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### Title:
Lumen Policarpio vs. The Manila Times Publication Co., Inc., et al.

### Facts:
– **Initial Context**: Plaintiff  Lumen Policarpio was an executive secretary of the local
UNESCO National Commission and a member of the Philippine bar. Policarpio filed charges
against her subordinate Herminia D. Reyes, leading to Reyes’s separation from service.
–  **Countercharges**:  In  retaliation,  Reyes  filed  counter-charges  against  Policarpio,
involving alleged malversation of public funds and estafa through falsification of public
documents. An administrative investigation began in June 1956, and Reyes filed formal
complaints with the Office of the City Fiscal of Manila on August 8, 1956.
– **Publications**: On August 11 and 13, 1956, The Saturday Mirror and The Daily Mirror
published articles concerning the charges. These articles were claimed to be defamatory
and inaccurately reported that the PCAC filed the criminal complaints against Policarpio.
– **Complaints**: The Manila Times Publishing Co., Inc., and its associated editors and
reporters were defendants. Policarpio sought damages totaling P300,000.
– **Procedural History**:
– The defendants moved to dismiss, which was denied by the Court of First Instance of
Manila.
– The court’s decision was to dismiss both the complaint and counterclaim, as it found no
malice in the publication.
– The case was initially sent to the Court of Appeals but forwarded to the Supreme Court
due to the amount involved.

### Issues:
1.  **Defamation  and  Malice**:  Whether  the  articles  published  were  defamatory  and
malicious enough to warrant damages.
2. **Truthfulness and Fairness of Report**: Whether the reported articles were true, fair,
and made in good faith.
3. **Damages**: Determination of the appropriate relief for damages if the publications
were malicious and defamatory.

### Court’s Decision:
#### **Defamation and Malice:**
– **Court’s Analysis**: The Court found that the articles contained inaccuracies that created
a misleading and more negative impression of Policarpio than warranted. Specifically, the
claim  that  the  PCAC  filed  the  charges,  when  they  were  filed  by  Reyes,  and  the
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representation of the accusations, were false.
– **Presumption of Malice**: Article 354 of the Revised Penal Code presumes defamatory
imputations to be malicious unless a good intention and justifiable motive are shown. The
Court found the articles were neither fair nor true reports of the proceedings, hence were
presumed malicious.

#### **Truthfulness and Fairness of Report:**
–  **Details  and Verification**:  The defendants had access to  the necessary details  but
published incorrect information. The Court held that the scope for negligence or intentional
disregard for accuracy implied malicious intent.
– **Subsequent Corrections**: The Court acknowledged the subsequent article’s corrections
but maintained that the initial damage could not be undone entirely.

#### **Damages:**
– **Moral Damages and Attorney’s Fees**: Considering the damaging nature of the articles
and the requirement for fairness, the Court awarded Policarpio P3,000 in moral damages
and P2,000 in attorney’s fees.

The decision of the lower court was reversed, holding the defendants jointly and severally
liable for the damages.

### Doctrine:
–  **Malicious  Presumption**:  Article  354,  Revised  Penal  Code,  presumes  defamatory
imputations to be malicious unless proven otherwise. Publications must not only be true but
also fair and made in good faith without comments or remarks.

### Class Notes:
1. **Elements of Defamation**:
– Imputation of a discreditable act or condition.
– Publication to third persons.
– Malice, either in law (presumed) or in fact.

2. **Presumption of Malice**:
– By default, defamatory statements are presumed malicious unless rebutted by proving
good motives.

3. **Fair and True Report**:
– Reports on non-confidential judicial, legislative, or other official proceedings must be both
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truthfully and fairly represented to be exempt from malice presumption.

### Historical Background:
– **Context of the Allegations**: The case reflects ongoing administrative and legal conflicts
in mid-20th century Philippine bureaucracies. It exemplifies tensions in public office, the
role of the press, and protecting professional reputations amidst accusations.
–  **Legal  Journalism  Standards**:  The  case  underscores  the  evolving  standards  of
journalistic responsibility and defamation law, juxtaposing press freedom with accuracy and
fairness duties in reportage.


