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market thereat and lessrs. Lrturo lendoza
and Gabriel Nicolas, both laborers of your
office performing the duty of Sand and
Gravel Checker lir. Regino Antonio,
Janitor-les sen"er, Mr. mD"Ql Gutay,
adwinistrative Deputy, Ir. Ramon Iateo,
Dookhvep¥L, st. uWoxiu'R. Uiaz, Cashier
and Mr. Bonifacio Garcia, Assistant Cashier,
all of your Office, and confederating with
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one anothe G ¢rﬁudeo the Jitw
of Cabanatuan in the amount o B 763.85,
more or less, which amount repT@“Gnts dig-
bursements for travelling expenses, making

it appear thet the sgz2id market personnel

and laborers actually collected reimbursenments
for travelling expenses incurred while per-
forming their duties within the c**v limits
of uaomnatuan and that they were actually
entitled thereto, while in truth end in

fact said market personnel and laborers

heave not ungeruaken the alleged trips; thatb
they have not received the full amount
covering the same and that they were not
entitled to said reimbursements.

T
‘ernment

M

To facilitate the payment
bursements of travelling ex ses, the wvouchers
were approved by you even W¢t:out any evidence
of travel and duplicate coples of the vouchers
presented; *"Lhout verifying the exiztence of
funds to cover the same and without coursing
the procegsing of said vouchers through the
regular channels. Xurthermore, the vouchers
h although the amounts in-
than F1,00C.00 in violation
reular Lo. 624 dated sug. 9,
crel suditineg Cflice, now
Commission on audits. A4Ag a result of the
said disbursements, you 1ﬂn urred fund over-—
draits in your C-5-f and C-36-f accounts and .
at the end of the fiscal year 1¢ O74~1975 you
have an overdraft in your General Hund in
the tovtal amount of #150,000.00 more or less.

s of alleged reim-
Q

;..a

"wheref fore, you are hereby given five (5)
days w1tqlm which to submit youp written
angwer to the foregoing charged.
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In the same letter respondent was susneﬂce from
office effective immediately upon recei 1pt thereof.

after receipt of respondent's answer denying
the charges, 2 formal investigstion was conducted
by the Fr r*"memrlﬂ Investigating Committee crezted
under administrative Order Me. 175, series of 19e9,
as amended. The Committee made the following findings:
that all vouchers cover claimg for reimbursement of
al7e“ec travelling expensesg of The market master or
et collectors in issuing tickets and collecting
rentals inside the puoch market; that the
travelling expenses agprovpd by the respondent Uity
Treasurer were grosely

t

xXcegsive or that clmlmﬂnbs
were not entitled to them considering thaet market
masters and collectors do not travel beyvond the con-
fines of the public mark et in the performance of their
functions; that the_,xe fic dates or periods of the
alleged “’V&l are not 1nﬂlc°bﬁd onn the face of the
vouchers; that the recuired itineraries of travel were
VO

not attached to the uchers; 't 21l vouchers do not
bear the signature of the Jit; aditor or hig Assgistant
on Uertificate No. 4 thereof to signify their having
been pre-sudited; that vouchers covering claims for
more than ¥1,000.00 were journzlized under A-1-1
account (chA yg*m@ﬁu, despite existing CCL regulstion
requiring ¥ in such zmount to be in check; that
i cler perto Villamin who initisled the wvouchers
the Cit 5&T'bor's Uffice was not authorized to
5 1n 1 he wvoucherg in cuestion. The
Committee, ﬂOW@VCI, declared that respondent's
zed connivence with Villam who was made to
as the real culprit and ermind of the fraud,
¢ other personnel in the ter's office mentlioned
complaint, as well as hi ncurrence ol over-—
as charged therein, have not been conclusivelw
ished.
Dased on >d findings The Committee
concluded that *ﬂ*lus in the discharge
of his primsry fiscs l respongibility as chief fiscal
officer of the City when he apvﬁovod Tor vnayment the
.guestioned wvouchers 116L were ﬁf+4r*ly irregular on
their faces and 66?@0 ively prepared, and certified
to fheir actusl peryment under dubious circumstances.

The Committee recommends thalt respondent be
found guilty of wviolstion of offiee regulat ;

]
m o




-4 -

- After a study of the case, I agree with the
findings of the Committee that the charges of connivance
and incurrence of overdraft were not substantiated.-
Eowever, the records of the case shows bevond doubt

that respondent was guilty of violation of office
regulstions and gross neglect of dubty. wWith his

more than nineteen (19) years of service in the
goverament, he could have eaglly discovered and pre-—
Veﬁted the commission of the anomaly which prejudiced
the city government and its people. Ivident in the
records is the unexplanable and dismal failure of
regpondent to note the irregularities and errors paten
on the face of the vouchers in as many times as the
number of the guestloned vouchers. In fine, the records
eloguently speak of a case of gross negligence on the
part of respondent which mekes him undesirable. Such
conduct of respondent can be congidered as having
failed to meet the minimum standard of competence and
integrity TGQUlTed of officials and employees in the
government service.

WHEREFORZ, Aniceto L. Domin go, City Treasurer
of Cabanatuan City, is hereby dismissed from the
gervice effective upon receipt of uhls order.

Done in the City o
in the year of (ur Lord,
seven.

ay of November
and scventv—

e

the Presidenti///ﬁg - T
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