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**Title: Llamoso v. Sandiganbayan and the People of the Philippines**

**Facts:**
In March 1981, in the municipality of E. Villanueva, Siquijor, an anomaly occurred involving
a false entry in the payroll for a public works project aimed at improving Sta. Rosa Street.
This  payroll  error  concerned  the  wages  for  12  laborers,  specifically  focusing  on  the
fraudulent inclusion of one laborer, resulting in an unjust payment of PHP130.

Gaudioso  C.  Llamoso,  serving  as  the  assistant  highway  engineer,  alongside  Hilario  A.
Guigue,  Protacio  U.  Jumamoy,  Jr.,  and  others,  were  implicated  in  this  anomaly  after
attempting to rectify an issue regarding the unpaid wages of Alfredo Cagais. Cagais, a
caretaker and utility person, had not received his wages for work in the district engineer’s
cottage. To resolve this, a scheme was concocted to list Nicanor Aninipo as a “stand-in”
laborer on the payroll for the period of March 16 to 31, 1981, despite Aninipo not actually
working on the said project. This action was done under the belief, informed by discussions
with a former judge, that such an arrangement was permissible in good faith to ensure
Cagais received his owed wages.

Aninipo, after receiving the payment, forwarded the amount to Cagais, which eventually led
to the discovery of the false entry by the paymaster. This discovery prompted legal action,
culminating in the trial of the involved parties before the Sandiganbayan, which found them
guilty of falsification of public documents and sentenced them accordingly.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether the inclusion of  Nicanor Aninipo in  the payroll,  constituting a  false entry,
amounted to the crime of falsification of public documents.
2. Whether the accused acted with criminal intent in including Aninipo as a “stand-in” for
Cagais to ensure the latter received his wages.
3. The application and relevance of good faith as a defense in the falsification of public
documents.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court acquitted the accused, overturning the Sandiganbayan’s conviction. The
Court reasoned that the accused lacked criminal intent in their actions,  demonstrating
transparency and not seeking to conceal their actions. The Supreme Court highlighted the
notion  of  good  faith,  emphasizing  that  while  the  accused  could  be  subjected  to
administrative discipline, their actions did not constitute a criminal violation under the law.
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**Doctrine:**
This case reiterates the doctrine that absence of criminal intent and the presence of good
faith can negate the criminal liability in the crime of falsification of public documents. It
draws upon precedents that establish lack of malicious intent to induce wrongful injury can
exempt individuals from criminal liability in specific contexts of falsification.

**Class Notes:**
– Falsification of Public Documents: Criminal intent and malicious perversion of truth are
essential elements.
– Good Faith Defense: Demonstrating good faith and lack of intent to commit fraud or cause
injury can serve as a defense in cases of alleged falsification.
– Administrative vs. Criminal Liability: Actions taken in absence of criminal intent, albeit
irregular, may attract administrative sanctions but not necessarily criminal liability.
– Moral Certainty in Criminal Law: Conviction requires evidence that meets the threshold of
moral certainty, reaffirming the presumption of innocence.

**Historical Background:**
This case captures a unique moment in Philippine jurisprudence where the Supreme Court
took a nuanced stance on the interplay between criminal intent, administrative oversight,
and  the  principle  of  good  faith  in  the  internal  mechanisms  of  government  payroll
administration.  It  underscores  the  court’s  discretion  in  differentiating  between
administrative malpractice and criminal behavior, particularly in the context of public sector
corruption and the broader efforts to ensure accountability within public works.


