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Case No, 1155 was ultimetely heard on ¥ebruary 17, 1959, and
decision was rendered on fupgust 5, 1959, During the long period

that the four criminal casgs were under his congideration, respondent
drew his salary only as justice of the neace of Valladolid,

liegspondent explains that the delay in deciding Criminal Case
Ko, 1155 was due to the fact that he .aited for the result of the
other cases which had arisen from the same incident, This explana-
tien is wholly untenable as there is nothing in the deeision in Cri-
minal Case Ko, 1155 which legally depended on his actustions in the
other cases. The delay in the early termination of this case was
occasioned by the undue liberality shown by him in granting post-
ponements. Wwhile it ig¢ true that applications for continuance are
addressed to the sound discretion of the judge, mevertheless such
cdiscretion must be judicious and should not be exercised in such a
menper as to jeopardize the interests of the people at large,

The records of the lepartment of Justice show that, although
the respondent failed to decide Cririnal Case Ko. 1155 within 90
days after its submission for decision, or befo.e May 18, 1559, he
certified in collecting his salary for the months v Hay, June and
]

I
July, 1959, that he had no cuse rending for more than 90 davs, which
is a legal prerequisite befurce o Judge or justice of the peace can
collect salary.

Hespondent's defense that his certificates referred to iis
service as justice of Valladolid, for whiclh he received salary,
and did not aprly to the case pending Lefore him ds aoting justice
of the peace of Bago since he did not receive compensation in the
latter capacity, is unmeritorious. le overlooks, as observed by
the Department of Justice, the overriding intent of Section 5 of
the Judiciary fet (Rep. ‘ot No. 296), which is to smur the judges
on to greater activity by reuching inte their pockets and thus
relieve the congested dockets of the courts. The provisions of
said section on the judge's certificate as to work conpleted are
mandatory and failure to comply tierewith subjects the offender
to adninistrative discinline,

In view of the foregoing, I «gree with the Department of
Justice that the respordent has unreasonsbly delayed the trial
and decisior of Criminal Case No, 1155 and rade untrue statement
in his monthly certificates of service to the effect that he had
no case pending decisin for 90 days for the urpose of receiving
his salary for the months of May, June and July, 1959, Respondent
has therefore beesn rather wanting in dedicution to duty and fidelity
in his official reports. Ipese are essential requirements for public
servants., I am therefore constrained to take such apyropriate action
against iim as is demunded by the interests of public service,




Done in the City of Manila, this 1st day of July R
in the year of Our Lord, nineteen hundred and sixty-three,

Auer Mol

By the President:
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