














Decision 6 GR. No. 242882

The Present Appeal

Accused-appellant now seeks affirmative relief from this Court and
prays anew for his acquittal. In compliance with Resolution®' dated January
10, 2019, accused-appellant manifested that in lieu of supplemental briefs,
he is adopting his brief filed before the CA.** On the other hand, the Office
of the Solicitor General (OSG) manifested that it will no longer file a
supplemental brief since all the issues raised by accused-appellant have

already been sufficiently addressed in its plaintiff-appellee’s brief likewise
filed before the CA.>

Issue

The 1ssue for the Court’s resolution is whether or not the CA erred in

affirming accused-appellant’s conviction for the crimes of Rape and Acts of
Lasciviousness.

Ruling

The instant appeal lacks merit. Modifications, however, as to the
nomenclature of the crime in Criminal Case No. B-01591 for Rape and
nomenclature of the crime and award of damages in Criminal Case No. B-
01592 for Acts of Lasciviousness are in order.

At the outset, We stress that assessment of the credibility of witnesses
is a task most properly within the domain of trial courts. Factual findings of
the trial court carry great weight and respect due to the unique opportunity
afforded to them to observe the witnesses when placed on the stand.
Consequently, appellate courts will not overturn the factual findings of the
trial court in the absence of facts or circumstances of weight and substance
that would affect the result of the case. This rule finds an even more
stringent application where the said findings are sustained by the CA, as in
the instant case.*!

Criminal Case No. B-01591
— Statutory Rape.

Rape is defined and penalized under Article 266-A of the Revised
Penal Code (RPC), as amended by Republic Act No. (RA) &3 53,7 viz.:
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Rollo, p. 25.

1d. at 34.

B 1d. at27.

* Pegpiev. Gerola, 813 Phil. 1055, 1063 (2017).

2 The Anti-Rape Law of 1997, approved on September 30, 1997.

22







































