G.R. No. 153526. October 25, 2005 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
Florante Soriquez vs. Sandiganbayan and the People of the Philippines: A Case Analysis on
the Denial of a Demurrer to Evidence in a Corruption Allegation

### Facts:

Florante Soriquez, as Program Director of Mt. Pinatubo Rehabilitation-Project Management
Office (MPR-PMO), was indicted with nine others on charges under Section 3(e) of the Anti-
Graft and Corrupt Practices Act. The charge stemmed from their alleged conspiracy which
resulted in allowing Atlantic Erectors, Inc., the contractor of the Pasig-Potrero River Diking
System (Megadike) construction, to deviate from the contract’s plans and specifications.
This deviation purportedly led to the Megadike’s collapse, inflicting undue injury and
financial loss to the government.

Upon arraignment, Soriquez pleaded “Not Guilty”. The prosecution’s case hinged on the
solitary witness, Atty. Mothalib Onos of the Office of the Ombudsman’s Fact-Finding
Investigation Panel, along with documentary evidence. Upon the conclusion of the
prosecution’s presentation, Soriquez filed a Demurrer to Evidence, asserting the
prosecution’s failure to sufficiently establish his guilt.

The Sandiganbayan (Fifth Division) dismissed Soriquez’s demurrer in a Resolution dated
March 6, 2002, and his subsequent motion for reconsideration on May 20, 2002, essentially
concluding a prima facie case had been established against Soriquez, necessitating his
presentation of defensive evidence.

In response, Soriquez sought recourse from the Supreme Court via a petition for certiorari
and prohibition, aiming to annul the Sandiganbayan’s resolutions and halt further
proceedings.

### Issues:

1. Whether the Sandiganbayan gravely abused its discretion in denying Soriquez’s demurrer
to evidence.

2. Whether the prosecution’s evidence was sufficiently compelling to warrant the denial of
the demurrer.

3. The applicability and interpretation of Section 3(e) of the Anti-Graft and Corrupt
Practices Act in the case.

##4# Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court dismissed Soriquez’s petition, upholding the sufficiency of the
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prosecution’s evidence in establishing a prima facie case against him. The Court delineated
the essence of a demurrer to evidence and reiterated that the Sandiganbayan’s duty was
merely to ascertain whether there was competent and sufficient evidence to sustain the
indictment, not necessarily to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt at this juncture.

The Court outlined the elements under Section 3(e) of the Anti-Graft and Corrupt Practices
Act, providing a detailed analysis of how the evidence presented by the prosecution, albeit
indirectly, pointed towards Soriquez’s complicity through evident bad faith or gross
inexcusable negligence, culminating in unwarranted damage to the government.

### Doctrine:

The resolution firmly established the doctrine that the trial court’s decision to deny a
demurrer to evidence is grounded on its preliminary assessment of whether the evidence
presented is capable of sustaining the indictment. It emphasized that the sufficiency, not the
quantum, of evidence regarding the elements of a crime under Section 3(e) of the Anti-Graft
and Corrupt Practices Act is crucial at the stage of resolving a demurrer.

### Class Notes:

- **Demurrer to Evidence**: A motion asserting that the opposing party’s evidence is
insufficient to sustain a claim or charge. The adjudication considers whether there’s
competent evidence supporting the charge, not proving guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

- **Section 3(e) of the Anti-Graft and Corrupt Practices Act**: Requires proving (1) the
accused is a public officer discharging official functions; (2) action was done with manifest
partiality, evident bad faith, or inexcusable negligence; and (3) such action caused undue
injury or provided unwarranted benefits.

- *Prima Facie Case**: A case established when the evidence presented is sufficient to
sustain a conviction unless contradicted and overcome by other evidence.

### Historical Background:

This case underscores the intricate legal mechanisms and rigorous scrutiny involved in
prosecuting alleged corruption within public offices in the Philippines. It reveals the
judiciary’s role in balancing the presumption of innocence with the imperative of holding
public officials accountable for actions that betray public trust.
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