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Title: The United States vs. Amadeo Corral, G.R. No. L-2172, December 21, 1909

Facts:
1. Amadeo Corral maintained Paz Ramos as his wife or seamstress.
2. Paz Ramos left Corral’s home, claiming ill-treatment, and appeared at the police station in
Paco.
3. Corral retrieved Ramos from the police station, but she later fled again, taking a trunk
and a diamond ring.
4. Corral reported Ramos’s theft to the police and wrote to the justice of the peace of
Corregidor Island seeking to file a formal complaint.
5. Upon receiving a response, Corral met the justice’s wife in Manila, offering his card and
informing her of Ramos’s departure.
6. A supposed warrant for Ramos’s arrest (Exhibit A) was mailed to the municipal president
of Corregidor, prompting Ramos’s arrest.
7.  Juan  Mapa  transported  Ramos  to  Manila,  surrendering  her  to  Policeman  Tiburcio
Quiogue.
8. Upon receiving the document (Exhibit A), Policeman Quiogue found it supposedly bearing
an arrest order from Captain Crame.
9. Corral intercepted, declaring the document a forgery and tearing it apart, though pieces
were recovered and presented to the court.

Procedural History:
1. Corral was charged with falsification under Article 301, in connection with Article 300
(No. 1), of the Penal Code.
2. The Court of First Instance of Manila convicted Corral, sentencing him to eight years and
one day of prision mayor and a fine of P250.
3. Corral appealed the judgment.
4.  The Attorney-General  recommended that  the conviction be affirmed but modified to
presidio mayor.

Issues:
1. Whether the falsified arrest order constituted the crime as defined under the relevant
provisions of the Penal Code.
2. Whether circumstantial evidence and the nature of the fraudulent document sufficiently
upheld the conviction.

Court’s Decision:
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1.  The  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  lower  court’s  decision  but  modified  the  penalty,
assigning Corral to presidio mayor with accessory penalties under Article 57.
2. The Court held that the document, despite any minor imperfections, successfully imitated
an official arrest order.
3. It emphasized that the titles and format used were convincing enough to mislead the
municipal president of Corregidor.
4.  The  Court  found  that  the  act  of  tearing  the  document,  coupled  with  Corral’s
acknowledgment, corroborated its fraudulent nature and purposes.

Doctrine:
1. A document can be deemed falsified if it imitates an official document to a degree that it
misleads others, emphasizing form over minor technical inaccuracies.
2. Conviction for falsification hinges upon the document’s capacity to be mistaken for a
genuine official directive.

Class Notes:
1. **Falsification (Article 301, Penal Code):** Involves producing a counterfeit document
resembling an official one.
– Essential Elements:
– Simulation/alteration of a document’s content or form.
– Intent to deceive or defraud.
– Application: Even minor inaccuracies in names or missing official seals do not detract from
falsification if the document appears sufficiently authentic.
2. **Penalty:**
– Presidio mayor (modified from prision mayor).
– Accessory penalties under Article 57.

Historical Background:
– Early 1900s Philippines under American colonial rule.
– Legal system transitioning with influences blending Spanish-era penal codes and American
legal principles.
– Case reflects the judicial commitment to enforcing legality amidst institutional changes.


