of private complainant.[13]

To begin with, appellant's claim that their sexual intercourse was consensual is concoction born out of
desperation. It is true that this Court has sustained the defense of consensual sex in a number of rape cases.[14] It
is to be noted, however, that in these cases, evidence like love notes, mementos and witnesses attesting to a
consensual relationship were presented. Here, other than appellant's story he only had a fellow detainee to
corroborate his tale. Ironically, his fellow detainee, Barro, contradicted him on major details. While appellant
stated that his affair with private complainant lasted for half a year, Barro testified that he came to know about it a
year before the incident occurred. Appellant said that he went to private complainant's house at 10:30 P.M.. Yet,
Barro testified that appellant went to private complainant's place, which is ten meters away, at 8:00 P.M..

Appellant did mention a certain Pancho Latuza who knew of the alleged illicit affair. But, Pancho did not testify
in court.

Appellant would like us to believe that the charge was merely fabricated because he did not accede to private
complainant's desire to be with him. Private complainant's reaction belies appellant's story. That private
complainant immediately sought the help of Herminia, the barangay tanod and the police after what happened
adds credence to her story. Not to be overlooked is the fact that afterwards, she submitted herself to a physical and
medical examination. A woman would think twice before she concocts a story of rape unless she is motivated by a
potent desire to seek justice for the wrong committed against her. More so if she is a married woman whose
family honor is at stake.

We also note that the records show that private complainant cried during her direct examination. The cry of the
victim during her testimony bolster the credibility of the rape charge with the verity born out of human nature and
experience.[15] Although there are some inconsistencies in private complainant's testimony, they are minor. They
do not affect the credibility of the victim. On the contrary, they should be taken as indicia of truth rather than
badges of falsehood for they erase any suspicion of a rehearsed testimony. After her traumatic experience, we do
not expect private complainant to remember every ugly detail of the sexual assault.[16] What is significant is that
she was clear and consistent in asserting that appellant had threatened and raped her. Thus, we see no reason to
doubt private complainant's story. There is nothing to show that private complainant was actuated by ill motive to
implicate appellant in the commission of the crime. The logical conclusion is that no such improper motive exists
and the testimony of private complainant is worthy of full faith and credit.

Rape is committed by having carnal knowledge of a woman, using force or intimidation, such as the fear caused
by threatening a woman with a knife.[17] The law does not impose a burden on the rape victim to prove resistance
when the culprit employed intimidation, as in this case. Accordingly, private complainant's lack of stiff resistance
cannot be taken against her. She was terrified because appellant poked his knife on her neck and threatened to kill
her and her son in order to sate his lust.

Similarly, private complainant should not be blamed for not screaming. Her silence is not unnatural. There is no
standard form of behavior when one is confronted by a shocking incident especially if the assailant is physically
near. Some may shout, some may faint, some may be shocked into insensibility.[18] On her part, private
complainant was cowed into silence because of the threat on her and her son.
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Likewise, appellant's proposition that there was no force or intimidation because private complainant did not
suffer injuries and her clothes were not torn is preposterous, to say the least. The absence of external signs of
physical injuries does not prove that rape was not committed, for proof thereof is not an essential element of the
crime of rape. What is imperative is for the prosecution to prove that force or intimidation was actually employed
by the accused upon his victim to achieve his end.[19]

Under our penal law, whenever the crime of rape is committed with the use of a deadly weapon, such as the knife
used by appellant,[20] the penalty shall be reclusion perpetua to death, a penalty composed of two indivisible
penalties. In all cases in which the law prescribes a penalty composed of two indivisible penalties, where no
aggravating nor mitigating circumstance is proved sufficiently, the lesser penalty shall be imposed. Accordingly,
we find the penalty of reclusion perpetua imposed by the trial court in order. However, in addition to the civil
indemnity of P50,000.00 it imposed, the victim should be awarded the amount of P50,000.00 as moral damages
without need of additional proof in accordance with prevailing jurisprudence.[21]

WHEREFORE, the judgment of the lower court convicting appellant JOEL DE GUZMAN Y SAN JUAN of rape
and imposing on him the penalty of reclusion perpetua is AFFIRMED with MODIFICATION as to damages.
Together with the civil indemnity of P50,000.00, he is further ordered to pay complainant, Corazon Deliso,
P50,000.00 as moral damages. Costs against appellant.

SO ORDERED.

Bellosillo, (Chairman), Mendoza, Buena, and De Leon, Jr., JJ., concur.

[1] Rollo, p. 7.

[2] RTC Records, p. 29.

[3] Rollo, pp. 16-17.

[4] TSN, July 19, 1996, pp. 3-14.

[5] TSN, July 29, 1996, pp. 18-25.

[6] RTC Records, p. 12.

[7] TSN, July 29, 1996, pp. 6-7.

[8] RTC Records, p. 3.

[9] TSN, December 16, 1996, pp. 2-7.

[10] TSN, April 28, 1997, pp. 4-7.

[11] Rollo, p. 18.

[12] Id. at 35.

[13] Id. at 39-40.

[14] People vs. Bayron, 313 SCRA 727, 734 (1999) citing People vs. Domogoy, 305 SCRA 75 (1999); People vs.
Salem, 280 SCRA 841 (1997); People vs. Godoy, 250 SCRA 676 (1995); People vs. Gabilan, 115 SCRA 1
(1982); People vs. Castro, 58 SCRA 473 (1974).

[15] People vs. Joya, 227 SCRA 9, 20 (1993).

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 132071. October 16, 2000

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 6

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



[16] People vs. Rabosa, 339 Phil. 339, 346 (1997).

[17] People vs. Gecomo, 254 SCRA 82, 104 (1996).

[18] People vs. Silvano, 309 SCRA 362, 392 (1999).

[19] People vs. Patriarca, G.R. No. 132748, November 24, 1999, p. 7.

[20] People vs. Alquizalas, 305 SCRA 367, 378 (1999).

[21] People vs. Prades, 293 SCRA 411, 431 (1998).

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 132071. October 16, 2000

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 5 of 6

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for everyone.
More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came from it.

Audio case-brief lectures.
Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.
Complete, sequenced courses for all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full law-school curriculum.
One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock exams that tell you where you stand.
Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keeps you on pace.
Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org
The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 132071. October 16, 2000

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

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


