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### Title:
Antonio vs. Sandiganbayan: A Case of “Grease Money” in the Issuance of Government
Permits.

### Facts:
In October 1979, in Baguio City, Philippines, Manuel Caoili, Wilfredo Antonio, and Teofilo
Tinaza, Jr., all public engineers in various capacities within the local government, were
charged for violating the Anti-Graft and Corrupt Practices Act (Republic Act No. 3019, as
amended). The charge stemmed from their alleged demand for and acceptance of PHP
800.00 as “grease money” from Mrs. Edarlina de Guzman for the issuance of a building
permit, which she was previously denied due to lack of requirements. Throughout the trial
at the Sandiganbayan, all accused maintained their innocence.

During the trial, the prosecution presented De Guzman, who detailed her efforts to secure a
building permit for her house construction, which was halted by local authorities for lack of
the necessary permit. Following a series of engagements with the accused, she was advised
to offer the accused money to facilitate her application’s approval. An entrapment operation
with the Philippine Constabulary ensued, leading to the accused’s apprehension upon the
acceptance of the marked money.

The defense presented their individual narratives, distancing themselves from the act of
directly accepting the bribe and claiming ignorance of the source of the marked money
found in their possession.

The Sandiganbayan found all accused guilty beyond reasonable doubt, sentencing them to
imprisonment  and perpetual  disqualification  from public  office,  among other  penalties.
Antonio’s  motion for reconsideration was denied,  prompting him to file  a “Petition for
Review by  Way of  Certiorari”  to  the  Supreme Court,  arguing  particularly  against  the
evidence of conspiracy among the accused.

### Issues:
1. Whether the Sandiganbayan erred in finding a conspiracy among the accused.
2. Whether the act of one accused can be attributed to all under the conspiracy theory.
3. Whether the evidence presented was sufficient to establish the guilt of Antonio beyond
reasonable doubt for violation of Sec. 3(c) of R.A. No. 3019.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition, upholding the decision of the Sandiganbayan. The
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Court found sufficient evidence of conspiracy among the accused, as indicated by their
collective  actions  surrounding  the  demand  and  acceptance  of  the  bribe.  The  Court
emphasized that the existence of a conspiracy allows the acts of one conspirator to be
attributed to all, thereby holding each conspirator equally liable for the crime committed. It
was established that Antonio’s actions, particularly his involvement in the arrangement to
meet De Guzman and subsequent acceptance of part of the bribe money, unequivocally
demonstrated his participation in the conspiracy to demand “grease money” for the building
permit’s issuance.

### Doctrine:
–  Conspiracy exists  when two or more persons come to an agreement concerning the
commission of a felony and decide to commit it. The act of one conspirator is the act of all,
making each conspirator equally liable for the crime.
– The existence of a conspiracy can be inferred from the actions of the accused even if the
actual agreement to conspire is not proven.

### Class Notes:
– **Conspiracy Theory**:  When proven, the actions of one conspirator are deemed the
actions of all, thereby attributing collective responsibility and guilt.
– **Elements of a Crime Under R.A. No. 3019, Sec. 3(c)**: Direct or indirect request/receipt
of any gift/benefit by a public officer in exchange for facilitating any official act.
– **Proving Conspiracy**: Evidence may include the coordinated actions of the accused,
acting towards a common goal, even without proof of an explicit agreement.
– **Certiorari in the Philippine Judicial Context**: A special civil action against any tribunal,
board, or officer exercising judicial functions deemed to have acted without or in excess of
jurisdiction, or with grave abuse of discretion.

### Historical Background:
This case illustrates the ongoing challenge of corruption within the Philippine government,
particularly in securing official permits and licenses. The Anti-Graft and Corrupt Practices
Act, under which the accused were charged, epitomizes the country’s legal framework for
combating corruption and fostering integrity within public service.


