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BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE PHILIPFINES

ADMINISIRATIVE ORDER NO. 55

IMPOSING THE PENALTY OF SUSPENSION ON MR, REMIGIO M. PERA,
MUNICIPAL JUDGE OF PONIEVEDRA, NEGROS OCCIDENTAL. .

This refers to three administrative cases (Noé.m 70, 79

and 81) filed against Mr. Remigio M. Pefia, muni cz.pal gudge of

Fontevedra Negros Occa.dental.

Adminigtrative Case No. .

Respondent is charged with gross ignorance of the law and
grave abuse of authority and discretion. The case was investi-
gated by District Judge Eduardo D. Enriquez who found respondent
guilty of the charges. ,

It appears that on the basis of a letter (Exhs. E,E-1 and
Z~1) personally handed by Mrs. Manuela Rulz Vda. de Gurrea to
respondent on August 14, 1962, wherein the widow requested
respondent s help in obtaining possession of a house of her late
husband, Carlos Qurres, located in Pontevedra, respondent then
and there entered the letter in his docket of civil cases as
Civil Case No. 273 (Exh. C) and immediately issued an order
(Exhs. F and 2-2) glv:;.ng the widow "the possession of the said
house and its premises.™ On the same day the respondent issued
another order (Exhs. D and Z-5) addressed to the chief of police
of Pontevedra authorizing the latier to execute his order (Exhs, F
and Z-2) and to place the widow in possession of the house and
the premises thereof. On that same day the chief of police
executed the orders of respondent and the family of herein com-
plainant, a brother of the late Carlos Gurrea, was summarily
ejected from the house which was forthwith occupied by the widow,

- As correctly observed by the Investigating Judge, respondent
disregarded the provisions of the law by accepting the letter of
the widow as a formal complaint sufficient to initiate a civil
case for ejectment, and acted arbitrarily by summarily ordering
the dispossession and ejectment of the family of complainant from
the house they were occupying, without any previous hearing te
justify the issuance of that order, ‘

Administrative Cases Nos. 79 and 81
These cases appear to be offshoots of Administrative Case

No. 70, supra, Complainants are District Judges Eduardo D,

Enriguez and Jose Fernandez of the Court of First Instance of
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Negros Occidental who have respectively charged respondent with
arbitrariness, insubordination, gross ignorance of law, etc, (Adm,
Case No. 79), and ignorance of the law, willful issuance of
wnlawful and unjust interlocutory order, criminal tendency to
violate the civil liberty of innocent persoms, etc. (Adm. Case
No. &1). Respondent did not controvert or demy the averments in

the verified complaints of Judges Enriquez and Fernandez, In his L

answer, respondent did not raise any issue, and the cases were
submitted to the investigator, District Judge Jose Querubin, for
resolution on the pleadings, . : :

It appears that on the basis ‘of respondentts actuation in

© Givil. Case No. 273, the defendant therein, Ricardo Gurrea, filed
Admimistrative Case No, 70 against respondent, Salc administrative

case was investigated by Judge Edvardo Enriquez who thereafter
sthmitted his recommendation to the Secretary of Justice together

with the records of the administrative case and Civil Case No. 273.. .

On January 13, 1965, respondent issued a subpoena duces tecum
in Civil Case No. 273 of his court directing Judge Enriquez to
appear and testify before his court and to bring with him the
entire records of said civil case,

" On the date directed by respondent for Judge Enriguez to
appear before him, Judge Enriquez sent a letter to the respondent
informing him that the records of Givil Case Ne. 273 were no lenger
in the custody of the court, as the same had been forwarded to the
Department of Justice as part of the records of Administrative

 Case No. 70, and that the subpoens should have been directed to

the clerk of court who had custody of court records (Sec. 7, Rule

136, Rules of Gourt)s

Because of the failure of Judge Enriquez to appesr before
respondent;, the latter issued an order dated March 26, 1965,
charging the former with contempt of court and sentencing him to
imprisonment until he complied with the subpoena duces Lecum, In
the same order the respondent sentenced Judge Enriqguez to one~-day
imprisomment for allegedly insinuating in his letier that res-
pondent was ignorant of the law when reminded by Judge Enriques
that the subpoena duces tecum should have been addressed to the
elerk of court. The bail bond was set at $30,000 and a warrant of -
arrest was forthwith issued, -

On March 28, 1965, a Sunday, respondent directed the chief
of police of Pontevedra to serve the warrant of arrest on Judge
Enriquez. The next day, Judge Enriquez filed a petition for
certiorari and prohibition with preliminary injunction in the

- Court of First Instance of Negres Occidental (Judge Fernandez




and to enjoin respondent from pro
Fernandez granted the petitione

ignorance of law, vindictiveness
Ro. 79)#

issuing his order for the arrest

. Amplement the order. 'The request

No. 81 for ignorance of the law,

Py

pondent from the serious charges,
admitted in his amended answera"

suspension since May 6, 1965, up

penalty for his acts.

hereby decreed.

"3“

gresiding) 2 whicﬁ was docketed as Civil Case No. 7359, wherein
he sought.to have respondent's orders declared void gb initio

ceeding against him. Judge =
Judge Enriquez then administratively s

charged respondent with arbitrariness, jnsubordiration, gross| . -

and abuse of authority (Adm. Case

Administrative Case No. 8l arose when respondent ignored the
order of Judge Fernandez in Civil Case No. 7359 enjoining him from

of Julge Enriquez and from enfore-

ing it, and requestbed instead the assistance of Judge Fernandez to‘,.,.-w»-f,—;_‘;,_

having been ignored by Judge

Fernandez, respondent 1gsued a summons citing Judge Fernandez Lo
appear before his court and to show cause why he should mot be

punished for contempt for not implementing the order., As a con-
sequence, Judge Fernandes filed the present Administrative Case

willful issuance of an anlawial

and unjust interloecutory order, eriminal tendency to vielate the
civil liberty of immocent persouns, aninhibited habit of ordering
the arrest of Judges of the Court of First Instance, maniaeal and
insatiable urge Lo vielate the jurisdiction of his court, and
malicious imputation of an imagined wrong or defect in the raffling
procedure of the Court of First Instance of Negros Occidentals

On May 6, 1965, respondent was guspended by Judge Jose
Querubin who investigated Administrative Cases Nos. 79 and 81.
he only defense of respondent is his good faith and honest mis-
take, but as observed by the Investigating Judge "no amount of
good faith and honest mistake would be gufficient to absolve res-

which the respondent himself had L

In the light of the above, I find respondent guilty in the
three administrative cases. It appearing, however, that both Bistrict
Judges concerned have withdrawn their complaints against the res—
pondent and cousidering that respondent has been under preventive

to the present, the period during -

which he has been out of office may be considered as sufficient

Wherefore, Municipal Judge Remigio M. Pefia is hereby imposed
the penalty of suspension withoub pay corresponding to the period
from his preventive suspension wmtil his reinstatement which is




Done in the City of Manila, this léthday of Miy ~
in the year of OQur Lord, nineteen hundred and sixiy-seven,




