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**Title:** *Delia Ines Ringor vs. People of the Philippines*

**Facts:** This case concerns Delia Ines Ringor, employed as a sales clerk/agent by Peoples
Consumer Store (PCS), who was accused of failing to remit P66,860.90 collected from a
customer, L.A. Currimao Store (LACS). Initially charged with estafa under Article 315 of the
Revised Penal Code (RPC), the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Cabugao, Ilocos Sur, found her
guilty. Ringor appealed to the Court of Appeals (CA), which modified the conviction to
qualified theft under Article 310 in relation to Article 308 of the RPC, imposing a higher
penalty. Seeking further legal recourse, Ringor filed a petition for review under Rule 45 of
the  Rules  of  Court  to  the  Supreme Court,  questioning the  CA’s  decision  and arguing
insufficient evidence for qualified theft.

**Issues:** The sole legal issue for the Supreme Court’s resolution was whether the CA
erred in convicting Ringor of qualified theft.

**Court’s Decision:** The Supreme Court affirmed the CA’s decision, upholding Ringor’s
conviction for qualified theft. The Court meticulously analyzed the elements of qualified
theft and found all necessary elements present: (1) there was a taking of personal property,
(2)  belonging to another,  (3)  without the owner’s  consent,  (4)  with intent  to gain,  (5)
accomplished  without  violence  or  intimidation  or  force  upon  things,  and  (6)  under
circumstances  of  grave  abuse  of  confidence.  The  Court  emphasized  Ringor’s  role  and
responsibilities as a sales clerk/agent in PCS and reasoned that she used her position to
facilitate the unauthorized taking of the money, thus fulfilling the element of grave abuse of
confidence.

**Doctrine:**  The  Court  reiterated  the  doctrine  relating  to  qualified  theft,  especially
highlighting the requisite elements to establish the crime, including the aspect of grave
abuse of confidence crucial for elevating theft to qualified theft.

**Class Notes:**
– **Qualified Theft Elements:** Presence of taking of personal property that belongs to
another without consent, with intent to gain, done without violence, intimidation, or force,
and under the circumstance of grave abuse of confidence.
–  **Intent  to  Gain  (Animus  Lucrandi):**  Presumed  from  the  act  of  unlawfully  taking
property, irrespective of actual gain.
– **Grave Abuse of Confidence:** Evidenced by the relationship and trust between the
defendant and the victim that the former exploits to commit the crime.
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– **Legal Strategy in Criminal Defense:** Emphasize the importance of challenging the
prosecution’s evidence on every element of the crime, especially in cases involving trust-
based positions.

**Historical Background:** The decision underscores the judiciary’s rigorous approach in
evaluating the evidence and the specific roles individuals play within their employment to
ascertain criminal responsibility, particularly in cases involving financial breaches of trust.
This case reflects the broader legal principle that individuals in positions of trust are held to
a higher standard, and their abuse of this position for personal gain constitutes a serious
breach of both legal and moral obligations within the Philippine legal framework.


