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PUNO, J.:

Thisis an appeal from the Decision of the Regional Trial Court of Naga City convicting accused-appellant of the
crime of rape and sentencing him to reclusion perpetua and to pay private complainant the sum of P50,000.00 as
moral damages, P10,000.00 as attorney's fees, plus costs.[1]

Accused-appellant Benjamin Barrias was charged before the Regional Trial Court of Naga City with the crime of
rape alegedly committed against private complainant Rosalinda Guerrero on April 27, 1995. The Information
dated October 31, 1995 alleged:

"That on or about April 27, 1995, in the City of Naga, Philippines, and within the Jurisdiction of this
Honorable Court, the above-named accused, by means of force and intimidation with lewd design, did then and
there, willfully, unlawfully and feloniously have sexual intercourse with private complainant, ROSALINDA
GUERRERO y ORTIZ, a minor, 15 years old, against her will and without her consent, to her damage and
prejudice.

That as aresult thereof, private complainant is now six (6) months pregnant.
CONTRARY TO LAW."[2]
The prosecution proved the following facts:

On April 27, 1995, around 9:00 o'clock in the morning, private complainant who was then 15 years of age[3] went
to the residence of accused-appellant in Barangay Concepcion Grande, Naga City to buy some indian mangoes
which she would in turn sell for profit. She called on the occupants of the house four times before
accused-appellant came out through the kitchen door. She told him that she wanted to buy some mangoes.
Accused-appellant, armed with a bolo, held her left wrist and dragged her into the house. Private complainant
tried to resist by moving her body toward the opposite direction and by holding on to a piece of bamboo by the
door. But he prevailed upon her and successfully dragged her to the room near the kitchen. Upon reaching the
room, accused-appellant pushed private complainant. She fell and hit her forehead on the floor, causing her to feel
dizzy. Accused-appellant threw the bolo on the table in the kitchen. He then drew a fan knife from his pocket and
walked toward private complainant. He warned her not to make any noise, otherwise, he would kill her. With the
knife in his left hand, accused-appellant started undressing private complainant using his right hand. He removed
her short pants and underwear. Thereafter, he took off his short pants and briefs. Accused-appellant mounted
private complainant and pressed her legs with his knees to prevent her from moving. He poked the knife on her
chest, above her left breast. Using his knees, accused-appellant forcibly spread the legs of private complainant. He
then held his penis and inserted it into her vagina. Private complainant felt pain. Accused-appellant made a push
and pull movement. She cried because of severe pain. After satisfying his lust, accused-appellant stood up and
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wiped his organ with his shirt. Private complainant saw blood and felt pain in her vagina. She, nevertheless,
managed to get up and flee. She took her short pants and underwear and ran to a grassy area and there put on her
lower garments. Accused-appellant tried to pursue her but he was not able to catch up with her.[4]

Private complainant proceeded to the house of her aunt, Lourdes Nidea, where she was staying. When she reached
the house, she went straight to the bathroom to wash herself. She also washed her short pants and underwear
which were smeared with blood. Private complainant changed her clothes and went to bed. She slept until 6:00
o'clock in the evening because her body was aching. Private complainant did not tell her aunt about the sexual
assault because she was afraid that accused-appellant might carry out his threat to kill her if she reports the
incident to her relatives.[5] But accused-appellant's evil deed could not remain hidden forever. Because of the
rape, private complainant became pregnant. In August 1995, L ourdes Nidea noticed that private complainant was
getting plump and her abdomen was growing bigger. Lourdes confronted her and asked her if she had a problem.
Fearful of accused-appellant's threat, private complainant replied in the negative. Lourdes brought private
complainant to her grandmother, Flora Cortez, and asked the latter to talk to her. Private complainant revealed to
her grandmother that accused-appellant had raped her.[6]

Flora accompanied private complainant to the police authorities to report the rape. Then they went to the Naga
City Hospital to have private complainant physically examined.[7] Dr. Joel Jurado conducted a physical
examination of private complainant on September 6, 1995. He made the following findings:

"The following lesions/ findings were noted:

- Pubic Hairs - Scanty

- Hymen - Laceration at 4 o'clock and 5 o'clock position.

- Uterine fundus - Two (2) fingers breaths below umbilicus.
- Breasts plus fullness.

- Last menstrual period - April 1995."[8]

Private complainant filed a complaint against accused-appellant for rape at the Office of the City Prosecutor.[9]
After the filing of the complaint, in September 1995, accused-appellant went to the house of Lourdes Nidea and
reguested them to withdraw the case against him. He promised to support private complainant, to give them five
(5) cavans of palay every harvest, and to make improvements in the house of Flora Cortez. He pledged to give
P2,000.00 every month to private complainant. Lourdes informed Flora about the offer of accused-appellant but
Flora said that they would not withdraw the case.[10]

Private complainant gave birth to a baby boy named Marvin Cortez Guerrero on January 9, 1996.[11] He,
however, died on April 8, 1997 due to acute bronchopneumonia.[12]

The defense denied the charge filed against accused-appellant. Accused-appellant testified that in the morning of
April 27, 1995, private complainant went to his house to ask for some indian mangoes. He alowed her to pick
some mangoes from the trees in his backyard. Private complainant got ten mangoes and placed them in her
pocket. Thereafter, she left. Around 3:00 o'clock in the afternoon of the same day, private complainant came to
him to borrow P500.00 to be used for their excursion in Pasacao. Accused-appellant did not give her the money at
that time but told her to meet with him at the house of his daughter, Eva, where he would hand to her the
money.[13] Accused-appellant denied having carnal knowledge of private complainant.[14] He claimed that
private complainant might have filed the case against him to evade payment of the debt of her grandmother in the
amount of P1,000.00, as well as those of her other relatives.[15]

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 6
Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 133605. June 28, 2001

The trial court gave credence to the evidence of the prosecution and convicted accused-appellant of the crime of
rape. The dispositive portion of the Judgment reads:

"WHEREFORE, the prosecution having proved beyond reasonable doubt the guilt of the accused Benjamin
Barrias of the crime of rape of which he is presently charged, judgment is hereby rendered whereby the
accused is sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua; to pay private complainant the sum of FIFTY
THOUSAND (P50,000.00) PESOS as mora damages; TEN THOUSAND (P10,000.00) PESOS for attorney's
fees; and to pay the costs.

SO ORDERED."[16]

Accused-appellant filed a notice of appeal from the Judgment of the trial court.[17] He raised the sole assignment
of error in the appeal:

"The court a quo erred in finding accused-appellant guilty of the crime of rape by totally disregarding his
evidence, the law and existing jurisprudence.”[18]

In his Brief, accused-appellant cites the four-month delay in the filing of the complaint with the Prosecutor's
Office, and some inconsistencies and alleged improbabilities in the narration of private complainant to discredit
her testimony. He contends that it is unnatural for a woman not to make an outcry during the sexual assault to
protest the advances of the offender; that it isimpossible for a male organ to penetrate the organ of avirgin female
without the man using his fingers to guide his organ into the woman's private part; and that it is unbelievable that
private complainant was overpowered by accused-appellant who was only of dlight built and height and was
aready sixty years old at the time of the alleged rape.

The appeal is without merit.

Time and again we have ruled that factual findings of the trial court deserve the highest respect absent any
showing that the trial judge overlooked, misunderstood or misapplied some facts or circumstances of weight
which would affect the result of the case or that the judge acted arbitrarily. Thisis based on the fact that the trial
judge is in the best position to assess the credibility of the witnesses who appeared before his sala as he had
personally heard them and observed their deportment and manner of testifying during the trial.[19] In the case at
bar, we perceive no error in the assessment by the trial court of the evidence presented by the parties. The
inconsistencies and alleged improbabilities in the testimony of private complainant pointed out by
accused-appellant refer only to trivial matters which do not affect the credibility of her testimony. We in fact
observe, after a careful study of the records, that private complainant narrated the story of her defilement with
clear details. That kind of narration can only be done by someone who has actually undergone such harrowing
experience.[20] Furthermore, no improper motive has been ascribed to private complainant to move her to falsely
charge accused-appellant with a very serious offense such as rape. It is highly incredible that private complainant
would fabricate a tale of defloration and expose herself to public scandal and humiliation only to avoid payment
of the P1,000.00 debt of her grandmother and of her other relatives. A grandmother who cares about her
grandchild would not allow the latter to go through the trauma of physical examination and trial if it were not true
that she has been raped. Moreover, it has been shown that after the filing of the complaint, accused-appellant
approached the aunt of private complainant and pleaded with them to withdraw the case in exchange for some
material benefit. Such act amounts to an offer of compromise which may be construed as an implied admission of
guilt.[21]

Contrary to the assertion of accused-appellant, the four-month delay in the filing of a formal charge does not
diminish the veracity of private complainant's testimony. We have held that many victims of rape never complain
or file criminal charges against the rapist for they prefer to silently bear the ignominy and pain rather than revea
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their shame to the world or risk the offender's ire and drive him to carry out his threats.[22] Private complainant in
this case chose to conceal even from her family what accused-appellant had done to her because she was afraid
that he might make good his threat to kill her if she tells anybody about the incident. She, however, could not hide
her pregnancy which resulted from the rape. Thus, she was compelled to reveal the incident to her grandmother
four months later. It was only at that time, with the support of her grandmother, that private complainant gained
the courage to seek redress for the violation on her person.

Hence, we find that the trial court did not err in convicting accused-appellant of the crime of rape and sentencing
him to reclusion perpetua and ordering him to pay moral damages to private complainant. The trial court,
however, failed to award civil indemnity to private complainant. The civil indemnity awarded to rape victims is
separate and distinct from moral damages. The award of civil indemnity of P50,000.00 is mandatory upon the
finding of the fact of rape.[23]

IN VIEW WHEREOF, the appea is DISMISSED. The appeaed Judgment of the Regional Trial Court of Naga
City ishereby AFFIRMED. Accused-appellant is further ordered to pay private complainant the amount of FIFTY
THOUSAND PESOS (P50,000.00) as CIVIL INDEMNITY in addition to the moral damages awarded by the trial
court.

SO ORDERED.

Davide, Jr., C.J., (Chairman), Kapunan, and Pardo, JJ., concur.
Y nares-Santiago, J., on official business.
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