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Title: Aurea R. Monteverde vs. People of the Philippines

Facts:
The case revolves around Aurea R. Monteverde, the Barangay Chairman of Barangay 124,
Zone 10, District 1, Malaya, Balut, Tondo, Manila, who came under scrutiny for alleged
misappropriation of funds donated by the Philippine Amusement and Gaming Corporation
(PAGCOR).  Monteverde  was  accused  of  estafa  through  falsification  of  commercial
documents after submitting a sales invoice (No. 21568 dated January 17, 1991) supposedly
issued by Sanford Hardware, which was later alleged to be falsified. This invoice was to
account  for  the  expenditure  of  P13,565.00  from  the  PAGCOR  donation  intended  for
barangay beautification, which Monteverde allegedly converted for personal use.

Under Criminal Case No. 18768, she was acquitted of estafa but found guilty of falsification
of a commercial document by the Sandiganbayan, sentenced to a prison term of six months
as minimum to six years as maximum, alongside a P5,000 fine.

Monteverde  contested  this  decision  in  the  Supreme  Court,  citing  errors  in  the
Sandiganbayan’s judgment, particularly on the ground that the Court had misapplied the
laws on complex crimes, the classification of the sales invoice as a public/official document,
and the presumption of guilt for possession of a falsified document.

Issues:
1.  Whether the Sandiganbayan erred in convicting Monteverde for  falsification despite
acquitting her of estafa, implicating issues on the nature of complex crimes.
2.  The  misclassification  of  the  subject  sales  invoice  as  a  commercial  document/public
document.
3. The erroneous application of the presumption that the possessor and user of a falsified
document is the forger.

Court’s Decision:
The  Supreme  Court  granted  Monteverde’s  petition,  setting  aside  the  Sandiganbayan’s
decision and acquitting her of the crime of falsification of a commercial document. The
Court held that the prosecution failed to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt and erred in
applying  the  presumption  of  authorship  of  falsification  on  Monteverde.  The  Court
emphasized that  two separate  documents  with significant  discrepancies  pointed to  the
existence of two sets of sales invoices rather than a falsified original, and the prosecution
did  not  establish  beyond  reasonable  doubt  that  Monteverde  was  the  author  of  any
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falsification.

Doctrine:
The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that in criminal prosecutions, the guilt of the
accused must be proven beyond a reasonable doubt and that mere possession of a falsified
document does not automatically render the possessor as the forger.

Class Notes:
–  The  presumption  of  innocence  requires  that  the  prosecution  prove  guilt  beyond  a
reasonable doubt.
– Complex crimes under Article 48 of the RPC necessitate that each element of the crimes
composing the complex crime be proven beyond a reasonable doubt.
– A private document becomes a public document when it forms part of an official record by
certification of a public officer or by its submission to a public office.
– In cases involving alleged falsification, the existence of two documents with discrepancies
does not conclusively establish that one is a falsification of the other without definitive
evidence showing such relation.

Historical Background:
This case highlights the Philippine judiciary’s careful navigation through issues involving
public  officials’  accountability  and  the  constitutional  presumption  of  innocence.  It
underscores the importance of substantive evidence in proving criminal liability, especially
in cases involving corruption and malfeasance. At the same time, it reflects the judicial
system’s approach to cases of alleged falsification of documents within the broader context
of efforts to maintain integrity and accountability in public service.


