MALACANAN PALACE
MANILA |

BY TXVE PRESIDENT OF THE PHILIPPINES
| ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER No. 168
| i

EXONERATING MAYOR VICENTE Y OSTIA
- OF 0ZAMIZ CITY

This is. O?fn admmlstratlve case against Mdyor Vicente
Y. Ostia of Ozamiz City, who is ﬁharged with alleged
abuse of a&uthorlty, graft and corruption, and nepotism.
The ev1den0e of record discloses that on September 30,
1948, the respondent secured a personal loan of P150 from
Mr. Maximo Lago, Assistant Treasurer of the same city.
The loan vs}as willingly granted as they arew “compadres.”
That same [day, upon learning that Mr. Lago was leaving
for Oroquie Lca, respondent drew a personal check for P150
and reques;]ied that the same be cashed in: Oroquieta in
full payment of the loan. Mr. Lago readlly agreed, and
dlrected th&t the check be made payable to the “City Treas-
urer.” He however failed to proceed to G)roquleta On
November % 1948, he sent the check to the Cebu Branch
of the Phlfﬁppme National Bank as part ‘of the deposit
of Ozamiz ﬁi‘plty On November 30, 1948, the check was
returned by the bank with the advice that ’Fhe respondent
had no su‘ cient funds, as the balance of respondent’s
'?j the Philippine National Bank Agency at Oro-
quieta, as of that date, was only P36.42. However when
the check %vas drawn on September 30, 1948 respondent
had still a}balance of P1,211.42 in his fav )T The check,
therefore, ;Waq not a “rubber check” at the time of its
issuance asﬁ it was amply covered by sufﬁment funds.
With respect to the charge that respondent falsified City
" Supplemental Budget No. 26, series of 1948 it appears
that the Secretary to the Municipal Board‘\ through inad-
vertence a "‘d oversight, certified to the effect that the fund
thereby pnrbwded was fully “a,pproprlated”\ \by the Munic-
ipal Board | on December 6, 1948, in its Resolutmn No. 257.
On the stqength of such certification, the J‘ﬁ'espondent ap-
‘proved and signed the same. The certlﬁcatmn of the Sec-
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retary turned

consideration .

out to be erroneous, because although the

budget was actually submitted to the Municip%:\ Board for

thereon was
therefore solel
and not on the
faith. ‘

As regards

deferred. - Responsibility for: the mistake
y rests cn the shoulders of the Secretary,
respondent, who signed the budget in good

the charge that respondent ¥ %Led to take

merchandise from Chinese businessmen and others, besides
the cash he borrowed from them without qaying,” the
records show!that respondent is actuaily iridébted to the

Legaspi Store

in the amount of $2,000, représenting the

unpaid balance of a piano purchased from said store on

installments.

. Mr. Luciano Legaspi, owner of the store,

testified that Le is surprised that this account of respondent

on that date (December 6, 1 48), action

was involved iin this case, as he did not authorize anyone
to complain in his behalf; that he has no complaint against
the respondeﬁﬁ; and that the latter being his compadre,
he sold him tho piano on credit, fully conﬁdtﬁnt that the
respondent will in due time honestly fulfill hiF obligation
to pay. ‘ . :

The account of respondent with the Ke 1 Bien Him

Hardware, in the sum of P626.61, reprecents the value of
automobile spare parts and gasoline taken by the respond-

ent from said firm “for and on account of ‘thHe City Gov-

ernment.,” The Municipal Board granted t‘hé| respondent
blanket authority to acquire these articles fofL the use of
- the respondent’s private car, which is being used by the
city officials and employees for official transpoﬁtation; and
the Municipal Board duly appropriated funds for the pay-
ment of this account, subject to the usual audi@’ng require-
ments. : 1 r '

The charge 'against respondent for alleged misappro-
priation of the Red Cross fund in the amount k)f P171 has
not been substantiated. It appears that the
the different barrio lieutenants of the municiy

instruction of }respondent turned over on Ju
together with the unused receipts, to Mr. Antonio J. Da-
langpan, the Municipal Secretary. The latter issued corre-
sponding receipts for the amount received, amounting to
P171. Due to pressure of work, the money was not imme-
diately turned over to the Municipal Treasurer or to the
local Red Cross Chapter.. He placed the money together
with the unused receipts in one of the drawers of his office
desk. On July 14, 1948, early in the morning, all the

desks in the mbnicipal building were taken dmin ana piled

in one corner of the premises, as said building was being

cleaned by the E‘ﬁremen in preparation for the inauguration

of the City of Ozamiz on the 16th. When he located his
own desk, all papers.in the drawers, includirg the cash
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were gone. |

: The raoney therefore was 1ost Wh]le under the
care and %ﬁoc{y of Mr. Antonio J. Dalangpan, for which
il
i

he was giye ; a complete clearance by . the Red Cross au-
thorities ‘y” er proper inquiry into the clr(ums’cances sur-
rounding ¢  loss of the same. |

The cha«\ge against the respondent for aﬂ}eged nepotism,
in violaho‘p of Executive Order No. 111 series of 1937,
has not been substantiated. The record dlsclos'es that of
the six ‘1se‘ relatives of the respondent he allegedly ap-
pointed i 1Lto; the service, three of them, namely, Melecio
Ostia, hlS {dlephew and Fortunato Ostia and | Filemon Ostia,
both h1s éc usins, are actually employed in the City En-
gmeerm] epartment under appointment ‘gxtended by the
Dlrecton Pubhc Works, and not by the respondent. An-
tonio J. alangpan, appointed by the res pondent as his

Secreta#y“];‘ is the husband of a niece of a second cousin.

The rele,tf‘}pnshlp is beyond the third degre‘e of affinity and
therefome l‘does not come within the prohibition of Executive
Order No, I 111. The appointment of Jose Procianos, son-
in-law lfl the respondent, as member of the City Secret
Service| mes within the exception, as the position of
detective fis \spec1ﬁcally declared to be conﬁdentlal in nature
by Execut ve Order No. 264. The only dppomtment that
appears to be nepotistical, is the one made by the re-
spondent 1n favor of his daughter, Evaﬁgehna Ostia, as
stenogz‘apher—ﬁhng clerk. It appears however that the re-
spondem: | ldehevmg the position to be . conﬁdentlal acted
in good 'alth in issuing the said appow tment upon. rec-
ommend ‘hon of the Municipal Board. 1 urthermore, her
serv1ce§ | aud been terminated by the re% pondent himself.
In this c\onnectlon it should be emphasmed that this Ad-
mlmstraﬁl on does not look with faver upon the practice
of apppm1 mg officials in extending appointments in favor

r 1at1ves whether the relatlonshli) of the latter to
* is beyond the third degree . bf either consan-
gumlty ﬂl affinity.. Such practice creaﬁes the erroneous
1mpre3sm> 1‘ that a public office is a prlva.te property to be
doled odt by the appointing power at nls pleasure, and

it adver;‘,‘%ely affects the morale of other oﬁic1als and em-

‘of all the f01eg01ng, the respmndent Mayor Vi-
st1a is hereby exonerated froh all the charges

the Clty of‘ Manila, this SOth day of October
in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundu:'ed and fifty-one,

~and of the Independence of the Phlhpp nes, the sixth.

Dohe N o ELPIDIO QUIRINO .
an i L Pfreszdent of the Ph’cl@ppmes ‘
By the President: ‘

i - MARCIANO ROQUE N l ‘
Acting Assistant Executive Secre ‘m«y
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