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PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, PLAINTIFF-APPELLEE, VS.
DEMOCRITO PARAS, ACCUSED-APPELLANT.

  
R E S O L U T I O N

LEONARDO-DE CASTRO, J.:

The accused-appellant Democrito Paras was charged with one count of rape before
the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Toledo City, Branch 29, in Criminal Case No. TCS-
2729, which crime was allegedly committed against AAA[1] who was 17 years old at
the time of the incident in March 1996.

After trial on the merits, the RTC rendered its Decision[2] dated October 18, 2005,
which found the accused-appellant guilty of the crime charged. The dispositive
portion of the RTC judgment states:

WHEREFORE, all the foregoing considered, this Court finds the guilt of
the accused DEMOCRITO PARAS to have been proved beyond
peradventure of a reasonable doubt and he is hereby sentenced to suffer
the penalty of RECLUSION PERPETUA and to indemnify the offended
party [AAA] the sum of P50,000.00 by way of compensatory damages
plus the amount of P100,000.00 as and for moral damages.[3]

On appeal, the Court of Appeals upheld the judgment of the trial court in a
Decision[4] dated February 2, 2010 in CA-G.R. CEB CR.-H.C. No. 00465. The
appellate court decreed:

 

WHEREFORE, premises considered the Decision dated October 18, 2005
of the Regional Trial Court, Branch 29, Toledo City, in Criminal Case No.
TCS-2729 is hereby AFFIRMED with MODIFICATION.

 

As modified, accused-appellant is found guilty beyond reasonable doubt
of the crime of qualified rape as defined and penalized in Article 335 of
the Revised Penal Code, as amended by Section 11 of Republic Act No.
7659, and is hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion
perpetua. Accused-appellant is ordered to pay the private complainant
the amount of P50,000.00 only as moral damages plus exemplary
damages in the amount of P25,000.00. The award of civil indemnity in
the amount of P50,000.00 stands.[5]

 



On February 15, 2010, the accused-appellant appealed[6] the above decision to this
Court.

On June 4, 2014, the Court promulgated its Decision,[7] affirming the judgment of
conviction against the accused-appellant in this wise:

WHEREFORE, the Court AFFIRMS with MODIFICATIONS the Decision
dated February 2, 2010 of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R, CEB CR.-H.C.
No. 00465. The accused-appellant is found GUILTY beyond reasonable
doubt of one count of rape and is sentenced to suffer the penalty of
reclusion perpetua. The accused-appellant is ORDERED to pay AAA Fifty
Thousand Pesos (P50,000.00) as civil indemnity, Fifty Thousand Pesos
(P50,000.00) as moral damages, and Thirty Thousand Pesos
(P30,000.00) as exemplary damages, plus legal interest on all damages
awarded at the rate of 6% per annum from the date of finality of this
Decision.

 

Costs against the accused-appellant.[8]
 

In a letter[9] dated August 18, 2014, however, Police Superintendent (P/Supt.) I
Roberto R. Rabo, Officer-in-Charge, New Bilibid Prison, informed the Court that the
accused-appellant had died at the New Bilibid Prison Hospital in Muntinlupa City on
January 24, 2013. Attached to the letter is a certified true copy of the Death
Certificate[10] of the accused-appellant, stating that he died of pulmonary
tuberculosis at 8:45 p.m. on January 24, 2013. The Court received P/Supt. I Rabo's
letter only on August 27, 2014.

 

Under Article 89, paragraph 1 of the Revised Penal Code, as amended, the death of
an accused pending his appeal extinguishes both his criminal and civil liability ex
delicto. Said provision reads:

 

Art. 89. How criminal liability is totally extinguished. - Criminal liability is
totally extinguished:

 

1. By the death of the convict, as to the personal penalties; and as to
pecuniary penalties, liability therefore is extinguished only when the
death of the offender occurs before final judgment[.]

The Court, in People v. Bayotas,[11] enunciated the following guidelines construing
the above provision in case the accused dies before final judgment:

 

1. Death  of the accused  pending  appeal  of his  conviction
extinguishes his criminal liability as well as the civil liability
based solely thereon. As opined by Justice Regalado, in this
regard, "the death of the accused prior to final judgment
terminates his criminal liability and only the civil liability directly


