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### Title:
The People of the Philippine Islands vs. Germiniano Araneta (1925)

### Facts:
In August 1923, Germiniano Araneta, employed as the chief clerk in the municipal treasury
of Dauis, Bohol, was charged with the issuance of permits for killing large cattle, each
requiring a fee of P1.50. He issued a permit to Damaso Penales and recorded the collection.
However, he used one of Penales’ duplicate permits to issue another license to Baldomero
Doldolea, altering the original document and failing to record the collection for Doldolea’s
fee. The discrepancy surfaced during a 1924 audit. Araneta, subsequently charged with
misappropriation  of  public  funds  and  falsification,  contended  that  as  a  non-public
functionary, he couldn’t be guilty of misappropriation and challenged the constitutionality
and proportionality of his punishment. The case escalated through the legal system until the
Supreme Court of the Philippines reviewed it.

### Issues:
1. Whether Araneta, as a chief clerk in the municipal treasury, could commit the crime of
misappropriation of public funds.
2. If the imposition of ten years of prision mayor for misappropriating P1.50 constitutes
cruel and unusual punishment.
3. If direct evidence of collection from Doldolea was necessary for conviction.
4.  The correct  classification of  offenses:  whether misappropriation through falsification
should be treated as a complex crime.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court overturned the lower court’s decision, ruling separately on the issues.
They concluded that:
1. Araneta could commit the crime despite the repeal of relevant Penal Code provisions by
Act No. 2711, as such duties fall under a public functionary’s responsibilities.
2.  The  penalty  was  not  solely  for  misappropriation  but  also  included  punishment  for
falsification of public documents. The sentence was neither cruel nor unusual.
3. The court presumed Araneta performed his duties, including the collection from Doldolea,
removing the necessity for direct evidence.
4. The Court found Araneta guilty of both misappropriation of public funds and falsification
of public documents as separate offenses, imposing adjusted penalties.

### Doctrine:
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This  case  established  that  misappropriation  of  public  funds  and  falsification  of  public
documents by a public employee, when punishable under different laws (Penal Code and the
Administrative Code), must be treated as distinct offenses.

### Class Notes:
– Misappropriation of Public Funds: A public official can misappropriate funds even with
minimal monetary involvement.
– Falsification of Public Documents: Alteration and misuse of official documents by a public
employee is a serious offense.
– Separation of Offenses: When actions fall under different legal provisions (Penal Code vs.
Administrative Code), they are adjudicated as separate crimes.
–  Legal  Penalties:  Punishments must correlate with the gravity of  the crime; however,
cumulative offenses may warrant severer sanctions.
– Presumption of Duty Performance: In the absence of direct evidence, a public officer’s
duty performance (e.g., fee collection) may be presumed.

### Historical Background:
The case exemplifies early 20th-century legal challenges in the Philippines, highlighting
issues of public trust, accountability, and the evolving interpretation of penal sanctions. It
reflects on the judiciary’s role in maintaining public integrity, addressing legal loopholes,
and setting precedents for the separation and classification of criminal behaviors.


