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PERALTA, J.:

This is an appeal from the May 22, 2015 Decision[1] of the Court of Appeals (CA) in CA-G.R. CR-HC No.
05269, which affirmed with modification the February 8, 2010 Decision[2] of the Regional Trial Court (RTC),
Branch 254, Las Piñas City, finding accused-appellant Armando Labraque a.k.a. "Arman" (Arman) guilty beyond
reasonable doubt of the crime of rape[3] committed against AAA, a minor victim.

The Information dated January 28, 2008 alleged:

That on or about the 26[th] day of January, 2008, in the City of Las Piñas, Philippines and within the
jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the above-named accused with lewd designs, did then and there willfully,
unlawfully and feloniously had carnal knowledge with one [AAA], a twelve (12)-year-old minor, through
force, threat or intimidation, against her will and consent by twisting her arms and subjecting her to child abuse
thereby debasing, demeaning and degrading her intrinsic worth and dignity as a human being[4]

In his arraignment, Arman pleaded "Not Guilty."[5] Trial ensued while he was under detention[6]

The prosecution presented five witnesses: AAA, her mother BBB, barangay tanods Edvic Ballescas and Felix
Juera, case investigator PO1 Rhona Mea Padojinog, and medico-legal officer Dr. Jesille Baluyut. Only Arman
testified for the defense.

AAA testified that she was raped ("kinantot") by their neighbor Arman on January 26, 2008. She was sitting in a
tricycle at the time when Arman approached her and inquired what her problem was. He then asked her to come
with him to a place where she would sweep the floor. She agreed. When they arrived at the second floor of a
building, he undressed himself and compelled her to remove her garments. Afraid since he was drunk, she did not
oppose. He directed her to lie down on the floor and placed himself on top of her while he held her hands. He
asked if he could sell her body ("kung puwede bang ibenta ang katawan ko"), but she remained silent. He then
forcibly inserted his penis into her vagina ("Ipinasok po niya iyong tite niya sa belat ko. Pilit niyang pinasok").
She shouted "saklolo " as she felt the pain in her bleeding vagina. However, an old woman vending at the ground
floor exclaimed "wag kaming maingay kasi nakakabulabog kami. " Moreover, Arman told her to shut up,
otherwise, papers would be placed inside her mouth. After accomplishing the deed, he directed her to put on her
clothes. He also got dressed and uttered "ang sarap." When she urinated at the comfort room of the second floor,
she noticed blood stains in her underwear. After he left, she hurriedly went to her house and reported the incident
to BBB. When her parents discussed whether to put Arman in jail, her father asserted, "Ipakulong natin yan.
Sinira niya ang kinabukasan ng anak natin. "

In her testimony before the court, BBB declared that AAA is her 14-year-old daughter and that, as proven by her
birth certificate, she was 12 years old when Arman raped her. Around 12:00 p.m. on January 26, 2008, she was at
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home when AAA asked for her permission to watch television at a neighbor's house. When she returned by 3:00
p.m., she went straight to the comfort room. There was dust on her elbow and she was crying. When probed, AAA
surprisingly disclosed, "kinantot ako ng Tito ni Dave " at the second floor of an unfinished house near the
Christian Habitat. The next day, she went to the barangay hall to report the incident. Subsequently, she and the
barangay tanods proceeded to the house of Dave where they found Arman. Based on what AAA told her, she
pointed at him as the person who molested her daughter.

Ballescas testified that while he was on duty as a barangay tanod of Talon Uno, Las Piñas, BBB came to their
office on January 27, 2008 to inform that AAA was sexually abused by Arman. A report was prepared and
entered into the blotter book. Acting upon the order of the desk officer who conducted the inquiry, he, together
with BBB and Juera, proceeded to Arman's residence to invite him for some questioning. Arman went with them
to the barangay hall, where he was pointed by AAA as the one who raped her. In the presence of AAA, BBB,
Ballescas, and Juera, he admitted the accusation claiming "opo, isang beses ko long po ginalaw. " Thereafter, he
was brought to the district hospital to secure a medical certificate and then to the police station for investigation.

The prosecution and the defense agreed to stipulate on the supposed testimony of Juera, to wit:

1. That he is a Barangay Tanod and will corroborate the testimony of Barangay Tanod Edvic Ballescas;
2. That sometime on January 27, 2008 at around 5:30 in the afternoon, their office received an information that
accused herein sexually abused private complainant [xxx] and pursuant to said information, he, together with
Barangay Tanod Ballescas, went to the house of the accused and invited him to their office and upon arrival to
their office, he admitted that he sexually molested the private complainant;
3. That he can identify the Salaysay ng Pagkahuli that he prepared as well as his signature affixed therein; and
4. That he has no personal knowledge on the alleged facts and circumstances surrounding the commission of
the offense charged.[7]

Likewise, the testimony of PO1 Padojinog was dispensed with after the prosecution offered and the defense
admitted on the following stipulation of facts:

1. that she is a police officer assigned at the Women & Children Protection Desk, Las Piñas City Police
Station;
2. that on January 27, 2008 she conducted an investigation and the result of which was reduced into writing;
3. that she could identify the Investigation Report (Exh. "G") she prepared and her signature (Exh. "G-1"); and
4. that she has no personal knowledge on the actual alleged incident.[8]

PCI Baluyut, the Medico-Legal Officer of the Philippine National Police (PNP) Crime Laboratory in Camp
Crame, Quezon City, was the one who conducted the genital examination of AAA pursuant to the request, dated
January 27, 2008, issued by the Officer-in-Charge of the Women's Desk of Las Piñas City Police Station. As
shown in her report, she noted the presence in AAA's hymen of a deep-healed laceration or tearing of the mucosa
at 4 o'clock position, which was usually caused by a blunt force or penetrating trauma such as an erect penis.
During her interview with AAA, the latter admitted that there was a penile penetration of her vagina. However, it
was concluded that "there are no external signs of application of any form of trauma," i.e., no external injuries like
contusions or bruises, suffered by AAA.

On the other hand, Arman testified that he was 45 years old, single, and a fisherman residing in Yablong
(Jiabong), Samar. In January 2008, he went to Las Piñas, together with his aunt Josie Hernandez, in order to see
his sister Argene. He stayed with his cousins only for three days and there was no occasion that he got out of the
house. He denied the allegations of AAA. He does not know her or a nephew by the name of Dave or a place
called Christian Habitat. The first time he saw AAA was when she was at the videoke bar watching those who
were singing. He was at the side of a street when he was arrested on a Sunday sometime in 2008. He did not know
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the persons who arrested him and they did not tell him why he was being apprehended. He did not talk to them
and ask the reason therefor. At the police station, he was informed that somebody filed a complaint for rape
against him. He was brought to the hospital where he was subjected to medical examination. After that, he was
delivered to the Las Piñas City Prosecutor's Office for inquest proceedings.

On February 8, 2010, Arman was convicted by the RTC. The fallo of the Decision reads:

WHEREFORE, finding accused ARMANDO LABRAQUE a.k.a. "ARMAN" GUILTY beyond reasonable
doubt of the crime of Rape, as defined and penalized under Art. 266-A, paragraph 1 of the Revised Penal
Code, as amended by R.A. 8353 in relation to Sec. 5 (b) R.A. 7610, the Court hereby sentences him to suffer
the penalty of RECLUSION PERPETUA, and to pay the private complainant, AAA, the amount of P75,000.00
as civil liability; P75,000.00 as moral damages; P50,000.00 as exemplary damages, and to pay the costs.

SO ORDERED.[9]

For the trial court, AAA's narration of the sexual abuse committed by Arman was reflective of an honest and
unrehearsed testimony, devoid of any hint of falsity or attempt to fabricate. Her simple and direct manner of
describing her ordeal, which was corroborated by the police records and the testimony of the medico-legal officer,
was a sign of truthfulness. The pattern of her behavior after the sexual assault was indicative of her resistance to
Arman's monstrous acts and the steps she took were but a natural reaction of a rape victim. Her claim of sexual
violence is more credible and real, because it is in accord with human experience. On the contrary, Arman's denial
that he does not know AAA deserves scant consideration because the latter stated that she knew him and that his
denial was not supported by any other evidence.

When the case was elevated to the CA, the appeal was dismissed. The judgment of conviction was sustained
because the prosecution was able to establish that Arman had carnal knowledge with AAA against her will
through force and intimidation. In reminding that there is no one standard reaction that could be expected from a
rape victim, the appellate court noted that lack of resistance on the part of the victim does not make the sexual
congress voluntary. In this case, AAA's minority and the physical differences between her and Arman are factors
to consider. The alleged inconclusiveness of the medico-legal findings is of no moment, since it is not essential in
proving rape cases. There is, likewise, no evidence to show any improper motive on the part of AAA to falsely
charge Arman and testify against him. With regard to the penalty imposed, Arman was further ordered to pay
legal interest on the civil indemnity and damages awarded to private complainant at the rate of six percent (6%)
per annum from the date of finality of the Decision until fully paid.

Before Us, both the People, as represented by the Office of the Solicitor General, and Arman, through the Public
Attorney's Office, manifested that they would dispense with the filing of a supplemental brief since there are no
new issues material to the case that were not elaborated in their briefs filed before the CA.[10]

The conviction is affirmed.

By and large, accused-appellant attacks AAA's credibility, averring that her testimony is incredulous and contrary
to human nature and experience: First, despite not knowing Arman who also appeared to be intoxicated at the
time, she willingly went with him to sweep or clean an unfinished building. Second, she did not attempt to call the
attention of the old woman selling her wares at the ground floor. Her shout was even perceived as a natural part of
their sexual congress and not a desperate call for help. She likewise did not approach or say anything to the old
lady as she made her way out of the building. Instead, she simply went home as if nothing horrifying happened.
Third, there was no testimony that Arman employed force, threat or intimidation before, during, and after the
incident. AAA did not resist or attempt to escape but willingly consented to the copulation and embraced it as an
adventure. Although stated in the affidavit and alleged in the Information, the fact that he employed force by
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twisting her arms was never testified to in open court. And fourth, the medico-legal findings show that AAA was
clearly no longer in a virgin state given the presence of deeply-healed lacerations on her hymen, the cause of
which was inflicted much earlier than the time of the alleged rape incident.

There is no reversible error in the factual findings and legal conclusions of the RTC, as affirmed by the CA.
Similar to People v. Alberca,[11] We rule:

Time and again, this Court has held that questions on the credibility of witnesses should best be addressed to
the trial court because of its unique position to observe the elusive and incommunicable evidence of witnesses'
deportment on the stand while testifying which is denied to the appellate courts. Hence, the trial judge's
assessment of the witnesses' testimonies and findings of fact are accorded great respect on appeal. In the
absence of substantial reason to justify the reversal of the trial court's assessment and conclusion, as when no
significant facts and circumstances are shown to have been overlooked or disregarded, the reviewing court is
generally bound by the former's findings. The rule is even more strictly applied if the appellate court has
concurred with the trial court as in this case.

We are, thus, one with the RTC and CA in applying the jurisprudential principle that testimonies of child
victims are given full weight and credit, for when a woman or a girl-child says that she has been raped, she
says in effect all that is necessary to show that rape was indeed committed. Accused-appellant's imputation of
ill-motive to the young victim deserves scant consideration. Indeed, no woman, least of a child, will concoct a
story of defloration, allow an examination of her private parts, and subject herself to public trial or ridicule if
she has not, in truth, been a victim of rape and impelled to seek justice for the wrong done to her. As found by
the RTC and CA, AAA's testimony was candid, spontaneous, and consistent. We find no cogent reason to
deviate from such finding.

Besides, as can be gleaned from the records, the assailed findings and ruling were not solely based on AAA's
testimony. The testimonies of the other prosecution witnesses, corroborating that of AAA's, were also
considered. x x x Thus, while it has been held in the past that the accused in rape cases may be convicted solely
on the basis of the victim's testimony which passed the test of credibility, in this case, there is more than
sufficient evidence presented to arrive at such conclusion.

x x x x

Accused-appellant's argument that AAA's demeanor after the alleged rape incidents was unbelievable and
contrary to human experience also could not sway Us. As already settled in jurisprudence, not all victims react
the same way. Some people may cry out, some may faint, some may be shocked into insensibility, others may
appear to yield to the intrusion. Some may offer strong resistance, while others may be too intimidated to offer
any resistance at all. x x x

Lastly, pitted against AAA's clear, convincing, and straightforward testimony, accused-appellant's unsupported
denial and alibi cannot prevail.

Denial and alibi are inherently weak defenses and must be brushed aside when the prosecution has sufficiently
and positively ascertained the identity of the accused. And as often stressed, a categorical and positive
identification of an accused, without any showing of ill-motive on the part of the witness testifying on the
matter, prevails over denial, which is a negative and self-serving evidence undeserving of real weight in law
unless substantiated by clear and convincing evidence.[12]

Further, even if We accept as a fact that AAA is no longer a virgin because the deeply-healed lacerations on her
hymen was inflicted much earlier than the time of the alleged rape incident, such does not automatically result to
Arman's acquittal. Suffice it to say that a medico-legal report is not indispensable to the prosecution of a rape
case; it is an evidence that is merely corroborative in nature.[13]
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As to the award for exemplary damages, it must be increased from P50,000.00 to P75,000.00. Consistent with
People v. Jugueta,[14] the awards for civil indemnity, moral damages, and exemplary damages should be
P75,000.00 each. The CA correctly imposed interest at the rate of six percent (6%) per annum on all monetary
awards.

WHEREFORE, the Court AFFIRMS with MODIFICATION the May 22, 2015 Decision of the Court of Appeals
in CA-G.R. CR-HC No. 05269, finding accused-appellant Armando Labraque a.k.a. "Arman" guilty beyond
reasonable doubt of the crime of rape and is hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua, and to
pay AAA the amounts of P75,000.00 as civil indemnity, P75,000.00 as moral damages, and P75,000.00 as
exemplary damages. Further, six percent (6%) interest per annum is imposed on all the amounts awarded
reckoned from the date of finality of this Decision until fully paid.

SO ORDERED.

Carpio, (Chairperson), Perlas-Bernabe, Caguioa, and Reyes, Jr., JJ., concur.

[1] Penned by Associate Justice Ramon A. Cruz, with Associate Justices Marlene Gonzales-Sison and Amy C.
Lazaro-Javier concurring (Rollo, pp. 2-12; CA rollo, pp. 120-130).

[2] Penned by Presiding Judge Gloria Butay-Aglugub (CA rollo, pp. 28-37, 80-89; Records, pp. 117- 126).

[3] Under Article 266-A Paragraph 1 of the Revised Penal Code, as amended by Republic Act No. 8353 in
relation to Section 5 (b) of Republic Act No. 7610.

[4] Records, p. 1.

[5] Id. at 23.

[6] Id. at 14.

[7] Id. at 106.

[8] Id. at 61.

[9] Id. at 126; CA rollo, pp. 37, 89.

[10] Rollo, pp. 20-24, 31-34.

[11] G.R. No. 217459, June 7, 2017.

[12] People v. Alberca, supra. (Citations omitted)

[13] See People v. Agudo, G.R. No. 219615, June 7, 2017.

[14] G.R. No. 202124, April 5, 2016, 788 SCRA 331.
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