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ADMINISTRATIVE CRDEAD NO. 42

SUSPENDING MR. AILFREDC MABBAYAD FROM OFFICE AS MUNICIPAL JUDGE
OF HOXAS,

- This is an administrative case against Municipsl Judge Alfredo
C. Habbayad of FHoxas, Isabela, and cadastral ¢lerk Felix B. Bulan
c of F Inst £ Ilagan, s i £ i
of the vourt of first Instance of llagan, same province, for dis-
honesty and dereliction of duty.

Respondent Bulan being under the jurisdiction of the Commission-
er of Civil Service who has already dealt with him administratively
by separating him from the service, this decision will be confined
to the case of respondent Judge Mabbayad.

The District Judge, who investigated the charges, found respond-
ent Judge not guilty of dishonesty for having allegedly exacted a
fee of ¥1 from each claimant of non-contested lots in cadastral
proceedings before his court, it appearing from the joint certifica-
tion of thirteen {13) lawyers that the money was given woluntarily
by them as part of their atbtorneys' fees to private stenographers
employed by them to take notes of the procsedings on account of
‘the failure of the government to furnish court stenographers for the
purpose, '

tegarding the other charge, thes Investigating Judge and the
Secretary of Justice, respectively, found respondent guilty of
gross negligence and dereliction of duty for allowing Hulan, his
cadastral ¢l to prepare the decisions in certain cadastral
procesdings and signing them without conducting actual hearings
thereon, which led to the erronscus adjudication of lots ito persons
other than the lawful claimants thereof. Thus, Lot No. 7823 was
swerded to Simplicio™leiandre instead of Marcelino Leal, while
Lot Ho. 4781 was adjudicated £¢ the heirs of Bernabe lintaz and net
to claiment Senigno lagundimec. As to Lot HMo. 3385, respondent
ikewise admitted i ndiecsti n favor of a
Melanio Gumpay (%2 : t 2=
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dead persad, respondent. .nation thet the latter anyhow was
repreavdlcu by her son is untenable, considering that he.should

have a8; uJ“Cdt‘O the lot to the helrs of the deceassd.

Respondent camnot obviously exculpate himself on the grounds
+hat the erroneous decisions were prespared by BLlan, thazt there
were pTeﬁty of cadastrsl casss to be 1wsnosed of and that he was
able to readjudicate the lots in guestion t¢ their rightful
claimants. ks cadastral judge, respondent was charged with

wclusive responsibiliiy por'maﬂing t
could avail nlmself of Bulan & servic
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es in the preparation of
cadastral decisions, it was his 2

n duty to scrubinize the

ing them. Hig fzilure so to de, which resulied in the wrong
adjuwlCdthﬂ of the aforesaid lot constitutes gross negligence
“in the performance uf gulye. -
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_ Wharefore, respondent is hereby suspend
) moT hs MLtﬂOUt pay dﬁ¢ warne ¥ 1

the adjudications.. ¥hile he

- sems and correct any 90351blm errors co"tawn therein before sign-

ce for thres
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