


Resolufion -2 - G.R. No, 240701
Navember 4. 2020

q

physical evidence ol [orcible defloration.
case:

The Court discussed m one

In People v Lfopez, the Court hcld that the gravamcn of the
offcnse  of statulory mpe as  provided  under the RPC 15 the camal
knowledge of a woman below twelve vears of age. The only elements
of statmiory mpe are: (1) that the offender had carmal knowledge ofa
woman; and (2} that the woman is under twelve {12) vears of age.

Wih regird w0 the medical examination conducted, the Court has
previously  held  that  “lhymenal  lacerations, whether healed or fresh,
are the hest evidence of forcible  defloration. And  when the consisienr
and  forthright  testimory of @ rupe  victim is consistert with  medical
findings,  there (s sufficient  basis 1o worrani a  conclusion  that the
essential reguisites of carnal knowledoe have been established™

In  People v Palanay, the Couri (homooghly  explamed that
by the distinctive nature of rape  cnses, comvicldon usually  resis  solely
on the basis of the testimony of the wvictim, provided that such
izstimony is credible, natural, convincing, and consistent with human
nahre  and the normal  cowsc of things.  Thus, the vietim’s  credibility
becomes the primordial consideranon in the resolution of rape cascs.
‘The cvaluation of the creditaiity o witnesses and  their 1leslimomes 15 a
matter best undertaken by the mal court given its unigue opportumity
Wy observe the wilnesses frsthand and to note their demeancr, conduct,
and afitude under grilling examination. In this resard, facmal findings
of the trial court, its calibmtinn of the testimonics of the witnesses, and
its conclusions anchored on its findings are accorded by the appellate
court high respect, if not conclusive elleel, more so when allimed by
the CA." (Emphasis supplied, cltations omitted.)

Given the foregoing, the Court finds no copent reason to disturb
the uniform findings of the R1TC and the CA that accused-appeilant is
guilty as charged. TInder the circumstances, the Court must uphold the
factual findings of the Irial court in the absence ol any showing that in
assessing the wimesses’ credibility in relation to thelr testimonies, it had
overlooked or misconstrued any relevant Tact that would alter the result
of the case.®

 Finally, the lower courts correctly imposed wvupon accused-
appellant the penalty of reclusion perpetua for having found him guilty
of Rape. '

WHEREFORE, the appeal is DISMISSED. The assailed
Drecision of the Court of Appeals dated October 9, 2017 in CA-G.R. CR
HC No. 06460 15 AFFIRMED with MODIFICATION in that accused-
appellant Raffy Bachiller ¥ Tagura is ORDERED to pay AAA the
following amounts: (a) PI100,000.00 as civil indemnity; (b) P100,000.00
as moral damages and PI100,000.00 as exemplary damages, for each
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