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**Title: Vice-Mayor Marcelina S. Engle vs. Commission on Elections En Banc and Winston B.
Menzon**

**Facts:**
1. James L. Engle was a candidate for the Vice-Mayor of Babatngon, Leyte, in the May 13,
2013 Elections before his death on February 2, 2013.
2. Marcelina S. Engle, his widow, filed her certificate of candidacy (COC) on February 22,
2013, as a substitute for her deceased husband.
3. On February 25, 2013, Winston B. Menzon, another candidate for Vice-Mayor, filed a
petition with the Commission on Elections (COMELEC) to deny due course and/or cancel the
COC of Marcelina S. Engle. He argued that as an independent candidate, James L. Engle
could not be substituted by a candidate from a political party.
4. COMELEC considered James L. Engle an independent candidate due to Lakas-CMD’s
failure to submit to the COMELEC Law Department the authorization of Romualdez to sign
Certificates of Nomination and Acceptance (CONA).
5. Marcelina S. Engle responded by submitting documentation supporting her deceased
husband’s Lakas-CMD candidacy, challenging the independent status allegation.
6. The election proceeded with James L. Engle’s name on the ballot. Marcelina S. Engle was
declared the winner with 6,657 votes, surpassing Menzon’s 3,515 votes.

**Procedural Posture:**
1. On July 5, 2013, the COMELEC Second Division cancelled Marcelina S. Engle’s COC
based on the purported invalidity of her substitution, declaring Winston B. Menzon as duly
elected Vice-Mayor.
2. Marcelina S. Engle appealed to the COMELEC En Banc, which affirmed the Second
Division’s decision on January 20, 2015.
3. Marcelina S. Engle then filed this petition for certiorari and prohibition with the Supreme
Court, arguing grave abuse of discretion by the COMELEC.

**Issues:**
1.  Was the cancellation of  Marcelina S.  Engle’s COC valid under the grounds of  false
material representation?
2. Could Marcelina S. Engle validly substitute her husband under election laws?
3. Was Menzon’s proclamation as Vice-Mayor valid despite his second-place position?

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **False Material  Representation:** The Supreme Court held that there was no false
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material representation in Engle’s COC. The court agreed with COMELEC Second Division’s
observation that false material representation must relate to qualifications for office such as
citizenship or residence, which was not the case here.

2. **Substitution Validity:** The court ruled in favor of Marcelina S. Engle, stating that
ignorance of her husband being classified as an independent candidate before the election
resulted  in  unfair  penalization.  The  COMELEC  En  Banc’s  failure  to  resolve  Engle’s
candidacy status before the election contributed to the irregular situation.

3. **Proclamation of Menzon:** Given the conclusion on the substitution validity, Marcelina
S. Engle was deemed the rightful Vice-Mayor; thus, Menzon’s second-place position did not
entitle him to the vice-mayoral office.

**Doctrine:**
– Mandatory rules on candidacy to be applied stringently before elections but interpreted
permissively post-election to preserve electoral integrity.
– False representations pertinent to COCs pertain solely to fundamental qualifications for
office, not technical mistakes.

**Class Notes:**
–  **Elements  on  COC Issues:**  False  material  representation,  qualifications  for  office
(citizenship, residence).
–  **Substitution  Rules:**  Political  party  candidacy,  deadline  compliance,  substantial
qualifications  vs.  procedural  technicalities.
– **Jurisprudence:** Direct application of Mitra v. Commission on Elections, heavily favoring
the electorate’s will.

**Historical Background:**
The political atmosphere during the 2013 Automated Synchronized Election was one of high
vigilance  due  to  the  implementation  of  numerous  COMELEC  resolutions  aimed  at
maintaining orderly elections, including those specifying deadlines for submission of certain
documentation  by  political  parties.  Amidst  these  vigorous  regulatory  initiatives  came
confusion leading to contentious cases, such as that of Engle’s, challenging the limits of
procedural necessities versus the spirit of democratic choice.


