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MAL&CANANG
MANILE

BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE PHILIPPINES
J’) vJ 1’:»;'
IDMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. Bgla

EXONERATING SOLICITOR LAURD C. I“ELIQUEZ (F THE CFFICE (f THE
SOLICITOR GENERAL. '

This is an administrative case against Mre Lauro C. Maiquez, ;
solieitor in the Office of the Solicitor Ganeral, for allaged dis-
honest sonduch highly prejudicial to the interest of the service.

It was investigated by the Commissioner of Immigrabion who recommends
respondent !'s exoneration in which the Undersecretary of Justice
CONCUL g

It appears bhab respendent ol lesignabel aching judgs of
Beanch II1 of the Municipsl Court of Manila from April 7 to July ik,
195, Among the cases tried by him was Civil Case No. 30909, en—
titled '"Dominador Cruz, plaintiff, versis Rosita de la Oruaz, defendant,™
for illezal debainer. Plaintiff sought defendant's ejection from a
parcel cf land located somewhers in Tondo, Manila, and defendant set
up a counterclaim for ¥1,000 as improvements inbtroduced by her in
good faith in the Oranlses,
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Complainant olalms that the Hrial of hhz sass was orizinally
set for May 9, 1954, and then postponed to May <0, 1954, when she
testified., Before she could go far in her testimony, she was stopped
by thé respondent alber bthe 1atber had winked at plaintiff and his
aounzal.  After btrial, which began at one olclock in the afternoon,
respondent told her, from the rostrum and within hearing of the
pubkie, to walt so she would know the result of the case.

yhen respondent saw her with companicns in his chaibers,
respondent asiked her why she brought so many people when what
ne was to tell her was a delicste mabber which might prove preju-
dieisl to him. She answered that they were persons of her coufidence,
wheraupon respondent told her thab he would nake her win the caZe if
she foried over FLOO. She answered that she did not have that much
but promised to pay ¥5 monthly installments which was agraed UpOne
He asked her how much money she then had, and she told him #12 which
respondent asked from nher, Having no obher money for expenszes, she
save him only B7. Respondent further told her to bring to his house
on May 25, 1954, one tiklis of mangoes and 200 pleces of bananas,
glving her his address on a piece of paper, which she did,
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On the occasicn of the dellvery oL bha Sraibs pespondent
demanded from her the ¥5.50 which she had as he was going to the
show. After some haggling she gave him £5. She was assured of
s favorsble decision in her case. However; on July 16, 1954, she

received a cony of the decision which was adverse to her. The
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went to respondent for an explanzbior and

4 +le ceon hocause of her failure Lo zlve the
S dnghallmont du ana 30, 1954, but if she could give him
$10 he would change his decislon. She replied that she would
give money once the deciglon wrs chaned.

next evening she
teld thet :
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Respondent vehemently denied ccmpleinantts dercpatory claims. ;
He alleged that he was not in such finencial straits as to exach . :
messly sums from a poor Litigant like complainant whose means of

livelihcod were begging and washing clothes; that being a man of
means, aside from receiving a fairly good salarys he would not be
co foolish as to Jeopardize his long career in tle Ceverrment es—
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peoeioily ab thet time when he was being grocmed by influential

people and the Municipal Board of Manila for a permanent poeition

in the municipsl court; eénd thet there Was 1o Wiy ¢f rendering a
decision in complainantfs favor.

7 find respendent rore worthy of belief than complainant.
Her evidence is incredible, conflicbing and contrazdicted by
relisble evidence,

Her case cculd not have been sebt for trial cn May 9, 195k,
as it was Sunday. The claim that the cage was tried after cne
olelock in the afterncon of May 20, 1954, ie belied not cnly by
respondent but cloo by the tve lawvers of the parties in the case
who stated that the triel started about 11 AM. and was finished
shortly after ncon; thab complainant was afforded full cprortunity
to testify; and that respondent left the court pramises shead of
them, Complainant!s own lawyer said that she went home with him
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The testimony as te the delivery of the fruite iz not only .
ineredible but hopelescly contradictorys Whereas she testiflied
that only one of hér sons accompanied her on that occasion,
Marisnoe Corpuz, one of her companions, caid that her two sons
were with them. Again she claimed that it was respondent's sister
whe met them and that the fruits were brought to @ rcom on the
second story. However, Corjuz sald 1t wee & men servant who met
them and the fruits were taken to a room on the first flocr.
Complainarit declared that they rode in a small baxicab in going
to respondent's residence, whereas Corpuz said it was a Rig one.
Her son claimed that they started from (uiapo for respondent's
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Wuezon City residence at 2 P.M., and reached Lheir destination,
oo

after stopping only to obey traffic signals, a 1itble before
dgric.  The QJ?m;i Apriving tlme doas notb baks half an hour,

Tt is incredible that a judge, in open court and before the
public, wmﬁdamuaaapmﬁyJAM.mm to ses him in his chambers
for the outcome of the case. Being a man of gufficient means, as
reflected in his stabement of assebs and liabilities, and an aoplrant
for juA*LJﬂJJt reapnnoent could not have stooped so low as to demand
petty sums from a poor litigant and thereby jeopardize his future
and career in the government gervices

Other absurdities and naberial contradictions could be racited
bt bthose sbabed ars balleved sufficiant, 1 am inclined to believe
that the com:plain:mt , who was allegedly suffering from soms mental
infirmity, wanted bo wreak vengeance on the reéspondent becaus e of
her disappointment in iosing the case and failing to obtain the
exaﬁwe“ntod amount she was demanuﬁnb in her oountercla_m. 1 agree
with bhe invastigabor thab com sinanbta avidencs lg ubberly
ynoelievablae, . o0 o - I=’ E R

hherpj‘”ss end upon recomendation of the investigator and
the Undersecretary of Justice, Solicitor Lauro Co Maiquesz is
ham%y.ADmﬂubmlfnxntn charges dnun t hime

in the City of Mani1n3 this 3lsbt dsy of JU1V
ar of Oar Lord, ninsbesy hun dred and sixtyhoaa,, and of the
snce of the Ph1?LpplnPu. Lhe glxtaenthe.
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