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CESARIO URSUA, PETITIONER, VS. COURT OF APPEALS AND
PEOPLE OF THE PHILIPPINES, RESPONDENTS.





D E C I S I O N

BELLOSILLO, J.:

This is a petition for a review of the decision of the Court of Appeals which affirmed
the conviction of petitioner by the Regional Trial Court of Davao City for violation of
Sec. 1 of C.A. No. 142, as amended by R.A. No. 6085, otherwise known as "An Act
to Regulate the Use of Alliases."[1]

Petitioner Cesario Ursua was a Community Environment and Natural Resources
Officer assigned in Kidapawan, Cotabato. On 9 May 1989 the Provincial Governor of
Cotabato requested the Office of the Ombudsman in Manila to conduct an
investigation on a complaint for bribery, dishonesty, abuse of authority and giving of
unwarranted benefits by petitioner and other officials of the Department of
Environment and Natural Resources. The complaint was initiated by the
Sangguniang Panlalawigan of Cotabato through a resolution advising the Governor
to report the involvement of petitioner and others in the illegal cutting of mahogany
trees and hauling of illegally-cut logs in the area.[2]

On 1 August 1989 Atty. Francis Palmones, counsel for petitioner, wrote the Office of
the Ombudsman in Davao City requesting that he be furnished copy of the
complaint against petitioner. Atty. Palmones then asked his client Ursua to take his
letter-request to the Office of the Ombudsman because his law firm’s messenger,
Oscar Perez, had to attend to some personal matters. Before proceeding to the
Office of the Ombudsman petitioner talked to Oscar Perez and told him that he was
reluctant to personally ask for the document since he was one of the respondents
before the Ombudsman. However, Perez advised him not to worry as he could just
sign his (Perez) name if ever he would be required to acknowledge receipt of the
complaint.[3]

When petitioner arrived at the Office of the Ombudsman in Davao City he was
instructed by the security officer to register in the visitors’ logbook. Instead of
writing down his name petitioner wrote the name "Oscar Perez" after which he was
told to proceed to the Administrative Division for the copy of the complaint he
needed. He handed the letter of Atty. Palmones to the Chief of the Administrative
Division, Ms. Loida Kahulugan, who then gave him a copy of the complaint, receipt
of which he acknowledged by writing the name "Oscar Perez."[4]

Before petitioner could leave the premises he was greeted by an acquaintance,
Josefa Amparo, who also worked in the same office. They conversed for a while then
he left. When Loida learned that the person who introduced himself as "Oscar Perez"



was actually petitioner Cesario Ursua, a customer of Josefa Amparo in her gasoline
station, Loida reported the matter to the Deputy Ombudsman who recommended
that petitioner be accordingly charged.

On 18 December 1990, after the prosecution had completed the presentation of its
evidence, petitioner without leave of court filed a demurrer to evidence alleging that
the failure of the prosecution to prove that his supposed alias was different from his
registered name in the local civil registry was fatal to its cause. Petitioner argued
that no document from the local civil registry was presented to show the registered
name of accused which according to him was a condition sine qua non for the
validity of his conviction.

The trial court rejected his contentions and found him guilty of violating Sec. 1 of
C.A. No. 142 as amended by R. A. No. 6085. He was sentenced to suffer a prison
term of one (1) year and one (1) day of prision correccional minimum as minimum,
to four (4) years of prision correccional medium as maximum, with all the accessory
penalties provided for by law, and to pay a fine of P4,000.00 plus costs.

Petitioner appealed to the Court of Appeals.

On 31 May 1993 the Court of Appeals affirmed the conviction of petitioner but
modified the penalty by imposing an indeterminate term of one (1) year as
minimum to three (3) years as maximum and a fine of P5,000.00.

Petitioner now comes to us for review of his conviction as. he reasserts his
innocence. He contends that he has not violated C.A. No. 142 as amended by R. A.
No. 6085 as he never used any alias name; neither is "Oscar Perez" his alias. An
alias, according to him, is a term which connotes the habitual use of another name
by which a person is also known. He claims that he has never been known as "Oscar
Perez" and that he only used such name on one occasion and it was with the
express consent of Oscar Perez himself. It is his position that an essential
requirement for a conviction under C.A. No. 142 as amended by R. A. No. 6085 has
not been complied with when the prosecution failed to prove that his supposed alias
was different from his registered name in the Registry of Births. He further argues
that the Court of Appeals erred in not considering the defense theory that he was
charged under the wrong law.[5]

Time and again we have decreed that statutes are to be construed in the light of the
purposes to be achieved and the evils sought to be remedied. Thus in construing a
statute the reason for its enactment should be kept in mind and the statute should
be construed with reference to the intended scope and purpose.[6] The court may
consider the spirit and reason of the statute, where a literal meaning would lead to
absurdity, contradiction, injustice, or would defeat the clear purpose of the
lawmakers.[7]

For a clear understanding of the purpose of C.A. No. 142 as amended, which was
allegedly violated by petitioner, and the surrounding circumstances under which the
law was enacted, the pertinent provisions thereof, its amendments and related
statutes are herein cited. C.A. No. 142, which was approved on 7 November 1936,
and before its amendment by R. A. No. 6085, is entitled An Act to Regulate the Use



of Aliases. It provides as follows:

Section 1. Except as a pseudonym for literary purposes, no person shall
use any name different from the one with which he was christened or by
which he has been known since his childhood, or such substitute name as
may have been authorized by a competent court. The name shall
comprise the patronymic name and one or two surnames.




Section 2. Any person desiring to use an alias or aliases shall apply for
authority therefor in proceedings like those legally provided to obtain
judicial authority for a change of name. Separate proceedings shall be
had for each alias, and each new petition shall set forth the original name
and the alias or aliases for the use of which judicial authority has been
obtained, specifying the proceedings and the date on which such
authority was granted. Judicial authorities for the use of aliases shall be
recorded in the proper civil register x x x.

The above law was subsequently amended by R. A. No. 6085, approved on 4 August
1969. As amended, C.A. No. 142 now reads:




Section 1. Except as a pseudonym solely for literary, cinema, television,
radio or other entertainment purposes and in athletic events where the
use of pseudonym is a normally accepted practice, no person shall use
any name different from the one with which he was registered at birth in
the office of the local civil registry or with which he was baptized for the
first time, or in case of an alien, with which he was registered in the
bureau of immigration upon entry; or such substitute name as may have
been authorized by a competent court: Provided, That persons whose
births have not been registered in any local civil registry and who have
not been baptized, have one year from the approval of this act within
which to register their names in the civil registry of their residence. The
name shall comprise the patronymic name and one or two surnames.




Sec. 2. Any person desiring to use an alias shall apply for authority
therefor in proceedings like those legally provided to obtain judicial
authority for a change of name and no person shall be allowed to secure
such judicial authority for more than one alias. The petition for an alias
shall set forth the person’s baptismal and family name and the name
recorded in the civil registry, if different, his immigrant’s name, if an
alien, and his pseudonym, if he has such names other than his original or
real name, specifying the reason or reasons for the desired alias. The
judicial authority for the use of alias, the christian name and the alien
immigrant’s name shall be recorded in the proper local civil registry, and
no person shall use any name or names other than his original or real
name unless the same is or are duly recorded in the proper local civil
registry.

The objective and purpose of C. A. No. 142 have their origin and basis in Act No.


