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**Title:** Mangangey v. Sandiganbayan: A Discourse on Estafa through Falsification of
Public Documents in the Philippine Government Project Procurement Process

**Facts:**  The Municipality  of  Paracelis,  Mountain Province,  awarded a road widening
project to Leon Acapen in October 1986. Upon its alleged completion in December 1986,
various municipal officers including the petitioners (Dennis Mangangey, Gabriel Wanason,
and Anselmo Forayo) signed Certificates of Inspection and Acceptance confirming the work
was done to specification. The government paid PHP 106,970 to Acapen for the project.
However, after a complaint of anomalies led to a Commission of Audit (COA) inspection, it
was revealed that significant portions of the project were either incomplete or not started.
This finding resulted in the filing of two criminal cases under the Anti-Graft and Corrupt
Practices Act and for Estafa through Falsification of Public Documents involving the officers
and Acapen.  After  a  joint  trial,  the  Sandiganbayan acquitted  all  in  the  first  case  but
convicted the petitioners in the second, leading to this Supreme Court appeal.

**Issues:** The key legal issue was whether the accused could be held liable for estafa
through the falsification of public documents under the circumstances demonstrated.

**Court’s Decision:** The Supreme Court denied the petition, affirming the Sandiganbayan’s
decision. It highlighted that the petitioners, as municipal officials involved in the project’s
certification process,  engaged in the falsification of public documents by certifying the
completion of a project that was, in reality, incomplete. This act led to payment for work not
done,  constituting estafa.  Their  actions,  done in conspiracy with others to defraud the
government, were deemed sufficient for their conviction.

**Doctrine:** The case reinforces the established legal principle that public officials can be
held criminally liable for estafa through falsification of public documents when they certify
false statements leading to unwarranted payment from government funds. It emphasizes
accountability in the governmental procurement process and the severe implications of
corrupt practices.

**Class Notes:**
–  Essential  Elements  of  Estafa  through  Falsification  of  Public  Document:  (1)  making
untruthful statements in an official document, (2) having a legal obligation to disclose the
truth, (3) the facts being narrated are absolutely false, and (4) the perversion of truth is with
wrongful intent of injuring another.
– Elements of conspiracy in fraud require (1) a common design to commit a felony, (2)
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intentional participation in the crime with a view to further the common design.
– Circumstantial evidence can suffice for conviction if it forms an unbroken chain leading to
the fair and reasonable conclusion that the accused, and no one else, is guilty.

**Historical Background:** This case presents a poignant insight into the challenges and
legal mechanisms addressing corruption within public projects in the Philippines. Reflective
of  a broader struggle against  graft  and corruption,  it  highlights the judiciary’s  role in
interpreting and applying laws designed to protect public funds and ensure accountability
among  public  officials.  Through  such  legal  battles,  the  case  adds  to  the  evolving
jurisprudence aimed at fostering transparency and integrity in governmental transactions.


