MALACANANG
MANILA

By T PRESIDENT OF THE PHTLIPPINGES
ATHMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 73

REMOVING Mi. PRIMITIVO P, CAMMAYO FRONM OFFICE AS ASSISTANL
FISCAL OF MANILA.

Thig ig an administrative case against Agsistant Tigcal
Primitivo £. Cammayo of WManila for alleged di shonest conduct
prejudicinl to bthe interest of the service. Tt is alleged that
ne nsked and recelived from insulnr prisoner Domingo Bebanina,
the complainant, the omount of ®200 nnd attempted to get from
him o "Toxas® fighting cock, assuring the prisoner that he would
soon be released from confinement , as the regpondent had talked
to the former President, his weompndre,* but which release
never materialized.

The evidence for the complainant tends to show that follow-
ing the denial by the former President of hig petition for con=
ditional pardon, prisoner Bebanin requested in writing roegpomtent'ts
help in effecting his releage. In vesponge thereto, the res-
pondent went to vigit the prisoner at his hut in the New Bilikid
Ppison. Ab that meebing the regpondent, claiming to be n Mcompadre®
of the former Presgident, nssured Debania that he would attend bto
the latter's papers. On December 22, 1953, the regpondent wrote
to Rebonia informing him that he was rushing Bebania' s papers and
that he was going to see the President that same day. In that
letter the respondent asked Por 200 for expenses, as I might
possibly have to follow the former Ppesident in Paguio. The letter
concluded with n promise that the respondent would "try to do
nll that could posgibly be done.®

on the following day, December 23, 1953, the respondent vigited
Bebanin personally and renssured him that the relenss papers hnd
plrendy been sizned by the former President. On this oceasion,
nebanin declaryed, he gave the recpondent the ¥800 requested near the
swimning pool situated near the main gate of the prison compound,
with no third persen present . However, according to Bebania,
Policemnn Agapito Macatangay aoticed the respondent as the latter
was departing, which was confirmed by Macatangay to the extent

that he did notice a certain person leaving Bebania's hot but

that he would not be able to recognize thnt person chould he see

him again. Macatangay also stoted that Bebanip had ivform d him

on that occasion that he, Bebania, had had a vigitor and that he
wonld be released the following day.
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Two othar letters written and sent by the respondent to
prisoner Bebanin were presented 1in evidence. The first, dated
December 27, 1988, stated that Bebania's papers were in the
hands of ‘Dy. Roque (the former Acting Executive gecretary) and
that the regpondent would definitely know the action of the
Pregident by December 29, 1953, The gecond, dated Tonuary 30,
1954, expressed respondent ' s regrets for his failure to secure
the desired pardon and seb forth n fresh promise "to do all that
is possible™ nnd to zend Bebanin's Papers to me. In thig same
letter, Bobanin was requested to deliver hie best MPoxas’ roogter
to the bearer thereol ®because he ig the one helping me't (res-
pondent ). Bebania pdmitted orally that he did not deliver the

moster requosted.

Prisoner Bebanin testified further that on geptember 16,
1954, he was vigited by Vontura Malayao (his unele) and Augnsto
Payagun who informed him thab they hnd been requested by the res-
pondent to juduce him to withdrow hig complaint and rocbrach hiis
statement about having given money to the respondent; and that
he accompanied them to the ofifice of the priscn superintendent
+ho told them thot the matter was alrveady beyond his jurisdiction,
the same hoving been reforred to bhe Deparbment of Justice. The
prisoﬂ,superintendent earroboranbed Tebaniats testimony on this

point.
Tn hig defense the regpondent declared that he had not geen

prisoner Bebanis gince the latterts conviction for parricide cight
yoars belore and tiat he had never vocoived anything from Bebanin.

To explain his vegquest for #9000 in his letter of December 22, 19063,

the respondent presented AtLY. Hamon Encarnncion, who deelared
that thc_responﬂent went to hig office soveral times to gecure his
services in copnection with Bobanin's pardon c¢nse; that he re-
quested the respondent to asgk from Bobanin some money for cxpenses
but that none came; and that the respondent had reqested him to
follow up Behania's papers in Malneafiang, but that when he went

there he found out that no applieation had been £ilad for Bebania's

pardony
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from Bebanih wasg not intended for himgell but for hie two office
mntes ag a gift, which nllegnbion was confirmed by the latter.
He also presented Bebania's unele, Ventura Malayao, who declared
that he came to Manila voluntarily upen being chown a copy of the
letter of the Secretary Of Tustice informing the regpondent of
Bebania's charges; that Bebania told him that the former was "juet
mad® ab the vogpondent for the iatter's failure to cbtain the
desirved release; and that no maney had in fact been given to the
rogpondent .
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T4 is undisputed thnt prisoncy RBebanin solicited reepondent's
help to obbain his relongs From prison; that bhe respondent nsked
from Bebanin the amount of FE00 and o "Texas® rooater; and that
the rooster was NEVEr aelivered to the rosponlente.
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Ae Lo whether 0T not Pebanin actunlly gave a0 to the raes-
pondent , the fact Lunt prison rogulations prohibit noggesgion of
money by Prisoners and bhat the Drisoners npe gubjocted to periodic
unannonneed inspection by the prison subhorities—g0 that it could
hardly have been poesible for Bebania bo have aecumulated so sub-
sbontinl ai Auount =—would seen to indiente the faleity of Bebania®s
clatim, Hoyeover, Hebonin hag shoun nimeeld rather wanting in
truthfulness by ineorting in his letters to the ragpondent false
astnbement g anlenlated bto evoke the lotterks sympabthye.

But whether or not the resocondent actunlly received the 7800,
hig proven ackts show ol intent to dewive profiv from the prisomw r's
plighte Like Rebanin, he has Hrovel nipeelf lacking in prubh-
fulnoss. Fox ingtance, he admitted that he hnd no intention of
following the fommer President in Dnguio and that he meant to
aang Atby. Bnenrnacion ingtend, wherens in hig letter to Bebania
of December 22, 1955, he gave the impression thatb he himgelf
might €0 £0. o nleo admitted that M. Abad, the beared of his
letter to Bebanin Anbed Jomunry 20, 1954, nd designnted there as
wthe one helping nim® hnd had nothing to 4o with bhe vegpondent®e
supposed efforts €0 cbtmin Bebanin's release.

The plleged participation in thiz case of Abty. HBnearnacion
hos not hoen gufficicntly showne on this point the ragpondent

b

appenrs to have involved himeell in gross conbrndiction. Thus,

at one time, he alleged that he mished to show thab bhere wag &
lawyer helblng sim in the case so bthab Debnnia would know that

the #9200 was hot meant fow himself. Ap onother time, ne declared
that he did not wigh Bebanin to know that he had "hired” a lawyer,

ag Bebanin was of the impreszsion thnt he could do gverybhing by
himgelf, The conelugion that rompondent ragquested and gought

the mmount of 1200 fow hig ownl use and benefit is tharelfore vexry

aifficult to resigbs

e gum bobal of the efforbs exerbed by the vegpondent in
behals of Bebania conegietbad, 1t appears, in writing nhd iling
twn petitlons fox execubive clemency, bhe ingt of whieh was
denied by the Fresident on Tune 25, 1954. Whatever exponses
thego efforte entailed eould not poesibleg hnve COmMC up bo 3800
As to hie reguest for o Tighting cock, evel on khe asgunption
that it wng renlly intended for his co~employecs, the cold fact
vomaine thoat he agaln npeongeionably eought to btake advanbace



4

of n poverty-strickern prisoner by atLempting to bhke away the
latter's poor possessions.

The foregoing amply shows thnt the regpondent is pguilty of the

choree. While regpondent’s actugbions in the premi sés hnd no con-
neetion with the discharge of his offi e¢inl duties and while he
may not have actunlly succeeded in obbaining what he sought to
obtain, yet his acts clearly show his mornl unfitneegs for public
service. CObservance of the highest standards of personal integrity
and decorum 1isg required of all pablic officinls if the Government
is to deserve the trust and confidence of the people. A fiscol,
a vital part of the machinery for the admini stration of justice,
who deesives o prisoner hngry for freadom and seeks to exbtract
fpom him what 1ittle he possesses certainly falls far too shorbt
of those standards.

Wwherefore, Mr. Ppimitivo P. Cammayo ie horeby removed from
office as aseigtant rigenl of Manila, effective upon receipt of
notice hereof.

Done in the City of Manlla, this 1274 day of Wovember, 10
the year of Our Lord, nineteen hunélred and fifty-four, and of the
Tndependence of the Philippines, the ninthe
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By the Progident?

A
e o
v ey o

G ASTRO™ - | i
decretaxy E




	img01621 54
	img01621 55
	img01621 56
	img01621 57

