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ADMINT

THG M. PLDB0 BLIZaLlE A5 PROVINCIAL TRISAD

In gepnrate charees filed by threc Congressmen {rom Ccbu, the
auditor of the province of Cebu, the divieion auditor and private
paTbics, it i alleged that Mr. Pedro Blizalde committed a number
of irrosularitics while vrovineinl btrensurer of Oebu, ranging from
abuge..of authority, immorality, hepobtigm, complicity in the com=-
migeion of malverention by a Tormer btown troasurer, Lo negleét of
Auty and misuse of public funde and proporty. The charpes were
lookaed into by the Department of nonee and in hig report thoe
Secrotary of Tinance finds that at most the resgpoundent doserves
a reprimand with warning. As the extension or continuation of
the services of My, #lizalde ag nan cxception to the proviesionsg of
Hepublic aAct No. 660, as amended, cxpired on April 17, 1955, and
in eongiderntion of his mowxe thnn forty yenrs' servicee, the gec-
rebary of #Finaneo recommends thint he be allowed to rotire under
ganid Act.

ATber going over the reocoxrd of tae case, I concur in the
findings nnd recommendabiong of the Zeerctary of ¥inance. It ig
obvious, however, that if b, Sliznlde ig retired the reprimand
and warning sugeoctod will sorve no useful purpose insofar as
the same may be intended, ag iz ovvdrntly the enge, to guide him
in hie future conduct and behavior as a public officinl (see case
of Tomner Ceneral Mmnagor Lduarde Taylor of the Cebu Portland
Ceament Co., isdn. Ord. Wo. 113 dated April 16, 1955).

WHERSFORE, My, Pedro Blizalde ie horchy cxonerated of the
instant charzes againet him and, as recommended bj Ll Becraebtary
of Finanece, he is horeby considered vetirad under Republic dct
No. 660, as amecnded, effective ag of apyil 18, 1985,

Done in the City of Manila, thie 28th day of Ioveomber,
in the year of Cur Lord, ninetoen hundred and fifty-five, and of
the Indepondance of the Philippines, the tenth.
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