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SECOND DIVISION

[ G.R. No. 180925, August 20, 2008 ]

THE PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, APPELLEE, VS. JAIME DEL
CASTILLO, APPELLANT.

  
D E C I S I O N

TINGA, J,:

This Court is called upon to review the Decision[1] rendered by the Court of Appeals
on 5 July 2007, which affirmed with modification the Decision[2] of the Regional Trial
Court of Calabanga, Camarines Sur, Branch 63 dated 14 December 2004 finding
Jaime del Castillo guilty of rape.

In an Information dated 26 September 2002, appellant was charged with rape,
thus:

That at about 11:00 p.m. of June 29, 2002 at Brgy. Sabang, Calabanga,
Camarines Sur, Philippines and within the jurisdiction of this Honorable
Court, the above-named accused, with lewd design, by means of force
and intimidation did then and there, wil[l]fully, unlawfully and feloniously
has [sic] carnal knowledge of victim AAA,[3] a 16 year old minor against
her will, which act of the accused debases, degrades and demeans the
intrinsic worth and dignity of the minor as a human being and prejudicial
to her development, to her damage.

 

ACTS CONTRARY TO LAW.[4]
 

Upon arraignment, appellant pleaded not guilty to the charge. Trial on the merits
ensued.

 

The evidence for the prosecution is as follows:

Sixteen-year old AAA was living with her parents and siblings in a house at Sabang,
Calabanga, Camarines Sur. On 29 June 2002, she was alone in their house as her
parents and siblings had gone to Vinzons, Camarines Norte. At around 11:00 o'clock
that night, she was already in bed, half-asleep, when suddenly, turning on her side,
she felt someone poke her neck with the tip of a spoon. She was able to identify the
man holding the spoon as appellant through the light coming from the neighbor's
house. She tried to fight back but appellant punched her on the face. Appellant then
removed AAA's dress and pulled down her gartered shorts. AAA fought back again
but this time, appellant punched her on the abdomen and removed her panties.
Holding AAA's neck tightly, appellant then spread AAA's legs and inserted his penis
into her vagina.

 

After committing the dastardly act, appellant told AAA that he would take her to



Manila to make her happy. When AAA hinted her refusal, appellant slapped her on
the left cheek. Appellant then started to put on his clothes and ordered AAA to turn
her back, threatening to stab AAA if she faced him. After appellant had ran outside
and away from the house, AAA proceeded to the house of a certain Ate Sharon.[5]

On 30 June 2002, AAA was fetched by her aunt, BBB,[6] to whom she related her
ordeal. After relating the whole incident to BBB, they went to the barangay captain
to report the rape but were told to go directly to the police station of Calabanga.
After narrating the incident to the police, they went to the hospital where AAA was
examined by Dr. Ma. Agnes Ali.[7] The results of the examination are contained in
the medico-legal report which states:

PPE:

Hematoma on the right cheek.
 Abrasions on the neck, left side
 

External Genitalia:
 

Well distributed pubic hair
 Hematoma noted on the perineal area

 Fresh lacerations, hymenal at 4, 8, 10 and 12 o'clock positions
 Introitus admits 1 finger with ease

 
(+) vaginal bleeding (4th day of menses)[8]

Appellant set up the defense of alibi. He claimed that at 11:00 p.m. on 29 June
2002, he was at the wedding celebration of Edgar (Egay) Balderama's daughter and
that he was already there as early as 10:00 a.m. as he assisted in the wedding
preparations and in serving food to the guests. The wedding party allegedly ended
at about 7:00 p.m. but he was supposedly invited by Egay to a drinking spree. He
recounted that he left Egay's house shortly after 12:00 a.m. and arrived at his
aunt's house twenty minutes later. According to him, he went to sleep after having
his dinner and found himself already handcuffed when he woke in the morning.[9]

 

Egay corroborated the alibi that on 29 June 2002, appellant was in attendance at
the wedding celebration of his daughter from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 a.m.[10] Ronald
Vargas (Vargas), a friend of appellant's, also testified that both appellant and
himself rendered assistance to Egay's family during the wedding celeberations on 29
June 2002, and that they were also together at the drinking session that night which
lasted until 12:00 a.m.[11]

 

Arnel Rosco (Arnel) was presented to rebut the testimonies of Egay and Vargas. He
stated that on 29 June 2002, he was on a boat docked at the side of the bridge
when he saw appellant pass by in front of him. Arnel estimated the time to be 11:00
p.m. because after the said encounter, he immediately went to the house of his
sibling and checked the time on the wall clock.[12]

 

On 14 December 2004, the trial court rendered judgment finding appellant guilty
beyond reasonable doubt of rape. The dispositive portion reads:

 



WHEREFORE, in view of the foregoing, the prosecution having proven the
guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt, accused Jaime del Castillo
is found guilty of the crime of rape as charged. He is hereby sentenced to
suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua. Accused is likewise ordered to
pay the private complainant [AAA] the amount of P50,000.00 as civil
indemnity and P50,000.00 as moral damages and to pay the cost. He is
likewise meted the accessory penalties as provided for under Article 41 of
the Revised Penal Code.

Considering that the accused has undergone preventive imprisonment,
he shall be credited in the service of his sentence with the time he has
undergone preventive imprisonment subject to the conditions provided
for in Article 29 of the Revised Penal Code.

SO ORDERED.[13]

The trial court found the testimony of the victim to be credible, and disregarded
appellant's defenses of alibi and denial.

 

The trial court pointed out that the veracity of the rape accusation was manifested
by the following facts: (1) the spontaneous identification of appellant as the one
who raped her; (2) the immediate revelation of her predicament to her aunt the
following day; (3) the immediate reporting of the incident to the barangay captain;
(4) the immediate reporting thereof to the police; (5) the immediate submission to
a medical examination; and (6) the corroboration between finding of the medico-
legal expert and AAA's testimony.[14]

 

The case was directly elevated to this Court for automatic review. However, pursuant
to our decision in People v. Mateo,[15] this case was transferred to the Court of
Appeals which affirmed with modification the decision of the trial court, thus:

 
WHEREFORE, premises considered, the instant appeal is DENIED. The
assailed Decision dated December 14, 2004 of the RTC of Calabanga,
Camarines Sur, Branch 63, in Criminal Case No. RTC-02-744 is AFFIRMED
with MODIFICATION further ordering accused-appellant to pay
complainant exemplary damages in the amount of P25,000.00 in addition
to the award of P50,000.00 in civil indemnity and P50,000.00 moral
damages.[16]

 

Appellant filed a notice of appeal on 18 July 2007.[17]
 

In the Resolution of 12 March 2008, we accepted the appeal and ordered the
respective parties to file their supplemental briefs.[18] Both appellant and the Office
of the Solicitor General (OSG) manifested that they would adopt their briefs
previously filed before the appellate court.[19] Thereafter, the case was deemed
submitted for decision.

 

Appellant maintains his innocence and casts doubt on AAA's credibility because of
the alleged inconsistencies in her testimony.

 

In a prosecution for rape, the victim's credibility becomes the single most important


