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### Title: People of the Philippines v. Nicanor Roa

### Facts:

The case emerged from two separate incidents of rape that took place on May 25, 1997, and
July 29, 1997, in Valenzuela, Metro Manila, where the accused, Nicanor Roa, was charged
with the rape of AAA, a 14-year-old girl. On August 4, 1997, two separate informations were
filed against  Roa for these incidents.  The accused pleaded not guilty to both charges,
leading to a joint trial.

The prosecution established that on the first incident, while AAA was sleeping in her room,
Roa, who resided with AAA’s adopting family and was an employee in their family business,
entered her room armed with a bladed weapon, threatened her, and proceeded to rape her.
A similar incident occurred on July 29, 1997, again involving Roa entering AAA’s room with
a  bladed  weapon  and  raping  her.  When  AAA’s  pregnancy  was  discovered,  and  upon
confrontation, Roa left for Bulacan and was subsequently detained.

During the trial, Roa denied the allegations, claiming alibis for his whereabouts during the
incidents. Nonetheless, the Regional Trial Court found Roa guilty of two counts of rape,
sentencing him to reclusion perpetua for each count and ordering indemnification to the
victim.

Roa appealed the decision, questioning the credibility of AAA’s testimony and highlighting
supposed inconsistencies.

### Issues:
1. Whether the testimony of the victim, AAA, was credible and sufficient to establish the
guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt.
2. Whether the accused’s alibi holds against the positive identification and testimony of the
victim.
3. Whether the silence of the accused when confronted amounts to an admission of guilt.

### Court’s Decision:

The Philippine Supreme Court affirmed the decision of the Regional Trial Court, rejecting
Roa’s appeal. The Court found AAA’s testimony to be candid and free from any fabrication,
dismissing the alleged inconsistencies pointed out by Roa. It highlighted that AAA’s inability
to attribute her pregnancy correctly to Roa does not detract from the credibility of her claim
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of rape.

The Court also noted that Roa’s alibi could not stand against AAA’s positive identification
and detailed account of the events. Moreover, Roa’s silence when accused and his lack of
strong protest or denial were considered indicative of guilt, aligning with the provisions
under Section 32 of Rule 130 of the Revised Rules on Evidence regarding admissions by
silence.

The  Court  modified  the  civil  indemnities  awarded  to  the  victim,  aligning  them  with
prevailing jurisprudence to include moral and exemplary damages.

### Doctrine:

– The positive and categorical testimony of a rape victim is enough to support a conviction if
it is credible and consistent.
– An alibi as a defense cannot prosper if the accused is positively identified by the witness.
– Silence or failure to deny accusations under circumstances where one would ordinarily be
expected to deny allegations can be considered an implied admission of guilt according to
Section 32 of Rule 130 of the Revised Rules on Evidence.

### Class Notes:

– **Credibility of Witness**: A rape victim’s straightforward testimony, when found credible,
can sufficiently establish the guilt of the accused.
– **Alibi and Positive Identification**: The defense of alibi is weak against the positive
identification and consistent testimony of a complainant.
– **Admission by Silence**: Under Section 32 of Rule 130 of the Revised Rules on Evidence,
silence in response to an accusation, when it is customary to respond, can be construed as
an admission of guilt.
– **Civil Indemnities for Rape**: In cases of rape, the victim is entitled to civil indemnity,
moral  damages,  and  exemplary  damages,  with  specific  amounts  guided  by  prevailing
jurisprudence.

### Historical Background:

This case is situated within the Philippines’ legal framework, which treats rape as a serious
criminal  offense  with  stringent  penalties,  including  reclusion  perpetua.  It  follows  the
jurisprudence that emphasizes the gravity of sexual violence and the central importance of
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the victim’s testimony in prosecuting such crimes. The decision reiterates long-standing
principles  regarding  the  credibility  of  witnesses,  the  role  of  positive  identification  in
overcoming defenses such as alibi, and the legal implications of an accused’s silence in the
face of accusations.


