. MALACANANG
" RESIDENCE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE PHILIPPINES

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER No, 476

SUSPENDING ASSISTANT PROVINCIAL FISCAL
. FELIPE ARCIGAL, JR. OF LAGUNA FOR A
. PERIOD OF THREE (3) MONTHS WITHOUT
f“‘u? AX;

EL . mfm to the administrative complaint filed by Engr,
far: myt, Jr. against Assistant Provincial Fiscal

, Jr. of Laguna, for oppression, inefficiency,
'Ind conduct prejudlcml to the best interest

n‘h the Ministry of Justice issued Circular

all Fiseals to forward to the Tanodbayan

ints cognizable by the Sandiganbayan either ex-
- rrently with the regular Courts.

resented by the Acting Provincial Attorney,
plaint against Engr. Berroya, Jr., for violation
icle 17" _ (Uhnmtion of Authority or Official
= 'i; R { Penal Code. The complaint was

n the Fi: al’s M« as 1.S. No. SC-27, §'80.
Fhul Arcigal, Jr. issued an order
perusal of the evidence presented before
ﬁlt there exists a probable cause
has been committed and that
nant) is probably responsible
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[mwﬂntm, has the excluﬂve atl’}hm i, M[ﬁ
preliminary investigation, to file Inio o
and control the prosecution of cases tm

qum{ me (See. 10 or PO)*,

v April 27, 1981, Fiscal Arcigal, JY. 1ssued
< aimp_ that: (a) the crime charged was comn
hefore the organization of thre Tanodbayan; and
111111nwlr1111t was filed when respondent was no long

oted with the Provincial Government of
t‘i‘lllln},]\ Iiseal Arcigal, Jr. concluded that ® 1. G

(Office of the Provincial Fiscal of Laguna) has J
(ion to entertain and take cognizance of above-entil

I'ven before the issuance of the aforementloned '
of Fiscal Arcigal, Jr., Engr. Berroya, Jr. had aires
fled the instant administrative complaint on
1981, In his complaint, the herein complainant claim
that the acts of respondent Fiscal prejudiced him
the case was exclusively within the jurisdiction of
'l‘:mmlm_\ an, that the issuance hy respondent Flscal
“brobable cauae' Order was based on the Affidavi
IKleuterio Valenciano, which was executed only on Ji % _
1950, and that the termination of 1.S. Noe.
was unduly delayed, as the order of dismissal was iss
by respondent only on April 27, 1981, or more thm

months after the filing of the cummal complaint.

After due hearing, the Minister of Justice fm“
tiseal Arcigal Jr. had taken cognizance of the Gﬂ%
out heing deputlzed as Special Prosecutor of the
bayan, despite the previous issuance of Circular
dated July 30, 1979, and that Fiscal Arcigal Jr. cd
have possibly serutinized all listed documents on

1980, as he claimed, because the Afﬁdawt of
\aloncmno showed on its fa

on July 11, 1980. Thus, the Minister of Justice conc i
that Fiscal Arcigal, Jr. did not exercise sound discreti

was less than thorough, and dig not display the pr o3
I;\easme ol conscientious caution in the dlscharge 0?
duties. Accordul&ly the Minister of Justice recomme nff‘

that Fiscal Arcigal, Jr. be sy
S ,..
(3) months without pay. bended from office for aa
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WHEREFORE, md a8 Tecommended
Justice, respondent Assistant

by the Mlnm#ar
Provincial Fiseal Fﬂm
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1s hereby suspended from office
> (3) months without pay, effective




