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BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE PHILIPPINES
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 363 ‘

CONSIDERING MR, ANTONIO Ve VALDEZ RESIGNED FROM OFFICE AS JUSTICE
OF THE PEACE OF IVISAN, CAPIZ. . .

This is an administrative case against Mr. Antonio V. Valdez, .
justice of the peace of Ivisan, Capiz, who is charged with gross i
ignorance of the law, extortion, abuse of authority, partisanship, i
lnck of residence in his jurisdiction and heving numerous relatives
in Ivisan who constitute a major deterrent to hig impartial adminis-
tration of justice therein. The charges were investigated by the
District Judge who recommends respondentls exoneration.

The Secretary of Justice agrees with the investigating Judge
that the evidence is insufficient tc prove the cherges but differs
from his recommendation in view of the facts established under the |
charge of gross lgnorance of the lsw and the decision in the adminig-—
trative ease of another justice of the peace.

Tt appears that in Civil Gase No. 50 of respondent!s court the
defendant, complainant herein, is his maternal uncle, being the
brother of his mother, Despite this close relationship, respondent
did not disquelify himself, contending that he was not bound to do
so =28 no objection was raised by any of the parties to his competence
to act on the case. Besides, he decided the case ageinst his relative,

Respondentts contention, which is upheld by the District Judge,
is not well taken, congidering the absolute nature of his disqualifi-
pation under Section 1 of Rule 126 of the Rules of Court, 2t least
he should have suggested to the defendant to initiste such move,
His failure to voluntarily disqualify himself adversely affected o
his fitness for office (33 CuJe 945). The following passage in ?
the decision in the case against Justice of the Peace Rizal S. Ka- !
talbas of Sagaey, Negros Occidental, invoked by the Secretary of
Justice, is in poinb:

"ne to the first charge, respondent's legal dis-
quslification teo sit in his brother-in-law's case was
clear. TIf he really believed that, under the Rules of
Court, he could inhibit himself from trying sald case only
on motion of one of the parties, it is strange that he did

, not suggest te the defendant to initiate such move, As a
lawyer, the respondent knew or ought to have known the
utter impropriety of his taking cognizance of the case
in view of hig close reletionship to one of the parties
therein, If he did not know these elementary ‘principles,




then he was guilty of gross ignorence to the point of’
being a menace to the administration of justice as a
judge., He ought to have known that for .lesser reason
not smounting to disqualification, judges have refrained
from trying cases in which their impartiality may be put
in doubte" (adm, Ord. Wo, 107-A dated March 5, 1955, )

, Respondentts violation of ‘duty being clear, it is no defense
that he decided the case against his relative or that his decision
is correct, As held in the same Katalbas case: | :

"Respondent-petitionerts violation of duty being
" e¢lear, it is no defense that his decision in the case was
coprect or that no objection was made to his trying it.
These circumstances may be considered only in mitigation
of the offense, as is the fact that, as now contended by
him, he comiitted sn error in good faith,! (Adm. Ord. No.
146 dated Oata: 24, 1955, modifying Adm, Ord., No., 107-4
_dsted Merch 5, 1955, supra.)

In view of the foregoing, and in line with the recommendation
of the Seeretary of Justice, Mr. Antonic V. Valdez is hereby con—
gidered resigned from office as Justice of the peace of Ivisan, -’
Capiz, without prejudice to receiving whetever gratuities and

privileges he may be entitled to under the law, o
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Done in the City of Manila, this 7318t day ofy o JulY ’
in the year of Our Lord, nineteen hundred and sixﬁgzo d of the In-

e dependence of the Philippines, the fgltteenth, .
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By the President:

*~”_“_;:>N£EALI P, GASTILLO
- Fxecutive Secretary
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