G.R. No. 236807. January 12, 2021 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: Conchita M. Dela Cruz, Petitioner, vs. People of the Philippines, Respondent. Maximo
A. Borje, et al., Petitioner, vs. People of the Philippines, Respondent.

Facts:

The case involves alleged fictitious transactions in the Department of Public Works and
Highways (DPWH) from March to December 2001 involving high-ranking DPWH officials
and employees and private individuals. They were accused of forging and falsifying
documents to facilitate payment from public funds for non-existent repairs and purchases of
spare parts totaling P6,368,364.00. The accused included clerks, directors, chiefs,
accountants, and supply officers from the DPWH and owners of supply shops. The
transactions covered 409 reimbursements for emergency repairs of 39 DPWH service
vehicles, facilitated through falsified supporting documents like Job Orders, Inspection
Reports, Sales Invoices, and more.

Procedurally, the cases were consolidated and first brought before the Sandiganbayan,
where the petitioners were found guilty of Estafa through Falsification of Documents and
Violation of Section 3(e) of R.A. No. 3019, also known as the “Anti-Graft and Corrupt
Practices Act.” Following the denial of their motions for reconsideration by the
Sandiganbayan, petitioners elevated the cases to the Supreme Court via Petitions for
Review on Certiorari under Rule 45.

Issues:

1. Whether the Sandiganbayan erred in finding petitioners guilty beyond reasonable doubt
of Estafa through Falsification of Documents.

2. Whether the Sandiganbayan erred in finding petitioners guilty beyond reasonable doubt
of Violation of Section 3(e) of R.A. No. 3019.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court denied the consolidated petitions for lack of merit, affirming the
Sandiganbayan’s decision with modifications concerning the penalties imposed in light of
R.A. No. 10951 which adjusted the penalty for Estafa and Falsification of Documents. The
Court upheld the findings of conspiracy among the accused in defrauding the government
through fictitious transactions and upheld the convictions for both charges.

Doctrine:
The case reiterates the principle of conspiracy where the act of one is deemed the act of all
conspirators, particularly in the context of defrauding the government through falsification
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of public documents to facilitate ghost transactions. It underscores the applicability of the
Anti-Graft and Corrupt Practices Act to private individuals when they conspire with public
officers in committing acts declared unlawful by the said act.

Class Notes:

- Conspiracy in criminal law establishes collective responsibility among conspirators for acts
done in furtherance of their common design.

- Estafa through Falsification of Documents occurs when falsification is a necessary means
to perpetrate fraud.

- Violations under Section 3(e) of R.A. No. 3019 encompass causing undue injury through
manifest partiality, evident bad faith, or gross inexcusable negligence by public officers and
conspiring private individuals.

- Jurisprudence and statutory modifications (e.g., R.A. No. 10951) can influence the range
and application of penalties for crimes.

Historical Background:

This case reflects systemic issues of corruption within public offices, highlighting how
individuals in positions of authority can exploit their roles for personal gain. It also
showcases the evolving legal framework in the Philippines designed to address and penalize
such corrupt practices, evidenced by the adjustment of penalties under R.A. No. 10951 to
reflect contemporary values and the severity of crimes.
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