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REYES, J.:

This is a petition for review on certiorari under Rule 45 of the Rules of Court filed by Edgardo Medala
(petitioner) assailing the Decision[1] dated May 17, 2010 and Resolution[2] dated August 13, 2010 issued by the
Court of Appeals (CA) in CA-G.R. SP No. 101818.

Sometime in April 1998, the petitioner issued to Resurreccion Laxa (respondent) a Far East Bank Check dated
May 5, 1998 in the amount of P742,000.00 as payment of the loan which he obtained from the latter. However,
when the said check was deposited by the respondent on May 5, 1998, the same was dishonored as the account
from which it was drawn had already been closed. Thereupon, the respondent verbally informed the petitioner of
the dishonor of the said check and subsequently sent him a demand letter dated May 7, 1998. Nevertheless, the
petitioner failed to pay the amount of the said check.

For his part, the petitioner admitted to having issued the subject check but averred that it was not meant to be
deposited or encashed, but that it was a mere guarantee for the loan he obtained from the respondent. Likewise,
the petitioner admitted to having been informed by the respondent of the fact of the dishonor of the subject check.

The petitioner further alleged that he had executed a Real Estate Mortgage over his parcel of land in Bulacan in
favor of the respondent with the understanding that, should he fail to pay his loan, the latter would foreclose the
said mortgage and apply the proceeds thereof to his loan. Reneging on the said agreement, the respondent opted
not to foreclose the mortgage and deposit the subject check instead.

Conseguently, in an Information docketed as Criminal Case No. 0058531, the petitioner was charged with
violation of Batas Pambansa Blg. 22 (B.P. 22) before the Metropolitan Trial Court (MeTC) of Metro Manila.

After due proceedings, the MeTC of Metro Manila, on July 29, 2003, rendered a Decision[3] finding the
petitioner guilty beyond reasonable doubt of the crime charged. He was then sentenced to suffer the penalty of
imprisonment of six months and to pay the respondent the amount of P742,000.00, less the amount of partial
payments made by the former, and the amount of P20,000.00 as attorney’ s fees.

Aggrieved, the petitioner appealed from the said Decision to the Regional Tria Court (RTC) of Quezon City. The
petitioner claimed that he and the respondent had entered into a novation of contract thereby effectively
obliterating his liahility for the issuance of the said dishonored check. He pointed out that, during the pendency of
the case with the MeTC of Metro Manila, he and the respondent entered into a new agreement with respect to the
civil aspect of the case pursuant to which, substantial payments were made by him, with only P25,000.00 left
unpaid.

On November 21, 2005, the RTC of Quezon City rendered a Decision affirming the July 29, 2003 Decision of the
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MeTC of Metro Manila, abeit with modification. The RTC of Quezon City deleted the penalty of imprisonment
for six months and, instead, imposed a fine in the amount of P200,000.00.

The RTC of Quezon City opined that the prosecution was able to establish beyond reasonable doubt all the
elements of the crime charged. As to the petitioner’s defense of novation, the RTC of Quezon City held that the
substantial payments made by the petitioner to the respondent would not affect his criminal liability for violation
of B.P. 22 since what is punished by the said law is the issuance per se of aworthless check and not the failure to
pay his obligation.

A Motion for Partial Reconsideration[4] was filed by the petitioner but it was denied by the RTC of Quezon City
in its Order[5] dated November 27, 2007.

The petitioner then filed a petition for review with the CA reiterating his arguments before the RTC of Quezon
City. On May 17, 2010, the CA rendered the herein assailed Decision[6] dismissing the petition for review filed
by the petitioner and affirming the November 21, 2005 Decision of the RTC of Quezon City.

On the petitioner's defense of novation, the CA found the same untenable and asserted that, for novation to
prevent criminal liability, it must occur prior to the filing of Information in court. The petitioner sought
reconsideration of the May 17, 2010 Decision but it was denied by the CA in its Resolution[7] dated August 13,
2010.

Undaunted, the petitioner instituted the instant petition for review on certiorari before this Court asserting the
following arguments: (1) the prosecution failed to establish the fact of the dishonor of the subject check beyond
reasonable doubt; and (2) the novation subsequently entered between him and the respondent extinguished his
criminal liability.

The petition is denied.

A perusal of the arguments set forth by the petitioner in support of the instant petition would clearly show that the
same only raised questions of fact. The petition failed to show any extraordinary circumstance justifying a
departure from the established doctrine that findings of fact of the CA are conclusive on the Court and will not be
disturbed on appeal. The issue on whether the prosecution was able to establish the dishonor of the subject check
isfactual in nature and, hence, not a proper subject of a petition for review on certiorari under Rule 45.

Settled is the rule that when the trial court's factual findings have been affirmed by the appellate court, said
findings are generally conclusive and binding upon this Court, for it is not our function to analyze and weigh the
parties evidence all over again except when there is a serious ground to believe a possible miscarriage of justice
would thereby result. To reiterate, our task in an appeal viacertiorariis limited, as a jurisdictional matter, to
reviewing errors of law that might have been committed by the CA..[8]

Anent the petitioner’s contention that novation had extinguished his criminal liability for violation of B.P. 22, we
likewise find the same utterly specious. The petitioner ought to be reminded that novation is not a mode of
extinguishing criminal liability. As astutely opined by the CA, novation may only prevent the rise of criminal
liability if it occurs prior to the filing of the Information in court. In other words, novation does not extinguish
criminal liability but may only prevent itsrise.[9]

The fact the petitioner had already made substantial payments to the respondent and that only P25,000.00 out of
his total obligation in favor of the respondent remains unpaid is immateria to the extinguishment of the
petitioner’s criminal liability.

The gravamen of the offense punished by B.P. 22 is the act of making and issuing a worthless check or a check
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that is dishonored upon its presentation for payment.It is not the non-payment of an obligation which the law
punishes. The law is not intended or designed to coerce a debtor to pay his debt. The thrust of the law is to
prohibit, under pain of penal sanctions, the making of worthless checks and putting them in circulation. Because
of its deleterious effects on the public interest, the practice is proscribed by law.The law punishes the act not as an
offense against property, but an offense against public order.[10]

WHEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing disquisitions, the petition is DENIED.

SO ORDERED.

Carpio, (Chairperson), Perez, Sereno, and Bernabe, JJ.[*] concur.

[*] Additional Member in lieu of Associate Justice Arturo D. Brion per Special Order No. 1174 dated January 9,
2012.

[1] Penned by Associate Justice Ramon M. Bato, Jr., with Associate Justices Juan Q. Enriquez, Jr. and Florito S.
Macalino, concurring; rollo, pp. 51-61.

[2] Id. at 63.

[3] Id. at 101-106.

[4] Id. at 123-133.

[5] Id. at 134-137.

[6] Supranote 1.

[7] Supranote 2.

[8] Danafrata v. People, 458 Phil 1018, 1026-1027 (2003).

[9] Diongzon v. Court of Appeals, 378 Phil 1090, 1097 (1999).
[10] Lozano v. Hon. Martinez, 230 Phil 406, 421 (1986).

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library G.R. No. 193362. January 18, 2012

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor everyone.

More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came fromit.

Audio case-brief lectures.

Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.

Complete, sequenced courses for al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull law-school curriculum.

One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock examsthat tell you whereyou stand.

Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keepsyou on pace.

Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org

The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 4
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



