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ADMINISTRHPIVE ORDER KO, 295

CONSIDERING MR, MANUGL R. VAIDEZ RESIGNED AS JUSTICE OF THE PEACE
OF HARIA, SUBPROVINCE OF SIGUIJOR, PROVINCE (F ORIENTAL NEGHOS.
These are administrabive cases against Mr. Manuel K. Valdez,

SJustice of the peace of Maria, suborovines of Siquijor, province

of Oriental Negros, for alleged abuse of authoriby and discrebion

{Administrative Case No. S=2) and abuse of office {(Administrative

Case Nos 8~3) which were investigsted by the Provineial Fiscal by

delegation of the Executive Judse who submibted his report and

recomuendation on the basis of the investigation thus conducted.

Administrabive Case Noe S—2

le It appears that in the afbernoon of Sevtember 11, 1955,
Pedro Miguiabas was stabbed allegedly by Petronilo Saliot; Celes=
tino Villamor and Demetrio Abalayan. The culpribs fled from the
scens of the crime and search parties went out to look for them.
In the evening of that day respondent, with a pistol in his risht
hand and a flashlienht in the left, accompanisd by two obthers, wenb
4o the house of Moises Saliot without any permission from the
ocoupants or legal authoriszabion to make a search thersin. Pointing
the pistol at Bautisto Saliobl and Mareiano Dizon who were in the
house, he inquired for Petronilo Salict. Nob satisfied with the
answer that he was not there, respondent went to a roouw where a
1b=year-sld girl was sleeping and then to the kitchen where he
Pound the owner of the house, Moises Saliot, to whom he apologized
for the intrusion.

Respondent denied having gone to the house of Moises Salich
on the night in guestion although he admibied naving been with a
search party that went to the premises of the schoolhouss with his
flashlight. He claimed thst his licensed pistol was at the time
losned to the chief of police who in bum hal given his gan to a
policeman in charge of a posse looking for the malefactors.

Respondent's defense does not merit serious consideration.
His denial cannot prevail over the aifirmative testimony of wib-
nesses who identifisd hin as having gone bo bhe house of the Saliots
and made the unlawful search in an intimidabting manner. They appear
+5 have no sufficient motive to testify falsely against him, Con~
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danger in the community, it is incredible that respondent would
have parted with his gun and left himself and his family unprotected,
or that the chief of police could still have time to issue a receipt
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2. ALs a result of the stabbing of Pedro icuiabas; four
persons were charged by the chief of police with frustrated
nurder; namely, Petronilo Saliotb; felestine Villamor, Danebrio
Abglayan and one Jomn Doe. The complaint was supporbed by affi-
davibs, Exhibits E-1, E-2 and 2.3 (branslations, ixhibits Iy G
and H, respec‘tivaly)a he bond fixed originally at ¥17,000 vas
reduced to F15,000.

The case was forwarded to the Court of First Instance which
dismissed it for insufticiency of evidence on mobion of the Provin-
cial Fiscal whe directed the chief of police of Maria to file a
eomplaint for less serlous pnysical injuries against Petronilo
Saliot alons. The acbion of the Fiscal appears well taken, there
beinz no sufficient proof of inbent to kill and conspiracye

hespondent explained, howsver, that there was a cerbain
witnass nansd Lommbad, whioss ‘:;;?'—"' oy does not appsar on record,
who would substanblally bol:ateri? he charge. the taking into account
by respondent of unpresented testimony was palpably irregular and
an abuse of discretion as he should have based his actuations only
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When respondsnt trisd fa ezeilpate himssll by saying that
he could not teach the prose bion what to do, he in effect
subordinabed his own discretion to that of Gthe chief of police
and aubomablcally accepted the proffersd complaint, In so doing
he lsregarded bhe pUrposss of a preliminery investigabion: to
wit, bo determine whether a crime had bech committed and bthab te
socused had probably committed it. le spondent's action in accepting
the serious accusabtlon against the accused on bhe basis of Lhe
evidence on hand and Fixing a high ball hond for the accused was
hasty and arbibrary. He thereby failed to safeguard the innocent
from hasty and grounaless pro secubion and the State from useless
and unnecessary courb proceedingss.
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On October h, 1956, Bernabe Patarlas was convicted by
respondent of vio b on of Gosmsadealih Acht Nos L7 (eaingin Law).
Trmmedtately afber the decision was read shortly befors noon that
day s of his invention to appeal. He was
then a detenbion prisconer, having been unable to file bond due,
he clained, bo his failure To conbach the respondsnt for the
puropss,  His bondsmen arrived about 1:30 peme On the sane day
that he was sentenced, bubt responds W was no loager in his office.
Patarizs and his bondsmen, secompanied by the chief of police,




then wenbt Lo respondent!s houss put they were told that he had
gone to Dumaguete bringing with him the records of the case.

On Octobar 10, 1956, when respondent was again approached for
the filing of the bond, he shated thab he could nob accedt the
same au the records had already been transmitved to the Court of
First Insbance,

ihile thers is no posibive evidence that respondent inben-
tionally brought the records of the case to Dumaguebe on the same
day that he sentenced the cowplainant in order to deoriwve him of
the opportunity to file an appeal bond, yet his explanation Tor
his apparent undue haste is far from convincing. The Hules of
court (Sec. 7, Linle 119) allow him five days to trananibt the
records to the Court of Tirst Instance. [lis claim that there
were some exhibibs which could not be mailed and that he had to
make the brip personslly 1s ansatisfastory. The tin plate con-
foining the notice prohibibing occupancy of public forest presented
as exhibit could have beon mailed with the recoras without much
ArLfficnlty. There was no showing that previously he personally
cavried the records in obher cases, ciwil or oriminal. As observed
hy the trial jucge, fhe fach that complainmnb, after his arrest,
could not file a boud as respondent could not be locabed by his
bondamen in the municipallby and that respondent rushed To cross
the channel Lo carry the records to Dumaguete after complainantf s
convichion clearly savors of & wilful design to deny complainant
the opportuniby to file a bond and in effect refused his right to
paile This constitubes a flagrant abuse of office.

he Disbrict Judge, with whom the Secretary of Jusbice conours,
reconmands respondsnt's separation from the service. DBy his conduct
respondent has truly rendered himseld unlit to remain in of fice.

vherefore, r. Manuel H. Valdez is hereby considered resigned
as justice of the psace of haria, Siouiior, Cecidental Negros, ef-
factive upon receipt of a copy of this order.

Done in the City of Manila, this glet day of Apxid s
in the year of Our Lord, nineteen hundred and fifty-nine, and of the
Indevendence of the Philivpines, the thirbeenth.
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