G. R. No. L-5371. March 26, 1953 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: People of the Philippines vs. Aquino Mingoa

Facts: Aquino Mingoa, as the officer-in-charge of the municipal treasurer’s office in
Despujols, Romblon, was discovered to have a shortfall of P3,938 in his accounts during an
audit by the provincial auditor on September 1, 1949. Upon demand, he was unable to
produce the missing funds. Mingoa claimed that he accidentally placed the money in an
envelope which he then forgot at a seat while watching a show, resulting in the funds’ loss.
However, Mingoa did not report the loss to his superiors or the police and sought to borrow
money to cover the shortfall. He also did not testify in court and offered no evidence in his
defense.

The trial court found Mingoa guilty of malversation of public funds. Mingoa appealed to the
Court of Appeals which, noting a constitutional question, certified the case to the Supreme
Court of the Philippines.

Issues:

1. Whether a presumption of guilt for malversation of public funds from the unexplained
shortage in an accountable officer’s accounts violates the constitutional right of the accused
to be presumed innocent.

2. Whether the explanation provided by Mingoa regarding the loss of funds is credible and
sufficient to rebut the presumption of guilt.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the decision of the trial court, rejecting Mingoa’s defense as
inherently unbelievable. The Court held that the legal presumption provided under article
217 of the Revised Penal Code was valid and constitutional. This presumption maintains that
an accountable officer’s failure to produce public funds upon demand constitutes prima
facie evidence of conversion for personal use.

The Court reasoned that the question of constitutionality was brought too late since it was
not raised in the court below. Moreover, the Court noted that it is settled that legislatures
may enact presumptions in criminal statutes as long as there is a rational connection
between the fact proved and the fact presumed.

Doctrine:

This case affirms the principle that statutes creating prima facie presumptions in criminal
cases do not violate the constitutional presumption of innocence provided there is a rational
connection between the proven facts and the ultimate fact presumed. The inability of a
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public officer to account properly for public funds constitutes prima facie evidence of
malversation under Article 217 of the Revised Penal Code.

Class Notes:

- Essential elements of malversation: accountability for public funds or property, demand by
an authorized officer, and an inability to account duly for such funds or property.

- Rational connection test: a presumption is valid if there’s a logical link between the fact
presented and the fact presumed.

- Prima facie evidence of guilt does not infringe on the constitutional presumption of
innocence if the defendant has the opportunity to present rebuttal evidence.

Historical Background:

The case is reflective of the legal understanding in the mid-20th century that public
accountability is crucial to the integrity of governmental financial management. The legal
doctrine established emphasizes the heavy responsibility of public officers over government
funds and the legitimate use of statutory presumptions to uphold this responsibility. It
underscores the strict compliance expected from those who are in positions of public trust,
particularly in the post-war era when rebuilding efforts required utmost financial diligence
from government officers.
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