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Republic of the Philippines .;;j.;.;--—-—-» PO

Supreme Court
Manila

EN BANC
NOTICE

Sirs/Mesdames:

Please take notice that the Court en banc issued a Resolution
dated FEBRUARY 21, 2017, which reads as follows:

“A.M. No. 16-08-04-SC (Re: Motu Proprio Fact-Finding Investigation on
Allegation of Four [4] Incumbent Judges’ Involvement in Illegal Drugs [Ref:
Speech of President Rodrigo Roa Duterte Delivered on August 7, 2016 in Davao
City]).— The report on Judge Antonio C. Reyes (Judge Reyes) of Branch 61 of the
Regional Trial Court in Baguio City, a trial court specially designated to handle
drugs cases, is now before this Court. It may be recalled that Judge Reyes was
among the judges publicly named by President Rodrigo Roa Duterte as being
involved in illegal drugs.'

On 8 August 2016, the day following the speech of the President, Judge
Reyes personally appeared before the Court Administrator to submit a statement

denying his involvement in illegal drugs.”

On 6 September 2016, Justice Roberto A. Abad sent an invitation to the
Philippine National Police (PNP), the Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency
(PDEA), and the four judges to 1) submit affidavits/counter-affidavits, documents
or such other relevant information; and 2) appear before a preliminary conference
on 15 September 2016. A conference was conducted on the specified date, as well
as on 3 October 2016. Judge Reyes was present during those conferences. The
PNP was represented by Atty. Wilson C. Asueta; and PDEA, by Atty Roselyn A.
Borja, Atty. Francis S. del Valle, and Ms. Ruby Obediente.

On 16 February 2017, Justice Abad submitted his report’ concluding his
investigation of the allegations against Judge Reyes. The following documents

submitted by PDEA were considered:

1) Affidavit executed by Paul A. Black on 26 October 2007

" In a Resolution dated 6 December 2016, this Court terminated the fact-finding investigation on Judges Exequil L.
- Dagala, Adriano S. Savillo, and Domingo L. Casiple, Jr. after finding that no evidence had been put forward that
would link them to the use, proliferation, trade or involvement in illegal drugs.

? Letter of the Court Administrator to the Chief Justice, p. 2.
3 Re: Fact-Finding Investigation of Judge Antonio Reyes whom President Duterte claims to have been involved in

itlegal drugs.
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2) Memorandum from the acting Regional Director of the RO CAR dated
26 November 2007 with the subject “Update on the Special Report, Re:
Connection of an Arrested Notorious Drug Pusher and a Drug Court

Judge”
3) Affidavit executed by Melchora Nagen on 10 December 2007
4) Acknowledgment Receipt for 300,000 received from Richard Lagunilla

and issued and signed by Norma Domingo
5) Unsigned and undated letter written in Tagalog and sent from an

anonymous source

The sworn reply of Justice Reyes, along with its annexes, was likewise
admitted and considered. '

Below is an extended excerpt from the report of Justice Abad:

Judge Reyes has been hearing drugs cases in Branch [6]1 of the Baguio
City RTC. Based on documents that the PDEA submitted, a certain Paul Black
claimed in an affidavit he executed nine years ago on October 26, 2007 that a
certain Norma Domingo gave 250,000 to Judge Reyes for the dismissal of the
case against Black’s wife. Black, whom the judge had previously convicted in
a drugs case, said that he was able to give Norma only 15,000, which she
accepted, but insisted that he pay the remaining $35,000 before July 5, 2007,
the date of the promulgation of judgment against his wife. Black did so and
Judge Reyes acquitted his wife. Unfortunately, Black had since died in prison
according to PDEA.

On November 26, 2007 the PDEA Regional Director in Benguet
claimed in a Memorandum to the Director General of that office that Judge
Reyes inordinately dismissed the drugs cases against Norma Domingo, whom
the judge had been using to negotiate pay-offs from those charged with similar
offenses in his court. The memorandum claimed that Norma even issued a
receipt for 300,000 that a certain Richard Lagunilla gave her in exchange for
his acquittal by Judge Reyes. The PDEA planned in 2007 to entrap the judge
but it dropped the idea as not feasible since payments to the judge were made
through his driver. -

On December 10, 2007 Melchora Nagen executed an affidavit, stating
that while in jail for violation of the drugs law, she met Norma Domingo who
had also been detained for the same offense in 2005. Melchora claimed that, to
her surprise, Judge Reyes ordered the release of Norma and certain members of
her family from detention only after a few days. Norma later visited Melchora
offering to work for her release for 100,000 to be paid to Judge Reyes.
Norma later met with Melchora’s family which bargained for £50,000. This
resulted in her acquittal. Melchora later became Norma’s friend and
accompanied her in her jail visits when she tried to convince those facing
charges before Judge Reyes’ court to raise money for their acquittal. Melchora
often heard Norma bargain with Judge Reyes for the lowering of the amounts
that were to be paid him. Sometime in September 2006 Norma requested
Melchora to accompany her in delivering to Judge Reyes the 300,000 that
Richard Lagunilla gave for the acquittal of his wife. They even counted the
money. But the judge called Norma and told her to just give the money to

somebody known to her. They gave the money to a medium built and balding (ﬁ/"/

man in front of Paddie’s Point, whom Melchora recognized as the person who

e
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assisted the judge during court hearings. Unfortunately, the PDEA said they
have lost track of Melchora and would be unable to present her.

An anonymous person also wrote an undated letter reporting the pattern
of bribery that Norma Domingo allegedly arranged for Judge Reyes involving
the drugs cases in his court. The writer claims that Judge Reyes convicted his
relatives since they were unable to raise the money that they were asked to pay.
The writer claimed that the lawyers and other judges in Baguio City were
aware of such anomalies. The anonymous writer said that Attys. Mamaril,
Bomogao, Felix, and Katigbak, who were close to Judge Reyes, obtained
acquittals for their clients.

For his part, Judge Reyes submitted a sworn reply, vehemently denying
the charges against him. He said that he abhorred corruption as evidenced by
the fact that he charged one of his staffs with collecting money from those
whom he had acquitted and the Supreme Court dismissed that member of his
staffs. PDEA itself, according to Judge Reyes, gave him no less than sixteen
commendations for “exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty.” He admits
that he had acquitted some but the evidence against them was deficient based
on the Supreme Court criteria for conviction in drugs offenses. As for the
allegation that he improperly dismissed the drugs case against Norma
Domingo, Judge Reyes pointed out that the dismissal was based on the
prosecutor’s admission in open court that his witness against Norma, PDEA
officer Abordo, had nothing to do with the operation that led to her arrest.

Justice Abad recommends that an administrative case for corruption be
instituted against Judge Reyes based on the Affidavit of Melchora Nagen. He also
recommends that the Court order PDEA and the PNP to ascertain her whereabouts.
According to Justice Abad, PDEA’s manifestation that witnesses declined to testify
is not a valid excuse, since they may be compelled to testify by subpoenas from the
Court. He believes that the affidavit of Nagen constitutes a serious charge of
corruption against Judge Reyes, and that the Court should not simply accept that
PDEA has lost track of her whereabouts.

WHEREFORE, the Court ACCEPTS the report entitled “Fact-Finding
Investigation of Judge Antonio Reyes whom President Duterte claims to have been
involved in illegal drugs.” With this acceptance, Justice Roberto A. Abad is
considered DISCHARGED from his designation as the sole investigator for this
administrative matter.

The Office of the Court Administrator is DIRECTED 1) to proceed with the
inventory of cases decided by Judge Antonio C. Reyes to determine whether there
is basis for the allegation that convictions were reversed in exchange for money;
2) to investigate the driver of Judge Reyes for bribery, and further, if the said
driver took money from litigants on behalf of Judge Reyes; and 3) to request the
National Bureau of Investigation to locate the witnesses identified in the report of
Justice Abad. '

The National Bureau of Investigation is DIRECTED to submit a report on
its findings relative to the request within a period of thirty (30) days.” Reyes, J. on &//

//
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Very truly yours,

o ogorbeecren
FELIPA'B. ANAMA
Clerk of Court Vl
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Tel (+632) 634;71 1 ROB ERTO A. JALBAD abadlex@dyahoo.com
?‘l;ilacs oF THE cHlEF JUSTIC ruary‘fb& poiT%EESJILS
M”PPlnes MARIA CH\EF JUST|CE —
The Honorable Chief Justice I//////I/II/////I/I////I///II/IIII// .
and Associate Justices ‘
Supreme COUFt To foliow up, pig, ollo lho numbor above X/0 ‘ ‘

BY: —
Re: Fact-Finding Investigation of Judge Antonio ReyesWhorr
President Duterte claims to have been involved in illegal drugs

Dear Madam Chief Justice and the Associate Justices of the Court:

Pursuant to the Court’s Resolution A.M. No. 16-08-04-SC, the undersigned
conducted a fact-finding investigation of the seven judges whom President Duterte
said were involved in illegal drugs. Three of those judges have long left the judiciary
and | already submitted earlier my report respecting three of them, namely, Judges
Exequil Dagala, Adriano Savillo, and Domingo Casiple. Let me submit my last
report concerning Judge Antonio Reyes.

Judge Reyes has been hearing drugs cases in Branch 1 of-the Baguio City
RTC.. Based on documents that the PDEA submitted, a certain Paul Black claimed
in an affidavit he executed nine years ago on October 26, 2007 that a certain
Norma Domingo gave P50,000 to Judge Reyes for the dismissal of the case against
Black’s wife. Black, whom the judge had previously convicted in a drugs case, said
that he was able to give Norma only P15,000, which she accepted, but insisted that
he pay the remaining P35,000 before July 5, 2007, the date of the promulgation of
judgment against his wife. Black did so and Judge Reyes acquitted his wife.
Unfortunately, Black had since died in prison according to PDEA.

On November 26, 2007 the PDEA Regional Dlrector in Benguet claimed in a
Memorandum to the Director General of that office? that Judge Reyes inordinately
dismissed the drugs cases against Norma Domingo, whom the judge had been
using to negotiate pay-offs from those charged with similar offenses in his court.
The memorandum claimed that Norma even issued a receipt for P300,000 that a
certain Richard Lagunilla gave her in exchange for his acquittal by Judge Reyes.®
The PDEA planned in 2007 to entrap the judge but it dropped the idea as not
feasible since payments to the judge were made through his driver.

On December 10, 2007 Melchora Nagen executed an affidavit,* stating that
while in jail for violation of the drugs law, she met Norma Domingo who had also
been detained for the same offense in 2005. Melchora claimed that, to her surprise,

; Annex A. '\./

Annex B.
% Annex C.
* Annex D.

1506-A WEST TOWLER, PHILIPPINE STOCK EXCHANGE CENTRE
EXCHANGE ROAD, ORTIGAS CENTER, FASIG CITY 1600



Judge Reyes ordered the release of Norma and certain members of her family from
detention only after a few days. Norma later visited Melchora offering to work for her
release for P100,000 to be paid to Judge Reyes. Norma later met with Melchora’s
family which bargained for P50,000. This resulted in her acquittal. Melchora later
became Norma’s friend and accompanied her in her jail visits when she tried to
convince those facing charges before Judge Reyes’ court to raise money for their
acquittal. Melchora often heard Norma bargain with Judge Reyes for the lowering of
the amounts that were to be paid him. Sometime in September 2006 Norma
requested Melchora to accompany her in delivering to Judge Reyes the P300,000
that Richard Lagunilla gave for the acquittal of his wife. They even counted the
money. But the judge called Norma and told her to just give the money to somebody
known to her. They gave the money to a medium built and balding man in front of
Paddie’s Point, whom Melchora recognized as the person who assisted the judge
during court hearings. Unfortunately, the PDEA said that they = have lost track of
Melchora and would be unable to present her.

An anonymous person also wrote an undated letter,” reporting the pattern of
bribery that Norma Domingo allegedly arranged for Judge Reyes involving the
drugs cases in his court. The writer claims that Judge Reyes convicted his relatives
since they were unable to raise the money that they were asked to pay. The writer
claimed that the lawyers and other judges in Baguio City were aware of such
anomalies. The anonymous writer said that Attys. Mamaril, Bomogao, Felix, and
Katigbak, who were close to Judge Reyes, obtained acquittals for their clients.

For his part, Judge Reyes submitted a sworn reply,® vehemently denying the
charges against him. He said that he abhorred corruption as evidenced by the fact
that he charged one of his staffs with collecting money from those whom he had
acquitted and the Supreme Court dismissed that member of his staffs.” PDEA itself,
according to Judge Reyes, gave him no less than sixteen commendations for
“exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty.”® He admits that he had acquitted
some but the evidence against them was deficient based on the Supreme Court
criteria for convictions in drugs offenses. As for the allegation that he improperly
dismissed the drugs case against Norma Domingo, Judge Reyes pointed out that
the dismissal was based on the prosecutor's admission in open court that his
witness against Norma, PDEA officer Abordo, had nothing to do with the operation
that led to her arrest.®

When the undersigned asked the PDEA representatives whether they have
witnesses who can testify against Judge Reyes in support of the charges against
him, they replied that their witnesses declined to testify in the investigation. But this
cannot be a valid excuse since those witnesses can be compelled to testify by

5 Annex E. ‘/

® Annex F.
” Annex G
8 Annexes G and series.
? Annex K.




subpoenas from the Court. Melchora Nagen’s affidavit constitutes serious charge of
corruption against the judge and | believe that the Court will not accept PDEA’s
excuse that it has lost track of her whereabouts.

In view of the above, | respectfully recommend the institution of an
administrative case against Judge Reyes for corruption based on Melchora Nagen’s
affidavit with an order to PDEA and the Philippine National Police to ascertain her
whereabouts.

Thank you for entrusting me with this investigation.

Very truly yours,

Roberto A. Abad
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Republic of the Philippines
OFFICE QF THE PRESIDENT
PHILIPOING DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
CORDILERA ADMINISTRATYIVE REGION
Camp Bado Dangws, La Trinkiad, Benguet
{Telefax N, D74-4272-5594 J

MERMORANDUN ‘ AN N EX B

FOR - Rirector General, PDIEA
FOUA Bidg., NIA Bd., Government Center
Hrgv. Playaban. Quezoa City

PROM D Acting Regional Director, RO CAR
SUDUECT Update o the Specal Reporz, Re: Connection of s arresusd

fororious Dirug Pusher aud a Drug Court Judge

DATE ' Novewwber 26, 2007

1. Rafemnce: Memo fom this office dated June 5, 2007, Re: same as ahove.

Thare are saveral nformation receivad and verified by this office that cases
filed against Norma Paday Domingo has been time and again dismissad since
she is prolected hy Judge Anronio Reves, Judge Antonio Reyes is the
presiding judge of the lone drug court in the City of Baguio, It has bean
verifted that the judge has heen protecting Domingo because the labsr is the
sa calfed “negotiator” and Tcollector” of the former, Aftar a “callection”,
Domingo delivers the money  the driver of Judge Reyes who in tuin delivers
the same to the judge.

)

lnformation revaals that the judge prepares two sets of decisions even befors
the proseculion rests its case, The deacision for conviction shall eventually be
promulgated i the accused cannot produce a certain amount dictated by the
jnudge through Domingo. However, if the amount dicated would pe produce
by the accused {n a cettain case, then the dacision for acquittal would be
promulgatad, finding faults on the tastimony of the appretiending officers,

[¥8)

4. A copy of a receipt jssued by Domingo to one Richard Lagunilla, while the
fztvar was in jail for & drug case pending before the sala of Judge Reyes. for
the amount of Theea Hondred Thousaod Pasos (Phy 300,0600.00) dated
Septambar 1, 2006, TAB &, is hereto altached. On September 28, 2006, the
cowrt acquitred Richaid Lagunilla,

5. Attached as TAR B 15 an affidavit executed by Panl Black which states
that he had to pay Fifty Thousand Pesos (Php 50,000,003 befor the
dats of protuigation of judgmeant to ensure the tiberty of his wife, tiat s, te
acquitial of Marina Slack fom her drug casa, Alter the amount of monay was
given by Black to Domingo, Maring Black was acquilted in ber drug case.

6. Mr. Joe! Balas is currently defmined for & pending drug case. According to

him, Domingo went to Balas to ask for One Hundred Fifty Thousand Pesos ¥
(Php 150,000.00% wo ensure that he will be acquitted from his pandirg rase. \g\
Gut Batas said he cannot produce the sald amount. On tie other hand, . CX

Andronico Bumacas was arrested together with Balas. Bumacas stated that <\,



g,

Judge Rayes instructed the farmer to tell the latter who was responsible in
the arrest of Norma Dominge in June 2007, The judgg was vary msistent in
knowing the identity of the person who gave the information which led to the

arrast of F‘omm_r;u Bumacas said that he was not the ane and that he did not
know whe gave informaton,

An entrapment operation by the NRI was planned far the arrest of Novme
Domingo with the end view thet when she delivers the monsy to the judoe.
the latter would also be arrested. But thare ara saveral risks ta be considered
for the said opejation. Ore, is the nsk that Norma would deliver the amaunt
tor the driver of the judge and the driver may or may not &2l who his princical
may be in case of arrest. The actual money fransfer betwaen the driver and
the judge would ba very difficult to cover. Another iisk is that, the PDEA
would be the one to px‘uvnde for the Php 150,000.00 entrapment mongy to be
usad, Would the PREA be willing v sacrifice said amount so much so that i1
would form pail of the evidence in case the entrapmant would be surcassiul
but it may aiso be lost if the operation fails,

This office obsarved also that most of the accused in disrmissed casas and
cases of acquital in the sala of Judge Reyss had the means o ralse a laige
amount of money to “pay” for their liberty, while thoss who cannot are
convicted, A statistics is still hwing conducted on the available records o

astablish this observation.

In some instances, as previously stated in the initial report, the judge
reversad his own dedsion of conviction to acquittal, The chances that a ludge
woyld reverse his own decision and admit his mistakes are rare. As pr
information, the accused in the said cases were able o raise the amount of
money dictated bafore the finality of the case.

10.1t has heen observed also that in some of the few cases whers Judge Reyes

11.1t has heen established that the judge has a personal grudge against ons o

12,

inhibited from heating the same, he did so after having received an amount
of money from the accused and after eventually datermining that the
avidence ig strong, he decidas to inhibit himself from the case, Afeer which,
he travels abroad.

f
the police officers when he shouted at him in open court and said that,
"Lahat ng kase na ikaw ang poseur-buyer e didismissin ko!” This is a clear
indication of the fact that the relationship between the judge and the illagal
drug-operatives has been scarred. Tha supposed impartiality of the judge can
no longer be axpected as he would he finding faults against the operativas
instead of appreciating facts and pieces of evidence as presented to him.

Operatives from the Drug Enforcemeant Unit share the same sentiment with
the operatives of PDEA. Thera were instancas when the judge would soeid
the operatives instead of listenmg and weighing their tesomainy. Me evan

openty shouted o one operative not to he arresting Norma Domingo.

13, Furthar, in relation to the last cace filed against NORMA PADAY DOMINGO on

June 4, 2007 for sale and use of dangerous drugs by FDEA-CAR, it was
dismissed on June 20, 2007 by the court allegadly for lack of probable cause
hased on the allegations of the defense lawyer, TAB €. On July 3, 2007, this
office timely filed & Maotion for REECOn‘:‘-IdPrntiOn and Manifestation in relation
to the Order of Dismissal. TAE D, However, upon follow-up by the case
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""dd\’ TP'"Jlme‘HDI‘ =c::iuu f”o us’ ce asked the court to issue an ordey
reganding the sgme hm. up to the prasent, hg court s@ ff wouid only say thar
the judge said it was filed our of time,

Because of the observed Dias by Judge Raves towards law ~nmru'», e

operahives of the Diuy Enforcament Unit of the Baguio City Police Office are
hesitant to conduct aperanons for faar that their oparation would only prove
futil= when the judys dismisses the cass after having recaived maoney fiom
the accusen

The judge even went to rhe extant of approaching out-going PRO-COR

Regional Director Raul Gonzalss just to bad mouth tha opemtives of PDEA
and the DEL).

16, ASSESSMENT:

The DEU and PDEA operatives are hesibnt to conduct anti-drug
ar)r-tcwl.»Oh,, as prought vut during the intelligence workshop, becatss

the blatant and opsn hias of the diug court judge against the
u;;veracjve's. ’

-
X

TN ! : A 1 [ .
. Anti-Urug operations, even if surcessfully conducted, will still fail in the
Judicial branch of the justice systam,

c. As per the Director Generals instruction, an effort was made to
cantact Jurdge Reves for & possible confarence bub be told the

©messengar that he was busy and had other things to attend ro. lt
seems then, that he is noc interested in a conferance to settle
whataver differences there may he. '

17 RECOMMENDATION:

In wiew of the forgoing, i s respectluily recomumended that
action be tag(azs by the Legal and Prosecution Seivice of tha PDEL
te audoree, to the office of the Cewurt Administrator for the
pussible assignment of a new drug court in the City of Baguio or
for the appoiniment of additional drug courts in the Cit

OLIVER ALILIS ENMODTAS
Police Superintendent



r ANNEX

ACKNOWLEDGMENT RECEIPT

o H I, NORMA DOMINGO, acknowiedge receipt of the amount of THREE
HUNDRED THOUSAND PESOS (P 300, 000. 00} fom RICHARD

LAGUNILLA

r Baguio City, Philippines, this 1* day of Scptember 2006,

-
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Sir/Ma’am,

irereport ko lamang kung ano ang nalalaman ko tungkol sa pagkakaugnay ni fudge Antornio
Reyes ng Baguio sa illegal drugs. Alam po ng karamihan mapa abogade man o ibang buwes na siya ay
tumatanggap kapslit ng pag dismiss ng kaso na may kaugnayaa sa droga sa kenyang nasasakupan.

Mayroon pong isang matandang babae na nagsisitbing bagrnan niya na malayang nakakapasok
at nakakadalaw sa mga preso na nahuli dahil sa drugs. Hong matandang babae ang nakikipag usap sa
mga preso para magkaroon ng REgosSasyon sa pagitan ni judge at ng mga preso. Siya nia din ang
nagdadala ng pera kay judge.

Mayroon din pong isang pulis na naka assign sa drug unit ng BCPO na nakikipag-usap kay judge
at sa mga huli ng unit nila para magkaayusan sa kasa. ito po ay si Police Officer Badua.

Ang mga kaso na kaafisin-pansin na nadidismiss ay kadalasang mga kaso ng mga akusado na
hawak nila Atty. Mamaril, Bomogao, Felix at Katigbak na napapabalita sa karamihan na madalas
makipag-usap kay judge.

Ang kamag-anak ko na nahuli na wala naman kinalaman sa pagbebenta at hindi din naman user
at hinila na lang ng mga puils ay nahatulan dahil kami ay walahg maibigay pero yung mga malaking tac
na talagang talamak sa pagbebenta at talagang nahuli sa akto a;" napagawalang-sala matapos
mapabalitang nagbigay kay judge katulad na lang ni Brenda Singson, Nider at Ibarra brothers. itong mga
impormasyan na ito ay alam din sa look ng kulangan. Sana pe ay maaksyunan nyo ito.
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ANNEX /&

REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES
REGIONAL TRIAL COURT

FIRST JUDICIAL REGION
BRANCH 61

Bacuio Crry
October 3, 2016

JUSTICLE ROBERTO A. ABAD
Invesugating Justice

Oltfice of the Court Administrator
Supreme Court

Manila

Your Honor:;

\

IN RE: ADMINISTRATIVE MATTER NO. 16-08-04-SC
(Fact Finding Investigation on Allegation of
Four (4) Incumbent Judges’ Involvement in lllegal Drugs)

A week or so prior to the Prelinunary Conference scheduled on
September 15, 2016, “Invitations” dated September 6, 2016 were sent to the
Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency (PDEA) and the Philippine National
Police (PNP) to submit “such athidavits, documents, or other mformation as
their respective agencies might have against” Judges I'xequil Dagala, Adriano
Savillo, Domingo Capsile, and herein undersigned Antonio Reyes, on their
involvement on illegal drugs “within seven (7) days from receipt” of notice.

During the Preliminary Conference on September 15, 2016, the
undersigned was furnished by the PDICA with the following: (1) a xerox copy
of an anonymous and undated letter; (2) a xerox copy ol an altidavit of one
Melchora Nagen dated December 10, 2007; and (3) a xerox copy ol an
aflidavit of one Paul Black dated October 26, 2007.

Likewise, during said Preliminary Conference, the PDEA and the PNP
were requested to “submit additional complaints/evidence on September 20,
2016” and thereafter, the judges are to answer the said allidavits on or before
September 30, 2016 or to hand-carry their answers on October 3, 2010.

On September 26, 2016, the PDEA submitted agamnst the undersigned
the following: (1) a xerox copy of an mternal PDEA “Memorandum” dated
November 26, 2007 for the PDEA Director General coming from acting
Regional Director of the PDIEA-CAR on the subject: “ Update on the Special
Report Re: Connection of an arrested Notorious Drug Pusher and a Drug
Court Judge’; (2) a xerox copy of an “Acknowledgment Receipt” by one
Norma Domingo of an amount of money allegedly conmng from one Richard
Lagunilla; (3) a xerox copy ol an Order dated June 20, 2007 1ssued by the
undersigned dismissing a case agamst one Norma Donungo for lack of
probable cause; (3) a xerox copy of a Mouon for Reconsideration and
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Manitestation dated June 28, 2007 and filed in court on July 3, 2007; and (4) a
xerox copy of list of Police Detail dated December 5, 2005.

The undersigned denies in the strongest possible terms the allegations
and the contents of all the documents presented by the PDICA as its proof ol
the gross misconduct of the undersigned on illegal drugs. Likewise,
undersigned stands by the attached Order dated June 20, 2007 in dismissing a
case against one Norma Domingo for lack of probable cause and m his
maction of the Motion for Reconsideratnion and Manifestation dated June 28,

2007,

The undersigned is steadfastly against any form ol corruption m his
court contrary to what the documents submutted by the PDICA suggest.

In the year 2007, which apparently 1s the very same year or thereabouts,
which the PDEA documents reflect, undersigned filed admistrative charges
against one of his staff, namely, Iidwin Fangonil, the process server of the
court. Attached as Annex “A” 1s the Decsion ol the Supreme Court
promulgated on June 4, 2013 in A.M. No. P-10-2744 entitled Judge Antonio
C. Reyes, Complamant, v. Edwin Fangonil, Process Server, Regional Trial
Court, Branch 61, Baguio City, Respondent.

The facts of the said adminstrative case succictly demonstrate the
modus operandi of unscrupulous individuals using a judge’s name to collect
money. This 1s neither novel nor an isolated mcident - a nefarious activity
where a trial court judge unknowingly 1s used for monetary gain.

The Supreme Court observed in the Fangomil case, thus:

“Agnes Sungduan was charged for violation of the
Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002. Pending her
case’s trial at the Regional Trial Court (RTC) Branch 61 of
Baguio City, she was detained at the Baguwo City Jail. She
befriended a fellow inmate, Malou Hernandez, who referred
Sungduan to Edwin Fangoni (Fangonil). Hernandez was
acquitted eventually, and she told Sungduan the acquittal
happened with Fangonil’s assistance.”

As shown above, Fangonil brazenly used the name of the undersigned
to extort money from one accused, who was mformed by an inmate
(apparently a victim of Fangonil also) that Fangonil can work on an acquittal.
The accused gave money to Fangonil but when the judgment of the case was
promulgated, the accused was convicted. It was then that the illicit activities of
Fangonil were exposed.
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Undersigned came to know of Fangoml’s misconduct on February 4,
2007 and he swiftly filed admimistrative charges against him two days later or
on February 6, 2007,

In the sald Fangonil case, the Supreme Court profoundly observed:

“As such, the pieces of evidence from the mvestgation
were substanoal, the quantum of evidence required
administrative cases. A _reasonable mind will conclude that
Fangonil accepted cash from accused individuals and got away
with the act for every acquuttal from the judge. Unfortunately, his
last victim, Agnes Sungduan, was convicted, and that exposed his
dhcit acts.”

The Supreme Court, en banc, dismissed Edwin Fangonil from the
judiciary.

2

The undersigned is also a fierce advocate against illegal drugs and there
are more than a dozen testimonials which recogmze undersigned’s
uncompromising advocacy. Now, relating these testmonials to the 2007
mternal Memorandum of the PDEA where the agency enumerated a series ol
alleged misconduct of the undersigned, the PDIEA national leadership should
have had enough valid reasons not to award Commendations (o the
undersigned for exemplary service. But for the PDEA to award the
Commendations totally refutes or revokes the unfounded allegations against
the undersigned.

Ironically, the said Commendations were awarded by former PDIA
Directors General Santiago and Cacdac themselves to the undersigned, who
now takes their testimonials of undersigned’s “exemplary service and
dedication to duty” as well as his “keen comprehension and display of
professionalism” to be his best defense agamst any and all allegations ol
nusconduct.

One PDEA testimonial addressed to the undersigned reads:

“It 1s my distinct pleasure to commend you for your
exemplary service and dedication fo duty...”

AXXY

“Your __keen  comprehension  and  display  of
professionalism 1n weighing the pieces of evidence presented by
both the defense and the prosecution leading to the findings that
the accused were GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt will
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certainly help mspire our personnel to continue with our eflorts
to protect the community aganst tlegal drugs.”

XXX
Very truly yours,

GLN. DIONISIO R SANTIAGO
Sr. Undersecretary/Director Geueral

The above quoted testimonial is attached as Annex “B”.

The undersigned submits Iifteen (15) more Commendations awarded
by PDEA Directors General Dionisio Santtago and Arturo Cacdac as
eloquent testimonies to his unwavering support on the campaign against illegal
drugs. The said Commendations are attached as Annexes “C to Q” and the
said Commendations commonly extol the undersigned, as follows:

This
COMMENDATION
1s hereby presented to

HON. ANTONIO C. REYES
Presiding Judee
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguwo City

for his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in
the speedy disposition of the case against ...

XXX

GEN. DIONISIO R SANTIAGO
Sr. Undersecretary/Director General

“ach of the Commendations mentions the name of the accused and
the case where the undersigned rendered a judgment of conviction.

3

As mentioned earlier, the undersigned vehemently denies any
knowledge ol the allegations contained in the unverified and unauthenticated
documents presented by the PDIA.

A
Assessing the letter of PDIEA Director General Isidro Lapena dated

September 26, 2016, there is an admission that the allegations were not
validated, thus:
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“ During the conduct of validation, PDEA had a difficulty
in convincing the confidential informant to execute an aflidavit
on their own knowledge of the alleged involvement of the four

(4) Judges in llegal drugs’.

In other words, there can be no clearer evidence that the allegations
contained in the documents submitted on September 26, 2016 are
unvalidated, coming as it does from the PDEA Director General Lapena
himself and who appears to also have little or no confidence mn the additional
documents he further submitted by saying:

“ After conducting a series of validation, we only have the
following pieces of evidence...”

which consisted of an internal PDEA Memorandum, an Order wssued by the
undersigned In a case and an acknowledgment receipt ol money by one
Norma Domingo.

B

Addressing the Memorandum dated November 26, 2007 ol then
PDIEA-CAR acting regional director Oliver Iinmodias, 1t appears to be a litany
of acts ol gross misconduct by the undersigned. The Memorandum should
have recommended the filing of appropriate disciplinary action. However, the
Memorandum ends with a recommendation to “forum shop” or file cases in a
friendlier court, thus:

In view of the foregomng, it is respectfully recommended
that action be taken by the Legal and Prosecution Service of the
PDIEA to endorse to the ofhice of the Court Admmunstrator for
the possible assignment of a drug court in the City of Baguio or
for the appomtment of additional drug courts in the Cuty.

By the sheer force of logic, the seriousness of the allegations of gross
misconduct in the Memorandum demands an equally serious legal action for
sucl misconduct, but not a change of court or a judge, a reasonable inference
of which 1s that PDIEA-CAR wants a Iriendlier forum.

It 1s of common knowledge in the legal circles of Baguio City of the
undersigned’s judicial philosophy of exactitude when it comes to the
unplementation of Republic Act No. 9165 because the law has been
described as one of the harshest drug legislations ever crafted, and besides
undersigned’s strict adherence that “proof beyond reasonable doubt” must be
established to gain a conviction, ever so conscious that lite and hberty are
always at stake and the need for a pinpoint scrutiny of every evidence
presented.
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Undersigned has been very thorough in the examinauon of alfidavits,
testimonies, and evidence 1 every case. And when the evidence warrants, a
convicion 1s handed down just as the undersigned did m convicting the
following: “Drug King” Bernardo Oliveros; the “Most Wanted” drug lord
Teodulo Villareal; and the Drug Family of Gloria Borce del Mundo and
Willy Borce. As the evidence against these “drug lords” were strong and clear,
it was a duty to remove these influential drug persons lrom the streets ol
Baguio City. The decisions in these cases were all allirmed on appeal.

Please reler to attached news chippings marked as Annexes “R”, “S,
and “1”

There are likewise cases which ended m acquittals because these
cannot be avolded when police officers either bungle their cases or do not
appear in court or do not follow the procedures provided either by the Drugs
Law or precedents established by the Supreme Court. Thus, there were even
several instances when undersigned recommended the filing of admmustrative
charges against police officers for misconduct,

C

PDEA Director General Lapena had attached undersigned’s Order
dated June 20, 2007 in the case of People v. Domungo, which the undersigned
dismissed on a Motion for Determination of Probable Cause. Likewisc
attached was a Motion for Reconsideration of the Order of dismissal.

Undersigned stands by his 1ssuances in the said case.

Part ol the Order 1s a quote of an open court manitestation by the
assigned assistant City Prosecutor Conrado Catral in the said case which needs
a closer look and scrutiny.

Prosecutor Catral said:

During the break your Honor, we had an opportunity to
confer with Ofticer Abordo, one of the affiants...and he was
ready enough to admit that he personally knows Norma

Domungo...

1he operation was mdeed a_solo operation by PO3
Bemard Ventura and the participation of Abordo was only to
stay in the vehicle while the alleged transaction took place... but
apparently Abordo knows nothing about the operation.

The above manifestation .ol Prosecutor Catral reveals that Oflicer
Romeo Abordo signed a joint affidavit claiming to be a part of a PDIFA team
that conducted a buy-bust operation, yet Abordo admitted to the prosecutor
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that he (Abordo) knew nothing about the operation because it was a solo
operation by one PO3 Bernard Ventura.

The Memorandum of then PDEA-CAR Regional Director Enmodias
then claimed that undersigned failed to act on his Motion for Reconsideration
and Manifestation on the court’s Order of dismussal of the People v. Domingo
case. Again, undersigned stands by his decision not to give due consideration
to the Motion for Reconsideraion and Manifestation because it was
considered a mere scrap of paper since the Notice of Hearng was latally
defective and the Order of dismissal lapsed into finality. There seems to be a
keen interest by Enmodias on Domingo because he himsell hiled the Motion
for Reconsideration and Manifestation.

It 18 not lar fetched, given the case above mvolving Norma Domingo
and PO3 Bernardo Ventura, that Ventura was mvolved m all the anomalies
being attributed to the undersigned. The question is why was he considered
resigned from the service on November 206, 2007. It must be noted that the
mternal Memorandum of then acting regional director Ilnmodias bears the
date November 26, 2007, the same date that PO3 Ventura was resigned [rom
the service. Please refer to Annex “U”.

It appears that then acting regronal director Enmodias had implied that
the undersigned had links to Domingo and even also implied m the mternal
office Memorandum that in the acquittal of one accused, money changed
hands as shown by an Acknowledgment Receipt.

Whether the Acknowledgment Receipt exists or not, it does not show
anything more than that one Norma Domingo allegedly receiving money (rom
one Richard Lagunilla. The document may be subject to numerous
interpretations and speculations, if what 1s contaimned therein is even true at all.

CONCLUSION

Undersigned reiterates that he has proven himsell to be intolerant ol
any form ol corruption made obvious by his swilt action against one ol his
own statt who has been compromising decisions of the court; that he has been
recognized by the PDEA National Headquarters for his “exemplary service”
and “keen dedication to duty”; that he has convicted known big time drug
lords ridding them from Baguio City;. and that no validated evidence was
admittedly presented by the PDIEA to link undersigned to illegal drugs.

Respecttully submitted.

. REYES

Presiding Judge
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Copy furnished:

Philippme Drug Enforcement Agency
Quezon City

Philippime National Police
Quezon City
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Republic of the Philippines
Supreme Court
MMawila

N BANC

JUDGE ANTONIO C. REYES, A.M. No. P-10-2741
Complainant,
Present:

SERENO, C.J,
"“CARPIO,
VELASCO, JR.,
LEONARDO-DE CASTRO,
BRION,
PERALTA,
-Versus- BERSAMIN,
DEL CASTILLO,
ABAD,
VILLARAMA, IR,
PEREZ,
MENDOGZA,
REYES,
PERLAS-BERNABI, and
L.LEONEN, JJ.
EDWIN FANGONIL, Process Server,
Regional Trial Court, Branch 61 of

Baguio City, Promulgated:
Respondent. JUNE 04, 2013 /J))/

RESOLUTION
PER CURIAM:

This is a case of Gross Misconduct and Graft and Corruption
committed by a court officer. The complainant, Judge Antonio C. Reyes,
discovered inadvertently that his court’s process server, Edwin Fangonil, had
been soliciting money from litigants in exchange for favorable results.



These are the facts based on the investigation:

Agnes Sungduan was charged for violation of the Comprehensive
Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002. Pending her case’s trial at the Regional Trial
Court (RTC), Branch 61 of Baguio City, she was detained at the Baguio City
Jail. She befriended a fellow inmate, Malou Hernandez, who referred
Sungduan to Edwin Fangonil (Fangonil). Hernandez was acquitted
eventually, and she told Sungduan the acquittal happened with Fangonil's
assistance.'

Thus, Sungduan sought the help of her uncle, Donato Tamingo, to
negotiate with Fangonil for a favorable verdict. She gave Tamingo a sealed
envelope containing twenty thousand pesos (£20,000) in cash. Tamingo
went to the RTC Branch 61 of Baguio City, met with the court’s process
server, Fangonil, and told him he was there in behalf of Sungduan. Fangonil
invited him to a restaurant along Session Road. After ordering two bottles of
soft drinks, Tamingo handed the very envelope containing twenty thousand
pesos (P20,000) to Fangonil.?

Two weeks later, Sungduan handed Tamingo another envelope, this
time containing thirty thousand pesos ($30,000) in cash. Tamingo proceeded
to RTC to meet with Fangonil. The turnover of the money occurred at the
third-floor canteen of the Hall of Justice in Baguio City.’

On January 29, 2007, Judge Antonio C. Reyes (Judge Reyes)
promulgated a decision convicting Sungduan for violation of the
Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002. After the promulgation of the
decision, rumors reached Judge Reyes that Sungduan had paid someone
from RTC Branch 61 in exchange for an acquittal. He learned that she
became hysterical after her conviction, but the judge ignored the rumors
initially because these were unverified.*

On February 4, 2007, Judge Reyes received a letter at his residence.’
The letter was from Sungduan requesting the judge to grant the Motion for
Reconsideration filed by her counsels.® This portion of the letter particularly
disturbed the judge:

Rollo, p. 63.

TSN, March 29, 2009, pp. 5-6.
Id. at 7.

Rollo, p. 57.

Id.
14 ar /9
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Your honor, my family will be more than willing to give
you an_additional amount to add to the P50,000 they
gave to  Edwin if you consider my motion for
reconsideration.’ (Emphasis provided).

As a result, Judge Reyes asked two of his court employees to verify if
the letter was indeed from Sungduan.’ She sent a second letter dated
February 5, 2007 that admitted the veracity of her first letter under oath.”

An administrative complaint against Fangonil was filed by Judge
Reyes through the Office of the Court Administrator (OCA) on February 6,
2007."

In a Resolution dated July 9, 2007, the Court assigned the case to
Executive Judge Edilberto Claravall for investigation, report, and
recommendation.'' However, Judge Claravall inhibited himself since he is a
relative of Judge Reyes. The Court then reassigned the case to Vice
Executive Judge Iluminada P. Cabato for investigation, report, and
recommendation, in a Resolution dated July 23, 2007."

Judge Cabato submitted her Report on July 30, 2008." This Court,
however, returned the case to the investigating judge to obtain additional
testimonies.'* Judge Cabato complied with the directives and filed an
Additional Report on July 16, 2009." Both of Judge Cabato’s reports found
the respondent Fangonil guilty of gross misconduct and violation of
Republic Act No. 6713. A penalty of one (1) year suspension from service
was recommended by Judge Cabato as penalty against Fangonil.

In a Resolution dated September 14, 2009, the Court referred the case
to OCA for additional report, findings, and recommendations. In a
Memorandum dated October 21, 2009 submitted by former Court
Administrator Jose P. Perez who is now a member of this Court, it was
recommended that “respondent Fangonil be FOUND guilty for gross
misconduct and be DISMISSED from the service with forfeiture of all

Id., cited portion marked as Exhibit “B-1.”
¥ 1d. at 58-59.

?Id. at 63.

Y id. at 57.

"old.oatl.

2 Id. at 13.

B d. at 18-27.

Mo1d. at 123.

B 1d at 1782107



benefits, except accrued leave credits, and disqualification from
reinstatement or appointment to any public office including government-

owned or controlled corporation.”'®

We affirm the findings of OCA and Judge Iluminada P. Cabato.

In this case, the respondent is a process server whose duty is vital to
the administration of justice, and one’s primary task is to serve court notices.
A process server is not authorized to collect or receive any amount of money
from any party-litigant, or in this case, the accused."’

The fact that Fangonil accepted money from a litigant is evident in
this case. Sungduan’s letters and Tamingo’s testimony showed Fangonil’s
corrupt practice in soliciting money in exchange (or a {avorable verdict. She
had the impression that Fangonil was acting as an agent of the judge
handling her case. This explained why she wrote directly to the judge after
her conviction instead of addressing Fangonil. Morcover, the judge was
shocked to hear from a litigant whom he had just convicted. The mention of
Edwin Fangonil’s name initiated the investigation of the anomalies occurring
in Judge Reyes' court.

As such, the pieces of cvidence from the investigation were
substantial,'® the quantum of evidence required in administrative cases. A
reasonable mind will conclude that Fangonil accepted cash from accused
individuals and got away with the act for every acquittal from the judge.
Unfortunately, his last victim, Agnes Sungduan, was convicted, and that
exposed his illicit acts.

The act of collecting or receiving money from a litigant constitutes
grave misconduct in office. Thus, this kind of gross misconduct by those
charged with administering and rendering justice erodes the respect for law
and the courts."

The OCA correctly cites the violations of Fangonil:

Y Memorandum dated October 21, 2009, p. 4.

" Office of the Court Administrator v. Panganiban, A.M. No. P-04-1916, August 11, 2008, 561 SCRA
507, 514,

Substantial cvidence is the amount of relevant evidence which a reasonable mind might accept as
adequate 1o justify a conclusion. This is the quantum of evidence required in administrative proceeding.
RULES OF CouRrT, Rule 133, Sec. §. See also, Dela Cruz v Malunao, A.M. No. P-11-3019, March 20,
2012,

Y ~ . .. .
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Respondent’s act of receiving P50.000 from a party
in a criminal case pending betore the sala of the court
where he is a Process Server constitutes gross misconduct x
x x. Under Scction 23, Rule XIV of the Omnibus Rules
Implementing Book V of Executive Order 292, Grave
Misconduct, being in the nature of grave offenses. carries
the extreme penalty of dismissal from the service with
forfeiture ol retirement benelits except accrued leave
credits, and perpetual disqualification from re-employment
in government service.

Respondent likewise violated Canon 1, Section 2 of
the Code of Conduct of Couwrt Personnel which provides
that court personnel shall not solicit or accept any gifis,
favor or beneht of any explicit or implicit understanding
that such gift shall influence their official actions.™

.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, this Court finds Edwin
Fangonil, process server of Regional Trial Court, Branch 61, Baguio City,
GUILTY tor grave misconduct and is DISMISSED from the service with
forfeiture of all benefits, except accrued leave credits, and disqualification
from reinstatement or appointment to any public office including
government-owned or controlled corporation,

SO ORDERED.

N g e S S
MARIA LOURDES P.A. SERENO
Chiefl lustice

(On leave)
ANTONIO T. CARPIO PRESBITER® J. VELASCO, JR.
Associate Justice AssOciate Justice

Ll lnasder tt Coilen (g b
FERESITA J. LEONARDO-DE CASTRO ARTURO D. BRION

Associate Justice Associate Justice
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DIOSDADO M. PERALTA

Associate Justice -
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MARIANO C. DEL CASTILLO
Associate Justice

Associate Jus

JOSE CATRAL M ENDOZA

Assoviate Justice
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Associate Justice
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ROBERTO A. ABAD
Associate Justice
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Associate Justice

t

/ w«g“;//&

;»f*

MARVIC 7V, I LEONE
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Republic of the Philippines
PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City 1100 mg ¢ JE y

February 4, 2010

HON. ANTONIO C REYES
Presiding Judge

Regional Trial Court Branch 61
Baguio City

Dear Judge Reyes:
It is my distinct pleasure to commend you for your exemplary efficiency and

dedication to duty as shown in the speedy disposition of the following cases for violation
of RA 9165 otherwise known as the Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002:

Name of Suspect Violation Penalty Fine
Domingo Tongali y Danglay | Section 5, Article Il Life Imprisonment P 5,000,000.00
Martin Madino y Sagayo Section 5, Article || Life Imprisonment P 5,000,000.00
Pinrad Fred y Layogan Section 5, Article |l Life Imprisonment P 5,000,000.00

Your keen comprehension and display of professionalism in weighing the pieces of
evidence presented by both the defense and the prosecution leading to the findings that
the accused were GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt will certainly help inspire our
personnel to continue with our efforts to protect the community against itllegal drugs.

Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

GEN. DI(/ ISIOR SANT (Ret)

Sr. Undersecretary/Director General




Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

COMMENDATION

is hereby presented to

ANTORFG . 4
Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

for his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedly disposition of the case against
GINA VINCER AND EDGAR OYANDO for violation of Section 5, Article II, RA 9165 otherwise known as the
"Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002 that led to a finding that the accused were GUILTY beyond

reasonable doubt and to mete the penally of Life Imprisonment plus fine of Five Hundred Thousand Pesos
(Php 500,000.00).

&
Done this 5 day of January 2010 here at PDEA Bldg., NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

oy

GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
8. Undersecretary / Director General. PDEA

L - 1§ Xanny




. Republic of the Philippines
| Office of the President
3,;* PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

COMMENDATION

is hereby presented to

HON. ARNTORIO C. REYES

Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

for his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy disposition of the case against
MICHAEL TRISTAN LABO for violation of Section 11, Artide II, RA 9165 otherwise known as the
"Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002 that led to @ finding that the accused was GUILTY beyond
reasonable doubt and to mete the penally of Imprisonment of twelve (12) years and one (1) day to
twenty (20) years plus fine of Three Hundred Thousand Pesos (Php 300, 000.00).

Done this 5% day of January 2010 here at PDEA Bldg., NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

i 1y

GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA




Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

7 PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
; PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

COMMENDATION

is hereby presented to

Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

for his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy disposition of the case against
PEDRO ABINGLAS Y PAKDI AND RAMON DENGYAS Y ROSENDO for violation of Section 5, Article IT, RA
9165 otherwise known as the "Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002" that led to a finding that the 2
accused were GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt and to mete the penalty of Life Imprisonment plus fine of
Five Hundred Thousand Pesos (Php 500,000.00). '

Done this 5 day of January 2010 bere at PDEA Bldg., NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

o i L

GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ref)
Sr. Undaersecretary / Director General, PDEA E
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Republic of the Philippines F
Office of the President
PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

COMMENDATION

is hereby presented to

dge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

for his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy disposition of the case against
ROLANDO ABAD for violation of Section 11, Article II, RA 9165 otherwise known as the "Comprehensive
Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002°; that led to a finding that the accused was GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt
and to mete the penalty of Imprisonment of twelve (12) years and one (1) day to twenty (20) years
DPlus fine of Three Hundred and Fifty Thousand Pesos (Php 350,000.00).

Done this 5 day of January 2010 here at PDEA Blag., NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

fo 4L

GEN.'DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA




(php 500,000. 00)

Repubilic of the Philippines
Office of the President

Y=.%7 PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
PDEA Bidg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This )

easonable dbu _-and to : j ,na/ty of l.lfe Imprlsonment p/us f‘ne of Flve Hundréd Thousand Pesos

NIA NorthS/de Roaa; Bafanga iy P/hyéhan, _Quééon City

" GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA

Db’ne; this 3° day of August 2010 here at PD.EqB/dg,




Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President t

PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

commﬂffi ﬁfz‘.row

|s hereby presented to

Reglonal Tr|a| Court Brénch 61 Bagmo Clty

ry--efficiency and - ded/cat/on to duty as shown in the. speedy d/5p05/t/on of z‘he case aga/nst
IDAN Y T NGULING for violation of Sections 11 & 12, Article I, RA 9165 Ol'thWISE known
ensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002%:. ‘that led to a finding that the accused. was GUILTY
oeyond reasona. e idoubt and mete the penalty of Imprlsonment of twelve (12) years and one (1) day
;to twenty (20) years p/u 3 fin ! f ﬁ777ree Hundred 7770usand Pesos (Php 300 000 00)

Done th/s 37 day ofAugust 201 0 here af PDEA B/dg, NIA N0/z‘/75/de Road Barangay P/nyahan Quezon Gty

fuia k.

GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA
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Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

COMMENDATION

is hereby presented to

Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguno City

for his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy disposition of the case against
E ERWIN RESURECCION Y HERRERO for violation of Section 5, Article II, RA 9165 otherwise known as the
"Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 20027 that led to a finding that the accused was GUILTY beyond
t reasonable doubt and to mete the penalty of Life Imprisonment plus fine of Five Million Pesos (Php
5,000,000.00).

' Done this 37 day of August 2010 here at PDEA Bldg., NIA Northside RoéaL Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

c GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
2 Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA




Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

Commﬂj@ﬂﬂow

s hereby presented to Bl

= Pre5|dmg Judge e
| ,Reglonal Trlal Court Branch 61 Bagur"‘“

(Php 500,000. 00)

DOhé_ this 37 day of August 2010 here at PDE45/dg }-,NJA Nof%ﬁéide Road, -’Béﬁ_f‘ahgéy Pinyahan, Quezon City

AL

GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGFO(Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA




;_,5 000,000, 00)
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Republic of the Philippines K
Office of the President

7 PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

Done this 13‘7" oday of September 201, 0 here at PDE4 B/a’g ./ NIA Non‘h.s‘/de Road Barangey P/n yahan Quezon Gty

GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA
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Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

>1%7 PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
“eii2>~  PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

Pre5|dmg Judge 4
Reglonal Trlal Court 61, Bagu:o Clty

for /7/5 exempla »eﬁ“ ciency and ded/cat/on to duty as shown in the speedy a’/sposmon of t/ze case. aga/nst JUN
IVAUBO Y SICASIC for violation of Sectlon 5, ‘Article I, RA 9165" othenwse known as ‘the Compre ensive
"Dangerous Dru ,Act of 200 7 that led to'a finding that the accused was GUILTY. beyond reasonab/e doubt
-5;and to mete the pena/ty of Llfe Impnsonment p/u5 fi ne of Five M////0n Pesos (Pbp 5 000 000 00)

Do{?e this 16" day of Sépte}ﬁbéf,ZQJ théré :evit PDE4 B/dg i NIA Néﬁﬁside ROaOL Baranga y }?/hyahén( Quézon Gty

i

, GEN moms:o R. SANTIAG’O (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA

.
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Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
- Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This

5 Presndmg Judge , .

Reglonal Tnal Court 61, Baguno Clty :

' for h/5 .exempiary 'eﬁ"C/ency and dea’/catlon to duz'y as: shown in:the. speedy dlsposmon of the case ga/nst
NOVELINE FAITH MERIS for violation of Section 5, Article II, RA 9165 otherwise known as the |
"Comprehens/ve‘[Dangerous Drugs Act of 20027 that /ed to a finding that the accused was GUILTY beyond  §
ﬁf_,reasonab/e ‘doubt and to mete the pena/ty of Life Imprlsanment p/us f‘ne of F/ve M////on *Pesos (Pho §
;2500000000) SRR e i : ; .
Dbﬁé,th/'s 16" day of Septemberzoz 0 here atPDE4 B/dg ,N_/'ANorthS/de Roaa}Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City
GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)

Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA




Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President
7 PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
PDEA Bldg, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

This.

Done this 16" day of August 2010.here at PDEA Bldg,, NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

fros A
- GEN. DIONISIO R. SANTIAGO (Ret)
Sr. Undersecretary / Director General, PDEA




Republic of the Philippines :
Office of the President

NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Quezon City, Philippines

CERTIFICATE OF; @?Q{ECI}I‘HOW

is presented to

HON. ANTORIO C %ﬁ%’ﬁg
Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

E_o":r his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy

- disposition of the case against Juan Sumilip y Tello for violation of Section 5, Article

I, RA 9165, otherwise known as “The Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of
20027 that led to the conviction of the accused and meted the penalty of life
imprisonment.

Given this 22™ day of July 2013 at NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

=

UNDERSECRETARY ARTURO G CACDAC JR, CEO VI
Director General
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Lig ol Office of the President
‘»EF)=iv7 PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY

NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Quezon City, Philippines

Republic of the Philippines ?

CERTIFI Cﬁ‘lﬂ.’i’ O‘T ﬁWRﬂCI ﬂ"ﬂ O.‘N |

\NTONIO C.REYES

Pre5|dmg Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

For his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy
- disposition of the case against Jimmy Ramirez for violation of Section 5 and
Section 11, Article 11, RA 9165, otherwise known as “The Comprehensive
Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002”, that led to the conviction of the accused and meted
the penalty of life imprisonment.

Given this 3rd day of June 2013 at NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City.

&

UNDERSECRETARY ARTURO G CACDAC JR, CEO VI
Director General




Republic of the Philippines
Office of the President

? PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
NIA Northside Road, National Government Center
Quezon City, Philippines

CERIIFI CATE OF APPRECL ﬂ‘ﬂ O.W

is presented to

HOR. ARTORIO C. %ﬁgﬁg
Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court Branch 61, Baguio City

For his exemplary efficiency and dedication to duty as shown in the speedy
disposition of the case against Hubert Ibarra y Lina, and Nelson Garcia y Jacinto,
for violation of Section 15Article I, RA 9165, otherwise known as “The
Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002”, that led to the conviction of the
accused and meted the penalty of life imprisonment.

Given this 7th day of June 2013, at NIA Northside Road, Barangay Pinyahan, Quezon City

i

UNDERSECRETARY ARTURO G CACDAC JR, CEO VI
Director General
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‘Most wanted’ drug lord in Cordillera gets 20
years

>> MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 2011
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29TH CORDILLERA DAY

BAGUIO CITY ~ The top most wanted drug personality in the Cordillera,/who was
also included in the police’s order of battle against organized crime groups at the
time of his last arrest an Aug. 25, 2009, was recently convicted to suffer 12 years
and one day to 20 years jail and fined P400,000 in a Sept. 5 court ruling by Judge
Antonio C. Reyes of the regional trial court,

Teodulo A. Villareal alias “Teddy” was last-apprehended by virtue of a warrant of
arrest and bench warrant served against him and his live-in partner respectively, by
a team from the Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency — Cordillera Administrative
Region, Criminal Investigation and Detection Unit and Highway Patrol Group.

The 47-year old Villareal, a dvil engineering undergraduate, native of Baguio City
was reportedly associated with a notorious local drug syndicate and a dreaded
organized crime group operating on a national scale.

He was apprehended by operatives of the Baguio City Police Office Drug
Enforcement Unit on Jan. 7, 2003 at South Drive here for selling dangerous drugs,
but was acquitted on May 25, 2005.

He was nabbed again on August 17, 2006 at Siapno Road, Pacdal here with two
cohorts, when they sold shabu to a member of the BCPO operating'team posing
as buyer. Yet again, the case was dismissed on March 14, 2007.

Said team was then led by now PDEA - CAR regional director, Gil Cesario P.
Castro.

Villareal and his live-in partner was nabbed at the Baguio General Hospital rotunda
in Baguio City at around 12 noon, where Villareal was nabbed anew with a sachet
of .44 gram of shabu.

Earlier, on August 2, 2008, a search warrant was jointly implemented by CIDU ~
CAR and PDEA - CAR, alsa through the leadership of Castro, at No. 46 Siapno
Rd., Pacdal here , the residence of Villareal, which he operated as drug den or
shabu tiangge, with his tive-in partner. '

This was actually the first shabu tiangge case in the region, a PDEA report said.

Found in the house during the anti-drug operation were shabu and marijuana,
chemical precursors of shabu, laboratory tools for mixing essential chemicals to
produce shabu, numerous assorted paraphernalia for pot sessions, equipment for
and records of drug transactions, empty shells and a live buﬂet,“_a‘nd .deadly
weapons. .

Villareal got away then during the raid, hence his warrant of arrest. But his co-
operator was caught with nine others, including five minors and two other females.

Republic of the Philippines
House of Representatives
Quezon City

Greetings! The creation of the Cordillera
Administrative Reglon Is once agaln celebrated on its 28" year
of founding ~ and with It a time for reflection of the region's
past and where It Is headed to,

It was in Kalinga where part of the embers of the struggie for
autonomy started with the people’s determination to oppose a
huge dam in the 1970’s.

They said it would destroy their livelihood and cuiturat ways
of life. Their collective spirit, along with foiks tiom affected prov-
inces, In defense of their collectlve rights over thelr land and re-
sourges, made them win the battle against its implementation.

Much have transpired since then, like hostilities between ad-
ministration forces and rebel groups -- until a ‘sipat’ or peace
pact was forged with the government which resulted to the pas-
sage of Executive Order 220 creating the Corditlera Administra-
tive Region by then President Corazon Aquino, The EO created
the Cordlllera Executive Board, Cordillera Regional Assembly
and Cordillera Bodong Administration as transitory bodies to
prepare the region for autonomy.

Time flew fast, with different administrations, but still the
Constitutional mandate for the creation of a Cordillera Autono-
mous Region was never realized after two Organic Acts were not
ratified by the people In plebiscites.

Since then, Cordlliera Day/Month was commemorated amid
burning reglonai issues and chall, on the direction the re-
gion will take. The latest move was House Blil 4643, an Act Cre-
ating a Corditiera Autonomous Reglon which is still pending in
Congress,

The future and direction of the region have still to be reck-
oned with i g the ation's thrust for federalism
and such issues have still to be discussed until a regional col-
lective course of actlon is done,

Meanwhile, congratulations to our fellow Cordilierans - our
warmest greetings from Kalinga.

HON. ALLEN JESSE C. MANGAOANG
CONGRESSMAN
LONE DISTRICT OF KALINGA

YA DAY




Cordillera Heritage
Evervthing under the sun about Corditlerat!!

BAGUIO CITY JUDGE CONVICTS WOMAN
DRUG PUSHER
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The Baguio City drug court recently convicted 56-year old Gloria Borce Del Mundo
about a year and five months after she and her younger brother were arrested in
a raid at their residence in No. 70 Purok 2, Lower Quirino Hill, Baguio City for
drug-related violations.

In an eight-page court decision rendered by Judge Antonio C. Reyes of the First
Judicial Region Regional Trial Court (RTC) Branch 61, Baguio City, Del Mundo was
found guilty beyond reasonable doubt of possession of dangerous drugs and
thereby sentenced to suffer the penaity of imprisonment of 12 years and one day
to 20 years, and a fine of P400,000.

Del Mundo and her sibling, Willy Cabonitalla Borce,were membérs of a long
existing and wide-ranging lacal drug group in the Cordillera Region. Both had
been in the Targel List of Drug Personalities.

The duo were apprehended on August 19, 2009 during the implementation of the
search warrant at their house by agents of the Philippine Drug Enforcement
Agency - Cordillera Administrative Region.

Seized in the warranted search were shabu, marijuana hashish, drug
paraphernalia, and live bullets for a caliber .45 pistol.

Gloria Del Mundo, married, high school graduate, businesswoman and native of
Abra, was apprehended earlier by members of the Baguio City Police Office Drug
Enforcement Unit, on July 4, 2006. She was then nabbed with another kin,
Richard Guieb y Borce, where the duo sold 0.1 gram of shabu to the policeman
who posed as buyer. They were acquilted on August 1, 2007 by Judge Reyes, the
same judge who convicted her this time.

Meanwhile, Willy Borce, 46, married, construction laborer and native of Baguio
City, had been previously convicted and served 13 years at the New Bilibid Prison
in Muntiniupa City.

The criminal cases for violations of Sections 11 (Possession of Dangerous Drugs)
and 12 (Possession of Equipment, Instrument, Apparatus and Other
Paraphernalia for Dangerous Drugs) of Republic Act 9165 (The Comprehensive
Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002), and Presidential Decree 1866, or illegal
possession of ammunition, against Borce are still being heard before the drug
court in Baguio City and the Fourth Branch of the Municipal Trial Court in Cities,
respectively.*(PDEA//PTIA-CAR)
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Baguio's drug king gets life. term

By Artemio Dwnlaa (philstar.com) | Updated August 28, 2013 - 2:44pm




“Bornardo Oliverog - - * .o T e -
BAGUIO CITY, Philippines - Baguio's infamous drug king— Bernardo 'Benjie’ Oliveros, got a life term and was fined P10 million.for selling drugs.

Oliveros, said to be in the drug trade for decades and was only collared by anti-narcotics operatives on September 2011, was found guilty by Judge Antonio Reyes of
the Baguio City drug court.

The conviction of the ‘godfather' of organized local drug groups prompted the neutralization of the wide-ranging and deep-seated Oliveros drug group in the
Cordillera Region, said Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency (PDEA)- Cordillera Assistant Director Gil Castro.

From his humble beginning as a 'stowaway,' he became the city's most powerful drug personality for a very long time, he said.

On August 20, Reyes convicted Oliveros to 12 years and one day to 20 years imprisonment, and a fine of four hundred thousand pesos, for having found guiity
beyond any reasonable doubt of violating Section 11 (Possession of Dangerous Drugs) of Republic Act 9165 (The Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002).

Oliveros will be sent to the National Penitentiary in Muntinlupa.

Reyes in his ruling said, “this Court has to condemn, as a matter of duty, the accused to a life in prison
where he shail be of harm to society no more.”

The streets of Baguio City has become a littie safer from one notorious drug pusher less, a small
measure of comfort but greatly attributable to the seamiess efforts of the courts Prosecutor Ma. Lourdes
D. Soriano and the concerned PDEA agents, Reyes said.

Oliveros, an elusive, seasoned drug dealings top dog was Number One in the Target List of Drug
Personalities in the region and had already been a key player in the shabu trade in Baguio City by the
iate 1990's.

He had iong been the subject of various drug law enforcement operations in the region even before the
birth of the PDEA~ Cordillera.

. The big-time Oliveros drug group leader was once arrested with 10 grams of shabu by operatives of
PDEA~ Cordillera, on Nov. 17, 2004, in a buy-bust operation at Lower Rock Quarry, Baguio City. But the criminal cases filed against him were dismissed shortly, on
Dec. 7, 2004. He had been, subsequently, difficull to corner,

His son, Federico Oliveros alias ‘Eric' was nabbed with 9.09 grams of shabu at Maria Basa, Pacdal, Baguio City during an entrapment operation by the Drug
Enforcement Unit of the Baguio City Police Office on Nov. 10, 2007, The cases against him for illegal sale, possession and use of dangerous drugs were also
dismissed on Jan. 6, 2009.

Mare than two years and five months later, on June 11, 2011, he was again collared in Alfonso Tabora, Baguio City by members of the Regional Anti-illegal Drugs
Special Operations Task Group of the Police Regional Office — Cordillera in a buy-bust operation. He was caught with .41 gram of shabu and consequently charged
for unlawful drug sale and possession. He was acquitted on July 9 last year.

The younger Oliveros, who had also been previously wanted for frustrated murder, was last captured on May 21, 2013, which is a little over 10 months after his latest
acquittal.

Eric, a regional top priority target and member of the Oliveros group, was nabbed at New Lucban, Baguio City in a sting operation by PDEA agents. Three sachets of
shabu, weighing about 2,18 grams, were confiscated from him.

Like his father, Eric will spend life in prison when found guilty of his newest drug law violations.

At least three other close relatives or drug group members of the older Oliveros, who were collared by PDEA had already been convicted.

Click here to join the discussion

roLowus: § 8 8 A

SPONSORED POSTS

Basic things about housing 4 times in your life when Electricity rates go down in

loans you need to know ‘pwede na’ will never work September

YOU MIGHT ALSO LIKE




ANNEX T
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i B./’\\GUlO CiTY
Republic of the Philippines D JUN2 0207 Bl ' ‘;
REGIONAL TRIAL COURT sl
- - . =TTy L1
First Judicial Region oy §>, 2 e :
Baguio City : e B
Branch 61
DISIMATD - -;
FEOpLE OF THE > , (JUNE LG, 2007
PHiciepives, : ;
 PLAINTEFF,
YERGUS- : Cripiia CASES Nos, 27285-R
& 27286-R ‘;‘;
MORMA DOMINGO,
ACOUSED. |
Koo e X !
. ORDER :
This Court is in receipt of a Manifestation with 2 :‘v"féi.'u}n fo Dismiss fled by
counsel for the accused and which, after a review of thé same, treats the said
pleading a motion for judicial determination of probable cause, |
. ;
Before this Court rules on the same, it must be fust recalled that when l
tins case was called for the anaignment of the accused, her counsel made 3 ;
ranifestation touching on several points, almost material to the merits of this
case and joined in by Prosecutor Catial,
The counsat for tije accused manifested the following:
ATTY KATIGBAK: :
Your Honor please, may we be allowed to
make a manifestation. We have gone over the records
of the case and we found out that the poseur-buver ;
was PO2 Bernardo Ventura and the accused Norma ‘,
Domingo is a well known asset of the PNP PDEA, Your
Honor and in-fact Norma Domingo has been used by
PDEA In 50 many successiul operations of the PDEA.,
It is quite remote and impossible that the accused }
would have not known Aborde and Ventura in the
said huy-bust operation. ;
Second, Your Honor, this PO Eernardo
Ventura ig not even an authorized narcofi-s agent of



=

the PDEA.
COURT:
How do you know that?

ATTY. KATIGEAK:

It we will proceed to tiial, Your Honor we will
present a Certification from the PDEA Matonal office

. that this PO2 Bernard Ventura is not authorized to

operate as a parcotic agent.

Third, Your Honor please, this © a solo
operation of POZ Bemard Ventura, if this tial will
procead and in fact Officer Abordo is here to confirm

the fact that it was only Ventura who allegedly

operated against Norma Domingo. If we will. proceed
to trial, we will be presenting 2 witnesses to prove the
fact that Abordo was not part of the alleged buy-bust
operation and therefore in the signing of the Affidavit-
Complaint, Abordo might have perjured himself and
there might also be a case for planting evidence
againgt FO3 Ventura because Abordo did not see
what actually happened to confinmn that the accused
indeed transacted with Yentura.

Fourth, Your Honor please, after the lanoratory
examination on the person of the accused Norma
Domingo, the accused was found negative of any
trace of narcotics or drugs so if this trial will .proceed
and the accused has been in jail and in order not to
waste the precious time of this Honorabiz Couwrt and
with the indulgence of the trial proseculor, may we
just pray that this case be ordered dismissed against
the accused Norma Domingo.

COURT:
What you are saying are matters of defense.
ATTY. KATIGBAK:

Yes; Your Honar please, but what we have to
consider is that, the acrused has bean illegally
arrested in violation of her constitutional rights and
PQ2 ventura planted evidence against the accused,
who will be in jail in an indeterminate period of ime
and we are appealing o the sound discretion of the
Honorable Court and with the kind induigence of the
trial prosecutor and....

COURT: -




How do you know that Abordo was-nat part of
the oparation?

ATTY. KATIGBAK:

Your Honor please, 1 have 2 witnesses from
PDEA who are willing to come forward.

Even Assistant City Prosecutor manifested that:

Duting the break, Your Honor we had an
opportunity to confer with Officer Abordo, ohe of the
affiants, in-fact even before the procesdings itself
belore we started we adready conlerred with him.
What we ‘were trying to get or draw from him is a
confirmation if he knows the accused in this case and
he wasg ready enough to admit that he personally
knows Norma Domingo but as t© whether or not
ventura and Domingo khow each other he doas not
know, the fact that their office used her in many
operations and known personally to the »DEA I was
able to draw that confirmation.

This operation was indeed a solo cperation by
Bernard ventuta and the particination of ahordo was
only to stav in the wehicde while the alleged
wansactivn  took place because in 3 buy-bust
cperation we rely on the credibility of the poseur
buyer and supposed to be confinned by the back-up
who should know the operation itself but apparently
abordo knows nothing about said operation:

If this Court considers the above points raised during yesterdays hear'nﬂ;
by both paties, it we }i!‘:t clearly appear that the accused has been fEisely
indicted by the FDEA, ?Even Prosecutor Catral seems o agiee, if one should
analyze his statements fj.wefore the court that there must be someone, othet than
the poseur-buyer to validate the operations. Since Cfficer Abordo, the back-up
aperztive, has said o F;msecmor Catral that he (aboiio) "meraly stayed inside
thes vehicle while the transaction took place” it tan be gainsaid that the said

baty bwst pperation did not occur ab all, contrary to s sworm statement with

ventwa, As 3 matter of fact, Prosecutor reacted positivély to the statement of

counsel for the accused that “ . we can safely draw from Assistant ity

Presecutor Catral’s manifestation that Ventura (the alleged poseur-buyen’

I

planted evidence against the accused.”

] i




ATTY. P’(AﬂGBA {
Your Honor please, 1 have 2 witnesses from
PDEA who are witling to come forward,

Even Assistant City Prosecutor manifested that:

L)U"mﬂ the break, Your Honor we had an
opportumw to confer with Officer Abomu, r_\ne of the
affiants, m—fact even before the poceadings itselfl
before we started we already conferrad with him,
what we 'were trying to get or diaw from him is a
'onﬁrmdtxon if he knows the accused in this case and
he was ready enough to admit that he perscnally
kriows Norma Domingo but as to whether or not
ventura and Domingo know each other he doas not
know, the fact that their office used her in many
operations and known personally to the PDEA I was
able to draw that confirmation.

This operation was indeed a soleo cperation by
Bernard Ventura and the participation of Abordc was
only o 'sitay in the wehicle while the alleged -
transaction took place because in a  buy-bust
. operation we rely on the credibility of the poseur
buyer and bUDL’Ob(:'J to be confirmed by the back-up
wha sheuld know the operation itself but apparently
abordo knows nothing about E-Em'f oparations

if thig Court r;‘ﬁn?iders the above points raised during yesterday s hearing
by both parties, it we;;u!d clearly appear that the accused has been falsely
indicted by the PDEA. Even Prosecutor Catral seems o agree, if one shouid
analyze his statements before the court that there must be someane, other than
the poseur-buyer to validate the operations. Since Cificer Abordo, the back-up
operative, has said o PIO::C" utor Catral that he (Abordo) "mersly stayed insidz

tin. vehicle while the h‘anz;ar'don took place”, it can be gainsaid that the said

-

iy -twst operation dad not occur at all, contrary to his sworn statement with

\i

ventura, As a matter of fact, Prosecutor reacted po-.,.xtwef" fo the statement of
counsel for the ac::usgd that ... we can safely draw from Assistant City
Presecutor Catrals manifestation that Ventura (the alleged poseur-buyer)

planted evidence against the accusad,”
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Prosecutor Catral has likewise inferred, short of 2 dafinite conclusion, that
Ventura was known to the accused because she was used in several operations
of the PDEA as an asset,

Besides, this Court ob=erved the absence of the buy-bust money or s
fasimile in the records and which must be shown to have been either
authenticated or placed on record before the Baguio City Police Office. This is the
standard operating procedure, even if during trial the said buy-bust money would
nut b presented in court. What matters is that, at its inception, the buy-bust
ey must at {eaét be part of the operating mrocedure to make for a real buy-

bisst operation.

Thus, with the iinferences that can be drawn from the manifestations of
Prosecutor Catral and’ Atly. Alex Katighak, there was indeed no bry-bust
operation” and that no pr‘obabte cause should thereby exist against the accused.
At best, the prasecution, with its stabement that one of the only two officers
involved in the o;eratibn knew nothing about it, wili not be able © prove its
case. A protracted trial will merely waste the rescurces, both human and

material, of the prosecution, the defense and more importantly, this Court’s.

WHEREFORE, these cases aie hereby DISMISSED for lack of probable
cause and the accused is hereby reieased from custody unless being held for
some other offense requiting her continued detention.

Eaguio City.

June 20, 2007.

[



Republic of the Philippines
SUPREME COURT
Manila

A.M. No. 16-08-04-SC

Re: Motu Proprio Fact-Finding Investigation on Allegation of Four [4]
Incumbent Judges’ Involvement in lllegal Drugs [Ref: Speech of
President Rodrigo Roa Duterte delivered on August 7, 1016 in Davao

City.

The Honorable Chief Justice
and Associate Justices
Supreme Court

Re: Partial Report on the Fact-Finding Investigation of Judges whom
President Duterte claims to have been involved in illegal drugs

Dear Madam Chief Justice and the Associate Justices of the Court:

Pursuant to the Court’'s Resolution A.M. No. 16-08-04-SC," the
undersigned conducted a fact-finding investigation of the judges whom
President Duterte said were involved in illegal drugs. He named seven
Judges but three of them, namely the following, are no longer with the
judiciary:

1) Judge Lorenda Mupas, former MTC judge of Dasmarinas,
who was dismissed in 2007 for gross misconduct and ignorance of the
law;

2) Judge Roberto Navidad, former RTC Judge of Calbayog,
Samar, who was killed in 2008; and

3) Judge Rene Gonzales, former MTCC Judge in lloilo, who
retired in 2016.2

My investigation focused on the four other judges in President
Duterte’s list: Judges Exequil Dagala, Adriano Savillo, Domingo
Casiple, and Antonio Reyes,.

| concluded my investigation of Judges Dagala, Savillo, and
Casiple and this report covers them. Because | am still awaiting the
reply to a query | made, | have not yet completed my investigation of
Judge Reyes.

The following is the result of my investigation:

' Annex A of this Report.
2 Annex B, Report of the Office of the Court Administrator dated August 8, 2016



1. Judge Exequil Dagala
MTC, Dapa-Socorro, Surigao

Since Judge Exequil Dagala is an MTC judge, he did not handie
drugs cases. But on July 22, 2016 Eddie Escuyos, a former Vice
Mayor of Pilar, Siargao Island, Surigao Del Norte, wrote President
Duterte an unsworn letter® stating that Judge Dagala is a drugs
pusher, protector, and user. Escuyos also claims that Judge Dagala is
a cockfight aficionado and a womanizer and that, indeed, his niece
was among those who fell victim to him. The undersigned sent a
lawyer from the Office of the Court Administrator (OCAD) to Escuyos’
given residence in Taguig with a request for him to testify in my
investigation.* But his daughter, April Escuyos-Zerda, said that her
father never lived there and had gone into hiding because of fear of
reprisals from unnamed drug lords. She claimed that his father's use of
her address had brought anxieties to her family because unknown
persons would come to their house looking for him.

On September 19, 2016 the PDEA Director in Butuan City said in
his memorandum to the PDEA Director General® that there were
reports that Judge Dagala is a well-known protector, financier, and
pusher of illegal drugs in Surigao del Norte and that indeed the judge
is a friend and former legal counsel of the Matugas family. He was also
a protector of big-time pushers like Dindo Bestitula, a now deceased
target personality, Jose Pebra, Jr., Norman Lim, Bryan Yap
Laosinguan (arrested as target personality), and Nathaniel Bonotan.
Judge Dagala is also reported as protecting the American Steve
Mickey, a known supplier of hashish, marijuana, and party drugs.
When asked, however, if PDEA has witnesses who can testify against
Judge Dagala, the PDEA representatives said that none of their
informants was willing to testify against him.

For his part, Judge Dagala submitted an affidavit® vehemently
denying the claims against him. He points out that such claims lack
specific facts that would link him to iliegal drugs operations in Surigao
Del Norte, particularly in Siargao Island. The claims cannot be true,
said Judge Dagala, since, as MTC judge, he did not handle any drugs
case. He laments that because of the charges against him, he had to
go into hiding. He implores the Court to accept his resignation which it
had initially rejected.

Before closing the investigation, the undersigned asked the
PDEA representatives if they have witnesses who can testify against
Judge Dagala in support of the charges against him. They replied that

3 Annex C (The signature portion of the available copy of the letter is missing.).
* Annex D.
> Annex E.
® Annex F.




their informants were unwilling to give testimony against him.
Consequently, for lack of evidence, the undersigned is also unable to
recommend the taking of disciplinary action against Judge Dagala.

2. Judges Adriano Savillo
RTC, Br. 30, lloilo City

On August 8, 2016, after learning that President Duterte
mentioned his name as among the judges involved in illegal drugs,
Judge Savillo came to Manila and gave a statement to OCAD),’
claiming that, as Family Court judge, he had no power to influence
either drug personalities or the law enforcers who have been after
them. He insists that he was never a drug protector.

On September 22, 2016 Atty. Gil T. Pabilona of PDEA wrote a
validation report,? stating that Judge Savillo had connections to Melvin
Odicta, the notorious drugs dealer who was ambushed with his wife at
a RORO pier in lloilo. The validation report claims that Judges Savillo,
Casipe, and Gonzales used to receive P25,000 per week from Odicta
and were seen at his house almost every week having coffee with him
or attending his parties.

PDEA claims that after the police arrested Dineros, Odicta’s drug
ally, in a drugs operation, Judge Savillo granted Dineros bail. Malay
Betita, a bondsman cousin of Odicta, reportedly helped provide the
bail and rigged the raffle of Dineros’ habeas corpus case for it to be
assigned to Judge Savillo. The latter received a Glock 17 pistol for
granting bail to Dineros who also helped fund the construction of
Judge Savillo’'s house. PDEA admits having no evidence, however,
that the judge directly took part in the drugs business.

Judge Savillo submitted an affidavit dated September 30, 2015°
strongly denying the allegations that he had, together with two other
judges, been receiving P25,000 weekly from the late Melvin Odicta.
Judge Savillo claimed that he had not done Odicta any favor nor had
he been his legal adviser. The judge claimed further that he had never
gone to Odicta’'s house in Malipayon, Esperanza, lloilo, nor had he
ever attended any of his parties. Although Judge Savillo handled drugs
cases involving minors, none of these cases had been linked to
Odicta. Judge Savillo lamented as false PDEA’s claim that he had
been engaged in case-fixing, given that he has always respected his
fellow judges.

Judge Savillo claimed that the habeas corpus case against
Dineros fell in his sala because a minor had been involved. He ordered
Dineros’ released from detention because it was shown that the

7 Annex G
® Annex H.
° Annex I.




prosecutor failed to file the information against him for almost six
months following receipt of PDEA’s complaint, a fact that the
prosecutor admitted. Besides, the prosecution did not seek
reconsideration of his order. Further, Judge Savillo denied receiving a
Glock 17 pistol for a supposed favor that he gave Dineros. He also
denied that the late Odicta helped him finish his house construction in
2008. Judge Savillo claimed that the construction of his house began
only in early 20089. It is still unfinished although he has since lived in it.

In any event, as in the case of the other judges, the undersigned
asked the PDEA representatives if they have witnesses who can
testify against Judge Savillo in support of the charges against him.
They replied that they had none. The police informant who furnished
them the information against Judge Savillo refused, according to
PDEA, to testify or give a signed statement. Consequently, the
undersigned is also unable to recommend the taking of disciplinary
action against Judge Savillo for lack of evidence.

3. Judge Domingo Casiple
RTC, Br. 7, Kalibo, Aklan

In his September 22, 2016 validation report,'® PDEA’'s Atty.
Pabilona said that his agency had confirmed Judge Casiple’s
connection to the notorious late drug dealer Melvin Odicta. The
unsworn report said that Judges Casiple, Savillo, and Gonzales
received P25,000 per week from Odicta, had coffee with him at his
house almost every week, and attended his parties. The PDEA further
said that Judge Casiple was formerly a Provincial Prosecutor of lloilo
and had been known to connive with former Chief Provincial
Prosecutor Dusaban in case-fixing. The two were instrumental in
dismissing the case against the Balasan boys who were arrested for
sale of illegal drugs following a buy-bust operation.

1 For his part, Judge Casiple gave as statement to the office of the
Court Administrator on  August 8, 2016, as soon as he heard
President Duterte mentioned him as one of the narco judges, stating
that his court did not handle drugs cases and that he has never been
involved in the drugs trade.'’ He also submitted a verified answer
dated October 3, 2016"* stating, among other things, that President
Duterte’s denunciation of certain judges, including Judge Casiple,
shocked the latter and seriously damaged his reputation; that he has
never engaged in case-fixing; that no disciplinary action has been filed
against him for indicting the Balasan boys, when he was a prosecutor,
with the crime of illegal possession rather than illegal selling of drugs,
a decision on his part that carried the approval of his superiors; and

Y See Annex K, supra.
 Annex L.
2 Annex L.




that Judge Casiple had never received any amount of money from
Odicta.

The undersigned asked the PDEA representatives during the
investigation if they have witnesses who can testify against Judge
Casiple in support of the charges against him. As in the case of the
other two judges, they replied that they had none. Consequently, the
undersigned is also unable to recommend the taking of disciplinary
action against Judge Casiple.

It may be assumed that, in accusing the above three judges of
some wrong-doings, President Duterte had to rely on information that
PDEA or some other police agencies had given him. Unfortunately,
PDEA and such agencies sourced their information from government
assets who decline to come forward and testify. PDEA seems reluctant
to place them under the Department of Justice’s withess protection
program to shield them from possible harm if they testify against the
drugs lords and the judges who allegedly protect them. The
undersigned cannot understand such reluctance. The Supreme Court
should be blameless for failing to do more under the circumstances.

Thank you for entrusting me with this investigation.
Manila, November 4, 2016.

Very truly yours,

ke /

Roberto A. Abad




ANNEX

Wepuhlic of the Philippines
Supreme Court
SManitu

A.M. No. 16-08-04-SC - .

(Re: Mot Proprio  Fac(-Finding  Investigation L an
Allegation ol Four [4] Incumbent Judges’ lnvnlvuucnl in
[egal l)lllph [Rel: Speech of President Rodrigo N(izl
Duterie: (lellvou*(l on Auprust 7, 2006 in Davao Clity]) .’? '

RDIRING THE CONDUCT O A MOTU PROPRIO FACT-EINDING
INVESTIGATION ON ALLEGATION OF FOUR (4) INCI JMI BENT
JUDGE S’ INVOLVEMENT IN ILLIEGAT, mm(m' |

WIIEREAS, on 7 August 2010, President Rodrigo Roa l)u(u(lc ‘(lclivcrc(_l i
in Davao City naming scven (7) judges as being involved in |1H ceal drugs,
h the Court in its en banc sesston on 9 August 2016 deemed as a C n_)gnple.linl.;

. - . !
WHERIEAS, in'later statements, President Duterte clarificd thal hili statement
ol an accusation but only information on the said judges; o

{
|
|
|
|
|

WIHIERITAS, four (4) of these judges are still on active duty, nane l) :

I Judge BExequil Dagala, l\/hum ipal Trial Court, Dapa-Socorro, Surjgao;

2. Judge Adriano Savillo, ]\(.['l()l].ll Frial Conrt (R'TC), Branch 30, Hoilo City;
3. Judge Domingo Casiple, R'TC, Branch 7, Kalibo, Aklan; and

L Judpe Anlonio Reyes, RTC, Branch 1, Baguio City,

. N
WHEREAS, considering the information provided above and i li;_;_hl. ol the
s constitutional duty to Sl_l])t‘,l'\/f:_w"kt and discipline members of the ’hlnih, & ol
‘o bact- l‘in(ling il'fvc,q(ig'lliml‘is' hereby wacranted, 1o be headed 'l)v a retired

me Conrt Justice and conducted on an cexpedited basis; P
|

NOW, THEREFORI, the Supreme Court hereby RESOLVIES (0, ag follows:

TRIAT the speech of President Duterte as information against Judy ’(i‘s‘ Fxequl
Dagala, Adriano Savillo, Domingo Casiple and Antonio Reye 5 ‘u1u| on the
“ basis ol such_information, ORDER the conduct ol a motu propr ml fact-finding,
investigation into whether the y are involved in illepal drugs: |
.
INVITLE Philippine National Police Director General Ronald I\/II
and Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency Director General l.w.lnp S Lapeiia,
heads of the statutory authoritics mandated to obtain information on illegal
drups activities, to submit Complaints-ATidavits or other infornuitign agains
L the 4 judges within seven (7) days from veceipt of this Order, to (h( Secretarial
" of the fact- lln(lmp mvmlnyalmn carce of the Legal Office, Office ol (the Court
Adminisirator (OCA), in five (5) copics. in (IL,(,I()I([‘-HH,C wn(.h (he Fifidient Use
ol Paper Rule (AM. No. 11-9-1-8("); |

Dela Rogn

|

|
RUE COPY i

! }
- |

5. ANAMA
RT, EN BANCG
JE COURT
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|

. |
Bolulion A.M. Noj 16-08-04.5¢!

?

| . j
DIRECT (he 4 judges mentioned above (o cach submit lhun respective

Answers withing 7 days from receipt of the (omplmnl/\llldwil or other
information appertaining to cach, 1o the Sceretariat of l‘lu.,‘l net-finding, ]

investipation, care ol the Legal OfTice, OCA, also in 5 copics; '1

|
|
i

APPOINT Justice Roberto A, Abad (Rel,) as the sole invc::;ti;{;uh..i!r hiercof, and
DIRIEECT the investigation to be concluded within thirty (30) daysi from reccipt |

~ . 5 11
of the 4 judges™ Answers; f |

AUTHORIZE Justice Abad fo issuc nofices of hearing to the 4 judpes and all
other nccegsary parties upon commencement of the investigation; ‘1
) i .
AUTHORIZL (‘:H’c Clerk of Court Iin Banc or any Division (f.;‘l(_‘,rl:\': f Courl 1o |

P . - . . {
administer oaths to persons who will provide (estimonics or faflest to the
\
veracity ol 'documents in the said investipation: and |

|
R t . . . I‘ .
DIRIECT Justicei Abad, the Scoerctarial of the IMact-Finding, Investigation, all
olficials of the S‘uprcmc Court, and all rclevant pactics to treal the plor,pulln_)..‘
with confidentiality as in all administrative proceedings.

o
\ 5
. N
" )
16 Aupust 2010. } \

|
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ANNEX D

SUPREME COURT OF TH
MARIALOURDES P, A, SE!:E"'%S
CHIEF JUSTICE

N. MARIA LOURDES P. A. SERENO
hief Justice

Re: Judges named by His Excellency President Rodrigo
Roa Duterte as allegedly involved in illegal drugs

ear Madame Chief Justice:

In a speech delivered in the early hours of 7 August 2016, His
xcellency President Rodrigo Roa Duterte named the following Judges as
llegedly involved in illegal drugs:

Judge Mupas, Dasmarifias, Cavite

Judge Reyes, Baguio City

Judge Savillo, Branch 13, RTC, Iloilo City
Judge Casiple, Kalibo, Aklan

Judge Rene Gonzales, MTC

Judge Natividad, RTC, Calbayog City
Judge Ezekiel Dagala, MTC

Judge Dapa, Siargao

©N O W P e

1 Judge Mupas, who appears to be former Judge Lorinda T. Mupas,

Mun1c1pa1 Trial Court, Dasmarifias, Cavite, was already dismissed from the
{service in 2007.

Judge Reyes appears to be Judge Antonio C, Reyes, Pre51d1ng Judge,

Branch 61, Regional Trial Court, Baguio City, Judge Reyes is a drugs court

~Rjudge and has been a judge in Baguio City for almost 22 years, He is set to

~ qretire in November 2017.

Judge Savillo appears to be Judge Adriano S. Savillo, Pre31d1ng Judge

= Branch 30, Regional Trial Court, Iloilo City. Judge Savillo is a famlly court

‘#Aiudge and has been a judge in Iloilo City for almost 20 years. He is set to
;‘f retlre in March 2017.

Republic of the PhHilippi
e preme €t D L avs 08 20
Office of the Court Adbministrator [; Ty
Manila Ev: [ XA s
TIMEg ” o
OM THE DESK OF: Suprame Court of
o . | l/I/II/IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII/IIHII
: Court Administrator
To '°"W un Illl cth Iho numhluhovn XIO T
8 August 2016




Judge Casiple appears to be Judge Domingo L. Casiple, Jr., Presiding
dge, Branch 7, Regional Trial Court, Kalibo, Aklan. Judge Casiple is a
kgular court judge and was appointed in June 2012. He will retire in 2026.

Judge Rene Gonzales, who appears to be former Judge Rene B.
(onzales, Branch 7, Mun1c1pa1 Trial Court, Iloilo City, has compulsorily
kired on 20 June 2016.

Judge Navidad, who appears to be former Judge Roberto Navidad,
franch 32, Regional Trial Court, Calbayog City, Samar, was shot to death
n 14 January 2008. His case remains unsolved.

- Judge Ezekiel Dagala appears to be Judge Exequil L. Dagala,
fresiding Judge, 6™ Municipal Circuit Trial Court, Dapa-Socorro, Surigao
lel Norte.

Judge Dapa does not appear on record and is presumed to refer to the
ourt station of Judge Dagala.

Thus, of the eight (8) named judges, only four (4) are incumbent.

At around 8:30 this morning, Judges Antonio C. Reyes and Domingo
. Casiple, Jr., personally appeared before the Office of the Court
dmlnlstrator and presented their respectlve initial statements signifying
eir denial of their alleged involvement in illegal drugs. Judge Savillo has
kewise submitted his statement through email, while Judge Dagala is
urrently on his way to the Supreme Court.

~ Attached herewith, for Your Honor's appropriate action and further
structions, are the preliminary statements submitted by Judges Reyes,
asiple, Jr., and Savillo.

Judge Jesus B. Mupas, the husband of former Judge Lorinda T.
upas, and Presiding Judge, Branch 112, Regional Trial Court, Pasay City,
so personally appeared before the Office of the Court Administrator,
gether with his wife, and presented their respective statements.
onsidering, however, that Judge Jesus B. Mupas was not named as having
een involved in illegal drugs, his statement and that of his wife, have been
xcluded from the attachment.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

‘;IDAS P. MARQUEZ




Prasident Rodrign Rt ﬂmma
ralacanan Pa!ace Mmﬂa

Dear Sl

( } am now ternpnrariiy msiding in Tag:_ i City iar fear of reprisal. He is the financler of
- SWERTRES in Stargao/island since he was stiit with the Bureau of Customs. His general cooidinator is a
 certain Tata Eltk whose operation Is based st Poblacion, Dapa, Siargao istand, Surigao det Norte
2. Judge Exvequil L Dagala —
He is now assigned as MCTC judge of bapa, Siaxgao, isfand, Surigzo det Norte . | know
| his involvement in drugs as pusher, protector and user. Hele my kumpadre in a church wedding. { am

§ sure his connection in illegal drugs is !mown to ‘men asslgm?d-in Caraga Region. He is also poptlar
 2mang cock fighting aﬁtum o i s 25 & SPONSOL,

epit: mg:rmgna%ec

rrequenm 0 mwpﬂ:s a‘ )
voung and beautiful women nc

when he was assigned them as MCTC Ju e |
3 Municipal Vice Mayor Jun Jun Gonzales —

s the incurbart Muicpal Vice Major of napa, Siargao isa L%

her,
4. Nathaniel {Lalo} A. Benotan -

He isa weatth;r businesamm w’ifh iarge !andhotdmg resad' ng'iai Earangay Pdarmg, Pﬂn!} ,

5. Municipal W:E‘Mafﬁf*“ﬁee
He is the Incumbent Munk:apa! Vice Mayor of General Lung, Siargao Island, Surigao del

He sponsors cock derbles in Gen. Lunz and neighboring towns. He fraguents in cockpits and

s where he is 2 heavy bettor He is 2 drig pusher and user.

..... 3~ Cablaa

. Manusl G, SHHoS0 —

He is a retired Wigh school teacher and & resident of Barangay Asinan, Pilar, Siargao
Sungao del Norte. He ls a clase political afly and ieaﬂer of the Matugas He 18 3 drug pusher and

Thank you and more power.

Trufy yours,



Republic of the Philippines
Supreme Court |

@ffice of the Court Aninigtrator %
Manila |

&

3 October 2016

MR. EDDIE MANTILLA ESCUYOS.
MB26-306 BCDA B
Phase 2, Ususan ‘
Taguig City ) |

i
|
|
|
- |
Dear Mr. Escuyos: ;
|

On 16 August 2016 the Supreme Court en |banc issued
Admmlstratlve Matter No. 16-08-04-SC, copy here attached as Annex A,
taking note” of President Rodrigo R. Duterte’s claim in a )speech that
Judges Exeqml Dagala, Adriano Savillo, Domingo Casiple, »and Antonio
Reyes were involved in illegal drugs and directing, amongtothers the
conduct of a fact-finding investigation of such claim. : |

;
P
i)

|
]

During the meeting held on 3 October 2016, an unsignéd’ letter dated
22 July 2016 (copy here attached as Annex B) was presented lb?/ the PDEA
to the Supreme Court-designated Investigator, Justice Robert(b /\ Abad, as
one of its evidence against Judge Dagala. The letter-sendql identified
himself as a former OIC/Municipal Mayor in 1986 and a former 1V1ce Mayor
of Pilar, Slargao Island, Surigao del Norte from 2010 to 2013 and based
from these credentials, you were identified as the possible author of the

letter.

Verlly, you are hereby requested to submit a formal afﬁdav1t n
support of your unsigned letter dated 22 July 2016 to Justice iﬁbad c/o the
Office of the Court Administrator, on or before 10 October 201;

i

You are further requested to appear for a hearing set by Justice Abad
on 10 October 2016 (Monday), 2:00 p.m., at the Conference ﬁ(oom of the
Office of the Court Administrator, 3"* Floor, Old Sup eme Court
Bmldmg, Padre Faura corner Taft Avenue, Ermita, Manila. You can

also hand carry your affidavit if you wish to just bring it durmg the said
<

N
o
\ce Roberto A. Agbad (Ret.)

-
a

ATTY. EDUARDO C. TOL’D’NTINO
Secretary-Recorder

meeting.

By authg’rity of J

i
|
N

Enclosures: a/s
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RO13 FAX NO. 1B1S1861 22 Sep, 2816 I11SPM P2

{
Ropablic of the Philippines
()ﬂue ot the President

PHICIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY X
RFG!ONAI OFFICE X111

Poavingial Flospdtat < ompc\und Libartad, Bubuan ity » (0R%) 515 1661 » pdexlBfvaboo.com.

t

. MEMORANDUWM 9 AN N EX__BJ

FOR .. DIRECTOR GENERAL, PDEA
| —F
FROM 1 DIR, GILBERT V. BUENAFE, RCrim., MMPA
' Officer-In-Charge, PDEA RO XilI
SUBJECT 1 Alleged Involvement of Judge Dagala in Ilegal Drug
Activities
DATE ' September 19, 2016

5 1. Reference: Memorandum dated September 15, 2016 with subject Submission of "
§ the Resuft of the Validat(bn Conducted by PDEA on the Alleged Involvement of Four (4) f
Judges to lllegal Drugs. ,f Al
2. In connection wuth the above subject, this Office received report that Judge U/f
Exequil Dagala, Presiding Judge, 9" MCTC, Surigao del Norte is the protector of Drug |
Lords and Pushers in Surigao del Norte. He is a friend and a former Legal Counsel of |

‘;’:f Matugas Family. |

1
|
1

1 3. Further, we recewed report from 118, NHQ to eonduct Venﬁcahon on the GNQQ@d
‘4 involvement of the said personahty that was reported by a concerned citizen. Action taken
4 was done. Information gathered during the verification is that Judge Exequiel L. Dagala is
a well known protector, financier and pusher of illegal drugs. He is known to have close
attachments thus being tagged as protecting big time drug pushers like Dindo Besitula
(one of our Target listed 'personality who is now deceased), Jose Pebra Jr., Norman Lim,
Bryan Yap Laosinguan (one of our Priority Targets who was arrested last September 18,
2018 thru joint operation of PDEA RO 13 and PDEA RO10) and Nathanie! Bonotan.

4. Moreover, he is also connected and protects American Nationals Steve and
Mickey who owns a private resort in General Luna, Siargao Island who are known supplier
of hashish, Marijuana and party drugs. He also owns high-powered firearms being kept in
his residence in Purok 6, Brgy. San Jose, Del Carmen, Siargao Island and in his private
Istand resort focated at Brgy. Kaob, Del Carmen, Siargao Istand.

5. Fusther validation in the matter.

7



- ANNEX |

Republic of the Philippines

Quezon City, Metro Manila
AFFIDAVIT
I, EXEQUIL L. DAGALA, filipino, married, with residence and postal

ddress at Del Carmen, Surigao del Norte after having sworn to in accordance with

aw do hereby depose and say;

That 1 was among the 7 Judges mentioned by President Duterte allegedly

involved in drug trade as protector, financer, in his speech last August 7, 2016 in

4 Davao City.

That 1 recetved a complaint from OCA of a certain Eddie Escuyos as
ANNEX A - pointing me as protector, financer, of Drug Trade in Siargao Island.

- ANNEX B- 1s also the complaint from PEDEA linking me to drug lords and drug

‘personality of Surigao del Norte some for them are already incarcerated and

d deceased.

That I vehemently, and categorically DENY this allegation, it being couched
in a general term and does not substantially elaborate painstakingly how did I
become a protector and financer of such drug trade, when I am an MCTC Judge
- without jurisdiction on drug cases. There must be some convincing and solid
evidence to implicate me over said alleged act and should not come from a
polluted source like the anonymous letter of Eddie Escuyos, siargao island is a
small island almost people are my acquaintance and friend. It is unfair and
illogical to dragged my name to their illegal business if there’s any, when I did not

middle or use my influenced, to free any arrested drug lord in my locality, nor did I
7




{ receive monetary consideration by financing or receive money as profits of such

acts.

That I had been judged already in the eyes of disgruntled majority as
GUILTY. I had cheated death so many times from people who want to silenced
me. My career and reputation was already damaged [ had been in hiding for more
than two months already. I had difficulty in coming to Manila for fear of my life. I
implore the wisdom of the supreme court and its innate passion for justice to
approved my resignation after this administrative forum, whatever is the result

maybe, [ need to find a new home for my house ceased to become a home already.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto affixed my signature this /)% day of

y o 20i6in Sttt fll Philippines.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me this B day of _nue, 2016

bY _ ot Handle who exhibited to me his CTC No.

1*4‘.

issued on G, G808

y 10y . GARCIA
. ‘f'.‘(:.ﬁx'n'. (iu:'& 033 23116
(Inti} Decamber 31, 2017
PTR. No, 4015032 1/4/16 Manita
' {HP No, 072668 10716718 Manila +V
NOtary Public ( for the yesr 2016-2017)

M¢LE Complinnce No. V-HIS6L -
Aug. S 014

Doc. No. o roll No. 21093

. —3 gt ris Orosa AveDuE .
Page NO. » 4 NF‘::mim, Mapile
Book No. )

Series of 20 4g




ANNEYX &

REPUBLICOF THE PHILIPPINES e o T oy e P,
REGIONAL TRIAL COURT R A T
SIXTH JUDICIAL REGION AUG 08 2016

BRANCH 30 |
ST LT 7
ILOILO CITY Bv: o TN
TIVE: Lo 1_}

August 8, 2016

HON. RAUL B. VILLANUEVA

aputy Court Administrator
Supreme Court of the Philippines
Fadre Faura St., Ermita
Manila

Dear Deputy Court Administrator Villanueva:

{am ludge Adriano S. Savillo, Presiding ludge of a designated Family Court,
Regional Trial Court, Branch 30, lloilo City.

My name was included as a Drug Protector in the list recently announced
by President Rodrigo R. Duterte. As Presiding ludge of a Family Coutt, | have na
power, capacity or influence to protect any drug personality. | have no influence
over law enforcers who are tasked to go after drug personalities, | have nrever
heen a drug protector by any definition,

| | sincerely hope that | be given the opportunity to answer the atlegations
| pointing 1o me as a Drug Protector the soanest possible time,

Very truly yours,

NEERT SAVILLO
Presiding ludge

ASS/jas




e Office of the President
PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT AGENCY
REGIONAL OFFICE Vi

YA gunio Avenue coner Forth San Pudre Drig

fepublic of the Philippines ANNEX ‘ ’

Pl G SO s e o HEmalk pdeats vahoo com E Tel/ Fas N (030 337 1
MEMORANDUM
FOR . DG, PDEA
G-
FROWM : AT"TY G‘fIL“T PABILONA

i \
SUBJECT : VALIDATION OF INFORMATION ON THE JUDGES FROM
REGION 6 MENTIONEDR BY PRESIDENT DUTERTE
AS ALLEGED PROTECTORS

DATE : September 22, 2018

1. Reference: Memo fiom DG, PDEA to RD, ROG on September 15, 2016 re
“Submission of the Result of the Validation on Alleged Involvement of Four Judges to
legal Drugs” ‘

2. Based on verification, the connection of Judge Savillo of RTC, Branch former
Judge Casiple of RTC, Kalibo, Aklan and Judge Rene Gonzales, Municipal

Trial Court with deceaéed Melvin Odicta is confirmed.
\

3. Confidential informant revealed that the following judges were receiving money
from the late Melvin Odicta in the amount of Php 25,000.00 per week. They
were seen in the housf;e of Qdicta’s located at Malipayon, Esperanza. lloito City
on Saturdays. They were also seen during the parties hosted by the late couple
Melvin and Meriam Odicta.

a) Judyge Rene Goﬁzales - MTC. Branch 7. lloifo City, former Assistant
Regional State Prose?cutor, retired at age 60 but applied as MTC Judge and
was appointed. He is a friend of Melvin Odicta. He was seen visiting the house
of Melvin Qdicta almost every week to have a coffee with Melvin in the latter's
house.

b) Judge Domingo Casiple — former Judge of RTC, Branch 7. Kalibo, Aklan.
Now a judge who was formerly a Provincial Prosecutor of loilo who was known
to have heen conniving with former Provincial Prosecutor Chief, Dusaban in
case fixing. The two were instrumental in dismissing the case against Balasan
Boys for violation of R.A. 9165, where the anti-illegal drug operation was

Page |
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{ deep'ly resent the insinuation of the PDEA informant that | am engaged in
case fixing who uses my position to “influence the decision of the trial ludge”. |
have too much respect for my fellow ludges and will not even attempt to
- influence their decision, in the same way that | do not like my fellow judges to do
the same on my decisions in cases befare my sala;

Incidentally, the docket of my court will reveal that a few drugs cases have
been raffled to my sala when minors are involved. Verily, nore of these cases
sver bore any possible link to Melvin and Meriam Odicta. In fact these cases ara
mostly handled by lawyers of the Public Attorney’s Office; :

Regarding the case of People of the Philippines vs. Noel Ramos Dineros,
alias “White”, et al,, this case was raffled to my sala, RTC Branch 30 since one of
the accused was a minor. The case of Dineros before my sala was a Petition for
Habeas Corpus. | granted the petition in favor of the accused as the investigating
prosecutor failed to file the proper Information against the accused for almost six
{6) months after the complaint was filed by the PDEA on Noveémber 14, 2007, a
matter admitted by the prosecution in open court. The Order was eventually
implemented after no mation for reconsideration was filed by the Prosecution
and the PDEA lawyer. Attached hereto is a true copy of the Petition for Habeas
Corpus and m%ﬂiﬂgthe same dated April 28, 2008. The recond of this

case is very clear. | never granted or allowed Dineros to file bail for his release;

The allegation that Atty. Gerochi, in return for my allegedly allowing
Dineros, et al. to post bail, bought a Glock 17 for me is an outright lie. | have
- never awned a Glock 17 and the records in the Firearms and Explo..we Office of
the Philippine National Palice will prove this; :

The allegation that in returs for the favor given to Dineros, Odicta
supported the unfirished construction of my house is not only untrue hut a
reckless imputation. | have no “unfinished construction” in 2008. | started
building my house in the early part of 2009 and until now it is not yet finished
although | am already residing in said house,

| execute this Affidavit to attest to the truth of the foregoing facts.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto affix my signature this 30™ day of
September, 2016 at lloilo City, Philippines.

CTC No. 32635252
iecuad at Hoilo City an March 2, 2016

e T



; SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 30™ day of September, 2016, in

_;;the City of loilo, Philippines, affiant exhibited to me his Comimunity Tax
- Certificate appearing below his name and kis ldentification Card as proof of his
identity.

THIS DOCUMENT
S NOT PREPARED
"BY THE pao

NOTARY

CPURSUANT . Q4061




annexJ

Republic of the Philippines
REGIONAL TRIAL COURT

First Judicial Region . :
Baguio Cityg F1d é c‘L'j <
Branch 61
‘ People of the Philippines.
o | Plaintiff
50 24HT f Criminal Cases
1ol 2AW Nos._: 27285-R &

27286-R
-versus-

T Y8

NORMA P. DOMINGO,
!Accused.

X : X
|

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
- and MANIFESTATION

With all due b‘espect.

Plaintiff, throi\.ngh the undersigned, moves unto the Honorable Court for
reconsideration a;nd avers that:

1. The Honorat;)le Count issued an ORDER dated June 20, 2007
DISSMISSINé the above-entitled case on ground of lack of probable
cause upon manifestation and motion to dismiss by the Defense Counsel;

\
N 2. The argumen{s presented by the accused may be offered as a matter of
: defense if a fiu!l blown trial ensues. But given the fact that the case has
already beené dismissed, the undersigned is constrained to move for
reconsideratidn of the Honorable Court taking into account the succeeding
facts; |
i
3. The argumenti of the Defense Counsel that the accused has been used as
an asset of th?e PDEA operatives remains to be an allegation. Assuming,
without necessarily admitting, that the accused was used as an asset of
the Agency. it is not unexpected that the accused never met PO3 Bernard
Ventura. Forl security purposes, not all operatives are personally
introduced and known to an asset. The asset, after having fulfilled the
necessary doéumentary requirements for being one, reports to a handler

to whom heléhe should report regularly. An asset is never given the




----- o

privilege to meet all the operatives of the agency as he/she may always
turn hostile qhd cause peril to the agency if and when hefshe decides to
play with both sides. Such would jeopardize operations of the agency;

. As to the au;hority of POJ3 Bernard Ventura, let the defense present the

certification v;vhich he claims to have obtained. In this relation, a copy of
the DETAIL{ of RAIDSOOTG marked as Annex A, a copy of the
Relieleesigdation Order marked as Annex B. and a copy of the
Memorandunﬁ of Tuba Police Station is hereto attached marked as Annex
C, all of whiFh are made integral part hereof. These documents would
readily indic{ate the authority of PO3 Ventura to conduct narcotics.

t

operations;

. Contrary to ;the allegation of the accused that a solo operation was

conducted by; PO3J Ventura, the operation was legitimately conducted by a
PDEA operative team with the informant Salvador Baday. Attached hereto
and made inéegral part hereof marked as Annex D is the affidavit of the
undersigned bontaining the fact that | was duly informed of the operation

and authorisz the said operation;

. Further, it is Ergued that there must be someone, other than the poseur-

buyer, to vali%date the operation which took place. The Honorable Court
might have overlooked from the records of the case submitted and filed
that the same included the affidavit of the informant, Mr. Salvador Baday,
who was acitually present while the transaction took place. The
affidavit andithe testimony, if trial ensues, of the informant could be

sufficient to cbrroborate the allegations of the poseur-buyer;
|

s respectﬂh"y posited that the Honcrable Court reconsider its order

dated June 29 2007 and let the case take its regular course in a full blown
trial: ?

. And by way bf manifestation, when the Honorable Court reconsiders its

decision. a warrant of arrest be issued to gain custody of the accused
since she was released by virtue of the assailed order;

WHEREFORE, premises considered, it is most respectfully prayed of this

Honorable Court to RECONSIDER and vacate its ORDER dated June 20, 2007,




take note of its manifestation to issue a warrant for the arrest of the accused, and
let the above entitled case take its course in a full blown trial.

|
i

Gther relief just and equitable under the premises are likewise prayed for.

Done this ZBi\h day of June 2007 in the Municipality of La Trinidad for the

City of Baguio. thg[:pznes.

i M———\\
f PSUPT OLIVER A ENMODIAS
‘ Regional Director

PDEA-CAR
o
| /
M. BANT
Prosecuto
; NOTICE

Mr. JOAN CASTILLOD
Officer-in-Charge/Clerk of Court
Regional Trial Court |
Branch 61 ‘

Sir.
Greetings!

Please submit the foregoing MOTION AND MANIFESTATION for perusal and
consideration of the l:-lonorable Court.

Thank you///gﬁ?
A

PSUPT OLIVER A ENMOD!AS

- ]. A7, paricaas
COROCET  FEeR JHE AL S ED
FERER viLLe
FEUW Loy BLOC., STISIOW RA.

BACOIO ¢t 7Y

REZ. pETermr oy

Z- Merura . DO L s

AP { Y CREEL p1ay, EY. B e

CEE LTZ. REZE/PT o~




ANNEX K

I am presently at the Supreme Court to comply with the directives of President Rodrigo

| As a judge assigned at RTC Branch 7, Kalibo, Aklan, I do not handle drug cases and I
hemently deny any personal involvement in the illegal drug trade. I was shocked to see my name

dluded 'in the list of alleged drug protectors. In view of this, I am hoping that a thorough investigation
¥ conducted at the soonest possible time if only to clear my name.

GE'DOMINGO L. CASIPLE, JR.

SUPREME COURT OF TH
OFFICE OF THE COURT ADMINIS$R§1H(;'§-

Rl T vn—

ST

AU 08 2015 || |
78 rg{"] U

BY: 77,{/ -V

TIME: @. 0d

7

Assistant Provincial
Prosecutor of Iloilo where 1
served for seven (7) years.




'ANNEX L

- ANSWER

I, DOMINGO L. CASIPLE, JR., of legal age,
married and with office address at Regional Trial
Court, Branch 7, Kalibo, Aklan, after having been
sworn depose and say that:

“We emphasize that this Court will not
shirk from its responsibility of imposing
discipline upon erring employees and
members of the bench. At the same time,
however, the Court should not hesitate to
shield them from unfounded suits that
only serve to disrupt rather than promote
the orderly administration of Jjustice.
This Court will not be the instrument to
destroy the reputation of any member of
the bench or any of its employees by
pronouncing guilt on mere speculation.

-Umali, Jr. v. Hernandez, IPI No. 15-
35-SB-J, February 23, 2016

1. I am the incumbent presiding judge of the
Regional Trial Court, Branch 7, Kalibo, Aklan.

1.1. Imbued with the required‘¢7
qualities of competence,
integrity probity and
independence I was appointed
as Regional Trial Court Jjudge
on July, 2012.

1.2.I was assigned to Regional
Trial Court, Branch 7,
Kalibo, Aklan.

1.3.My sala is a court of general
jurisdiction. Never 1in my
career as Judge have I
presided over a drug case. |

1.4.Prior to my appointment as
Regional Trial Court I was
Assistant Provincial
Prosecutor of Iloilo where 1
served for seven (7) years.

|

_—

“ ’




1.5.8ince my appointment up ¢to
the present I have discharged
my duties as a Jjudge with
dedication , loyalty to the
Republic, fidelity to the law
and I lived a simple and
modest life.

2. Early in the morning of August 7, 2016
President Rodrigo Roa Duterte delivered a speech
where he named the undersigned, among others, as a
member of the judiciary who has involvement in
illegal drugs. Despicably, it did mention any
factual or evidentiary basis for our involvement
in such nefarious activity.

3. Our names reverberated in the corners of
the country ,in the press - broadcast and print,
in social media, in coffee shops and even in
malicious whispers. I and the judges whose names
were read by President Duterte were condemned even
before we knew what our involvement was. Through
the years I have strengthened my integrity and
my dedication as a civil servant. It was snuffed

out by the President’s act of reading out my
name. Ridicule, suspicion and embarrassment was
the necessary consequence. I felt 1like a pariah

in the Aklan judicial circle and in the community
at large.

4. The damage to my integrity and reputation
notwithstanding, the President of the Republic
admitted to the general public that the list from
which he read my name was nothing but an

invalidated report. To my mind, an unvalidated
report 1is raw data equivalent to “tsismis” and
nothing more than hearsay evidence. It only

confirmed that the 1list from which my name was
culled is wunreliable, unfounded and lacked the
qualification to be admitted as evidence against
an innocent individual.

5. When pressed to substantiate the
allegations against me, all that was submitted by
the Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency to the Fact
Finding Investigation is an wunverified,unfounded

2




and valueless Memorandum dated September 22, 2016
from one Atty Gil T. Pabilona. The source of the
facts and the conclusions are unknown. It remained
uncorroborated . No documents were attached to the
unverified, unfounded and valueless Memorandum
dated September 22, 2016 from one Atty. Gil
Pabilona. It is nothing but speculation and 1is
hearsay evidence inadmissible in any proceeding.

6. In the said Memorandum, the only
insinuation against me reads as follows:

c)Judge Domingo Casiple-former
Judge of RTC,Branch 7,Kalibo,Aklan. Now
a judge who was formerly a Provincial
Prosecutor of Iloilo who was known to
have been conniving with former
Provincial Prosecutor Chief, Dusaban in
case fixing. The two were instrumental
in dismissing the case against Balasan
Boys for violation of RA 9165, where

the anti-illegal drug operation was
conducted by PDEA RO6. The case was
also subject of congressional inquiry. /

7. A careful reading of my alleged
“involvement”, assuming this qualifies as

|

|

such, {

were confined to the time when I was yet a member i

of Iloilo Provincial Prosecutor Office. It has 5

nothing to do about my membership in the |

judiciary. %

8. I vehemently deny that I was in cahoots E

with then Chief Provincial Prosecutor Bernabe \
Dusaban in alleged —case-fixing. These are

malicious insinuations the basis of which is only i
imagined. While case-fixing is 1imputed to me the {
Memorandum does not even point how I was involved §
as well as the details of my participation.

9. In the case of the Balasan Boys mentioned |
in the Memorandum, I was acting therein as the 1 1
Preliminary Investigator. As preliminary ' l

investigator it was my sworn duty to determine if j
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probable cause exists. As prosecutor then, my
sworn duty 1is not to persecute people but to see
to it that justice is done.

10. In the said case law enforcement agents
had a search warrant yet they asserted that a buy-
bust happened. Contrary to the allegations in the
Memorandum I did not dismiss the case but
instead of filing a case for selling of illegal
drugs I recommended the filing of an Information
for violation for section 11 of RA 9165. In sum,
the facts as presented led me to believe that no
probable cause exists for violation of section 5
but only for section 11 of RA 9165. It was duly
concurred in by my then chief of office, Iloilo

Provincial Prosecutor Bernabe Dusaban. Under the
instances, it was procedural for the Chief
Prosecutor to either approve or disapprove the
Preliminary Investigator’s findings. Prosecutor

Dusaban’s concurrence with my observation did not
make us conspirators.

11. Moreover, my resolution was a product of
my personal, unbiased and objective evaluation of
the facts as presented before me. I do not claim
infallibility, but it was done in good faith.
Nevertheless, infallible that T am my
Resolutions are subject to reversal or affirmance
by higher authorities if appealed.

12. I was never charged of any malfeasance,
misfesance or non-feasance by reason of the
Resolution I wrote involving the so-called Balasan
Boys. If indeed I was a drug protector then the
PDEA or other law enforcement agents should have
filed a case against me years ago.

13. Indeed, there was a congressional inquiry
about the Balasan boys. However, there was
nothing that came out of the said inquiry.

14.If the Memorandum’s imputation against me
were to be given consideration this produces a
chilling effect to prosecutors and judges. It can
be translated to mean that whenever members of the
judiciary or the prosecution stands to reason,




pay heed to the majesty of the law anc;//7

adjudicates in a <case disfavorable to law
enforcement agents they will be branded as "“drug
protectors” or are “linked” to the drug trade.

15. Translated otherwise, this means that
judges like me cannot afford to rule against law
enforcement agents or the State even when the
evidence clearly dictates otherwise. Judges should
be free from any undue influence to be able to
dispense justice . It pains me that when I stood
by my conscience siding on the preservation of
the law’s majesty I am now charged as a drug
coddler. Such inadmissible evidence should not be
permitted to destroy the integrity and reputation
of judges.

|

l6. Worse, no less than the very memorandum

itself states that “x x x there is no evidence
of their direct involvement in illegal drug trade
in Region VI” and that, “xxxthe informant does not
want also to execute an affidavit to prove that:
the same judges were receiving money from Odicta”.:
This underscores the fact that indeed the:
evidence presented against me is classic hearsay,’
unsubstantiated and wuncorroborated. This makes:
unbelievable the allegation that I was receiving
P25,000.00 per week from Odicta, were in
Odicta’s house on Saturdays and seen cavorting:
with the Odicta couple. :

17. I have not received any single centavo:
from the Odictas or from any one in exchange for.
protection or for favorable decisions. Neitheri
have I cavorted with the Odicta couple. I am
assigned in Kalibo, Aklan since 2012 and I do noti
handle drug cases. I cannot imagine how I can be a

“protector” of the Odictas when I am in another |
province miles away from Iloilo and which speaks a !

different dialect. There has been no showng that
Odicta had drug links in Aklan.

18. I hardly go to Iloilo City because when I
go home on weekends from my assignment in Kalibo,
Aklan I stay in my hometown of Lambunao, Iloilo
which is about 60 kilometers away from the city.

i

1




7

My time is readily consumed by my family and my |
a personal pursuits. ‘

18. What pains me even more 1is that I am
P | maligned 1in my present capacity as judge when the
1 “insinuations” on the basis of which I am linked
: to these false accusations  happened when I was
still a prosecutor and involved only a single
case which I resolved contrary to the desire of
law enforcement agents. This is totally unfair.

19. In the 1light of the foregoing, I pray
that my dignity and integrity be vindicated and
restored by proclaiming our exoneration from
whatever malicious imputation, - blemish in
character and tainted reputation I have suffered
as a consequence of the President’s speech on
August 7, 2016 and the unfounded allegations
against me as embodied in the PDEA Memorandum
dated September 22, 2016

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have signed this
presents this day of October, 2016, in the
City of , Philippines.

INGO L. CASIPLE, JR.

VERIFICATION

I, DOMINGO L. CASIPLE, JR., of legal age,
Filipino, married and with office address at
Regional Trial Court, Branch 7, Kalibo, Aklan, ,
after having been sworn depose and say, that:

I am the respondent 1in the above entitled
case;

I caused the preparation of the foregoing
Answer, that I have read the contents thereof and
the allegations therein 1is true and correct to
the best of my personal knowledge as well as from
available, existing and authentic records;




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have signed this
presents this day of October, 2016, in the

City of —Pmilippines.

DOMINGO L. CASIPLE, JR.
Comp t Evidence of Identity:
Driver’s License No.
F03-86-023601

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 5
day of October, 2016 in the City of
, Philippines.

Doc. No. ; (:Notary Publicy |
Page No. ;

Book No.  ; {Z\O‘OMV}\; AALQM

Series of 2016.
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