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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Hon. Mariano C. Castañeda, Jr. and Benjamin F.
Manaloto

**Facts:**
1. **Incident Background:**
– On May 19, 1975, in San Fernando, Pampanga, Benjamin F. Manaloto allegedly forged the
signature of his wife, Victoria M. Manaloto, on a deed of sale.
– The forgery was for the sale of a house and lot owned by their conjugal partnership to
Ponciano Lacsamana.
– The deed of sale, notarized by Abraham Pa. Gorospe, falsely indicated that Victoria had
consented to the sale.

2. **Filing of the Case:**
–  Victoria  M.  Manaloto  lodged a  complaint,  leading to  a  charge against  Benjamin for
Falsification of Public Document.
– The case was filed in the Court of First Instance (CFI) of Pampanga, presided over by
Judge Mariano C. Castañeda, Jr.

3. **Trial and Pre-Trial Proceedings:**
– During the trial, the prosecution called Victoria to testify.
– The defense moved to disqualify her as a witness, citing Sec. 20, Rule 130 of the Revised
Rules of Court, which disqualifies spouses from testifying for or against each other, except
in certain cases.

4. **Rulings on Disqualification:**
– The prosecution argued that the case was an exception since it was a “criminal case for a
crime committed by one against the other.”
– Despite the argument, Judge Castañeda granted the defense’s motion on March 31, 1977,
ruling that Victoria could not testify.
– A motion for reconsideration was subsequently denied on May 19, 1977.

5. **Certiorari Petition:**
– The Office of the Provincial Fiscal filed a petition for certiorari with the Supreme Court,
seeking to overturn the disqualification orders.
–  A temporary restraining order was issued by the Supreme Court  on June 20,  1977,
stopping the trial and designating the Solicitor General as counsel for the petitioner.

**Issues:**
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– **Main Legal Issue:**
Whether the charge of Falsification of Public Document against Benjamin F. Manaloto can
be considered a criminal case for a crime committed by a husband against his wife, thereby
creating an exception to the rule on marital disqualification.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Exception to Marital Disqualification:**
–  The  Supreme  Court  decided  in  favor  of  the  petitioner,  ruling  that  the  falsification
committed  by  Benjamin  against  Victoria  constituted  a  direct  attack  on  the  conjugal
relationship, thus an exception to the marital disqualification rule.
– The falsification was not a mere technicality; it breached trust and directly impaired the
conjugal partnership.

2. **Precedents and Criteria:**
– The Court cited the precedent set in Ordoño v. Daquigan, where rape committed by a
husband against their daughter was deemed a crime against the wife because it vitally
impaired the conjugal relationship.
– The correct criterion to determine such cases is whether the offense directly attacks or
vitally impairs the conjugal relationship.

3. **Implications for Public Policy:**
– The ruling emphasized preventing spousal immunity from being used as a shield for
unlawful acts, thereby discouraging impunity.
– The Court noted that in strained marital relations where harmonies no longer exist, the
marriage disqualification rule should not apply.

**Doctrine:**
– **Doctrine Established:**
Crimes  directly  attacking  or  vitally  impairing  the  conjugal  relationship  fall  within  the
exception to the marital disqualification rule, even when no physical harm is involved. This
ruling underscores that where a crime committed by one spouse directly affects the other,
the marital confidence is deemed broken, and thus the disqualification does not apply.

**Class Notes:**
– **Key Concepts:**
– Marital Disqualification Rule: Disallows spouses from testifying for or against each other,
with exceptions in civil cases or criminal cases where one spouse is the direct victim of the
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other.
–  Exception  Criteria:  Based  on  the  offense’s  impact  on  the  conjugal  relationship,  not
necessarily physical harm.
– Relevant Laws: Sec. 20, Rule 130 of the Revised Rules of Court.
– Important Precedent: Ordoño v. Daquigan emphasized that crimes impairing conjugal
relations allow a spouse to testify.

**Historical Background:**
– **Context of the Case:**
During the 1970s, Philippine jurisprudence on spousal testimony was developing. Previous
cases such as Ordoño v. Daquigan influenced this period’s legal landscape. The case reflects
efforts to balance marital privacy with justice, particularly in crimes involving deception and
breach of trust within marriages, against the backdrop of a legal system evolving towards
more comprehensive protections against familial abuses.


