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EN BANC

[ G.R. No. 130713, January 20, 2000 ]

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE, VS.
GABRIEL FLORES, ACCUSED-APPELLANT.

  
D E C I S I O N

YNARES-SANTIAGO, J.:

On August 11, 1997, the Regional Trial Court, Branch 80 of Morong, Rizal imposed
the supreme penalty of death on Gabriel Flores y Ladera and correspondingly
ordered him to pay P50,000.00 as moral damages after finding him guilty of raping
his stepdaughter, Jennifer Flores.[1]

The trial court summarized the prosecution and defense evidence in this wise:

Culled from the testimonial and documentary evidence adduced by the
prosecution, it appears that sometime on April 13, 1996, at about 3:00
A.M., Jennifer Flores, 14 years old girl, was sleeping inside her room of
their house located at Sitio Binutas, Barangay San Guillermo, Morong,
Rizal. She was awaken (sic) when she felt somebody was touching her
breast. When she opened her eyes she saw her step-father Gabriel
Flores. Then her step-father ordered her to remove her T-shirt. She
undressed because her step-father threatened to kill them. Then he
started to kiss her face. She struggled and told her step-father why he
was doing it to her. Then Gabriel Flores placed his penis to her vagina
until he was able to satisfy his sexual lust. Afterwards, Gabriel Flores told
her not to tell to anybody about the incident. After dressing up, Jennifer
went to Modesta Llanera who is their neighbor and confided to her about
her problem. Then she went home and saw her mother but she did not
tell her what happened. It was only when she cannot stomach what her
step-father was doing to her that she told her mother about what
happened to her on April 13, 1996. When her mother came to know
about it, she was very angry at Gabriel Flores. Later, a complaint for rape
was filed against Gabriel Flores at Morong, Rizal and he was arrested.
Jennifer was accompanied by her mother to Camp Crame, where she was
examined and found to have been molested. At the Provincial Capitol in
Pasig, there was a confrontation between Jennifer and her step-father
where the latter admitted to her mother that he raped Jennifer. Gabriel
Flores also gave a letter to her mother admitting what he had done to
her.

 

In his defense, accused testified that he is the step-father of Jennifer
Flores; that Jennifer lived with him only sometime in 1995 to 1996
because she spent her vacation in Palay-Palay; that Jennifer is a stubborn
child and she had many boy friends; that he often advised her about her



activities but she was very stubborn; that in March, 1995, he was
working in construction and came home only every Saturday night; that
he denied raping Jennifer in March, 1995 because he respects his family;
that there was a misunderstanding between him and Jennifer regarding
the latter’s having a boyfriend and could be the reason for the case that
was filed against him; that he also denied that he raped Jennifer in April
13, 1996; that he remembered that in one occasion he scolded Jennifer
for going to her lady friend who is their neighbor; that as regards his
common-law wife, he had a misunderstanding with her regarding her
loan which he did not agree.

The trial court, however, was not swayed by the protestations of Gabriel. As
adverted to, it found him guilty of rape and correspondingly imposed upon him the
death penalty and ordered him to indemnify Jennifer the amount of P50,000.00 as
moral damages.[2]

 

The court below ruled:
 

x x x (T)here is no doubt that all the elements of rape were established
beyond reasonable doubt. It is clear that Jennifer Flores was sexually
abused by the accused as shown by the medico-legal report dated April
17, 1996 (Exh. "D") issued by Dr. Jesusa M. Vergara. The victim herself
categorically stated that she was sexually abused by the accused and the
Court finds her testimony credible as shown by her frank, sincere and
straightforward manner of testifying. The victim was in fact in (sic) the
verge of crying while narrating the ordeal she suffered from her
stepfather. That the accused had carnal knowledge of the victim was
admitted by him as shown in his letter (Exh. "E") given to his common-
law wife Luzviminda Inquito Flores.

 

The prosecution was also able to prove that the accused was able to
consummate the sexual act by means of force and intimidation. This is
shown by the following testimony of Jennifer Flores:

 
Q. What happened after Gabriel Flores removed your t-shirt?
A. He started kissing me, sir. 

 
Q. In what part of your body did he started (sic) kissing you?
A. My face, sir. 

 
Q. At this point, what did you do while he was kissing you in

your face?
A. I was struggling, sir. 

 
Q. How were you trying to struggle away from him?
A. I keep on struggling, sir. (TSN, Nov. 11, 1996, p. 5.)

And when the Court asked some clarificatory questions, she answered
the following:

 
Q. Why did you follow your stepfather when he asked you to

remove your shirt?
A. He is (sic) threatening me, your honor. 

 



Q. In what way?
A. He is (sic) telling me that we will be killed. (TSN, November

18, 1996, p. 18.)

As can be gleaned from the above testimony, both force and intimidation
were employed by the accused.[3]

 
In this appeal, accused-appellant raises the following assignment of errors:

 
I. THE TRIAL COURT GRAVELY ERRED IN GIVING CREDIT AND

PROBATIVE VALUE TO THE LETTER ALLEGEDLY PREPARED BY THE
ACCUSED-APPELLANT GABRIEL FLORES.

 

II. THE TRIAL COURT GRAVELY ERRED IN FINDING THE ACCUSED-
APPELLANT GABRIEL FLORES GUILTY BEYOND REASONABLE DOUBT
OF THE CRIME OF RAPE DEFINED AND PENALIZED UNDER THE
PROVISIONS OF THE REVISED PENAL CODE, AS AMENDED BY
REPUBLIC ACT NO. 7659.[4]

 
Accused-appellant’s first contention is without merit. A scrutiny of the trial court’s
decision belies the allegation that the trial court heavily relied on accused-
appellant’s letter admitting his guilt. On the contrary, it based its decision on the
complaining witness’s testimony which it found to be "frank, sincere and
straightforward." In rape cases, the accused may be convicted solely on the
testimony of the victim, provided that such testimony is credible, natural, convincing
and consistent with human nature and the normal course of things. This is so
because by its very nature, rape is committed with the least possibility of being seen
by the public. In fact, the presence of eyewitnesses could even raise serious doubts
of its commission.[5]

 

The court below did not commit reversible error in giving credence to the testimony
of Jennifer. In fact, at the time she testified, she was only 14 years old. As observed
by the court, she was on the verge of tears when she testified. In addition, her
testimony was found to be frank, sincere and straightforward. Besides, it is highly
inconceivable on the part of Jennifer to weave such a tale of defloration just to get
back at her stepfather who supposedly scolded her for entertaining a boyfriend.

 

Accused-appellant’s second assignment error is likewise without merit. In essence, it
assails the factual findings made by the court below. Suffice it to say that factual
findings of trial courts are accorded due respect and weight unless there is grave
abuse of discretion or misappreciation of facts material to the case. This Court finds
none of the exceptions to be present in the instant case, perforce, the factual
findings of the trial court shall remain undisturbed.

 

It is argued that complaining witness made inconsistent testimonies while on the
witness stand. While this may be true, a closer examination of the records would
reveal that these inconsistencies pertain only to collateral or minor incidents of the
case. Specifically, complaining witness was uncertain as to the number of her
companions in the house at the time of the incident and as to who actually removed
her t-shirt. While they may be inconsistent statements, they simply do not touch on
the real issue before this Court. The fact that complaining witness was raped by
accused-appellant in the early morning of April 13, 1996 remains unrebutted.

 


