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DIMAAMPAQ, J.:

This is a Petition for Review on Certiorari[1] under Rule 45 of the Rules of Court filed by petitioner XXX,
assailing the Decision[2] and the Resolution[3] of the Court of Appeas (CA) in CA-G.R. CR No. 43047. The
impugned Decision affirmed the Decision[4] of the Regiona Trial Court (RTC), finding XXX guilty beyond
reasonable doubt of economic abuse under Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262, otherwise known as the
"Anti-Violence Against Women and Their Children Act of 2004." On the other hand, the challenged Resolution
denied XX X's bid for reconsideration.

The Antecedents
XXX was charged with violation of Section 5(a) of Republic Act No. 9262. The inculpatory portion of the
Information[5] dated September 20, 2016 reads:

That on or about the 15[th] May of 2016, in Pasay City, Metro Manila, Philippines[,] and within the
jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the above-name accused [ XXX], being the boyfriend of [AAA], did then
and there willfully, unlawfully and feloniously commit acts of violence against complainant by depriving the
latter and her child of financial support legally due to them, which caused substantial emotional and
psychological distress to herein complainant to her damage and prejudice.

CONTRARY TO LAW.
During arraignment, XXX pled not guilty.[6] Pre-trial and trial on the merits ensued.

Version of the Prosecution
Culled from the testimony of private complainant AAA are the following prevenient facts:

XXX was the former boyfriend of AAA. After meeting at a high school reunion, they had sexual intercourse twice
in September 2015. Conseguently, AAA fell pregnant. She informed XXX of the pregnancy, but he denied having
fathered the child.[7]

Eventually, AAA gave birth to BBB on . XXX continuously failed to provide financia assistance to BBB despite
AAA's demands from the time she conceived until her daughter's delivery.[8]

AAA likewise asked XXX for a DNA test to establish paternity. He agreed, provided that both parties would
share the expenses due to financia difficulties.[9] However, AAA and her father disagreed, stating that she was
only willing to have BBB undergo DNA testing if XXX assumed the costs.[10] In support of her alegations,
AAA presented BBB's Certificate of Live Birth,[11] a copy of a demand letter for support,[12] and photographs
of BBB.[13]

Version of the Defense

XXX unequivocally denied fathering a child with AAA. During his brief relationship with AAA, they only had
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intimate relations once, where XXX performed the withdrawal method as a form of birth control.[14] Avowedly,
their connection immediately soured when XXX found out through social mediathat AAA lied about not having a
boyfriend prior to their romantic involvement.

XXX later learned from their high school classmates that he had been made to assume responsibility for AAA's
pregnancy, which was said to have occurred as early as September 2015.[15] AAA then demanded support for the
child and that a DNA test be conducted to be shouldered by XXX, but they did not agree on the expenses. Thus,
no DNA testing was conducted.[16]

The RTC Ruling
In due course, the RTC convicted XXX, ruling that his denial cannot be given greater evidentiary weight over
AAA's declarations. The case was disposed of in this wise:

WHEREFORE, in view of the foregoing and for the prosecution to have proven the guilt of the accused
beyond reasonable doubt, accused [XXX] is found GUILTY of economic abuse under Sec. 5(i) of [Republic
Act] No. 9262 as stated in the Information and proven during the trial of the case. Thus, sentence is hereby
pronounced against him:

- In applying the Indeterminate Sentence Law, to suffer imprisonment of Prision Correccional (2 years and 4
months) as minimum term[,] to Prision Mayor (6 years and 1 day) as maximum term, in the absence of
aggravating and mitigating circumstances,

- To pay the fine, in the amount of One Hundred Thousand Pesos ([PHP] 100,000.00); and

- To undergo mandatory psychological counseling or psychiatric treatment and shall report compliance to the
Court.

SO ORDERED.[17] (Emphasisin the original)

Taking umbrage at the foregoing ruling, XXX elevated his case before the CA. On appeal, XXX avouched that
the prosecution failed to prove that BBB was his and AAA's child. Therefore, it did not establish all the elements
of the crime under Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262.[18]

The CA'sRuling

The CA gave credence to AAA's testimony and held that all the elements of the crime were present. Furthermore,
the CA declared that the establishment of paternity is not an element of the crime. It found XX X'srefusal to take a
DNA test unjustified since he admitted to having sexual relations with AAA.[19] Thefallo of the Decision reads:

WHEREFORE, in view of the foregoing, the appeal is DISMISSED. The Decision dated 25 January 2018 of
Branch Regional Tria Court of [redacted] in Criminal Case No. R-PSY-16-12641-CR is hereby AFFIRMED
with MODIFICATIONS. Accused-appellant [XXX] is found GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of violation
of Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262 and is sentenced to suffer the indeterminate penalty of two (2) years
and four (4) months of prision correccional, as minimum, to eight (8) years and one (1) day of prision mayor,
as maximum. Accused-appellant [XXX] is DIRECTED TO PAY afinein the amount of [PHP]100,000.00 and
DIRECTED to UNDERGO a mandatory psychological counseling and to REPORT his compliance therewith
to the court of origin within fifteen days (15) after completion of such counseling.

SO ORDERED.[20] (Emphasisin the original)

The Present Petition

Viathe instant recourse, XXX intransigently denies fathering BBB as she was born merely eight months after he
and AAA copulated. He insists that the prosecution was not able to prove the elements of the crime under Section
5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262. For criminal liability to arise, there should be evidence that the offender willfully
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or consciously withheld financia support for the purpose of inflicting mental or emotional anguish upon her.[21]

On the other hand, the People of the Philippines, represented by the Office of the Solicitor General (OSG), argues
that the petition should be dismissed for being an improper remedy. The OSG explicated that the questions
involving @) BBB's paternity, b) XXX's indigency, and ¢) XXX's failure to provide financial support, are al
factual in nature; thus, they are not subject to review under a petition for review on certiorari under Rule 45 of the
Rules of Court. Moreover, XXX's defense that he did not willfully withhold financial support should be struck
down for having been raised for the first time in the instant petition. Most importantly, the People contended that
the prosecution successfully proved the elements of violation of Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262.[22]

The Issue
The soleissue in this case is whether XXX violated Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262.

The Court's Ruling
The Petition is meritorious.

Incipiently, the determination of guilt of an accused in relation to the Court's appreciation of evidentiary mattersis
factual in nature. On the other hand, a petition for review on certiorari shall be limited to questions of law. This
stems from the well-established rule that the Court is not atrier of facts.[23] Nevertheless, the rule is not iron-clad
and affords exceptions,[24] one of which is when the judgment is based on misapprehension of facts, as in the
instant case.

To successfully prosecute a case for violation of Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262 in relation to denial of
financial support, the elements, as enumerated by the Court in Acharon v. People of the Philippines,[25] are as
follows:

D

The offended party is awoman and/or her child or children;

)

The woman is either the wife or former wife of the offender, or is awoman with whom the offender has or had
a sexua or dating relationship, or is a woman with whom such offender has a common child. As for the
woman's child or children, they may be legitimate or illegitimate, or living within or without the family abode;

©)

The offender willfully refuses to give or consciously denies the woman and/or her child or children financial
support that is legally due her and/or her child or children; and

4

The offender denied the woman and/or her child or children the financia support for the purpose of causing the

woman and/or her child or children mental or emotional anguish.[26]

After a perspicacious scrutiny of the records, the Court finds that the prosecution failed to establish the second
and fourth elements of the crime.

A perusal of the accusatory portion of the Information shows that the charge is anchored on AAA's firm belief
that XXX is BBB's father. It is undisputed that XXX and AAA had sexual relations out of wedlock and the
controversy rests on BBB's filiation. Under Article 175 of the Family Code of the Philippines, illegitimate
children may establish their illegitimate filiation in the same way and on the same evidence as legitimate
children.[27] The methods laid down in the Family Code are as follows:
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Article 172. Thefiliation of legitimate children is established by any of the following:

(D

The record of birth appearing in the civil register or afinal judgment; or

)

An admission of legitimate filiation in a public document or a private handwritten instrument and signed by the
parent concerned.

In the absence of the foregoing evidence, the legitimate filiation shall be proved by:

(D

The open and continuous possession of the status of a legitimate child; or

)

Any other means allowed by the Rules of Court and special laws.

Moreover, when a birth certificate is used as proof of filiation, the same should be signed by both the mother and
father. In People v. Delantar,[28] Simplicio Delantar (Delantar) was convicted for violating Section 5(a) of
Republic Act No. 9165. He offered AAA to clients for prostitution and subjected her to physical violence to instill
fear. One of the pieces of evidence presented was AAA's birth certificate showing that Delantar was her father. In
determining the appropriate penalty, the Court did not give credence to the birth certificate given that it was
unsigned by Delantar. The Court ratiocinated in thiswise:

While under the Family Code, filiation can be established by, among others, the record of birth appearing in
the civil register, yet the rule is where the birth certificate presented was not signed by the father against whom
filiation is asserted, such may not be accepted as evidence of the alleged filiation. In Angeles v. Maglaya, we
held:

Such certificate, albeit considered a public record of a private document is, under Section 23, Rule 132 of the
Rules of Court, evidence only of the fact which gave rise to its execution: the fact of hirth of a child.
Jurisprudence teaches that a birth certificate, to be considered as validating proof of paternity and as an
instrument of recognition, must be signed by the father and mother jointly, or by the mother alone if the father

refuseg|.]

In Angeles v. Maglaya, we refused to give evidentiary weight to the birth certificate as proof of filiation in a case
for settlement of estate to support a claim of legitimacy because the same was unsigned by the alleged father.
With more reason we should not accord value to the birth certificate in this case considering that its effect would
be to increase the penalty to be imposed on the appellant This is a criminal case wherein an interpretation
unfavorable to the accused is generally unacceptable.[29] (Emphasis supplied)

In the instant case, apart from AAA's testimony, BBB's Certificate of Live Birth[30] was adduced as evidence.
However, it is readily apparent that the space for the father's information indicates "N/A" or "not applicable" and
was left unsigned. There is also a dearth of evidence to establish that XXX acknowledged the child as his own.
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With XXX's liberty at stake, the birth certificate cannot be given weight as proof of paternity. It bears stressing
that support follows as a matter of obligation when filiation is beyond question.[31] With the prosecution's failure
to prove the second element that AAA and XXX share a common child, there is serious doubt on whether
financial support islegally due AAA or her child.

At any rate, even if the Court were to consider AAA's narration, well-settled is the rule that mere failure to
provide financial support does not automatically result in criminal liability. The Court elucidated in Acharon that
there must be evidence on record that the accused willfully or consciously withheld financial support legally due
the woman for the purpose of inflicting mental or emotional anguish upon her.[32]

Here, AAA admitted before the trial court that XXX did not give her financial support due to BBB's uncertain
lineage. In fact, she disclosed that XXX offered to divide the expenses should the child be subjected to DNA
testing, but it was her and her father who refused to bear a portion thereof,[33] viz.:

FISCAL CHAN
Q:

So at what particular point in time did the accused denies [sic] fathering your daughter? Wasiit at the time you
give hirth or even before you gave birth?

AAA:

A:

Since the time | was carrying the baby.
Q:

At the time you discovered you are [sic] pregnant, the accused already denied fathering the fetus inside your
womb?

A:

Yes, sir.

Q:

Continuously up to the time you gave birth and until now?
A:

Yes, sir[.][34]

Q:

During the cross-examination, you were likewise asked you have no proof of DNA testing. Why did you not
insist of [sic] the DNA testing?

A:

Because according to madam they could not afford the DNA testing. They want that we share but my father
does[sic] not want to.

Q:

But are[sic] you and your daughter willing to undergo DNA testing just to prove the paternity of [ XXX]?
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A:
| want them the one to pay for that.[35]

Evidently, XXX did not willfully refuse to provide financial support for the purpose of inflicting psychological
violence upon AAA or her child. Accordingly, the fourth element of the crime was not successfully established.

The Court underscores anew a cardinal rule in criminal cases that the prosecution bears the burden of proving
each element of the crime beyond reasonable doubt.[36] The conviction must rely on the strength of the
prosecution's evidence, rather than the weakness of the defense.[37] Otherwise, any doubt shall be resolved in
favor of the accused.[38] Here, the prosecution was unable to successfully establish that support is legally due
AAA and her child and that XXX deliberately withheld the same. Absent the second and fourth elements of
Section 5(i) of Republic Act No. 9262, XXX should be exculpated from liability.

FOR THESE REASONS, the Petition for Review on Certiorari is GRANTED. The April 11, 2022 Decision and
the July 21, 2022 Resolution of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR No. 43047 are REVERSED and SET
ASIDE. Petitioner XXX is ACQUITTED for failure of the prosecution to prove his guilt beyond reasonable
doubt.

Let entry of judgment be ISSUED IMMEDIATELY.

SO ORDERED."

Gesmundo,[**] C.J., Caguioa (Chairperson), Inting, and Gaerlan, JJ., concur.

[*] The identity of the victims or any information which could establish or compromise their identities, as well as
those of their immediate family or household members, shall be withheld pursuant to Amended Administrative
Circular No. 83-2015, entitled: Protocols and Procedures in the Promulgation, Publication arid Posting on the
Websites of Decisions, Final Resolutions, and Final Orders Using Fictitious Names/Personal Circumstances dated
September 5, 2017.

[**] Designated additional Member vice Singh, J., per Raffle dated February 8, 2023.
[1] Rollo, pp. 30-47.

[2] Id. at 50-66. The April 11, 2022 Decision was penned by Associate Justice Bonifacio S. Pascua, with the
concurrence of Associate Justices Fernanda Lampas Peralta and Maria Filomena D. Singh (now a Member of this
Court) of the Second Division, Court of Appeals, Manila.

[3] Id. at 69-70. The July 21, 2022 Resolution was penned by Associate Justice Bonifacio S. Pascua, with the
concurrence of Associate Justices Fernanda Lampas Peralta and Manuel M. Barrios of the Special Former Second
Division, Court of Appeals, Manila.

[4] Id. at 115-118. The January 25, 2018 Decision in Criminal Case No. R-PSY-16-12641-CR was penned by
Presiding Judge Tingaraan U. Guiling of Branch , Regional Trial Court, Pasay City.

[5] Id. at 72.
[6] Rallo, p. 52, see CA Decision.

[7] 1.
[8] 1d. at 86-87, see TSN, AAA, May 30, 2017.
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[9] Id. at 88 and 99.

[10] Id. at 99.

[11] Id. at 76.

[12] NB: The copy of the demand letter was not appended to the Petition.
[13] Rallo, p. 77.

[14] Id. at 108.

[15] Id. at 108-109.

[16] Id. at 109-110.

[17] 1d. at 118, RTC Decision.

[18] Id. at 55.

[19] Id. at 63.

[20] Id. at 65-66.

[21] Id. at 35-44, see Petition for Review.

[22] 1d. at 172-192, see Comment.

[23] See Lisacav. People of the Philippines, 907 Phil. 318, 327 (2021) [Per J. Carandang, First Division].

[24] 1d. at 327-328. It is only in exceptiona circumstances that this Court admits and reviews questions of fact
under Rule 45, which exceptions include: (1) when the conclusion is a finding grounded entirely on speculation,
surmises or conjectures; (2) when the inference made is manifestly mistaken, absurd or impossible; (3) where
there is a grave abuse of discretion; (4) when the judgment is based on a misapprehension of facts; (5) when the
findings of fact are conflicting; (6) when the CA, in making its findings, went beyond the issues of the case and
the same is contrary to the admissions of both appellant and appellee; (7) the findings of the CA are contrary to
those of the trial court; (8) when the findings of fact are conclusions without citation of specific evidence on
which they are based; (9) when the facts set forth in the petition as well asin the petitioner's main and reply briefs
are not disputed by the respondents; and (10) the finding of fact of the CA is premised on the supposed absence of
evidence and is contradicted by the evidence on record.

[25] 913 Phil. 731 (2021) [Per J. Caguioa, En Banc].

[26] 1d. at 740.

[27] Executive Order No. 209. Approved July 6, 1987.

[28] 543 Phil. 107 (2007) [Per J. Tinga, Second Division].

[29] Id. at 126-127.

[30] Rallo, p. 76.

[31] See XXX260504 v. AAA260504, 949 Phil. 221, 232 (2023) [Per J. J. Lopez, Second Division].
[32] 913 Phil. 731, 739-740 (2021) [Per J. Caguioa, En Banc].

[33] TSN, AAA, May 30, 2017, pp. 20-22.
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[34] Id. at 20-21.

[35] Id. at 22.

[36] See Quijano v. People of the Philippines, 897 Phil. 377, 395 (2021) [Per J. Gaerlan, First Division].
[37] See Roblesv. People of the Philippines, 945 Phil. 68, 98 (2023) [Per J. Caguioa, Third Division].
[38] See Quijano v. People of the Philippines, 897 Phil. 377, 396 (2021) [Per J. Gaerlan, First Division].
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