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QUISUMBING, J.:

On January 17, 2000, the Regional Trial Court of Iligan City, Branch 6, found appellant Harry Solidum guilty of
the special complex crime of Robbery with Homicide, and sentenced him to suffer the penalty of reclusion
perpetua.[1]

The crime was allegedly committed as follows:

That on or about October 14, 1998, in the City of Iligan, Philippines, and within the jurisdiction of this
Honorable Court, the said accused, conspiring and confederating together and mutually helping each other, by
means of violence or intimidation, that is by arming themselves with knives, did then and there, with intent of
gain, (sic) willfully, unlawfully and feloniously take, steal and carry away the wrist watch of one Jaime dela
Peña, and during the said occasion, with intent to kill, the accused did then and there willfully, unlawfully and
feloniously attack, assault, and jointly stab the said Jaime dela Peña thereby inflicting upon him the following
physical injuries, to wit:

Hypovolemic shock sec. to penetrating stab wound (L) chest, left mid-clavicular line below the (L) nipple

Cardio-respiratory arrest

which caused the death of the said Jaime dela Peña.[2]

Upon arraignment, appellant Harry Solidum entered a plea of not guilty. His co-accused, Jaymar Rugay, entered a
plea of guilty and was promptly sentenced to reclusion perpetua.[3] Trial ensued thereafter concerning the
appellant only.

The facts on record show that on October 14, 1998, about 1:00 a.m., Leonel Samontiza[4] and Said Dumlas were
at the sidewalk in front of the Equitable Bank located at the corner of Luna and Del Pilar Streets, Iligan City.[5]
They were conversing with Mario, Dodong, and Toto, allegedly the fellow pimps of Leonel. Also present were
Manay Terry and Manay Elena who were allegedly the managers of prostitutes.[6] Standing near them were
Jaymar Rugay and Harry Solidum.[7]

At the opposite side of Luna St., more or less in front of the Equitable Bank, was a burnt building. Later, Leonel
and Said saw someone urinating against a post in front of the burnt building. This person turned out to be the
victim, Jaime dela Peña.[8] Jaymar and Harry crossed Luna St. and approached Jaime.[9] When they reached him,
Jaymar held Jaime’s hand while appellant placed his arm around Jaime’s neck.[10] When Jaime fought back,
appellant stabbed him at the back while Jaymar stabbed him on the chest.[11] Thereafter, Jaymar snatched the
wristwatch of the victim and ran, followed by appellant, towards Labao St.[12] Fearful that they might be
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implicated, Leonel and Said also ran away.[13]

That morning, the Iligan City Police Station No. 1 received a report concerning the killing of Jaime dela Peña.
During investigation, SPO1 Cipriano Serino interviewed Leonel and Said, both of whom pointed to Jaymar and
Harry as the culprits. SPO1 Serino and his fellow operatives looked for Jaymar and Harry who were well-known
hangers-on at the city plaza, but they could not find both. Later, however, SPO2 Saramosing was able to arrest
Jaymar.

Meanwhile, Dr. Livey Villarin, the city health officer, had examined the cadaver of Jaime.[14] He prepared a
necropsy report showing the location and nature of his injuries.[15] He reported that the two stab wounds were
probably inflicted by two individuals.[16]

During trial, accused-appellant Harry Solidum, for his defense, claimed that his real name is Rey Timbal.[17] He
testified that he was a student of the Iligan City National High School but he stopped schooling sometime in
September 1998. Thereafter, on September 20, 1998, he went to Impasog-ong, Bukidnon to join his father, who
owned a half-hectare coffee plantation. He stayed there for a month. On October 30, 1998, he returned to his
residence in Suarez, Iligan, where he stayed at home. Appellant declared he never left Suarez to come to Iligan
City. He also vehemently denied having robbed much less killed the victim, Jaime.[18]

Testifying for appellant’s defense, Jaymar said that about two months prior to October 14, 1998, he was
employed as a cook at the barbeque stand located at the corner of Roxas Avenue and Aguinaldo St., Iligan
City.[19] On October 13, 1998, he reported for work and went off duty only at 11:30 p.m.[20] About 1:00 a.m.,
October 14, 1998, he saw Jaime standing at the sidewalk beside the Bahayan Restaurant.[21] He claimed he saw
two persons, Leonel and Said, approach Jaime and snatch his wristwatch. Afterwards, Leonel and Said ran
away.[22] Jaime, on the other hand, approached Jaymar and kicked him. Thereupon, Jaymar pulled his knife and
stabbed Jaime at the right side of the waist and then on the chest.[23] Jaymar denied knowing appellant earlier,
adding that he came to know appellant only when he was arrested and charged[24]

The court found the testimonies of the prosecution witnesses Leonel and Said credible. It disbelieved appellant’s
defense of alibi as well as mistaken identity. According to the trial court, the fact that appellant’s real name might
have been Rey Timbal was not the overriding consideration in the case because both Leonel and Said positively
identified him as one of the perpetrators of the crime. The court also held that appellant failed to prove by clear
and convincing evidence that he could not have been within the vicinity of the crime when it happened.[25]
Accordingly, the trial court decreed:

WHEREFORE, the court finds the accused Rey Timbal alias Harry Solidum alias Ariel Solidum GUILTY
beyond reasonable doubt as principal of the offense of Robbery with Homicide defined and penalized in Art.
294, par. 1 of the Revised Penal Code as amended by R.A. 7659 and there being present neither aggravating
nor mitigating circumstances hereby imposes upon him the penalty of RECLUSION PERPETUA with all the
accessory penalties prescribed by law and to indemnify the Heirs of Jaime dela Peña the sums of P50,000.00 as
death indemnity, P115, 549.55 as actual damages and P100,000.00 as moral damages without subsidiary
imprisonment in case of insolvency.

Having been under preventive detention since November 3, 1998 until the present, the period of such preventive
imprisonment shall be credited in full in favor of the said accused in the service of his sentence.

Costs against the accused.
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SO ORDERED.[26]

Dissatisfied with the decision, appellant seasonably filed his notice of appeal raising the sole issue of whether the
trial court erred in giving credence to the testimonies of prosecution witnesses Leonel and Said and convicting
appellant on the basis thereof.

According to appellant, the testimonies of Leonel and Said were self-serving and not even corroborated. Since
both admitted being police characters, appellant also argued that their testimonies deserve no weight.

The well-entrenched rule is that an appellate court will generally not disturb the assessment of the trial court on
the credibility of witnesses[27] considering that trial court judges would naturally be in a much better position
than the appellate court to appreciate testimonial evidence.[28] Having personal opportunity to observe the
witness’ deportment and manner of testifying,[29] the trial court judge’s determination deserves the highest
respect, sometimes even finality. Unless there appears on record some circumstance of weight and influence
which had been overlooked[30] or the significance of which had been misinterpreted by the trial court,[31] the
reviewing court will not set aside the findings of the trial court. Appellant has not shown any significant fact or
circumstance which the trial court overlooked or misinterpreted. All that appellant says is that the testimonies of
Leonel and Said are self-serving and that the testimonies of two police characters must be taken with extreme
caution, for lack of credibility and weight, but he has not demonstrated convincingly and clearly why the
conclusions of the court below should be disturbed and overturned.

While Leonel admitted to being a pimp[32] and Said had been a usual suspect in many incidents of robberies,[33]
these circumstances do not necessarily make them or their testimonies ipso facto incredible. In People v.
Cuadra,[34] we held that the determination of the character of a witness is not a prerequisite to belief in his
testimony. The alleged bad character of a witness, even if true, should not sway the court in the evaluation of the
witness’ veracity. Other important factors should be considered, such as the witness’ manner and behavior on the
witness stand, the general characteristics, tone, tenor, and inherent probability of the witness’ statements.[35]

No rule requires that the testimony of a witness must be corroborated before evidentiary weight is assigned to it.
In fact, we have consistently held that even the testimony of a single witness, if found convincing and credible by
the trial court, may be sufficient to support a finding of guilt beyond reasonable doubt. Truth is not established by
the number of witnesses but by the quality of their testimonies.[36]

In this case, Leonel and Said corroborated each other’s testimonies. Both of them positively stated that appellant
placed his arm around Jaime’s neck while Jaymar was trying to take the victim’s watch. When Jaime fought
back, appellant stabbed him at the back and Jaymar stabbed him on the chest. These two stab wounds caused
Jaime’s death. Their testimonies are also corroborated by the physical evidence[37] and the necropsy report of
Dr. Villarin. Thus the prosecution evidence has established that appellant and his co-accused had intended to rob
Jaime of his wristwatch, but because Jaime resisted, they stabbed him.

Jaymar’s testimony that he didn’t know appellant and his corollary claim that he acted alone in stabbing Jaime
are not persuasive. Having pleaded guilty to the crime, he could make any claim without fear of additional
penalty. But considering the prosecution’s evidence in detail, we entertain no doubt that appellant Harry Solidum
participated as principal with his co-accused Jaymar Rugay in committing the crime of robbery with homicide.
[38]

As to the civil liability, the award of P50,000 as indemnity to the heirs of Jaime is in order. The award of
P100,000 as moral damages, however, must be reduced to P50,000 in accordance with current jurisprudence.[39]
The award of P115,549.55 as actual damages does not appear wholly supported by the evidence on record.
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Evangeline dela Peña, the widow of the victim, presented receipts and testified that she spent P1,449.55 for
hospital bills, P50,000 for funeral services including the cost for the casket, and P34,500 for the burial lot and
tombstone.[40] She did not present receipts for the P30,000 she claimed as funeral expenses but only a statement
of expenses[41] she had prepared herself. A party seeking the award of actual damages must produce competent
proof or the best evidence obtainable to justify such award. Only substantiated and proven expenses, or those that
appear to have been genuinely incurred in connection with the death, wake or burial of the victim will be
recognized in court.[42] The award of actual damages must therefore be reduced to P85,949.55. But it being
undeniable that expenses for the funeral of the victim was incurred, the sum of P10,000 may be awarded to his
widow as temperate damages.

WHEREFORE, the appealed decision of the Regional Trial Court of Iligan City, Branch 6, is AFFIRMED with
MODIFICATION as to damages. Appellant HARRY SOLIDUM alias ARIEL SOLIDUM alias REY TIMBAL is
declared GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt, of the crime of ROBBERY WITH HOMICIDE. He is sentenced to
suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua, and ordered to pay the heirs of the victim, Jaime dela Peña, P50,000 as
civil indemnity, P50,000 as moral damages, P85,949.55 as actual damages, and P10,000 as temperate damages.

Costs de oficio.

SO ORDERED.

Austria-Martinez, Callejo, Sr., and Tinga, JJ., concur.

Puno, (Chairman), on leave.
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