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Title: Mapalad Aisporna vs. The Court of Appeals and The People of the Philippines

Facts:
The case began when Mapalad Aisporna was charged in the City Court of Cabanatuan for
violating  Section  189  of  the  Insurance  Act  as  amended,  on  November  21,  1970.  The
accusation detailed that Aisporna, on or before June 21, 1969, in Cabanatuan City, acted as
an insurance agent without securing the required certificate of authority from the Insurance
Commissioner, in soliciting an application for insurance for Eugenio S. Isidro on behalf of
Perla Compania de Seguros, Inc., resulting in the issuance of a policy.
Rodolfo S. Aisporna, Mapalad’s husband, was a duly licensed agent for Perla Compania de
Seguros, but during his absence, Mapalad acted on his behalf upon receiving a phone call
for policy renewal from Isidro. She left a note for her husband to process the renewal. The
trial court found Aisporna guilty, imposing a fine with subsidiary imprisonment in case of
insolvency. On appeal,  the Court of Appeals upheld the decision. Aisporna then sought
certiorari from the Supreme Court, challenging the appellate court’s decision.

Issues:
1. Whether receiving compensation is an essential element of the crime defined by Section
189 of the Insurance Act.
2. Appropriateness of the evidence weight assigned by the appellate court to establish guilt
beyond a reasonable doubt.
3. Validity of the appellate court’s decision not to acquit Aisporna.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court found Aisporna’s petition meritorious, reversing the decision of the
Court of Appeals. The Court clarified the definition of an “insurance agent” as per Section
189 of the Insurance Act, emphasizing that receiving compensation is an essential condition
for  someone to  be  considered as  acting  in  the  capacity  of  an  insurance agent.  Since
Aisporna did not receive any compensation for the act,  her conviction was unfounded,
leading to her acquittal.

Doctrine:
The definition of “insurance agent” under Section 189 of the Insurance Act necessitates the
receipt of compensation for soliciting or obtaining insurance on behalf of an insurance
company.  Without  this  element,  the  act  of  solicitation  or  procurement  alone  does  not
constitute a violation of the said section.
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Class Notes:
– Key Elements in Criminal Cases: Essential conditions (e.g., receipt of compensation) that
must be present and proven beyond reasonable doubt for conviction.
–  Definition  of  “Insurance Agent”:  According to  Section  189 of  the  Insurance Act,  an
individual who receives compensation for soliciting or obtaining insurance on behalf of an
insurance company.
–  Legislative Interpretation:  Interpretation of  statutes should consider the statute as a
whole, aiming for harmonious and effective realization of legislative intent.

Historical Background:
This case highlights the intricacies of insurance law in the Philippines and emphasizes the
court’s role in clarifying legislative intent and statutory definitions. It serves as a judicial
check on administrative actions and clarifies the conditions under which individuals can be
considered as engaging in the business of insurance solicitation, influencing how the law is
applied in subsequent similar cases.


