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THIRD DIVISION

[ G.R. No. 182454, July 23, 2009 ]

PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE, VS. FELIX
WASIT, ACCUSED-APPELLANT.




D E C I S I O N

VELASCO JR., J.:

This is an appeal from the Decision dated September 27, 2007 of the Court of
Appeals (CA) in CA-G.R. CR-H.C. No. 01451, which affirmed the May 22, 2000
Decision in Criminal Case No. 1098 of the Regional Trial Court (RTC), Branch 37 in
Bambang, Nueva Vizcaya. The RTC found accussed-appellant Felix Wasit guilty
beyond reasonable of the crime of rape.

The Facts

In an Information dated August 18, 1998, Wasit was charged with rape committed
as follows:

That in the early morning of November 5, 1997, at Barangay [XXX],
Municipality of Kayapa, Province of Nueva Vizcaya, Philippines and within
the jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the above-named accused,
taking advantage of superior strength and with lewd designs, did then
and there willfully, unlawfully and feloniously have carnal knowledge of
[13 year old AAA[1]] against her will and consent, to her damage and
prejudice.

CONTRARY TO LAW.

Wasit entered a plea of "not guilty plea" upon arraignment.



During trial, the prosecution presented the following witnesses: AAA, the private
complainant, her boardmates Alma Bato and Bensa Tipang, Dr. Christopher
Magallanes, and rebuttal witness Felicidad E. Lasaten.




The prosecution's evidence established the following facts:



On November 5, 1997, AAA, then 13 years old, was asleep in her room on the
second floor of a boarding house in Besong, Nueva Vizcaya, owned by the Wasit
parents. Between 1 to 2 o'clock in the morning of that day, she was awakened by
the pain she felt between her legs. Someone on top of her was undressing and
molesting her. She tried to shout and struggle but her efforts went in vain as the
intruder covered her mouth with his hand. After succeeding in having a penile
penetration, the yet-unknown offender proceeded to insert his fingers inside AAA's



sexual organ and told her, in local dialect, not to shout. She recognized the voice as
belonging to Wasit, whom she had been acquainted with for four months. AAA
eventually managed to free herself. She stood up, yelled, cried, and then pulled up
her panty and knee-length shorts to cover herself. Wasit then asked her to stay
quiet, pleaded for forgiveness, and implored her to keep the incident a secret. AAA,
however, rushed outside and later told Nieves Wasit, Wasit's sister, of what had just
happened. She then started to pack her things so she could go home to Kasibu,
Nueva Vizcaya, and report the incident. Nieves, however, prevented her from
leaving.[2]

Meanwhile, Bato, who was occupying a room downstairs, was awakened by the
commotion upstairs. She testified hearing AAA shout "Satanas ka Felix (You are
Satan Felix.)." Afterwards, AAA confided to Bato that she had been raped by Wasit.

Tipang, another boarder occupying a room at the ground floor, heard AAA's
footsteps while heading toward Nieves' room. Tipang heard Wasit uttered the
following line: "Stop, that's enough it's my fault." She was certain that the voice she
heard was that of Wasit since he was the lone male boarder on the second floor.[3]

The next day, AAA told her teacher, Marcela Barrino, about the incident. After
spending the night at Barrino's place, AAA retrieved her belongings from the Wasit
boarding house accompanied by her friend Agnes Langpawan. A few days later,
AAA's newly-arrived uncle brought her to the Kayapa Hospital for a medical
examination.[4]

The medical examination conducted by Dr. Magallanes on November 10, 1997
showed that there were no evident signs of extra-genital physical injuries on AAA.
The medico-legal report dated November 13, 1997, however, stated that there was
a notable disruption of the continuity of the hymenal folds at the 4 o'clock position.
[5]

Apart from Wasit, the defense presented Nieves, Dionisio Wasit, and Felicidad Wasit
as witnesses.

Wasit testified being single and a gardener. From November 1 to November 10,
1997, he had been gathering cogon grass during daytime for the roofing of the
boarding house's kitchen. On November 2, 1997, AAA informed him she would be
transferring to another lodging house. He then advised her to first inform her
parents of her plans. On November 4, 1997, he had dinner with his sister Nieves,
brother Dionisio, nephew Marvin, and AAA at the boarding house. Thereafter, Nieves
and AAA left ahead to go to bed while he and Dionisio continued with their
conversation until about midnight. He woke up early the next day, November 5,
1997, without noticing anything out of the ordinary. In fact, he had breakfast that
morning with Nieves, Dionisio, his nephew, and AAA. After completing his usual
chores, he went home and noticed that AAA was no longer around. He was told that
she would be staying with Barrino. On November 6, 1997, AAA's friend Agnes told
him that AAA would be staying with her.

The police came on November 10, 1997 to arrest Wasit while he was gathering
cogon grass.[6]



Wasit's siblings, Nieves and Dionisio, corroborated his testimony.[7]

After trial, the RTC rendered judgment finding Wasit guilty of the crime of rape, the
fallo of which reads:

WHEREFORE, the Court hereby finds the accused Felix Wasit GUILTY of
the crime of Rape defined and penalized under Art. 266-A and Art. 266-B
of the Revised Penal Code, as amended by Republic Act No. 8353, and
accordingly sentences him to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua,
and to pay the costs. He is also ordered to pay the offended party the
sums of fifty thousand pesos (P50,000.00) as civil indemnity, fifty
thousand pesos (P50,000,00) as moral damages, and twenty thousand
pesos (P20,000.00) as exemplary damages.




SO ORDERED.[8]

Wasit appealed the RTC Decision to this Court. On September 15, 2004, the Court,
in line with the ruling in People v. Mateo,[9] transferred the case to the CA for
intermediate review.




On September 27, 2007, the CA rendered the assailed Decision[10] affirming in toto
that of the RTC, inclusive of the award and the amount of damages, disposing as
follows:




WHEREFORE, premises considered, the Appeal is hereby DENIED and
the questioned Decision dated May 22, 2000 of the Regional Trial Court
(RTC), Branch 37, Bambang, Nueva Viscaya, in Criminal Case No. 1098 is
AFFIRMED in toto.




SO ORDERED.

On October 17, 2007, Wasit filed a Notice of Appeal of the CA decision.



On July 7, 2008, this Court required the parties to submit supplemental briefs if they
so desired. The parties manifested their willingness to submit the case on the basis
of the records already submitted.




The issues before us are as follows:



I

THE TRIAL COURT [AND THE CA] GRAVELY ERRED IN GIVING FULL
WEIGHT AND CREDENCE TO THE INCREDIBLE TESTIMONIES OF THE
PROSECUTION WITNESSES




II



THE TRIAL COURT [AND THE CA] GRAVELY ERRED IN CONVICTING
ACCUSED-APPELLANT OF RAPE DESPITE FAILURE OF THE PROSECUTION
TO PROVE HIS GUILT BEYOND REASONABLE DOUBT

Wasit in fine questions in this recourse the credibility of the prosecution's witnesses
and the adequacy of its evidence. First off, he argues that it is not believable and
contrary to common experience for him to insert his finger in AAA's vagina after he
had already succeeded in inserting his penis. He found it illogical for AAA not to
have awakened while somebody was undressing her.




He likewise dismisses, as incredible, the testimony of prosecution witness Tipang,
who recounted that she heard AAA's footsteps while AAA was on her way to Nieves'
room. He asserts that it was unbelievable for Tipang, who was occupying a room at
the ground floor, to have heard footsteps sounds coming from another floor.




The Court's Ruling

We affirm Wasit's conviction.



What we are being called to review in this appeal are issues that are inconsequential
and with little bearing on the finding of guilt beyond reasonable doubt. In a
prosecution for rape, the credibility of the complaining victim is the single most
important issue.[11] An accused's conviction or acquittal depends on the credibility
of prosecution's witnesses, most especially that of the private complainant, and her
candor, sincerity, and like virtues play a very significant role in the disposition of the
case. If, in the eyes, heart, and mind of the trial court, a complainant's testimony
meets the test of credibility, then the accused may be convicted solely on that basis.
[12]



As found in the affirmed decision of the trial court, AAA's testimony as to being at
the receiving end of Wasit's beastly act of molestation was positive and credible. To
quote the trial court:




The court used not only its ears but also its eyes to receive the evidence
to determine whether there were telltale signs that the complaining
witness was lying. When she left the witness stand, the court was
convinced that she had told the truth. She had spoken softly with some
natural sincerity that was convincing. The court had not perceived
anything in her manner of testimony, gesture, hesitation and the like by
which it could be said that the witness testified falsely. She spoke in a
firm, straight-forward and candid manner. Her testimony rang true: it
was simple without being hysterical or histrionic. She was able to control
her emotions during her testimony but it was clear to the Court that she
was distraught, bravely trying to hold back her tears. But, later, her
efforts failed and she quietly sobbed.[13]

Just like the appellate court, the Court loathes to disturb the trial court's assessment


