MALACANANG
MANILA

RY THE PRESIDENT CF THE 'PHILIPPINES
JDMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO#R1h
REPRIMANDING DIRECTOR OF PLANT INDUSTRY EUGENIO E. CRUZ.

This is an administrative case against Mre Fugenio E. Cruz,
Director of Plant Industry, for alleged official misconduct and
maladministration consisting of (1) nepotiam and favoritism in
the appointment and promotion of cerbtaln em loyees, (2) using
en employse to do odd jobs in his house, (3) mental dishonesty
or plagiarism by publishing urder his name an article on coconut
pest prepared by his subordinate and (4) false testimony in
declaring in a criminal case for theft against an employee that
the articles (pulleys) stolen from the Buresu wers junk and
useless although they were bramnd news

The case was investigated by & technical assistant of
my office who fourd the respondent guilty only of having recom-
mended the promotion of a ranking employee in his office to the
secretary of Agriculture and Natural Resources, who made the
appointment, when said employee has relatives within the prohi-
bited degree working in his office. He was also found guilty
of poor judgment in gsending an order requiring an employee of
nis office assigned in Davao to come to Manila for some assign—
ment which was unnecessarye

It appears that upon the recommendabtion of the respondent,
as Acting Director of the Bureau of Plant Industry, dJose Morales
was promoted effective July 1, 1954, from supervising Inspector
at 1,800 per annum to National Field Control Supervisor at
#5, 400 per anmulil. While the promotion appears justified as
Morales was reslly deserving, having gone abrcad to specialize
in hig line, the same Was in violation of the executive order
on nepotism as Morales had at the time & brother-in-law and
tvio sisters-in-law working in the same of fice who were appointed
on recommendation of his predecessor, of which relationship
respondent was ot unawaree. It does nob appear that the
approval of the Commissioner of Civil Service to the promo=-
tional appointment as an excepbtion to the ban was secureds
However, the appointment was duly passed upon and atbested by
the Burean of Civil Service, & circumstance +o show that it
was in orders
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o The record also shows that at the instance of a division
chief respondent issued a memorandum order dated December 16,
1954, requiring Jose Pagkatipunan, Jr., a driver stationed in
Davao City, to repoMt to the central office in Manila to assist
- in the installation of certain machineries, It was ascertained,
however, that Pagkatipunan came to Manila not by virtue of that
order but by reason of an earlier memorandum dated December 10,
1954, signed by the Chief of the Plant Pest and Disease Control
Division, for and in the .absence of the Director, requiring
Pagkatipunan to come to Manila to bring a certain map and

some reports from Davac. Respondent'!s order was mailed on
December 20, 1954, while Pagkatipunan arrived in Manila from
Davac City on December 18, 1954, Pagkatipunan was immediately
assigned to repair and clean some office machines and equipment.
As there were epployees in Manila who could have done the job,
it was clearly a case of poor Jjudgment on his part to call on
an employee located so far awey which would have meant extra
expenses for the Govemment had he come because of respondentts
order which after all was futile because the employee had already
arrived in Manila, The serious charge that Pagkatipunan was
called tc Manilat dosome painting and other odd Jobs in res~
pondent!s house nas been found groundless.

) In view of the foregeing, Director of Plant Irdustry
Iugenio E. Cruz is hereby reprimanded and admonished to be
more careful in the future, otherwise commission of similar
acts will be dealt with more severely.

Done in the City of Manila, this lst day of September ,
in the year of Our lord, nineteen hundred and fifty-six, and
of the Independence of the Philippines, the eleventh.
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