G.R. No. 250565. March 29, 2023 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Republic of the Philippines vs. Bienvenido R. Tantoco, Jr., et al.: A Brief Examination of
Insufficiency of Evidence in Civil Forfeiture**

**Facts:**

The Republic of the Philippines, through the Presidential Commission on Good Government
(PCGQ), initiated a case (Civil Case No. 0008) against Bienvenido Tantoco, Sr. (deceased),
Bienvenido R. Tantoco, Jr., Gliceria R. Tantoco (deceased), Maria Lourdes Tantoco-Pineda,
Dominador Santiago, Ferdinand E. Marcos (deceased, substituted by his heirs), and Imelda
R. Marcos, alleging that these individuals unlawfully amassed wealth during Marcos’
presidency through various corrupt means.

Petitioner accused the defendants of acting as dummies for the Marcoses in unlawful
acquisitions and securing unwarranted benefits due to their association with the Marcoses.
As part of the legal battle, various motions for discovery were filed and resolved, aimed at
uncovering evidence.

Throughout the proceedings, the Sandiganbayan admitted select pieces of evidence from
the petitioner but ultimately dismissed the complaint for insufficiency of evidence. The
Supreme Court upheld this dismissal, finding no reversible error in the Sandiganbayan’s
ruling.

**[ssues:**

1. Whether the Sandiganbayan erred in excluding a significant portion of the petitioner’s
evidence due to failure to present during discovery and for violating the Best Evidence Rule.
2. Whether the Sandiganbayan appropriately determined that the petitioner’s remaining
evidence was insufficient to support the allegations, warranting the dismissal of the
complaint.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court found that the Sandiganbayan did not err in its judgments. Many of the
petitioner’s evidence were not disclosed during the discovery process or violated the Best
Evidence Rule, leading to their exclusion. Of the admissible evidence, only 11 exhibits and
four witness testimonies were considered insufficient to prove the allegations made by the
petitioner. Consequently, the Sandiganbayan’s decision to dismiss the case due to
insufficiency of evidence was upheld. The Court emphasized that civil forfeiture cases
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require proof by a preponderance of evidence, a standard not met by the petitioner.
**Doctrine:**

The case reiterates the importance of the discovery process in civil proceedings,
underscoring the consequences of failing to disclose evidentiary materials during discovery.
It also highlights the standard of preponderance of evidence in civil cases, especially in civil
forfeiture proceedings, and asserts the principle that undisclosed evidence during discovery
can be rightfully excluded from formal presentation.

**Class Notes:**

- **Discovery Process:** Allows parties to access facts supporting their claims or defenses.
Failure to disclose evidence can lead to its exclusion.

- **Preponderance of Evidence:** The standard required in civil cases, meaning evidence
that is more convincing and probable of the truth.

- **Civil Forfeiture Standard:** Aligns with the preponderance of evidence, necessitating
the plaintiff to substantiate their claims adequately.

**Historical Background:**

This case arises against the backdrop of efforts to recover assets believed to be ill-gotten
wealth accumulated during Ferdinand Marcos’ presidency in the Philippines. It reflects the
broader context of legal challenges faced by the government in proving corruption and asset
recovery claims from decades past, highlighting the rigorous standards of evidence and
procedural adherence necessary in civil forfeiture cases.
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