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MALACANANG
MANILAE

BY THY PRASIDENT OF THE PHILIPPINES
ADMINISTRATIVE CHDBR NO, 321

CONSIDERING MR, CARLDS GOCO QESLGHED FROM OFFICE AS ASSLSTANT
PROVINCIAL FISCaL OF RIZAL,

This is an administrative case against iy, Carlos Goce,
assistant provineial fiscal of Rizal, for alleged breach of trust
and conduct unbscoming & public officaer. The charges were inves-
tigated by the Department of Justice and the Secretary of Justice
recommends that respondent be required b reslgn.

It appears that gomebime in 1949 the tenants of the Haclenda
de Tulay in Halabon, Rizal, agreed to buy the fand from 1ts owner,
the Reman Catheolic Archbishep of nila, in order to avoid the pay-
ment of high renbals being requircd of them, A cemmibibee composed
of benants was formed te nsgotiate for the purchase of the property.
Hespondent , though not & tenant , was included thereln obviously
hecause of his familiariby with the law. He accepted the brust and
caused the collection of contributions from bhe benants for his
expenses which he fixed at .20 o squars meter of the lots occupled
by them. He also required fhe bo make a cash deposit equivalent
Lo 305 of the sstium Cgalue of the lobts to cover the anbticipated
sarns b money thot mizhh be requirad by the Archbishop.
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Apchhishop on belalf of the tenants fe
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loter on entrusted the active nezotiations to bhree brolers ana
annther lawyer, Hr. sduguste Franeisco, who carried out the sane
in the name of Leonila Siechi, wife of respondert . However,
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regpondent continu=d to fake parh in Lhe protracted nsgotiations
which culminated in bhe sale of the sgbate on Janvary 19, 1954, to
1ie wife for & totel sum of F1A49,000 of which £19,000 represented
one-half of the back remtals of delinquent tenant s.

Thersalter, respondent's wife canvaeyed the property for
onie Peso (F1) to Akl Raymunds & Co., @ pertnership engeged in
peal egbate businses, which he helped org »f which he ap
peered to be the Jesal coungel, This partnsrehip undsrbook the
of the lobts of the heclenda bo tenents and oubslders indlecyin natbely,
no preference having been Sven bo bthe tenante deepite the fact that
some had given advance money for the purchase of the hacienda, except
that the money they advonced would be credited to the purchase price
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of thair lots or returrmed to thew if they failed to exerclee the option
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within five daye from notification. Toe purchas: price per square
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meber was o little over ©5 bub the tenants 4YS being charged

P10 per square reter for the peorest lebs ond $25 for the besh

msaes.  Lhe tenants, who clalued to have heen kepb in the dark

by the e gpondent during the neg@tiatiOHS,'believed that they

had been expleited. They complainsd aralinst the regprdent and ;
even went to court to file eivil actions & gainst him, his wife i
and the partnership. |

In his d adent contends bhat upon turning ever the
nezotiationes to Atby. & ancisco he ceased to have anything to do
with the trensaction; that he never profited & single centave in
the deal nor recelved anybthing for his services; that of the tetal
cort ributilon ~f ¥10,000, the cam of $8,000 was pald to the brokers
and the balance of $2,000 included in Lhe deposit mede with the
Archbichep: and that he could net be dealt with adminisbratively
for ccbs nobt comeched with the dischorge of hig afficial duties.
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T am not impressed LY respondent s claima. Tne record shows
that he teok zcbive part in the negotiations even after he had
enployed sald brokers and lawyer and that the sale was finally

consummated in the naime nf his wile who transferred the property
partner and lesal counsel.

teo A, M. Reyoundo & GO, of which he wis 2

His claim thet he could not be purilshed sdministratively for acbs not
having anything be de with the discharge of his official duties is &
very exbravaganb ¢laim in the face of fagts showing his underhanded

dealings and pecuniavy interest 1n the pransacbion. AL any rate, ‘

respondent engaged 1n subgide business and professional activities '
wibhout the pemissicn of nis superlors, in vinlation of Axscubive

Opder No. 103, s. 1913, and Bule XIIL, Section 5, of the Civil Service
Rules.

The vielablon by ibself might not be apparently serious bub whet
maks it condemmable are Lhe consequences bthat vove arisen therefrom.
By his actuations he exposed, to sy the leasgt, hundreds of people te
apparent exples stion by unscrupulous parties, forcing them Lo complain
azainst him administratively and judicially for redress.

Without cotegorically pasaing on the charges of bad faith,
betrayal of trust, fraud and the like, which are belng ventilated
in court, L agpse with the Secerstary of Justice thab ib has been
sufficiently establiched that respondert acted as coungsl fer

the parbiss, ineluding his wife who Was favored by the deal, and

dsveted considerable time in the nqg@tiation and eonsumaation thereol
without the permission of hig superiors as required by existing

repulations.
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HERIEOE, lir, Garlos Goco is hevehy considered resigned a

agsistant fiscal of ! Zd] upon recelpb of a copy of Tthis order.

Done in the City of Hanila, this 12th day of March, in
the year of Our Lord, ninebeen hundred and sixty, and of the
Independence of the Phlllpwlnes, the fourteenth.
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By the President:i

- AﬂsTALlOVP LASEIL&C
Executive Sscretary
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