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The third quarter of 2016 
has been extra challenging 
for PHILJA. There were 
orientations, enhancement 
programs, a pre-judicature 
program, a special 
professorial lecture, ADR 
programs, and various 
special focus programs that 
kept us on our toes. On top 
of these, the staff continued 

with process mapping and plantilla rationalization, as well as 
the review and revision of the curriculum of the Academy.  

 We are happy to note that many regular programs were 
conducted this quarter – the Ninth Orientation Seminar-
Workshop for 54 newly appointed sheriffs and process 
servers; the Judicial Career Enhancement Program for first 
level court judges from Regions I, II, III, IV, X and NCJR; the 
Career Enhancement Program for RTC sheriffs of Region VII 
and court social workers of Regions I, II, IV, and V; and the 39th 
Pre-Judicature Program.  

 Meanwhile, at the forefront of the special focus 
programs were the Competency Enhancement Trainings for 
judges, prosecutors, social workers, and law enforcement 
investigators. One program was on the Management of 
Online Sexual Exploitation of Children Cases, and two 
programs were on Trafficking in Persons Cases. These multi-
sectoral programs were well-received by the participants and 
program partners as they saw a clearer picture of how the 
cases are being handled by the different offices involved. 

 PHILJA also had the following equally important special 
focus programs: Seminar-Workshops on Dangerous Drugs 
Law for judges, prosecutors, and law enforcers of Region 
III; Seminar-Workshop on Procedural, Substantive Laws and 
Jurisprudence on Intellectual Property for special commercial 
court judges of Regions I to V; Training-Seminar on the 2016 
Revised Rules of Procedure for Small Claims Cases for first 
level clerks of court of Region VIII; Seminar on Financial 
Liquidation and Suspension of Payments Rules of Procedure 
for Court of Appeals justices in Cagayan de Oro and special 
commercial court judges and pairing court judges of Regions 
IX to XII; and Personal Security Training of judges. 
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 In partnership with Metrobank Foundation, we also had 
the 13th Professorial Chair Lecture with Court of Appeals 
Justice Magdangal M. De Leon as the lecturer.  He delivered 
a presentation entitled “Remedial Law as an Instrument to 
Promote Social Justice and Environmental Protection.”  The 
venue of the lecture was jam-packed with captivated guests 
who found the presentation interesting and timely. 

 PHILJA continued to take part in the Enhanced Justice 
on Wheels Program (EJOW) through the Information 
Dissemination through a Dialogue between Barangay and 
Court Officials and the Mobile Court-Annexed Mediation 
(MCAM).  The training teams and mediators went to Olongapo 
City, Tacloban City, and the Municipality of Catarman, 
Northern Samar this quarter.

 The Program Management Office tapped PHILJA to 
conduct three batches of Strategic Performance Management 
System (SPMS) Roll-out and five batches of the SPMS Trainers’ 
Training for selected lower court personnel.  Furthermore, the 
Office of the Court Administrator sought PHILJA’s assistance 
in the Orientation and Training Seminar for judges and court 
decongestion officers of beneficiary courts from Judicial 
Regions IX, X, XI and XII.

The participants engage each other in the workshop session on Interviewing 
Skills and Techniques  during the Career Enhancement Program for Court Social 
Workers held on July 12–14, 2016 at the PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City. 
The session, led by Ms. Miriam Ruth Dugay-Tugawin, a volunteer life coach at 
the Organizational Change Consultants International, Inc., aimed to improve 
their ability to conduct interviews and home visits to parties or wards.
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 While preparing for the assumption to position of the 
new PMCO Chief, Atty. Brenda Jay Angeles-Mendoza, the 
staff of the Philippine Mediation Center Office still went on 
full speed with the conduct of its Basic Mediation Course, and 
orientation and screening of prospective mediators and PMC 
Unit staff in Agusan del Norte and Agusan del Sur.  PMCO also 
had refresher/advanced courses for court-annexed mediators 
and Judicial Settlement Conference for Judges on Judicial 
Dispute Resolution. The mediation statistics of PMCO also 
continued to be impressive. 

 To maintain or even exceed this performance to date, 
PHILJA staff remained steadfast to their process mapping and 
plantilla rationalization commitments.  Several meetings were 
conducted to identify hand-off points between concerned 
offices and issues that needed policy determination.  The 
Curriculum Review Committee also had meetings to further 
thresh out the matters raised in the validation workshop with 
the Academic Council and the Plenary Assembly of the Corps 
of Professors and Lecturers. 

 All training programs scheduled this quarter were 
successfully conducted; and based on the evaluation sheets 
we collected, our participants found them profitable and 
worthwhile. Moreover, the judges and court employees who 
stayed in our Tagaytay training center gave excellent ratings 
for the facilities and service of our staff.   Congratulations, 
PHILJA and PMCO!  

      ADOLFO S. AZCUNA
              Chancellor
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C.  Diversion

1. When Applicable and By Whom Conducted:

The concept of diversion is expressly and extensively provided 
for in the Beijing Rules.83 Diversion is an alternative child-
appropriate process of determining the responsibility and 
treatment of a child in conflict with the law on the basis of his/
her social, cultural, economic, psychological or educational 
background without resorting to formal court proceedings.84 

The program that the CICL is required to undergo after he/
she is found responsible for an offense without resorting to 
formal court proceedings is called the diversion program.85  

 Diversion may be conducted in any of the following 
stages: (1) at the Katarungang Pambarangay stage; (2) the 
police investigation stage; (3) the Inquest or Preliminary 
Investigation stage; and (4) the court level. At the first 
three stages, diversion is conducted if the imposable 
penalty for the crime committed is not more than six 
years imprisonment. This diversion is to be done with the 
assistance of the Local Social Welfare and Development 
Officer (LSWDO) and the Members of the Barangay Council 
for the Protection of Children (BCPC).86 Diversion is to be 
conducted by the court if the imposable87 penalty for the 

crime committed exceeds six years but not more than 12 
years imprisonment.88   

 When the imposable penalty for the crime charged in the 
Information is more than 12 years imprisonment, the CICL 
is not subject to diversion. There is also no diversion if the 
complainant objects to diversion; if the CICL is incorrigible; 
if the CICL was on diversion in a previous case but failed to 
comply with his program; or, if the CICL shall have reached 18 
years of age at the time he was apprehended or taken into 
custody. In such cases, the CICL is subject to the ordinary rules 
of criminal procedure.89  This is without prejudice however 

Children in Conflict with the Law and Court Diversion Procedure:
Restorative Justice in Action* **
Hon. ANGELENE MARY W. QUIMPO-SALE

Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court, Branch 106, Quezon City

*   Paper first delivered by Power Point presentation at (1) the Philippine 
Judicial Academy in its training program entitled “Competency 
Enhancement Training for Judges and Court Personnel Handling Cases 
Involving Children,” July 2010; and (2) the Regional Convention of the Asia 
Pacific Region of the International Association of Women Judges, Taal 
Vista Hotel, Tagaytay City, on May 14, 2015.

** Third of four-part series
83  Rule 11, Parts 1 and 2 of the Beijing Rules provide that “consideration be 

given, whenever appropriate, to dealing with juvenile offenders without 
resorting to formal court trial;” and that the “police, the prosecution or 
other agencies dealing with juvenile cases shall be empowered to dispose 
of such cases” through diversion. See also Commentary, The Beijing Rules, 
6 Philja Judicial Journal 230 (Jan–March 2004).

84   Sec. 4(i), RA No. 9344; Sec. 4(l), A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.
85   Sec. 4(j), Id.; Sec. 4(m), Id. See also Sec. 4(j), RA No. 9344.
86    Sec. 23, RA No. 9344.
87   The term “imposable penalty” is used in Section 23(c) of RA No. 9344 

and is defined, in the case of People v. Temporada, G.R. No. 173473, 

December 17, 2008, as the prescribed penalty under the law as modified 
by “attending or modifying circumstances which when present in the 
commission of a felony affects the computation of the penalty to be 
imposed” on the accused. In said case, the Supreme Court held:
 The RPC provides for an initial penalty as a general prescription 

for the felonies defined therein which consists of a range of period 
of time. This is what is referred to as the prescribed penalty. For 
instance, under Article 249 of the RPC, the prescribed penalty for 
homicide is reclusion temporal which ranges from 12 years and 
1 day to 20 years of imprisonment. Further, the Code provides for 
attending or modifying circumstances which when present in the 
commission of a felony affects the computation of the penalty to be 
imposed on a convict. This penalty, as thus modified, is referred to as 
the imposable penalty. In the case of homicide which is committed 
with one ordinary aggravating circumstance and no mitigating 
circumstances, the imposable penalty under the RPC shall be the 
prescribed penalty in its maximum period. From this imposable 
penalty, the court chooses a single fixed penalty (also called a 
straight penalty) which is the penalty actually imposed on a convict, 
i.e., the prison term he has to serve.

     It must be noted however that despite Section 23(c) of RA No. 9344, 
the same law, in Section 37, does not expressly use the term “imposable 
penalty.” Section 37 provides:
 Sec. 37. Diversion measures. – where the maximum penalty imposed 

by law for the offense with which the child in conflict with the law is 
charged is imprisonment of not more than 12 years regardless of the 
fine or fine alone regardless of the amount, and before arraignment 
of the child in conflict with the law, the court shall determine whether 
or not diversion is appropriate.

  To harmonize both provisions, it is suggested that the term 
“imposable penalty” be followed, the same being more favorable to the 
CICL.

88   Id.
89  Secs. 1 and 32, A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.
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to the rights granted under the Rule such as automatic 
suspension of service of sentence, disposition orders,90 after-
care services, confidentiality of proceedings and record, the 
sealing of records, and non-liability for perjury or concealment 
or misrepresentation.

2. Diversion in Court

When the Information is filed in court, the Office of the Clerk of 
Court, upon receipt of the Information, determines whether 
the offense qualifies for diversion, i.e., it is punishable by 
imprisonment of not more than 12 years, regardless of fine, or 
fine alone regardless of the amount. If it does, the said office 
immediately assigns a temporary case number and raffles off 
the case to a family court.91  

 The court, upon receipt of the Information with the 
temporary case number, makes a determination of probable 
cause, then orders the commitment of the CICL to the 
Bahay Pag-asa.92 The Bahay Pag-asa is a 24-hour child-
caring institution established, funded and managed by local 
government units (LGUs) and licensed and/or accredited 
non-government organizations (NGOs) providing short-term 
residential care for the CICL.93 This “Bahay Pag-asa,” prior to 
RA No. 10630, was referred to as a “Youth Detention Home,” 
a shelter for children who are above 15 but below 18 years of 
age who await court disposition of their cases or transfer to 
other agencies or jurisdictions.

   When the case is filed, a case study on the CICL is 
conducted by the social worker assigned to the child on which 
basis a case study report is submitted to the court.94  The 
court, upon receipt of the case study report, refers the same 
to the diversion committee for consideration.

 The diversion committee, composed of the branch clerk 
of court as chairperson, the public prosecutor and public 
attorney assigned to the court and the social worker assigned 
by the court to the case as members, shall call the parties to a 

conference for the purpose of determining if the child can be 
diverted to the community continuum instead of undergoing 
formal court proceedings. Consequently, the child’s mother 
or father, or appropriate guardian or custodian or in their 
absence, the nearest relative, the child’s counsel and the 
private complainant and counsel must be notified. At the 
conference, the diversion committee is mandated to make 
use of “conferencing, mediation or conciliation” among the 
parties after which a contract of diversion may be drawn up 
and entered into by the parties.95  The diversion conference 
is a form of victim-offender conferencing or family group 
conferencing under the Restorative Justice system.

 In determining whether diversion is appropriate for the 
child, the committee considers the factors laid down in Section 
33 of the Revised Rule on Children in Conflict with the Law.96 
If diversion is appropriate, the diversion committee shall 
design a diversion program taking into account the individual 
characteristics and peculiar circumstances of the CICL and 
this may include any or a combination of the following:

(a) Written or oral reprimand or citation;
(b) Written or oral apology;
(c) Payment of the damage caused;
(d) Payment of fine;
(e) Payment of the cost of the proceedings;
(f) Return of the property;
(g) Guidance and supervision orders;
(h) Counseling for the child and his family;
(i) Training, seminars and lectures on (i) anger 

management skills; (ii) problem-solving and/or  
conflict resolution skills; (iii) values formation; and 
(iv) other skills that will aid the child to properly deal 
with situations that can lead to a repetition of the 
offense; 

90   Disposition orders are given after conviction of a CICL and a disposition 
conference is conducted by the court with the social worker, the CICL, 
the victim and their respective families and counsel. Disposition orders 
may include any or a combination of the following: care, guidance 
and supervision orders, community service orders, drug and alcohol 
treatment, participation in group counselling and other activities, and 
commitment to a youth rehabilitation center under the DSWD — Sec. 49, 
A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC. A disposition conference is another form of victim-
offender conferencing under the principle of restorative justice.

91   Sec. 22, A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.
92   Sec. 4(s), RA No. 9344, as amended by RA No. 10630. 
93   In addition to serving as a center for CICL, the “Bahay Pag-asa” is also an 

Intensive Juvenile Intervention and Support Center (IJISC) that caters to 
children who have committed crimes but are below the age of criminal 
responsibility, i.e., above 12 years up to 15 years of age (Sec. 49, RA No. 
9344 as amended by RA No. 10630).

94   Social Worker may be the court social worker or the local social welfare 
and development officer (LSWDO).

95    Sec. 25, RA No. 9344.
96   (a) The past records, if any, involving the child in conflict with the law;

      (b)  The likelihood that the child will be an obvious threat to himself/
herself and the community;

      (c)  Whether the child has feelings of remorse for the offense committed;

      (d) If the child or the parents are indifferent or hostile; and whether the 
parents or guardians have the ability to properly guide and supervise 
the child;

      (e) The nature of the child’s relationships with peers and whether this 
will increase the possibility of delinquent behavior; and, 

      (f) If community-based programs for the rehabilitation and 
reintegration of the child are available;

  If the Committee finds that diversion is appropriate, it shall design 
a diversion program in accordance with Section 34 of this Rule for the 
consideration and approval of the court.

  Should the Committee determine that diversion is not appropriate, it 
shall make the corresponding report and recommendation in accordance 
with Section 31 of this Rule. Should the CICL or private complainant object, 
the Committee cannot recommend diversion.
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(j) Participation in available community-based 
programs;

(k) Work-detail program in the community; or 
(l) Institutional care and custody.97 

 Upon receipt of the report of the diversion committee, 
the court, within 10 days, sets the case for hearing with notice 
to all parties, their counsel and members of the Committee.  
The court then acts on the Committee’s recommendation 
within five days from the termination of the hearing.  

 Ordinarily, before a child is sent to diversion, the diversion 
committee makes an initial determination of any remorse from 
the child. This remorse could be expressed in many ways. It 
may be in writing; it may be said orally by the child before the 
committee during the diversion conference or the presiding 
judge during the hearing.  It may be revealed by the child to 
the social worker and stated in the case study report that the 
CICL realized his mistake and would like to change old ways 
and habits and be reformed. Once this remorse is established, 
many complainants, based on experience, merely request for 
a verbal but sincere apology from the CICL and a concomitant 
promise not to commit the offense again. In some instances, 
they ask for the return of the thing stolen or its equivalent 
value, if applicable. Other complainants go further by 
requiring the CICL to undergo a diversion program and avail 
particularly of values formation and anger management 
training, counselling and participation in community-based 
projects such as barangay cleanliness drive, tree-planting, 
sports fest and sports clinic. In cases where the CICL is found 
to be a drug dependent, complainants usually require that the 
CICL undergo and complete a drug rehabilitation program.  

 There are many instances when, during the conferencing, 
the branch clerk of court’s skill in victim-offender or family 
group conferencing is put to a test.  If the complainant-victim 
adamantly objects to a diversion, the matter is referred to the 
presiding judge, the judge’s skill  in mediation and conciliation 
pursuant to the Judicial Dispute Resolution Program of 
the Supreme Court comes to fore. Many complainants as 
well as the CICL and their families respectfully listen and 
defer to the judge in mediating between them and in finally 
deciding whether the CICL should undergo diversion and 
what diversion program, including the terms of payment of 
the civil liability, would be suitable and practical for the child 
and his/her family. The diversion conference and subsequent 
hearing, if the diversion committee refers the matter to the 
presiding judge at the hearing, puts to light the necessity and 
importance of conferencing skills of the family court judge 
and, more importantly, the branch clerk of court.98  

 After the hearing and the CICL is granted diversion by 
the court, the CICL, together with his/her mother or father 
or appropriate guardian or custodian, or in their absence, the 
nearest relative and the child’s counsel sign an “undertaking” 
to comply with their respective duties and obligations under 
the diversion program. The program should contain the 
minimum terms and conditions laid down in Section 36 of 
the Rule99 and should be approved and enforced under the 
supervision and control of the court.   

 As to the period of diversion, the Revised Rule on 
Children in Conflict with the Law does not mention a specific 
length of time.  Republic Act No. 9344, in Section 26, however 
expressly provides that the diversion proceedings shall be 
completed within 45 days. The term “diversion proceedings” 
is not defined in RA No. 9344. According to the Juvenile 
Justice and Welfare Council, “diversion proceedings” refer 
to the proceedings during which the appropriate diversion 
program for the CICL and victim is being developed and the 
diversion contract is being forged.100 The term does not refer 
to the diversion program. The period of diversion therefore 
depends on how long, to the diversion committee and judge’s 
discretion, the program will achieve the desired objective for 
the CICL and the victim, but not to exceed a total period of 
two years.101

 Many judges take exception to the two-year period 
saying that this is too long which most necessarily impacts 
negatively on their case disposal. From a reading of Section 
26 of RA No. 9344, the period of the diversion program may 
actually be shorter, two years being merely the maximum. 

 As to where and by whom should the court-supervised 
diversion be conducted, the court may have the diversion 
done in the following places:  (1) in the place where the child 
and his parents reside which shall be directly under the control 

97   Sec. 34, A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.
98   Restorative Justice has three distinctive practice models—victim-offender 

conferences, family group conferences and circles. These models are 
led by facilitators who oversee and guide the process but do not impose 
settlement. Participants explore facts, feelings and resolutions and are 

encouraged to tell their stories, ask questions, express their feelings and 
work toward mutually acceptable outcomes – see Part II, this Article; Zehr, 
supra note 29.

99 Section 36 provides: 

(1)  That the CICL shall appear before the social worker at least once a 
month for evaluation of the effectiveness of the program;

(2)  That the CICL shall faithfully comply with the terms and conditions 
of the program. Should he or she fail to do so, the court shall set a 
“show cause hearing” to determine whether to allow the child to 
continue to the diversion program or not;

(3)  Should the child be permitted to reside in a place under the 
jurisdiction of another court, control and supervision over such 
child shall be transferred to the appropriate court of that place. The 
diversion records shall likewise be transmitted to the court.

 100  “Comparative Matrix of RA No. 9344 as amended by RA No. 10630 and 
Supreme Court Revised Rules [sic] on Juveniles [sic] in Conflict with the 
Law,” submitted by the DSWD and JJWC to the SC Committee on Family 
Courts and Juvenile Concerns.

101   Section 26 last sentence, RA No. 9344 provides “x x x The period of 
prescription of the offense shall be suspended during the effectivity of the 
diversion program, but not exceeding a period of two years.”
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of the barangay captain; or (2) in the place recommended 
by the diversion committee which may be with private 
agencies or non-government organizations, or a combination 
of both. All diversion programs apply the holistic approach 
and require the participation of the child and his/her parents 
in its implementation. The support and participation of the 
parents of the CICL are vital to the child’s compliance with 
his/her diversion program. The parents of the CICL are 
encouraged to attend parent effectiveness or parenting skills 
seminars, counselling sessions, values formation seminars 
and if necessary, also undergo livelihood and other skills 
training courses conducted by the barangay and the LSWDO 
and NGOs.

 In some cases, the return of the CICL to his or her parents 
may not be advisable especially if the child does not have a 
strong support system in the family and he/she has peers in 
the community who influence him negatively, and the child 
is easily swayed by the peers.  Under these circumstances, 
the CICL may be recommended by the committee to undergo 
an in-house diversion program in specific shelters run by 
NGOs that provide such service and the CICL’s parents strictly 
required to attend seminars and actively participate in the 
child’s program in the shelter. For the past 10 years, these 
shelters in Quezon City have been the ERDA BK-Restore Youth 
Home and also the Association Compassion Asian Youth.  
The ERDA BK-Restore Youth Home ceased operation in 2013 
but the Onesimo Foundation started to provide in-house 
diversion programs in 2014.

 While undergoing diversion, the child may continue with 
his formal education by availing of learning programs such as 
the Alternative Learning System (ALS) or Special Education 
Program (SPED). To equip the child with livelihood training, 
he/she may also take special short lessons like cooking and 
baking, food and beverage service, cosmetology, body 
massage, computer and cellular phone repair and others.  The 
child may further participate in programs such as summer 
sports festival, summer camp, a youth summit, health and 
cleanliness drive in the community, etc.  The child’s Certificate 
of Completion or Participation in such courses and programs 
should be submitted to the court.

 On the basis of the report and recommendation of the 
diversion committee, the court may (a) issue a closure order 
terminating the case if it is convinced that the child has 
complied satisfactorily with the diversion program; or (b) 
extend the period of diversion if it is convinced that the child 
may still be rehabilitated; or (c) order the case to undergo 
formal court proceedings if it finds that the child has not 
complied with the diversion program, is incorrigible or that 
the program is not serving its purpose.102 Should the child fail 

to comply with the diversion program, the courts are highly 
encouraged to determine the reasons for the same and to 
give the CICL a chance as much as possible to continue and 
finish the program.

 The inability to satisfy the civil liability shall not by itself 
be a ground to discontinue the diversion program. The child’s 
consent to diversion or payment of the civil liability shall not 
in any way be construed as an admission of guilt and used as 
evidence against the child if the case should proceed under 
the formal justice system.103  

  If the case should undergo formal court proceedings, the 
court directs the transmittal of the case record to the Office 
of the Clerk of Court for the assignment of a regular criminal 
docket number.104 

D. Confidentiality of Proceedings and Record

All proceedings and records involving the child from the time 
of apprehension of the child until final disposition of the case 
by the court are considered privileged and confidential.105  
This is a provision stated in the Beijing Rules.106  The public 
may be excluded from the proceedings and the records 
are not to be disclosed to anyone by any of the parties or 
participants in the proceedings for any purpose whatsoever, 
except only to determine whether the child may undergo 
suspended sentence, or be granted probation or to enforce 
the civil liability be imposed in the criminal action.107

 The court is mandated to protect the confidentiality 
of the proceedings and is prohibited from disclosing the 
case records to the media. The confidentiality extends to 
the police who are enjoined to maintain a separate police 
blotter for cases involving children and adopt a system of 
coding to conceal material information which will lead to the 
child’s identity.  All records of the child should not be used 
in subsequent proceedings or in cases involving the same 
offender as an adult, except when beneficial for the offender 
and upon his/her written consent.108

 Any person who had been a child in conflict with the 
law should not be held guilty of perjury or of concealment 
or misinterpretation by reason of failure to acknowledge the 
case or recite any fact related thereto in response to any 
inquiry made to him/her for any purpose.109 

102  Sec. 38, A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.

Judicial Views (continued)

103 Sec. 34,  A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.
104   Sec. 32, A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC.
105 RA No 9344, Sec. 43.
106 Rule 21, Part Three of the Beijing Rules.
107   RA No. 9344, Sec. 43.
108 Sec. 54, A.M. No. 02-1-18-SC; RA No. 9344, Sec. 43, par. 2.
109   Sec. 55, Id.; RA No. 9344, Sec. 43, par. 3.
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Training Programs and Activities

PHILJA Chancellor Receives
 Lux-in-Domino Award, Delivers Lecture
on Judicial Education in the Philippines

Justice Adolfo S. Azcuna, Chancellor of the Philippine Judicial 
Academy, received the Lux-in-Domino (Light in the Lord) 
Award given by the Ateneo de Manila University at the Special 
Academic Convocation held on September 27, 2016 at the 
Henry Lee Irwin Theatre, Ateneo de Manila University, Loyola 
Heights, Quezon City. The Lux-in-Domino Award is a capstone 
award that requires the crowning achievement of both life and 
work, given to an extraordinary individual who has incarnated 
in life, in an outstanding and exemplary manner, the noblest 
ideals of the Ateneo de Manila University. Recipients of the 
award are chosen exclusively from the ranks of alumni or 
alumnae of the Ateneo de Manila University.

 Justice Azcuna was cited by the Ateneo de Manila 
University for being “a selfless public servant who puts country 
before self and as a man of deep faith whose devotion to his 
family is unchanging; for devoting more than 50 years of his 
life to judicial work, driven by a commitment to the delivery 
of justice; and, for ensuring the protection of every Filipino’s 
constitutional right to life, liberty and security through the 
writ of amparo,” among others.

 The Lux-in-Domino recipient of Ateneo’s 2016 Traditional 
University Awards likewise delivered a public lecture entitled 
“Training the Judiciary – The Philippine Experience 1996–
2016,” last September 29, 2016 at the APS Auditorium, 
Ateneo Professional Schools, Rockwell Drive, Makati City. 
The Chancellor gave the audience, composed mostly of law 
students and law professors, a quick peek on PHILJA’s mission, 
vision, organizational structure and curriculum.

13th Metrobank Foundation
Professorial Chair Lecture: Remedial Law as 

an Instrument to Promote Social Justice
 and Environmental Protection

The 13th Metrobank Foundation Professorial Chair Lecture 
featuring the topic Remedial Law as an Instrument to Promote 
Social Justice and Environmental Protection was delivered by 
Court of Appeals (CA) Associate Justice Magdangal M. de Leon, 
the 2016 holder of the Metrobank Foundation Professorial 
Chair in Remedial Law and Chair of PHILJA’s Remedial Law 
Department, on August 18 at the CA Auditorium. Two hundred 
ninety-two participants attended the lecture.

 PHILJA Chancellor Justice Adolfo S. Azcuna delivered the 
welcome remarks followed by the message of Mr. Aniceto M. 
Sobrepeña, president of Metrobank Foundation, Inc.

 Justice de Leon’s lecture emphasized “the role that 
remedial law plays in the promotion of social justice 
and, equally important, in protecting the environment.  
Katarungang panlipunan at pangangalaga sa kapaligiran.”

 The Chancellor emphasized that the highlight of PHILJA’s 
tasks are to train the judges of tomorrow, through its Pre-
Judicature Program (PJP), and to continuously update the 
judges whenever there is a major change in jurisprudential 
doctrines. In response to the questions raised during the 
open forum, Justice Azcuna remarked that the most difficult 
subject to teach both for incumbent and aspiring judges, is 
judicial ethics because of a lot of gray areas, while PHILJA’s 
best contribution is teaching judges to maintain judicial 
independence through enhancement of their knowledge and 
mindset. 

(Next page)
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PHILJA conducted the first Strategic Performance 
Management System (SPMS) Trainers’ Training on July 5 
and 9 at the Court of Tax Appeals Multi-Purpose Hall, Quezon 
City.  Fifty-six participants, composed of OCA and lower court 
personnel, attended the two-day training program designed 
to impart knowledge on the current rating system being 
implemented by government agencies as directed by the Civil 

Strategic Performance Management
System Trainers’ Training

 The first part of his lecture focused on social justice and 
its underpinning guiding principles.  Justice de Leon said, 
“First, the state, as parens patriae, and guardian of the general 
welfare of the people, should afford protection to the needy 
and the less fortunate members of society, and second, those 
who have less in life should have  more in law to give them a 
better chance at competing with those who have more in life.  
Ang mga dahop sa buhay ay kailangan ng higit na kalinga ng 
batas.”

 Justice de Leon further said that “it is with respect to labor 
that the promotion of social justice finds articulation.”  Thus, 
he discussed how the ethical construct in favor of labor is 
implemented in relation to procedure.  Particularly, he delved 
on the termination of employment, serious misconduct, willful 
disobedience, gross and habitual neglect, abandonment, fraud 
or willful breach by the employee of the trust reposed in him by 
his employer, commission of crime or offense, floating status, 
transfer or demotion of employee, closure of establishment 
and reduction of personnel, payment of monetary claims – 
burden of proof on employer, and seafarers. 

 Aside from promoting social justice, Justice de Leon 
stressed that remedial law has proven to be an effective 
algorithm in the crusade to protect the environment. He 
discussed the Rules of Procedure for Environmental Cases 
(A.M. No. 09-6-8-SC dated April 9, 2010); the adoption in the 
Rules of the liberal legal standing rule as expressed in the 
landmark case of Oposa v. Factoran; the issue of locus standi as 
raised again in the Resident Marine Mammals of the Protected 
Seascape Tañon Strait v. Secretary Angelo Reyes; the citizen 
suit; the Oposa doctrine as part of the World Declaration 
on the Environmental Rule of Law, an outcome of the First 
World Environmental Law Congress held in Rio de Jainero on 
April 27–29, 2016 (the Philippines was one of the four Asian 
countries represented in the Congress, and is a signatory to 
the Charter of the Institute, signed by the delegates on April 
29, 2016).  Justice de Leon then discussed the writ of continuing 
mandamus, also under the Rules, issued by the Court in 
Metropolitan Development Authority v. Residents of Manila 
Bay; the Boracay Foundation Inc. v. The Province of Aklan, 
involving a petition for issuance of TEPO; the petition for a writ 
of kalikasan in West Tower Condominium Corporation v. First 
Philippine Industrial Corporation and the International Service 
for the Acquisition of Agri-Biotech Applications, Inc. (ISAAA) 
v. Greenpeace Southeast Asia (Philippines) and Magsasaka at 
Siyentipiko sa Pagpapaunlad ng Agrikultura (MASIPAG).

 Justice de Leon highlighted that “at the core of 
environmental justice is the fusion of environmental 
protection and social justice.  Thus, the Rules of Procedure 
for Environmental Cases serves two noble objectives—
environmental protection as well as social justice.”  The Rules 
according to him can be called remedial law for planet earth.

13th Metrobank Foundation Professorial Chair Lecture
(Continued from page 7)

 Since 2004, 13 PHILJA Professors have delivered 
professorial chair lectures in various fields of law under 
the Metrobank Foundation Professorial Chair Lecture. It is 
endowed by the Metrobank Foundation, Inc. to assist the 
Academy’s judicial education programs by providing grants to 
its Corps of Professors to write and publish books and treatises 
with innovative concepts and approaches in designated areas 
of law. 

 After the lecture, CA Associate Justices Zenaida T. 
Galapate-Laguilles and Maria Filomena D. Singh gave their 
respective reactions.
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Nepalese Supreme Court
Delegation Study Tour

Service Commission (CSC). As trainers, the participants will 
disseminate the details of the rating system to their respective 
jurisdictions and demonstrate how to accomplish the forms.

 Lecture topics discussed during the first day of the 
training were: Core Functional Competency by Prof. Gavino 
N. Sagarino, Chief Judicial Staff Officer of the Employee 
Training and Development Division, Supreme Court–Office 
of Administrative Services (SC-OAS); and Performance-Based 
Planning and Budgeting by Atty. Renelie B. Mayuga, Judicial 
Reform Program Administrator, Supreme Court–Program 
Management Office. Workshops were held after each lecture. 

 The second day focused on the Overview of the SPMS 
in the Judiciary by Atty. Mayuga; Overview of the 360° and 
Coaching/Mentoring by Prof. Sagarino; and an SPMS workshop 
facilitated by Atty. Ma. Carina M. Cunanan, SC-OAS Assistant 
Chief of Office. Participants asked clarification and raised 
their concerns on the SPMS during the open forum held at 
the end of the second day sessions. As a take-home exercise 
and output, the participants were tasked to submit, through 
email, their respective draft Office Performance Commitment 
Review (OPCR) a week after the training.

 The SPMS is a rating system based on objectively measured 
output and performance of personnel and units that links 
employees’ performance with the agency vision, mission and 
strategic goals. In 2012, the CSC issued Memorandum Circular 
No. 6, s. 2012, requiring all government agencies including 
local government units, government-owned and/or controlled 
corporations and state universities and colleges to craft their 
respective performance evaluation system and prescribing 
the guidelines in the establishment and implementation of 
agency SPMS. The Supreme Court has already established 
its own guidelines for the implementation of SPMS in the 
judiciary. 

 Since July this year, PHILJA has already conducted nine 
SPMS trainers’ training.

On September 28, 2016, a three-member delegation from 
the Supreme Court of Nepal visited PHILJA for a study tour.  
Coinciding with the regular meeting of the PHILJA Academic 
Council (AC), PHILJA Chancellor Justice Adolfo S. Azcuna, 
together with the Department Heads and Members of the 
Council welcomed the delegation composed of Justice Ananda 
Mohan Bhattarai, Justice Meera Khadka and Undersecretary 
Sandesh Shrestha at the SC Dignitaries Lounge.  

 A simple ceremony was held wherein, after a short 
Welcome Remarks from Chancellor Azcuna, a video 
presentation about the Philippine Judicial Academy was 
shown. This was followed by an interesting exchange of ideas 
and experiences from both delegation(s).

 Surprisingly, this was not the first time that the said 
delegation visited the Philippines.  Justice Bhattarai shared 
that in 2003, they attended a training/forum sponsored by the 
University of the Philippines (UP) Law Center with the hope of 
getting some ideas as they were then also putting up a judicial 
academy, which later became the National Judicial Academy 
of Nepal.

(Continued on page 43)

 Justice Bhattarai also mentioned during the discussion 
that Nepal borrowed a lot of legal principles from the 
Philippine Judiciary.  The principles of our Code of Judicial 
Conduct, in particular, were adopted by the Nepal judiciary. 
They also conduct trainings for the members of the judiciary 
and information dissemination for the public in general.  
Similarities in the process of selection and appointment of 
judges and justices were also shared.

 There was also an engaging discussion on how judicial 
education makes an impact in improving the judicial system.  
Justice Delilah Vidallon-Magtolis, PHILJA Chief of Office for 
Academic Affairs, commented that as an indirect way to 
determine the impact of judicial education, PHILJA regularly 
conducts training needs assessment  among judges and court 
personnel and also elicits suggestions from different sectors. 
Dean Sedfrey M. Candelaria, Head of PHILJA’s Research, 
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Orientation-Seminar

Ninth Orientation Seminar-Workshop for Newly 
Appointed Sheriffs and Process Servers
Date: July 19–21, 2016
Venue: PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 54 newly appointed sheriffs and process 
servers, namely:

I.	 Sheriffs

Regional Trial Courts

National	Capital	Judicial	Region
Mr. Jacob Joshua A. Falguera
RTC, Br. 135, Makati City 
Mr. Darwin V. Trinidad
RTC, Br. 125, Caloocan City 

Region	I
Mr. Justino M. Frigillana
RTC, Br. 30, San Fernando City, La Union

Region	II
Mr. Eddie I. Dugayon
RTC, Br. 25, Tabuk City, Kalinga
Mr. Carmelo A. Verzola
RTC, Br. 26, Luna, Apayao

Region	III
Ms. Maria Paullette S. De Leon
RTC, OCC, Dinalupihan, Bataan
Mr. Leocadio M. Mendoza
RTC, Br. 14, Malolos City, Bulacan
Mr. Joel M. Magtuloy
RTC, Br. 96, Dinalupihan, Bataan*

REGION IV
Ms. Aniken P. Canilan
RTC, Br. 93, San Pedro, Laguna
Mr. Versuelo R. Garcia IV
RTC, Br. 45, San Jose, Mindoro Occidental

Region	VII
Mr. John Mark A. Alcontin
RTC, Br. 66, Talisay City, Cebu
Mr. Franklin D. Lachica, Jr.
RTC, Br. 6, Cebu City, Cebu
Mr. Julius C. Taray
RTC, OCC, Tagbilaran City, Bohol

Region	VIII
Mr. Dexter Lance B. Mangubat
RTC, Br. 35, Ormoc City, Leyte

Region	IX
Mr. Marlon D. Falcasantos
RTC, Br. 2, Isabela City, Basilan
Ms. Maria Luz C. Hagie
RTC, Br. 14, Zamboanga City, Zamboanga del Sur
Mr. Gionnathan H. Mendez
RTC, Br. 20, Pagadian City, Zamboanga del Sur

Region	XII
Ms. Amina M. Lala
RTC, Br. 9, Marawi City, Lanao del Sur

Metropolitan Trial Court

National	Capital	Judicial	Region
Ms. Armina B. Almonte
MeTC, OCC, Pasay City

Municipal Trial Courts in Cities

Region	VII
Mr. Gibson Y. Caidlang
MTCC, Br. 5, Cebu City, Cebu
Mr. Joshua Philip G. Maninantan
MTCC, Br. 2, Cebu City, Cebu

Region	VIII
Mr. Arvin J. Andres
MTCC, Baybay City, Leyte

Region	XI
Mr. Jonathan E. Flores
MTCC, Br. 1, Kaputian District, Island Garden City of Samal  
Davao del Norte
Mr. Lars S. Garillos
MTCC, Br. 5, Davao City, Davao del Sur

II.			 Process	Servers

Regional Trial Courts

National	Capital	Judicial	Region
Mr. Ariel D. Custodio
RTC, Br. 170, Malabon City
Mr. Rolando L. Plaza
RTC, Br. 164, Pasig City
Mr. Arlvin Benedict B. Ruga
RTC, Br. 229, Quezon City

Region	II
Ms. Novelyn A. Nieves
RTC, Br. 4, Tuguegarao City, Cagayan

Region	III
Mr. Jayson C. Hermoso
RTC, Br. 89, Sto. Domingo, Nueva Ecija
Mr. Emmanuel N. Larioza
RTC, OCC, Mariveles, Bataan

* Was issued Certificate of Attendance only due to incomplete 
attendance. Missed the morning session on July 19, 2016.
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Region	VI
Mr. Jose Loel B. Guanzon
RTC, Br. 53, Bacolod City, Negros Occidental
Mr. Daren B. Say
RTC, Br. 52, Bacolod City, Negros Occidental
Region	VII
Ms. Nenette A. Gangoso
RTC, OCC, Talisay City, Cebu
Region	VIII
Mr. Ferdinand M. Akang, Sr.
RTC, Br. 29, Catbalogan, Samar
Mr. Reynante A. Delfin
RTC, Br. 16, Naval, Biliran
Region	XI
Mr. Dennis V. Majadas
RTC, Br. 12, Davao City, Davao del Sur
Region	XII
Mr. Dereck Dane T. Palmones
RTC, Br. 23, Kidapawan City, North Cotabato

Metropolitan Trial Court

National	Capital	Judicial	Region
Mr. Alfredo A. Zapata
MeTC, Br. 99, Mandaluyong City

Municipal Trial Courts in Cities

Region	I
Ms. Baby Boy B. de Guzman
MTCC, San Carlos City, Pangasinan

Region	III
Mr. Rene L. Barua
MTCC, OCC, San Jose del Monte City, Bulacan
Region	IV
Mr. Virgilio D. Jocson, Jr.
MTCC, Br. 1, Imus City, Cavite
Mr. Fernan F. Sandoval
MTCC, Br. 3, Lipa City, Batangas
Region	VI
Mr. Jomar D. Dumilig
MTCC, OCC, Roxas City, Capiz
Region	IX
Mr. Mohammad Yasser S. Asid
MTCC, OCC, Zamboanga City, Zamboanga del Sur
Region	X
Mr. Emmanuel Virgilio M. Edmilao
MTCC, Br. 2, Oroquieta City, Misamis Occidental

Municipal Trial Courts 

Region	IV
Mr. Danilo B. Arbas
MTC, Br. 1, Binangonan, Rizal
Mr. Climaco S. Funtilar
MTC, Mulanay, Quezon

Region	VIII
Mr. Rolando N. Bud-oy, Jr.
MTC, Dagami, Leyte

Municipal Circuit Trial Courts 

Region	II
Mr. Jerwin S. Agapay
1st MCTC: Claveria–Sta. Praxedes, Cagayan
Region	III
Ms. Aileen Mae C. Beato
3rd MCTC: Botolan–Cabangan, Zambales
Region	IV
Mr. Paul Erwin A. Inawat
5th MCTC: Paete–Pakil–Pangil, Laguna
Region	VII
Mr. Romulo L. Marinduque
13th MCTC: Dumanjug–Ronda, Cebu
Region	X
Mr. Austro G. Angga
1st MCTC: Talakag–Malitbong–Baungon, Bukidnon
Region	XII
Mr. Franz Anthony G. Oca
2nd MCTC: Linamon– Matungao–Tagoloan, Lanao del Norte

Orientation and Training Seminar for Judges and Court 
Decongestion Officers of Beneficiary Courts 
Regions	XI	and	XII
Date:  August 30–31, 2016 
Venue:  Seda Abreeza Hotel, Davao City
Participants: 63 RTC and MTCC judges and court 
decongestion officers

Regions	IX,	X	and	XII
Date:  September 7–8, 2016 
Venue:  Seda Centrio Hotel, Cagayan de Oro City
Participants: 59 RTC and MTCC judges and court 
decongestion officers

Pre-Judicature	Program

39th Pre-Judicature Program
Date: July 18–29, 2016
Venue: Bayview Park Hotel, Roxas Boulevard, Manila
Participants: 38 lawyers, namely:

National	Capital	Judicial	Region
Jaime Crispin A. Arroyo
Luz L. Awayan-Macasinag
Maxlen C. Balanon
Pia Cristina B. Bersamin-Embuscado
Francis James G. Brillantes
Jose Pocholo R. Del Rosario
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Judicial	Career	Enhancement	Program	
(JCEP)

Career	Enhancement	Program

Special	Focus	Program

Rowena A. Del Rosario
Sheilah P. Elbinias
Marcia Monina L. Eraldo-Arnuco
Benjamin B. Fernando, Jr.
Luch R. Gempis, Jr.
Josephine C. Guia-Espiel
Irene May I. Junio
Rowena F. Mutia
Morgan R. Nicanor
Jodaline L. Taguinod

Region	I
Raul C. Laluan
Robert B. Ocampo
Rhomir S. Yanquiling

Region	III
Christian B. Flores 

Region	IV
Catalino C. Atienza
Alfreda D. De Torres-Banuelos
Jose Jay E. Dela Chica
Michelle L. Hortiz-Abarintos
Krisandra Ann D. Malaluan
Panfilo I. Sala, Jr.

Region	V
Merly A. Chan
Maribel M. Driz-Azcarraga
Ritche R. Regala
Alicia S. Remendado

Region	VI
Radney R. Garcia
Joy R. Infante-Guilot

Region	VII
Aiiza Fiel Almendras Arcenal-Nogra
David Augustus L. Hermos
Judilyn H. Tapia

Region	IX
Kenneth S. Lim

Region	XI
Cornelio R. Baliao III
Maria Luz N. Tupas-Floresta

First Level Court Judges of the 10th Judicial Region
Date:  July 13–15, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants:  52 MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges

First Level Court Judges of the National Capital Judicial 
Region and Regions I–VI 

Regional Trial Court Sheriffs of the Seventh Judicial 
Region
Date:  July 5–7, 2016 
Venue:  Hotel Fortuna, Cebu City
Participants:  49 RTC sheriffs

Court Social Workers of the First, Second, Fourth and 
Fifth Judicial Regions 
Date:  July 12–14, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 76 RTC-OCC court social workers

Competency Enhancement Training for Judges, 
Prosecutors, Social Workers, and Law Enforcement 
Investigators on the Management of Online Sexual 
Exploitation of Children Cases
Development Partners: United Nations Children’s Fund 
(UNICEF), Australian Embassy–The Philippines, The Asia 
Foundation (TAF), SC Committee on Family Courts and 
Juvenile Concerns
Date:  July 5–6, 2016 
Venue:  Marco Polo Plaza Hotel, Cebu City
Participants: 38 RTC judges and court social workers, 
prosecutors, and law enforcement investigators

Competency Enhancement Training for Judges, 
Prosecutors, Social Workers, and Law Enforcement 
Investigators Handling Trafficking in Persons Cases
Development Partner: Australia–Asia Program to Combat 
Trafficking in Persons (AAPTIP)
Date:  September 13–15, 2016 
Venue:  Taal Vista Hotel, Tagaytay City
Participants: 49 RTC judges and court social workers, 
prosecutors and law enforcement investigators 

Strategic Performance Management System (SPMS)  
Trainers’ Training
Batch	1
Date:  July 5 and 19, 2016 
Venue:  Court of Tax Appeals Multi-Purpose Hall, Quezon City
Participants: 56 RTC and MeTC executive and presiding 
judges, administrative officers, clerks of court, court 

Date:  July 27–29, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 87 MeTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges
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stenographers, court legal researchers, interpreters, process 
servers, sheriffs, social worker officers, librarians, cash clerks, 
clerks and utility workers of the National Capital Judicial 
Region, and court attorneys from OCA

Batch	2
Date:  July 27–28, 2016 
Venue:  Hotel Stotsenberg, Clarkfield Freeport Zone 
Pampanga
Participants: 65 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC executive and 
presiding judges, clerks of court, branch clerks of court, court 
legal researchers, interpreters, process servers, sheriffs, 
court stenographers, clerks and utility workers of Region III, 
and court attorneys, human resource management officers 
and executive assistants from OCA

Batch	3
Date:  August 2–3, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 65 RTC, MeTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC executive 
and presiding judges, clerks of court, court legal researchers, 
legal researchers, interpreters, court stenographers, sheriffs, 
junior process servers, data entry machine operators, 
clerks and utility workers of Region IV and NCJR, and court 
attorneys, human resource management officers and 
executive assistants from OCA

Batch	4
Date:  August 15–16, 2016
Venue:  Hotel Del Rio, Iloilo City
Participants:  63 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC presiding 
judges, clerks of court, interpreters,  sheriffs, court 
legal researchers, court stenographers, process servers, 
administrative officers, records officers, librarians, social 
welfare officers, data entry machine operators, clerks and 
utility workers of Region VI

Batch	5
Date:  August 18–19, 2016
Venue:  Golden Peak Hotel, Cebu City
Participants: 59 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC presiding judges, 
clerks of court, branch clerk of court, interpreters, sheriffs, 
court legal researchers, court stenographers, social welfare 
officers, librarians, data entry machine operators, clerks and 
utility workers of Regions VII and VIII 

Batch	6
Date:  August 25–26, 2016
Venue:  Hotel Elizabeth, Baguio City
Participants: 27 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges and court 
personnel of Region I 
Batch	7
Date:  August 31–September 1, 2016
Venue:  Hotel St. Ellis, Legazpi City, Albay
Participants: 58 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC executive and 
presiding judges, clerks of court, court legal researchers, 
court stenographers, interpreters, sheriffs, data entry 
machine operators and clerks of Region V

Batch	8
Date:  September 15–16, 2016
Venue:  Waterfront Insular Hotel, Davao City
Participants: 57 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges and court 
personnel of Regions XI and XII

Batch	9
Date:  September 26–27, 2016
Venue:  Hotel Elizabeth, Baguio City
Participants: 56 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges and court 
personnel of Regions II

Seminar-Workshop on Procedural, Substantive Laws 
and Jurisprudence on Intellectual Property for Special 
Commercial Court Judges for Regions I, II, III, IV and V
Development Partners:  Intellectual Property Office of the 
Philippines (IPO-PHL), United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID) and American Bar Association–Rule of 
Law Initiative (ABA-ROLI)
Date:  July 21–22, 2016 
Venue:  Le Monet Hotel, Baguio City
Participants: 31 RTC judges

Seminar on the Financial Liquidation and Suspension of 
Payments (FLSP) Rules of Procedure 
Development Partners:  United States Agency for 
International Development (USAID) and American Bar 
Association–Rule of Law Initiative (ABA-ROLI)

Court	of	Appeals	Justices	(Cagayan	de	Oro	City	Station),	
Special	Commercial	Court	Judges	and	Pairing	Court	
Judges	of	Region	IX,	X,	XI	and	XII
Date:  September 1, 2016 
Venue:  Park Inn by Radisson, Davao City
Participants: 30 Court of Appeals–Cagayan de Oro Station 
justices and special commercial court judges

Special	Commercial	Court	Judges	and	Pairing	Court	
Judges	of	Regions	I,	II,	III,	IV	and	V
Date:  September 30, 2016 
Venue:  The Manor, Baguio City
Participants: 29 RTC judges

Training Seminar on the 2016 Revised Rule of Procedure 
for Small Claims Cases for First Level Court Clerks of 
Court of the Eighth Judicial Region
Date:  August 5, 2016 
Venue:  Hotel Alejandro, Tacloban City
Participants: 89 MTCC, MTC and MCTC clerks of court

Information Dissemination through a Dialogue between 
Barangay Officials and Court Officials
City	of	Olongapo
Date:  August 12, 2016 
Venue:  Rizal Triangle Multi-Purpose Center
Olongapo City, Zambales
Participants: 92 barangay officials
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Alternative	Dispute	Resolution	Program

Special Lecture

City	of	Tacloban
Date:  August 25, 2016 
Venue:  BR Hall, Calanipawan, Tacloban City
Participants: 28 barangay officials
Municipality	of	Catarman
Date:  August 26, 2016 
Venue:  Ibabao Hall, Provincial Capitol, Catarman
Northern Samar
Participants: 223 barangay officials

Municipality	of	Los	Baños
Date:  September 29, 2016 
Venue:  Municipal Building, National Highway corner
PCARRD Road, Los Baños, Laguna
Participants: 64 barangay officials

City	of	Cavite
Date:  September 30, 2016 
Venue:  Cavite National High School Conference Room
Cruz Herrea Street, Caridad, Cavite City
Participants: 149 barangay officials

Seminar-Workshop on Dangerous Drugs Law for Judges, 
Prosecutors, and Law Enforcers of the Third Judicial 
Region
Development Partner:  Dangerous Drugs Board
Date:  August 30–September 1, 2016 
Venue:  Xenia Hotel Clark, Angeles City, Pampanga
Participants: 83 RTC judges, prosecutors, law enforcers 
from the Philippine Dangerous Drugs Board, Philippine 
National Police and National Bureau of Investigation, and 
representatives from the Office of the Solicitor General, 
Parole and Probation Agency, and Bureau of Customs

Personal Security Training for Judges
Development Partner:  National Bureau of Investigation (NBI)
Date:  September 13–15, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 45 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges

13th Metrobank Foundation Professorial Chair Lecture 
entitled “Remedial Law as an Instrument to Promote 
Social Justice and Environmental Protection” by Justice 
Magdangal M. De Leon
Development Partner:  Metrobank Foundation, Inc.
Date:  August 18, 2016 
Venue:  Court of Appeals Auditorium, Manila
Participants: 292 SC and PHILJA officials and employees, 
CA justices and attorneys, CTA employee, Sandiganbayan 
attorneys, RTC and MeTC judges and clerks of court of the 
NCJR, representatives from Metrobank, academe, business 
sectors, and other guests

Basic Mediation Course
Agusan	del	Norte	and	Agusan	del	Sur	Mediation	
Programs
Date:  September 5–8, 2016 
Venue:  Red Palm Suites, Butuan City, Agusan del Norte 
Participants: 27 mediation trainees

Orientation and Screening of Prospective Mediators and 
PMC Unit Staff
Agusan	del	Norte	Mediation	Program
Date:  July 19, 2016 
Venue:  Hall of Justice, Butuan City, Agusan del Norte
Participants: 26 prospective mediators and PMCU staff 
applicants

Agusan	del	Sur	Mediation	Program
Date:  July 21, 2016 
Venue:  Hall of Justice, Prosperidad, Agusan del Sur
Participants: 26 prospective mediators and PMCU staff 
applicants

Refresher/Advanced Course for Court-Annexed 
Mediators (Skills Enhancement Course)
Pampanga,	Zambales	and	Bataan	Mediation	Programs
Date:  July 5–6, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 36 mediators

Cebu	and	Leyte	Mediation	Programs
Date:  August 3–4, 2016 
Venue:  City Suites Condotel, Cebu City
Participants: 40 mediators

Nueva	Ecija,	Tarlac	and	Camarines	Norte	Mediation	
Programs
Date:  September  21–22, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 39 mediators

18th National Convention and Seminar of the 
Metropolitan and City Judges Association of the 
Philippines
Date:  September 28–30, 2016 
Venue:  Iloilo Convention Center, Iloilo City
Participants: 144 MeTC and MTCC judges

Convention-Seminar
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Pre-Internship Orientation and Meeting with Judges, 
Clerks of Court, Branch Clerks of Court, Mediation 
Trainees and PMC Unit Staff

Aurora	Mediation	Program
Date:  July 1, 2016 
Venue:  Machiavelli Lodge, Baler, Aurora
Participants: 20 judges, clerks of court, mediation trainees 
and PMCU staff

Agusan	del	Norte	Mediation	Program
Date:  September 8, 2016 
Venue:  Red Palm Suites, Butuan City, Agusan del Norte
Participants: 50 judges, clerks of court, mediation trainees 
and PMCU staff

Agusan	del	Sur	Mediation	Program
Date:  September 9, 2016 
Venue:  Provincial Learning Center, Prosperidad
Agusan del Sur
Participants: 19 judges, clerks of court and mediation 
trainees

Judicial Settlement Conference for Judges on Judicial 
Dispute Resolution (Skills-based Course)
Date:  August 23–26, 2016 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 38 RTC, MeTC and MTC judges

Date:  September 27–30, 2016 
Venue:  Hotel Fortuna, Cebu City
Participants: 52 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges

Dean Sedfrey M. Candelaria, Head of PHILJA’s Research, Publications and Linkages Office, and Chair of its Department of Special Areas of Concern (seated center) with 
the participants of the  Regional Judicial Career Enhancement Program for First Level Court Judges of the National Capital Judicial Region and Regions I–VI held on July 
27–29, 2016 at the PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City.

PHILJA Chancellor Justice Adolfo S. Azcuna (seated 4th from left), NBI Assistant Director Medardo G. De Lemos (seated 1st from right), and NBI Spokesperson Ferdinand 
M. Lavin (seated 1st from left) with the participants of the Personal Security Training for Judges held on September 13–15, 2016 at the PHILJA Training, Tagaytay City.
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Elements	of	Extradition
Presidential Decree No. 1069 defines the general procedure 
for the extradition of persons who have committed crimes 
in a foreign country, and lays down the rules to guide the 
Executive Department and the courts of the Philippines on 
the proper implementation of the extradition treaties to 
which the country is a signatory. Nevertheless, the particular 
treaties entered into by the Philippine Government with other 
countries primarily govern the relationship between the 
parties. 

 The RP-HK Agreement is still in full force and effect as an 
extradition treaty. The procedures therein delineated regulate 
the rights and obligations of the Republic of the Philippines 
and the HKSAR under the treaty in the handling of extradition 
requests. 

 For purposes of the extradition of Muñoz, the HKSAR 
as the requesting state must establish the following six 
elements, namely: (1) there must be an extradition treaty in 
force between the HKSAR and the Philippines; (2) the criminal 
charges that are pending in the HKSAR against the person to be 
extradited; (3) the crimes for which the person to be extradited 
is charged are extraditable within the terms of the treaty; (4) 
the individual before the court is the same person charged in 
the HKSAR; (5) the evidence submitted establishes probable 
cause to believe that the person to be extradited committed 
the offenses charged; and (6) the offenses are criminal in both 
the HKSAR and the Philippines (double criminality rule). 

 The first five of the elements inarguably obtain herein, 
as both the RTC and the CA found. To start with, the RP-
Hong Kong Agreement subsists and has not been revoked 
or terminated by either party. Secondly, there have been 10 
criminal cases filed against Muñoz in Hong Kong, specifically: 
three counts of accepting an advantage as an agent and 
seven counts of conspiracy to defraud. Thirdly, the crimes 
of accepting an advantage as an agent and of conspiracy to 
defraud were extraditable under the terms of the RP-Hong 
Kong Agreement. Fourthly, Muñoz was the very same person 
charged with such offenses based on the documents relied 
upon by the DOJ, and the examination and determination 
of probable cause by the RTC that led to the issuance of the 
order for the arrest of Muñoz. And, lastly, there is probable 
cause to believe that Muñoz committed the offenses charged.

 However, it was as to the sixth element that the CA took 
exception as not having been established. Although the crime 

Constitutional	Law	

of conspiracy to defraud was included among the offenses 
covered by the RP-Hong Kong Agreement, and the RTC and 
the CA have agreed that the crime was analogous to the felony 
of estafa through false pretense as defined and penalized 
under Article 315(2) of the Revised Penal Code, it was disputed 
whether or not the other crime of accepting an advantage as 
an agent was also punished as a crime in the Philippines. As 
such, the applicability of the double criminality rule became 
the issue. 

 Under the double criminality rule, the extraditable offense 
must be criminal under the laws of both the requesting and 
the requested states. This simply means that the requested 
state comes under no obligation to surrender the person if 
its laws do not regard the conduct covered by the request for 
extradition as criminal.

x x x x

 A careful reading shows that the foreign law subject-
matter of this controversy deals with bribery in both public 
and private sectors. However, it is also quite evident that the 
particular provision of the POBO allegedly violated by Muñoz, 
i.e., Section 9(1)(a), deals with private sector bribery–this, 
despite the interpretation under Section 2 of the POBO that 
an “agent includes a public servant and any person employed 
by or acting for another.” The POBO clearly states that the 
interpretation shall apply unless the context otherwise 
requires.

x x x x

 Considering that the transactions were entered into 
by and in behalf of the Central Bank of the Philippines, 
an instrumentality of the Philippine Government, Muñoz 
should be charged for the offenses not as a regular agent 
or one representing a private entity but as a public servant 
or employee of the Philippine Government. Yet, because 
the offense of accepting an advantage as an agent charged 
against him in the HKSAR is one that deals with private sector 
bribery, the conditions for the application of the double 
criminality rule are obviously not met. Accordingly, the crime 
of accepting an advantage as an agent must be dropped from 
the request for extradition. x x x. 

Bersamin, J., Government of Hongkong Special Administrative Region v. 
Juan Antonio Muñoz, G.R. No. 207342, August 16, 2016.

Remedial	Law

Concept	and	Application	of	Precautionary	Principle
The principle of precaution originated as a social planning 
principle in Germany. In the 1980s, the Federal Republic of 
Germany used the Vorsogeprinzip (“foresight principle”) 
to justify the implementation of vigorous policies to tackle 
acid rain, global warming and pollution of the North Sea. It 
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Jurisdiction	of	NCIP	vis-à-vis	regular	courts
RA No. 8371 or the Indigenous Peoples’ Rights Act of 1997, 
particularly Sections 65 and 66 thereof, provide:

Sec. 65. Primacy of Customary Laws and Practices. – 
When	 disputes	 involve	 ICCs/IPs,	 customary	 laws	 and	
practices	shall	be	used	to	resolve	the	dispute.	

Sec. 66.  Jurisdiction of the NCIP. – The NCIP, through 
its regional offices, shall have jurisdiction over all claims 
and	 disputes	 involving	 rights	 of	 ICCs/IPs: Provided, 
however, That no such dispute shall be brought to the 
NCIP unless the parties have exhausted all remedies 
provided under their customary laws. For this purpose, 
a certification shall be issued by the Council of Elders/
Leaders who participated in the attempt to settle the 
dispute that the same has not been resolved, which 
certification shall be a condition precedent to the filing 
of a petition with the NCIP. 

has since emerged from a need to protect humans and the 
environment from increasingly unpredictable, uncertain, and 
unquantifiable but possibly catastrophic risks such as those 
associated with Genetically Modified Organisms and climate 
change, among others. The oft-cited Principle 15 of the 1992 
Rio Declaration on Environment and Development (1992 Rio 
Agenda), first embodied this principle, as follows: 

Principle 15

In order to protect the environment, the precautionary 
approach shall be widely applied by States according to 
their capabilities. Where there are threats of serious or 
irreversible damage, lack of full scientific certainty shall 
not be used as a reason for postponing cost-effective 
measures to prevent environmental degradation.

 In this jurisdiction, the principle of precaution appearing 
in the Rules of Procedure for Environmental Cases (A.M. No. 
09-6-8-SC) involves matters of evidence in cases where there 
is lack of full scientific certainty in establishing a causal link 
between human activity and environmental effect. In such an 
event, the courts may construe a set of facts as warranting 
either judicial action or inaction with the goal of preserving 
and protecting the environment. It is notable, therefore, that 
the precautionary principle shall only be relevant if there is 
concurrence of three elements, namely: uncertainty, threat 
of environmental damage and serious or irreversible harm. In 
situations where the threat is relatively certain, or that the 
causal link between an action and environmental damage 
can be established, or the probability of occurrence can be 
calculated, only preventive, not precautionary measures, may 
be taken. Neither will the precautionary principle apply if 
there is no indication of a threat of environmental harm, or if 
the threatened harm is trivial or easily reversible. 

 We cannot see the presence of all the elements. To 
begin with, there has been no scientific study. Although the 
precautionary principle allows lack of full scientific certainty in 
establishing a connection between the serious or irreversible 
harm and the human activity, its application is still premised 
on empirical studies. Scientific analysis is still a necessary basis 
for effective policy choices under the precautionary principle. 

 Precaution is a risk management principle invoked after 
scientific inquiry takes place. This scientific stage is often 
considered synonymous with risk assessment. As such, resort 
to the principle shall not be based on anxiety or emotion, 
but from a rational decision rule, based in ethics. As much as 
possible, a complete and objective scientific evaluation of the 
risk to the environment or health should be conducted and 
made available to decision-makers for them to choose the 
most appropriate course of action. Furthermore, the positive 
and negative effects of an activity are also important in the 
application of the principle. The potential harm resulting 
from certain activities should always be judged in view of the 
potential benefits they offer, while the positive and negative 
effects of potential precautionary measures should be 
considered.

 The only study conducted to validate the effects of aerial 
spraying appears to be the Summary Report on the Assessment 
and Fact-Finding Activities on the Issue of Aerial Spraying in 
Banana Plantations. Yet, the fact-finding team that generated 
the report was not a scientific study that could justify the 
resort to the precautionary principle. In fact, the Sangguniang 
Bayan ignored the findings and conclusions of the fact-finding 
team that recommended only a regulation, not a ban, against 
aerial spraying. The recommendation was in line with the 
advocacy of judicious handling and application of chemical 
pesticides by the DOH-Center for Health Development in the 
Davao Region in view of the scarcity of scientific studies to 
support the ban against aerial spraying. 

 We should not apply the precautionary approach in 
sustaining the ban against aerial spraying if little or nothing 
is known of the exact or potential dangers that aerial 
spraying may bring to the health of the residents within 
and near the plantations and to the integrity and balance 
of the environment. It is dangerous to quickly presume that 
the effects of aerial spraying would be adverse even in the 
absence of evidence. Accordingly, for lack of scientific data 
supporting a ban on aerial spraying, Ordinance No. 0309-07 
should be struck down for being unreasonable. 

Bersamin, J., Wilfredo  Mosqueda, et al., v. Pilipino Banana Growers & 
Exporters Association, Inc., G.R. No. 189185, August 16, 2016.

Remedial	Law
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(I)n Unduran, et al. v. Aberasturi, et al., we ruled that 
Section 66 of the IPRA does not endow the NCIP with 
primary and/or exclusive and original jurisdiction over 
all claims and disputes involving rights of ICCs/IPs. 
Based on the qualifying proviso, we held that the NCIP’s 
jurisdiction over such claims and disputes occur only 
when they arise between or among parties belonging 
to the same ICC/IP. Since two of the defendants therein 
were not IPs/ICCs, the regular courts had jurisdiction 
over the complaint in that case.

 In his concurring opinion in Unduran, Justice Jose P. 
Perez submits that the jurisdiction of the NCIP ought to 
be definitively drawn to settle doubts that still linger due 
to the implicit affirmation done in The City Government 
of Baguio City, et al. v. Atty. Masweng, et al. of the NCIP’s 
jurisdiction over cases where one of the parties are not 
ICCs/IPs.

 In Unduran and as in this case, we are hard pressed 
to declare a primary and/or exclusive and original grant 
of jurisdiction to the NCIP over all claims and disputes 
involving rights of ICCs/IPs where there is no clear 
intendment by the legislature.

 After a comprehensive analysis of the classes of 
jurisdiction, We held that “the NCIP cannot be said to have 
even	primary	jurisdiction	over	all	the	ICC/IP	cases	x x x. We 
do not find such specificity in the grant of jurisdiction to the 
NCIP in Section 66 of the IPRA. Neither does the IPRA confer 
original	and	exclusive	jurisdiction	to	the	NCIP	over	all	claims	
and	disputes	involving	rights	of	ICCs/IPs.” Furthermore, 

That NCIP Administrative Circular 44 expands the 
jurisdiction of the NCIP as original and exclusive in 
Sections 5 and 1, respectively of Rule III x x x is of no 
moment. The power of administrative officials to 
promulgate rules in the implementation of a statute 
is necessarily limited to what is provided for in the 
legislative enactment.

 It ought to be stressed that the function of 
promulgating rules and regulations may be legitimately 
exercised only for the purpose of carrying out the 
provisions of the law into effect. The administrative 
regulation must be within the scope and purview of the 
law. The	 implementing	rules	and	regulations	of	a	 law	
cannot	extend	the	law	or	expand	its	coverage,	as	the	
power	 to	 amend	 or	 repeal	 a	 statute	 is	 vested	 in	 the	
legislature.	Indeed,	administrative	issuances	must	not	
override,	but	must	remain	consistent	with	the	law	they	
seek	 to	 apply	 and	 implement.	 They	 are	 intended	 to	
carry	out,	not	to	supplant	or	to	modify,	the	law.

x x x x

	 Perforce,	 in	 this	 case,	 the	 NCIP’s	 Administrative	
Circulars’	 classification	 of	 its	 RHO’s	 jurisdiction	
as	 original	 and	 exclusive,	 supplants	 the	 general	
jurisdiction	granted	by	Batas	Pambansa	Bilang	129	to	
the	trial	courts	and	ultimately,	modifies	and	broadens	

 The IPRA confers jurisdiction on the NCIP over “all claims 
and disputes involving rights of ICCs/IPs,” without qualification 
as to whether such jurisdiction is original and/or exclusive. 
However, Section 5, Rule III of NCIP Administrative Circular No. 
1-03 dated April 9, 2003, known as “The Rules on Pleadings, 
Practice, and Procedure Before the NCIP” (NCIP Rules), went 
beyond the provisions of the IPRA to provide:

Sec. 5. Jurisdiction of the NCIP. – The NClP through its 
Regional Hearing Offices shall exercise jurisdiction over 
all claims and disputes involving rights of ICCs/IPs and all 
cases pertaining to the implementation, enforcement, 
and interpretation of RA No. 8371, including but not 
limited to the following:

(1)	 Original and Exclusive Jurisdiction of the Regional 
Hearing Office (RHO):

a.		 Cases	 involving	disputes	and	controversies	over	
ancestral lands/domains of ICCs/IPs;

x x x x

(2)	 Original Jurisdiction of the Regional Hearing Officer:

a.		 Cases	 affecting	 property	 rights,	 claims	 of	
ownership,	hereditary succession,	and	settlement	
of	 land	 disputes,	 between	 and	 among	 ICCs/IPs	
that	have	not	been	settled	under	customary	laws;	
x x x. (Emphases supplied)

 During the pendency of these proceedings, the NCIP 
promulgated Administrative Circular No. 1, Series of 2014, 
known as “The 2014 Revised Rules of Procedure before the 
National Commission on Indigenous Peoples” (NCIP Revised 
Rules). Section 1, Rule III of the NCIP Revised Rules continues 
to articulate the “original and exclusive” jurisdiction of the 
NCIP-RHO, thus:

Section. 1.  Jurisdiction of the NCIP – The NCIP through 
its Regional Hearing Offices shall exercise jurisdiction 
over all claims and disputes involving rights of ICCs/
IPs and all cases pertaining to the implementation, 
enforcement, and interpretation of RA No. 8371, 
including but not limited to the following:

(1)		Original and Exclusive Jurisdiction of the 
Regional Hearing Office (RHO):

a.  Cases involving disputes and controversies 
over ancestral lands/domains of ICCs/IPs;

x x x x

 We recently had occasion to scrutinize and categorically 
rule upon the validity of the foregoing provisions in Lim, 
specifically “whether the NCIP’s jurisdiction is limited to cases 
where both parties are ICCs/IPs or primary and concurrent 
with	 regular	 courts,	 and/or	 original	 and	 exclusive,	 to	 the	
exclusion	of	the	regular	courts, on all matters involving rights 
of ICCs/IPs.” At the outset, we said:

New Rulings
Remedial Law (Continued)
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Civil	Law

Prospective	application	of	the	new	interest	rate	on	loans	
or	forbearance	of	money	as	imposed	by	BSP’s	Circular	No.	
799 

the	scope	of	the	jurisdiction	conferred	by	the	IPRA	on	
the	NCIP.	We	cannot	sustain	such	a	classification.

x x x x

	 At	 best,	 the	 limited	 jurisdiction	 of	 the	 NCIP	 is	
concurrent	with	that	of	the	regular	trial	courts	 in	the	
exercise	of	the	latter’s	general	jurisdiction	extending	to	
all	controversies	brought	before	them	within	the	legal	
bounds	of	rights	and	remedies.	

 Thus, We struck down as void the latest iteration of 
the NCIP rule purporting to confer original and exclusive 
jurisdiction upon the RHO, contrary to the provisions of the 
IPRA: 

WHEREFORE, the appeal is GRANTED. The Decision of 
the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. SP No. 98268 dated 
April 26, 2010 and the Resolution of the National 
Commission on Indigenous Peoples in RHO 4-01-2006 
dated November 30, 2006 are REVERSED AND SET 
ASIDE. The petition in RHO 4-01-2006 is DISMISSED 
for lack of jurisdiction of the National Commission on 
Indigenous Peoples. Section 1 of NCIP Administrative 
Circular No. 1, Series of 2014, promulgated on October 
9, 2014 declaring the jurisdiction of the Regional 
Hearing Officer as original and exclusive is declared 
VOID for expanding the law. x x x. 

 In view of the foregoing, We find the CA to have erred 
in reversing the RTC’s findings on the jurisdiction of regular 
courts and declaring that the NCIP “has original	and	exclusive	
jurisdiction over the instant case to the exclusion of the 
regular courts.” The appellate court was likewise in error in 
upholding the NCIP’s primary jurisdiction over all claims and 
disputes involving rights of ICCs/IPs and all cases pertaining 
to the implementation, enforcement, and interpretation of 
RA No. 8371. To reiterate Lim, the limited jurisdiction of the 
NCIP is concurrent with that of the regular trial courts in the 
exercise of the latter’s general jurisdiction extending to all 
controversies brought before them within the legal bounds of 
rights and remedies. 

Sereno, CJ., Thomas Begnaen v. Spouses Leo and Elma Caligtan, G.R. 
No. 189852, August 17, 2016.

A disagreement, however, concerns the question of whether 
an interest rate of 6 percent or 12 percent per annum should 
apply in the computation, as this subject was not specifically 
defined in the RTC judgment in the main case. The RTC, in the 
Order dated November 22, 2005, pegged the interest rate at 6 
percent per annum by explaining that Stronghold’s obligation 
did not equate to a loan or forbearance of money. On the other 
hand, the CA explained that the double rate should be based 
on 12 percent per annum, as the Insurance Code pertained to 
a rate “twice the ceiling prescribed by the Monetary Board” 
and thus could only refer to the rate applicable to obligations 
constituting a loan or forbearance of money.

 The Court agrees with the CA that given the provisions of 
the Insurance Code, which is a special law, the applicable rate 
of interest shall be that imposed in a loan or forbearance of 
money as imposed by the Bangko Sentral ng Pilipinas (BSP), 
even irrespective of the nature of Stronghold’s liability. In the 
past years, this rate was at 12 percent per annum. However, in 
light of   Circular No. 799 issued by the BSP on June 21, 2013 
decreasing interest on loans or forbearance of money, the CA’s 
declared rate of 12 percent per annum shall be reduced to 6 
percent per annum from the time of the circular’s effectivity 
on July 1, 2013. The Court explained in Nacar v. Gallery Frames 
that the new rate imposed under the circular could only be 
applied prospectively, and not  retroactively. 

Reyes, J., Stronghold Insurance Co., Inc. v. Pamana Island Resort Hotel 
and Marina Club, Inc., G.R. No. 174838, June 1, 2016.

Distinction	between	assignment	of	credit	and	subrogation
“An assignment of credit is an agreement by virtue of which the 
owner of a credit, known as the assignor, by a legal cause, such 
as sale, dation in payment, exchange or donation, and without 
the consent of the debtor, transfers his credit and accessory 
rights to another, known as the assignee, who acquires the 
power to enforce it to the same extent as the assignor could 
enforce it against the debtor. It may be in the form of sale, but 
at times it may constitute a dation in payment, such as when	a	
debtor, in order to obtain a release from his debt, assigns	to	
his	creditor	a	credit	he	has	against	a	third	person.	

 Simply, an assignment of credit is the process of 
transferring the right of the assignor to the assignee who 
would then have the right to proceed against the debtor. The 
assignment may be done either gratuitously or onerously, in 
which case, the assignment has an effect similar to that of a 
sale. 

 On the other hand, subrogation is a process by which the 
third party pays the obligation of the debtor to the creditor 
with the latter’s consent. As a consequence, the paying third 
party steps into the shoes of the original creditor as subrogee 
of the latter. It results in a subjective novation of the contract 
in that a third person is subrogated to the rights of the creditor.
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Criminal	Law

Chain	of	Custody	Rule	in	Illegal	Drugs	Cases
To secure a conviction under the aforesaid provision, the 
prosecution must establish the concurrence of the following 
elements: (a) the identity of the buyer and the seller, the 
object, and the consideration; and (b) the delivery of the 
thing sold and the payment. Material for such conviction is 
proof that the transaction actually took place, coupled with 
the presentation before the court of the corpus delicti.  “As 
the dangerous drug itself forms an integral and key part of 
the corpus delicti of the crime, it is therefore essential that 
the identity of the prohibited drug be established beyond 
reasonable doubt. Thus, the prosecution must be able 
to account for each link in the chain of custody over the 
dangerous drug, from the moment it was seized from the 
accused up to the time it was presented in court as proof of 
the corpus delicti.” 

 In view of the importance of ensuring that the dangerous 
drug seized from an accused is the same as that presented 
in court as evidence against him, Section 21, Article II of 
RA No. 9165 provides for a “chain of custody rule,” or a 
standard protocol which the police officers must adhere to 
in order to preserve the integrity and evidentiary value of 
the seized contraband. In People of the Philippines v. Sumili, 
the Court explained that, while strict adherence to the said 
rule is desired, any deviation from the same is acceptable so 
long as there is ample justification for the same and that the 
evidentiary value of the seized contraband is preserved, viz.: 

To expand, Section 21 of RA No. 9165 provides the 
“chain of custody rule” outlining the procedure that 
the apprehending officers should follow in handling 
the seized drugs, in order to preserve its integrity 
and evidentiary value. It requires, inter alia, that: (a) 
the apprehending team that has initial custody over 
the seized drugs immediately conduct an inventory 
and take photographs of the same in the presence 
of the accused or the person from whom such items 
were seized, or of the accused’s or the person’s 
representative or counsel, a representative from the 
media, the Department of Justice, and any elected 
public official who shall then sign the copies of the 
inventory; and (b) the seized drugs be turned over 
to the PNP Crime Laboratory within 24 hours from 
its confiscation for examination purposes. While the 
“chain of custody rule” demands utmost compliance 
from	 the	 aforesaid	 officers,	 Section	 21	 of	 the 
Implementing	Rules	and	Regulations	(IRR)	of	RA	No. 
9165	 as	well	 as	 jurisprudence	 nevertheless	 provide 
that	 non-compliance	with	 the	 requirements	 of	 this 
rule	 will	 not	 automatically	 render	 the	 seizure	 and 
custody	of	the	items	void	and	invalid,	so	long	as:	(a) 

 The crucial distinction between assignment and 
subrogation actually deals with the necessity of the consent 
of the debtor in the original transaction. In an assignment of 
credit, the consent of the debtor is not necessary in order that 
the assignment may fully produce legal effects. What the law 
requires in an assignment of credit is not the consent of the 
debtor but merely notice to him as the assignment takes effect 
only from the time he has knowledge thereof. A creditor may, 
therefore, validly assign his credit and its accessories without 
the debtor’s consent.

 Meanwhile, subrogation requires an agreement among 
the three parties concerned—the original creditor, the debtor, 
and the new creditor. It is a new contractual relation based on 
the mutual agreement among all the necessary parties.

 The terms of the MOA and Deed of Sale/Assignment 
between PPGI and UCPB unequivocally show that the parties 
intended an assignment of PPGI’s credit in favor of UCPB. 

 Section 1 of the MOA is explicit that as partial settlement 
of its loan, PPGI sold in favor of UCPB its unsold condominium 
units in MPC as well as its outstanding receivables from the 
539 units covered by Contracts to Sell x x x.

x x x x 

 The provisions of the agreements between PPGI and 
UCPB are clear, explicit and unambiguous as to leave no 
doubt about their objective of executing an assignment of 
credit instead of subrogation. The MOA and the Deed of Sale/
Assignment clearly state that UCPB became an assignee of 
PPGI’s outstanding receivables of its condominium buyers. 
The Court perceives no proviso or any extraneous factor 
that incites a contrary interpretation. Even simultaneous and 
subsequent acts of the parties accentuate their intention to 
treat their agreements as assignment of credit. 

 As Liam herself submits, her consent to the MOA and Deed 
of Sale/Assignment was not secured and she only learned 
about them when PPGI informed her to remit her payments 
to UCPB in a letter dated May 29, 1998 x x x.

x x x x

 The absence of Liam’s consent to the transactions 
between PPGI and UCPB affirms their nature as assignment 
of credit. As already mentioned, the consent of the debtor is 
not essential in assignment of credit. What the law requires is 
merely notice to him. A creditor may, therefore, validly assign 
his credit and its accessories without the debtor’s consent. 
The purpose of the notice is only to inform the debtor that 
from the date of the assignment, payment should be made to 
the assignee and not to the original creditor. 

Reyes, J., Florita Liam v. United Coconut Planters Bank, G.R. No. 194664, 
June 15, 2016.

Doctrinal Reminders
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the RTC acting as a special commercial court. Despite the said 
transfer, however, the SEC still retains sufficient powers to 
justify its assumption of jurisdiction over matters concerning 
its supervisory, administrative and regulatory functions. 
In SEC v. Subic Bay Golf and Country Club, Inc. (SBGCCI) and 
Universal International Group Development Corporation 
(UIGDC), for instance, the Court affirmed the SEC’s assumption 
of jurisdiction over a complaint, which alleged that SBGCCI 
and UIGDC committed misrepresentations in the sale of their 
shares. The Court held in the said case that nothing prevented 
the SEC from assuming jurisdiction to determine if SBGCCI 
and UIGDC committed administrative violations and were 
liable under the SRC despite the complaint having raised intra-
corporate issues. It also ruled that the SEC may investigate 
activities of corporations to ensure compliance with the law.

x x x x
 Beyond doubt, therefore, is the authority of the SEC to 
hear cases regardless of whether an action involves issues 
cognizable by the RTC, provided that the SEC could only act 
upon those which are merely administrative and regulatory 
in character. In other words, the SEC was never dispossessed 
of the power to assume jurisdiction over complaints, even 
if these are riddled with intra-corporate allegations, if their 
invocation of authority is confined only to the extent of 
ensuring compliance with the law and rules, as well as to 
impose fines and penalties for violation thereof; and to 
investigate even motu proprio whether corporations comply 
with the Corporation Code, the SRC and the implementing 
rules and regulations. 
 Thus, in this case, there is simply no doubt that the 
SEC acted properly in assuming jurisdiction over the letter-
complaint filed by private respondents. A perusal of their 
letter-complaint demonstrates that private respondents 
sought the SEC’s intervention in the interest of the minority 
stockholders by “conducting thorough investigation” on the 
actions of the petitioners over “the apparent anomalies and 
fraud over the agreement with ALI,” the growing labor unrest 
at [Capitol], the unpaid individual creditors some of whom 
have already gone into courts to enforce collection, the 
continuing financial mismanagement and gross negligence 
and incompetence shown by Mr. Pablo B. Roman, Jr., et al. in 
running and business affairs of [Capitol] x x x that resulted in 
losses, wastages and dissipation of funds of the corporation.” 
Their prayer for the SEC to exercise its investigatory powers 
in the end would adequately justify the assumption of 
jurisdiction over the letter-complaint regardless if, indeed, 
intra-corporate allegations were raised.
 As the SEC is not ousted of its regulatory and administrative 
jurisdiction to determine and act if administrative violations 
were committed, no grave abuse of discretion can be 
attributed to it when it assumed jurisdiction over the letter-
complaint. Accordingly, the Court finds no error with what 
was held by the CA.

Mendoza, J., Pablo B. Roman, Jr. and Atty. Matias V. Defensor v. SEC, et 
al., G.R. No. 196329, June 1, 2016.

Commercial	Law

SEC’s	regulatory	and	administrative	jurisdiction
Under the Securities Regulation Code (SRC), jurisdiction on 
matters stated under Section 5 of PD No. 902-A, which was 
originally vested in the SEC, has already been transferred to 

there	is	a	justifiable	ground	for	such	non-compliance;	
and	(b)	the	evidentiary	value	of	the	seized	items	are 
properly	preserved.	Hence,	any	divergence	from	the 
prescribed	 procedure	 must	 be	 justified	 and	 should 
not	affect	the	 integrity	and	evidentiary	value	of	the 
confiscated	items.

 After a judicious review of the records, the Court finds 
that the prosecution failed to establish the identity of the 
substance allegedly confiscated from Lintag due to unjustified 
gaps in the chain of custody, thus, militating against a finding 
of guilt beyond reasonable doubt. 

 As may be gleaned from the established facts, the buy-
bust operation conducted on October 25, 2005 resulted in 
Lintag’s arrest, as well as in PO3 Dimacali’s seizure of two  
plastic sachets each containing white crystalline substance 
from Lintag. It is, thus, clear that PO3 Dimacali had custody of 
the seized items from the time of seizure until their arrival at 
the police station. Thereupon, PO3 Dimacali marked the seized 
items and, subsequently, turned them over to SPO2 Gonzales. 
The items were then delivered to the PNP Crime Laboratory 
for a confirmatory test on their contents. x x x.

x x x x

 An examination of the records, however, reveals that as 
indicated in the PNP Crime Laboratory’s receiving stamp on 
the request for laboratory examination, it was SPO3 Valdez— 
and not SPO2 Gonzales—who delivered such request and 
presumably, the seized plastic sachets as well, to Forensic 
Chemical Officer PI Mariano. This immediately puts into 
question how SPO3 Valdez came into possession of the seized 
items, which was neither explained by the prosecution through 
the presentation of testimonial or documentary evidence, nor 
sufficiently addressed by the courts a quo. Thus, absent any 
adequate explanation on the matter, there arises a substantial 
gap in the chain of custody of the plastic sachets seized from 
Lintag. Undoubtedly, this compromises the integrity and 
evidentiary value of the corpus delicti of the crime charged. It 
is settled that in criminal prosecutions involving illegal drugs, 
the presentation of the drugs which constitute the corpus 
delicti of the crime calls for the necessity of proving with moral 
certainty that they are the same seized items. Failing in which, 
the acquittal of the accused on the ground of reasonable 
doubt becomes a matter of right, as in this case. 

Perlas-Bernabe, J., People of the Philippines v. Romeo Lintag y Laureola, 
G.R. No. 219855, September 6, 2016.
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material. Originality means that the material was not copied, 
evidences at least minimal creativity and was independently 
created by the author. It connotes production as a result 
of independent labor. LEC did not produce the door jambs 
and hinges; it bought or acquired them from suppliers and 
thereafter affixed them to the hatch doors. No independent 
original creation can be deduced from such acts.

 The same is true with respect to the design on the door’s 
panel. As LEC has stated, the panels were “designed to blend 
in with the floor of the units in which they [were] installed.” 
Photos of the panels indeed show that their color and pattern 
design were similar to the wooden floor parquet of the 
condominium units. This means that the design on the hatch 
door panel was not a product of LEC’s independent artistic 
judgment and discretion but rather a mere reproduction of an 
already existing design.

 Verily then, the CA erred in holding that a probable cause 
for copyright infringement is imputable against the petitioners. 
Absent originality and copyrightability as elements of a valid 
copyright ownership, no infringement can subsist. 

Reyes, J., Sison Olaño, et al., v. Lim Eng Co, G.R. No. 195835, March 14, 
2016.

Incontestability period 
In Manila Bankers Life Insurance Corporation v. Aban, the Court 
held that if the insured dies within the two-year contestability 
period, the insurer is bound to make good its obligation under 
the policy, regardless of the presence or lack of concealment 
or misrepresentation. The Court held:

Section 48 serves a noble purpose, as it regulates the 
actions of both the insurer and the insured. Under 
the provision, an insurer is given two years—from the 
effectivity of a life insurance contract and while the 
insured is alive—to discover or prove that the policy is 
void ab initio or is rescindable by reason of the fraudulent 
concealment or misrepresentation of the insured or his 
agent. After the two-year period lapses, or when the 
insured dies within the period, the insurer must make 
good on the policy, even though the policy was obtained 
by fraud, concealment, or misrepresentation. This is 
not to say that insurance fraud must be rewarded, 
but that insurers who recklessly and indiscriminately 
solicit and obtain business must be penalized, for such 
recklessness and lack of discrimination ultimately work 
to the detriment of bona fide takers of insurance and the 
public in general.

 In the present case, Sun Life issued Atty. Jesus Jr.’s policy 
on February 5, 2001. Thus, it has two years from its issuance, 
to investigate and verify whether the policy was obtained by 
fraud, concealment, or misrepresentation. Upon the death 
of Atty. Jesus Jr., however, on May 11, 2001, or a mere three 
months from the issuance of the policy, Sun Life loses its right 

No	 copyright	 infringement	 exists	 in	 the	 absence	 of	
originality	 and	 copyrightability	 as	 elements	 of	 a	 valid	
copyright	ownership
From the foregoing description, it is clear that the hatch doors 
were not artistic works within the meaning of copyright laws. 
A copyrightable work refers to literary and artistic works 
defined as original intellectual creations in the literary and 
artistic domain.

 A hatch door, by its nature is an object of utility. It is defined 
as a small door, small gate or an opening that resembles a 
window equipped with an escape for use in case of fire or 
emergency. It is thus by nature, functional and utilitarian 
serving as egress access during emergency. It is not primarily 
an artistic creation but rather an object of utility designed to 
have aesthetic appeal. It is intrinsically a useful article, which, 
as a whole, is not eligible for copyright.

 A “useful article” defined as an article “having an 
intrinsic utilitarian function that is not merely to portray 
the appearance of the article or to convey information” is 
excluded from copyright eligibility. 

 The only instance when a useful article may be the subject 
of copyright protection is when it incorporates a design 
element that is physically or conceptually separable from the 
underlying product. This means that the utilitarian article can 
function without the design element. In such an instance, the 
design element is eligible for copyright protection. The design 
of a useful article shall be considered a pictorial, graphic, 
or sculptural work only if, and only to the extent that, such 
design incorporates pictorial, graphic, or sculptural features 
that can be identified separately from, and are capable of 
existing independently of, the utilitarian aspects of the article.

x x x x

 In the present case, LEC’s hatch doors bore no design 
elements that are physically and conceptually separable, 
independent and distinguishable from the hatch door itself. 
The allegedly distinct set of hinges and distinct jamb, were 
related and necessary hence, not physically or conceptually 
separable from the hatch door’s utilitarian function as an 
apparatus for emergency egress. Without them, the hatch 
door will not function.

 More importantly, they are already existing articles of 
manufacture sourced from different suppliers. Based on the 
records, it is unrebutted that: (a)  the hinges are similar to 
those used in truck doors; (b) the gaskets were procured from 
a company named Pemko and are not original creations of LEC; 
and (c) the locking device are ordinary drawer locks commonly 
used in furniture and office desks.

 Being articles of manufacture already in existence, they 
cannot be deemed as original creations. As earlier stated, valid 
copyright ownership denotes originality of the copyrighted 
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Remedial	Law
Jurisdiction	 over	 boundary	 disputes	 between	 local	
government	units
There is a boundary dispute when a portion or the whole of 
the territorial area of a Local Government Unit (LGU) is claimed 
by two or more LGUs. Here, Barangay Mayamot is claiming a 
portion of the territory of Barangays Bagong Nayon, Sta. Cruz, 
Cupang and Mambugan. Unfortunately for petitioner, the 
resolution of a boundary dispute is outside the jurisdiction of 
the RTC. 

 At the time Barangay Mayamot filed its petition before 
the RTC of Antipolo City, RA No. 7160 was already in effect. 
Sections 118 and 119 of RA No. 7160 provide:

Sec. 118. Jurisdictional Responsibility for Settlement of 
Boundary Dispute. – Boundary disputes between and 
among local government units shall, as much as possible, 
be settled amicably. To this end: 

(a) Boundary disputes involving two or more 
barangays in the same city or municipality 
shall be referred for settlement to the 
sangguniang panlungsod or sangguniang 
bayan concerned.

x x x x

 (e) In the event the sanggunian fails to effect an 
amicable settlement within 60 days from the 
date the dispute was referred thereto, it shall 
issue a certification to that effect. Thereafter, 
the dispute shall be formally tried by the 
sanggunian concerned which shall decide 
the issue within 60 days from the date of the 
certification referred to above.

Sec. 119. Appeal. – Within the time and manner 
prescribed by the Rules of Court, any party may elevate 
the decision of the sanggunian concerned to the proper 
Regional Trial Court having jurisdiction over the area in 
dispute. The Regional Trial Court shall decide the appeal 
within one year from the filing thereof. x x x.

 Based on the foregoing, it is clear that the RTC is 
without jurisdiction to settle a boundary dispute involving 
barangays in the same city or municipality. Said dispute shall 
be referred for settlement to the sangguniang panglungsod 
or sangguniang bayan concerned. If there is failure of 
amicable settlement, the dispute shall be formally tried by the 
sanggunian concerned and shall decide the same within 60 

Evidence; Extrajudicial Confession 
We agree with the Sol Gen. that extra-judicial confession 
given by accused-appellant during the interview conducted 
by the field reporter is admissible in evidence. Accused-
appellant asserts that the confession was involuntarily 
given and was made under extreme fear because he was 
interviewed while he was inside the detention cell and while 
surrounded by police officers. We are not persuaded. That 
the confession was given without the assistance of counsel 
and was therefore involuntary is immaterial. We have 
consistently held that the Bill of Rights does not concern itself 
with relations between private individuals. The prohibitions 
therein are primarily addressed to the State and its agents; 
thus, accused-appellant’s confession to the field reporter 
Tacason is not covered by Section 12(1) and (3) of Article III 
of the Constitution. Furthermore, accused-appellant would 
have this Court believe that the confession was given under 
a tense and fearful atmosphere, similar to that of a custodial 
investigation. In a previous case with similar circumstances, 
We observed that the presence of the police officers did 
not exert any undue pressure or influence on the accused, 
coercing him into giving his confession. The interview was not 
in the nature of a custodial investigation as the response of 
the accused-appellant was made in answer to questions asked 
by the reporter and not by the police. There is no showing 
that the field reporter colluded with the police authorities to 
elicit inculpatory evidence against accused-appellant. Neither 
is there anything on record which suggests that the reporter 
was instructed by the police to extract information from 
him. Moreover, accused-appellant could have refused to be 
interviewed, but instead, he agreed.  A review of the taped 
interview would show that he answered the questions freely 
and spontaneously. The same can also be inferred from the 
testimony of the field reporter x x x. 

x x x x

 As can be gleaned from both the taped interview and the 
testimony of the reporter, accused-appellant’s confession was 
replete with details describing the manner by which the crime 
was committed. This Court has held that “the voluntariness 
of a confession may be inferred from its language such that 
if, upon its face, the confession exhibits no sign of suspicious 
circumstances tending to cast doubt upon its integrity, it 

to rescind the policy. As discussed in Manila Bankers, the 
death of the insured within the two-year period will render 
the right of the insurer to rescind the policy nugatory. As such, 
the incontestability will now set in.

Reyes, J., Sun Life of Canada (Philippines), Inc., v. Ma. Daisy S. Sibya, et 
al., G.R. No. 211212, June 8, 2016.

being replete with details which could be supplied only by 
the accused reflecting spontaneity and coherence which, 
psychologically, cannot be associated with a mind to which 
violence and torture have been applied, it maybe considered 
voluntary.” 

Perez, J., People of the Philippines v. Rodrigo Quitola y Balmonte, G.R. 
No. 200537, July 13, 2016.
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False	 assumption	 of	 another’s	 identity	 and	 educational	
background	renders	a	person	unfit	for	admission	to	the	
Bar
In the case at hand, respondent never completed his college 
degree. While he enrolled at the PLM in 1991, he left a year 
later and entered the PMA where he was discharged in 1993 
without graduating. Clearly, respondent has not completed 
the requisite pre-law degree.

 The  Court does not discount the possibility that respondent 
may later on complete his college education and earn a law 
degree under his real name. However, the assumption of his 
brother’s name, identity, and educational records render him 
unfit for admission to the Bar. The practice of law, after all, is 
not a natural, absolute or constitutional right to be granted 
to everyone who demands it. Rather, it is a privilege limited 
to citizens of good	moral	 character. In In the Matter of the 
Disqualification of Bar Examinee Haron S. Meling in the 2002 
Bar Examinations and for Disciplinary Action as Member of 
the Philippine Shari’a Bar, Atty. Froilan R. Melendez, the Court 
explained the essence of good moral character:

Good moral character is what a person really is, as 
distinguished from good reputation or from the opinion 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 155-2016
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days from the date of the certification referred to. Further, 
the decision of the sanggunian may be appealed to the RTC 
having jurisdiction over the area in dispute, within the time 
and manner prescribed by the Rules of Court.

 As we have ruled in the cases of Municipality of Sta. Fe 
v. Municipality of Aritao, and Municipality of Pateros v. Court 
of Appeals, by virtue of the Local Government Code of 1991, 
the RTC lost its power to try, at the first instance, cases of 
boundary disputes, and it is only when the intermediary steps 
have failed that resort to the RTC will follow as provided in the 
laws. 

 Thus, the Court of Appeals correctly held that the RTC was 
correct in dismissing the petition due to lack of jurisdiction. 
Indeed, whenever it appears that the court has no jurisdiction 
over the subject matter, the action shall be dismissed. This 
defense may be interposed at any time, during appeal or even 
after final judgment. Such is understandable, as this kind of 
jurisdiction is conferred by law and not within the courts, let 
alone the parties, to themselves determine or conveniently 
set aside. 

Jardeleza, J., Barangay Mayamot, Antipolo City v. Antipolo City, et al., 
G.R. No. 187349, August 17, 2016.

Legal	Ethics

generally entertained of him, the estimate which he 
is held by the public in the place where he is known. 
Moral character is not a subjective term but one which 
corresponds to objective reality. The standard of 
personal and professional integrity is not satisfied by 
such conduct as it merely enables a person to escape the 
penalty of criminal law. Good moral character includes 
at least common honesty.

 Here, respondent exhibited his dishonesty and utter lack 
of moral fitness to be a member of the Bar when he assumed 
the name, identity, and school records of his own brother and 
dragged the latter into controversies which eventually caused 
him to fear for his safety and to resign from PSC where he had 
been working for years. Good moral character is essential in 
those who would be lawyers. This is imperative in the nature of 
the office of a lawyer, the trust relation which exists between 
him and his client, as well as between him and the court.

 Finally, respondent made a mockery of the legal 
profession by pretending to have the necessary qualifications 
of a lawyer. He also tarnished the image of lawyers with his 
alleged unscrupulous activities, which resulted in the filing of 
several criminal cases against him. Certainly, respondent and 
his acts do not have a place in the legal profession where one 
of the primary duties of its members is to uphold its integrity 
and dignity. 

Per Curiam, Patrick A. Caronan v. Richard A. Caronan a.k.a. “Atty. Patrick 
A. Carona,” A.C. No. 11316, July 12, 2016.

TO:	ALL	FIRST	AND	SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 ADDRESSING	 FORMATS	AND	 PLACEMENT	OF	 ZIP	
CODES	ON	MAIL	MATTERS

The Philippine Postal Corporation (PHLPOST) has recently 
started its modernization program to mechanize/computerize 
the processing of mail matters. Corollarily, the PHLPOST has 
implemented the use of barcode in the Registered Mail and 
the installation of letter sorting machine for the letters at 
its Office of Exchange at the Central Mall Exchange Center 
(CMEC), to eliminate manual processing and pave the way 
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Sample

Domestic	Mails

Sample No. 1

Annex A

Ms. Jane C. dela Cruz
General Services Dept., ABX Co.
14/F ABC Bldg.,
Tower II Ayala Ave.
1226 Makati City

    Mr. Juan C. dela Cruz
    212 M.H. del Pilar St.
    3005	Pulilan,	Bulacan

Town Province

for the electronic tracking and tracing of Registered items, 
thereby ensuring the much speedier sorting performance and 
accurate mail routing.

 In view of the foregoing, all concerned are DIRECTED to 
faithfully OBSERVE the proper and correct addressing formats 
and placement of zip codes for all mail matters (Registered, 
Express or Ordinary) that will be mailed through the post 
office, for them to be machinable, as follows:

1.  The mailing envelope must weigh minimum of 80 gsm.

2.  The address must contain the correct zip code of the city/
municipality. Zip	 code	 shall	 be	 placed	 on	 the	 left	 side	
of	 the	 last	 line	of	 the	address	 followed	by	City/Town/
Municipality and Province, if necessary, regardless of the 
number of lines considering that some addresses may 
have three or even more than four  lines.

3. Should there be a need to put additional information/
contact details on the face of the envelope or after the 
address, please	 make	 sure	 that	 there	 are	 two	 spaces	
provided	 between	 the	 last	 line	 and	 that	 additional	
information. Otherwise, the mail will become non-
machinable and will have to be manually sorted, which 
would be subject to slower processing.

 The sample of the correct addressing format, for the mails 
(domestic and international) to be machinable, is illustrated 
and appended herein as Annex “A”.

 For your information, guidance and strict compliance.

 July 15, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

Sample No. 2

Ms. Juana R. dela Cruz
123 2nd Street, Brgy 111
6th Avenue East
1403	Caloocan	City,	Metro	Manila

    ABC Enterprises
    PO Box 1025 Makati Central Post Office
    Sen. Gil Puyat Ave.
    1200	Makati	City

    Cellhone No.: 09xxxxxxxxx} Two	spaces

Mr. Juan C. dela Cruz
Unit 123 Bldg. ABC
No. 1 Liwasang Bonifacio
1000 MANILA
PHILIPPINES

    Ms. Janine dela Cruz
    123 Bering Drive
    Houston Texas 77057
    USA

International	Mails

No. 1 From Local to Foreign Destination

TO:	ALL	THE	 JUDGES,	CLERKS	OF	COURT	AND	CONCERNED	
PERSONNEL	OF	 THE	 FIRST	AND	 SECOND	 LEVEL	 COURTS	 IN	
THE	 FOLLOWING	 ECOURT	 ROLL	 OUT	 SITES:	 QUEZON	 CITY,	
ANGELES	CITY,	LAPU-LAPU	CITY,	CEBU	CITY,	TACLOBAN	CITY	
AND	DAVAO	CITY

SUBJECT:	REMINDER	ON	THE	STRICT	AND	REGULAR	USE	OF	
THE	ECOURT	SYSTEM

Upon review, it was found that some of the courts in the 
eCourt roll out sites have not been entering all of their pending 
cases into the eCourt system; that their case entries are not 
complete or updated; that their eCourt-generated reports are 
not reconciled with manual monthly reports; and that they are 
neither using the eCourt Calendar nor conducting Automated 
Hearings.

 In view thereof, you are DIRECTED to STRICTLY	COMPLY 
with Memorandum OCA-eCourt-Rep-1 dated January 6,  2016 
(Re: Monthly eCourt Usage Assessment Forms), and ensure 
that: 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 156-2016
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1.  All pending cases are entered into the eCourt system;
2.  All case entries are completed and updated;
3.  The eCourt-generated reports are reconciled with 

manual monthly reports;
4.  All branches are using the eCourt Calendar; and
5.  All branches are conducting Automated Hearings.

 Accordingly, all first and second level courts in Quezon 
City, Angeles City, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu City, Tacloban City 
and Davao City, except those newly-organized courts that 
have yet to use the eCourt system, are hereby ENJOINED to 
make certain that their pending cases are fully encoded into 
the eCourt system by September	30,	2016, and that all case 
entries are consistently, regularly and accurately updated. In 
addition, the following shall be strictly observed:

1.  Incoming documents shall be logged in the eCourt 
system as soon as these are filed;

2.  Outgoing documents shall be logged in the eCourt 
system as soon as these are released; and

3.  Case incidents shall be created and entered as soon 
as they arise.

 A compliance team from the Office of the Court 
Administrator will conduct spot audits, beginning October 1, 
2016, to monitor adherence hereto.

 For strict compliance.

 July 18, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

TO:	ALL	JUDGES	AND	CLERKS	OF	COURT	OF	THE	FIRST	AND	
SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	NON-DESIGNATION	OF	 SHERIFFS	 TO	 IMPLEMENT	
ALL	WRITS	ISSUED	BY	THE	NON-JUDICIARY	AGENCIES

The Sheriffs Confederation of the Philippines, Inc. (SCOPHIL), 
through its National President, Mr. Fernando R. Regino, 
has sought clarification from this Office as to whether the 
en banc Resolution dated August 26, 2014 of the Supreme 
Court in A.M. No. 14-7-224-RTC (Letters of CoC Marion Gay 
C. Mirabueno, RTC-OCC, Gen. Santos City on the Designation 
of a Sheriff to Implement the Writ of Possession Issued by the 
National Commission on Indigenous People [NCIP]) pertains 
only to writs issued by the NCIP but at the same time opines 
that “[from] a reading of the reason stated in the Resolution it 
is clear that all Writs not emanating from the Judiciary are not 
within the authority of sheriffs as judicial officers to execute.”

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 161-2016

 The aforesaid resolution denied for lack of merit the 
request for designation of a sheriff to implement the writ of 
possession issued by the NCIP, citing the reasons advanced by 
the Office of the Court Administrator and resolving as follows:

The Office of the Court Administrator cites several 
reasons for denying Atty. Mirabueno’s request:

1.  As noted by Atty. Caridad A. Pabello, Chief of Office 
of Administrative Services, while it is true that her 
office acts on requests for detail and reassignment 
of lower court personnel, as well as detail of locally 
funded employees, there are no rules allowing or 
guiding them with respect to the designation of 
sheriffs to implement writs (of possession) issued by 
other government anencies.

x x x x

3.  Court sheriffs are trained to implement writs and 
processes in accordance with the Rules of Court. 
However, what is sought to be implemented is a writ 
of possession issued pursuant to and governed by 
the NCIP’s own rules of procedure.

4.  The March 14, 2013 order was directed to Director 
Wong himself and did not authorize him to seek any 
assistance from Atty. Mirabueno’s office. It merely 
authorized Director Wong to coordinate with the 
pertinent units of the Philippine National Police.

 This Court has long recognized that sheriffs are 
judicial officers. Thus, they are part of the judiciary and 
adjuncts of court of law. The National Commission on 
Indigenous Peoples, through Chapter IX of Republic Act 
No. 8371, otherwise known as “The Indigenous Peoples’ 
Rights of 1997” (IPRA), exercises quasi-judicial powers. 
However, Section 3(k) of the IPRA specifies that the NCIP 
“shall be under the Office of the President.” Thus, the 
NCIP is an agency under the executive rather than the 
judicial branch of the government. Its orders are not 
judicial orders, which are within the authoritv of sheriffs, 
as judicial officers to execute. (Emphasis added)

 In a subsequent case, in A.M. No. 15-07-12-SC (Re: 
Enforcement by Court Sheriffs of the Writs of Execution 
Issued by Quasi-Judicial Bodies, e.g., Construction Industry 
Arbitration Commission, Housing and Land Use Regulatory 
Board, and PAG-IBIG), dated February 2, 2016, the Court en 
banc re-affirmed its Resolution dated August 26, 2014 and 
“[r]esolved to clarify that court sheriffs cannot enforce writs 
of execution issued by quasi-judicial bodies pursuant to the 
Resolution dated August 26, 2014 in A.M. NO. 14-7-224-RTC.”

 In view of the Court’s categorical declaration that court 
sheriffs cannot enforce writs issued by quasi-judicial bodies, 
all concerned are hereby DIRECTED to REFRAIN from 
DESIGNATING their respective sheriffs to implement all writs 
issued by the said agencies.

Circulars
OCA CIRCULAR NO. 156-2016 (continued)
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 For your information, guidance and strict compliance.

 July 22, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

TO:	 ALL	 JUDGES	 OF	 THE	 METROPOLITAN	 TRIAL	 COURTS,	
MUNICIPAL	 TRIAL	 COURTS	 IN	 CITIES,	 MUNICIPAL	 TRIAL	
COURTS,	MUNICIPAL	 CIRCUIT	 TRIAL	 COURTS	AND	 SHARI’A	
CIRCUIT	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 RULES	 AND	 REGULATIONS	 FOR	 THE	
IMPLEMENTATION	 OF	 REPUBLIC	 ACT	 NO.	 10709	 (AN	 ACT	
PROVIDING	 FOR	 30	 DAYS	 FORFEITABLE	 LEAVE	 PRIVILEGES	
ANNUALLY	TO	ALL	JUDGES	OF	THE	FIRST	LEVEL	COURTS)

In the Resolution dated May 31, 2016 in A.M. No. 04-9-04-SC 
(Re: Grant of 30 Days Forfeitable Leave Credits to All First Level 
Court Judges as the Second Level Court Judges Have), the Court 
En Banc resolved to approve the draft Rules and Regulations 
for the Implementation of Republic Act No. 10709, effective 
February 9, 2016, which is hereby quoted as follows:

Rules	and	Regulations	for	the	Implementation	of	
Republic	Act	No.	10709	(An	Act	Providing	for	30	Days	
Forfeitable	Leave	Privileges	Annually	to	All	Judges	of	

the	First	Level	Courts)

Coverage

These guidelines shall apply to all Judges of the 
Metropolitan Trial Courts, Municipal Trial Courts in 
Cities, Municipal Trial Courts, Municipal Circuit Trial 
Courts and Shari’a Circuit Courts.

Purpose

To set out the rules and procedures to be observed 
regarding the implementation of the grant of 30 days 
forfeitable leave with pay to Judges of the First Level 
Courts, as provided under Republic Act No. 10709.

Guidelines	for	Availment	of	Forfeitable	Leave

1.  In addition to the 15 days vacation leave and 15 days 
sick leave privilege provided by law, Judges of the 
First Level Courts shall earn 30 days forfeitable leave 
credits with pay starting in the month of February to 
coincide with the date of effectivity of Republic Act 
No. 10709;

2.  The forfeitable leave can be availed of from February 
1 up to January 31 of the following year, exclusive of 
Saturdays, Sundays and Holidays;

3.  The entitlement to forfeitable leave by newly 
appointed Judges of the First Level Courts shall 
depend on the date of their assumption to duty. 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 162-2016

Hence, those who are appointed on or before the 
month of February of the year shall be entitled to 
30 days forfeitable leave; those appointed in March 
shall be entitled to 27.5 days forfeitable leave; 
those appointed in April shall be entitled to 25 days 
forfeitable leave; those appointed in May shall be 
entitled to 22.5 days forfeitable leave; and so on, 
with the decrease of 2.5 days every month until the 
end of the year;

4.  First Level Court Judges shall no longer be entitled to 
Special Leave Privileges pursuant to Section 21, Rule 
XVI of the Omnibus Rules on Leave; and 

5.  This forfeitable leave privilege given annually to the 
First Level Court Judges is non-cumulative and non- 
convertible to cash.

 Please be guided accordingly.

 July 22, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 176-2016

TO:	ALL	PRESIDING	JUDGES	AND	CLERKS	OF	COURT	OF	THE	
SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 RESOLUTION	 DATED	 JUNE	 21,	 2016	 IN	 A.M.	 NO.	
03-03-03-SC	(AMENDMENT	OF	A.M.	No.	03-03-03-SC	DATED	
JUNE	17,	2003,	FOR	THE	EXPANSION	OF	THE	COVERAGE	OF	
CASES	 COGNIZABLE	 BY	 SPECIAL	 COMMERCIAL	 COURTS	 TO	
INCLUDE	ALL	CASES	GOVERNED	BY	THE	FRIA,	LIQUIDATION	
CASES	EMANATING	FROM	ADMINISTRATIVE	PROCEEDINGS,	
AND	 DISSOLUTION	 AND	 LIQUIDATION	 OF	 PARTNERSHIPS	
UNDER	THE	CIVIL	CODE)

Pursuant to the Resolution dated June 21, 2016 in A.M. No. 
03-03-03-SC, the Court En Banc, among other matters, 
expanded the coverage of cases cognizable by the special 
commercial courts by including all cases governed by the 
Financial Rehabilitation and Insolvency Act of 2010 (FRIA), 
liquidation cases emanating from administrative proceedings, 
and dissolution and liquidation of partnerships under the Civil 
Code.

 The Resolution dated June 21, 2016, appended herein as 
Annex “A”, was published in the Philippine Daily Inquirer and 
Philippine Star on July 22, 2016 and shall take effect on  August 
6, 2016.

 Strict compliance is hereby enjoined.

 July 28, 2016 .

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator
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Annex A

EN BANC

A.M. NO. 03-03-03-SC

AMENDMENT	 OF	 A.M.	 NO.	 03-03-03-SC	 DATED	 JUNE	
17,	 2003,	 FOR	 THE	 EXPANSION	 OF	 THE	 COVERAGE	
OF CASES COGNIZABLE BY SPECIAL COMMERCIAL 
COURTS	 TO	 INCLUDE	 ALL	 CASES	 GOVERNED	 BY	
THE	 FRIA,	 LIQUIDATION	 CASES	 EMANATING	 FROM	
ADMINISTRATIVE	 PROCEEDINGS,	 AND	 DISSOLUTION	
AND	LIQUIDATION	OF	PARTNERSHIPS	UNDER	THE	CIVIL	
CODE

RESOLUTION

Whereas, Section 6 of Republic Act (RA) No. 10142, 
otherwise known as the Financial Rehabilitation and 
Insolvency Act of 2010 (the FRIA) empowers the Supreme 
Court to designate the courts that will hear and resolve 
cases brought thereunder and to promulgate the rules 
of pleading, practice and procedure that will govern such 
proceedings;

Whereas, in view of the passage of RA No. 8799, which 
transferred the jurisdiction of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission over all cases enumerated under Section 5 of 
Presidential Decree No. 902-A, including cases involving 
rehabilitation of corporations, partnerships and other 
associations, to the Regional Trial Courts, A.M. NO. 
03-03-03-SC dated June 17, 2003 designated Special 
Commercial Courts to handle these cases and other cases 
of commercial nature, including intellectual property 
cases;

Whereas, A.M. No. 03-03-03-SC needs to be further 
strengthened in order to address the gaps in venue caused 
by the limited number of designated Special Commercial 
Courts per judicial region;

Whereas, Sections 18 and 23 of Batas Pambansa Bilang 
129 (The Judiciary Reorganization Act of 1980) authorize 
the Supreme Court to define the territorial authority of 
the branches of the Regional Trial Court to allow better 
access to justice;

Whereas, cases governed by the FRIA for (1) the 
rehabilitation of sole proprietorships, in addition to 
partnership and corporations which already fall under the 
jurisdiction of Special Commercial Courts, (2) insolvency 
and liquidation of corporations, partnerships and other 
associations, and (3) insolvency and suspension of 
payments/discharge of individuals, liquidation cases 
emanating from administrative proceedings, as well as 

dissolution and liquidation of partnerships under Articles 
1830 and 1831 of the Civil Code are commercial in nature;

Whereas, to streamline the court structure and promote 
expediency and efficiency in handling special commercial 
cases, the exercise of jurisdiction to hear and decide all 
rehabilitation, insolvency and liquidation cases brought 
under the FRIA and those emanating from administrative 
proceedings, as well as dissolution and liquidation or 
partnerships under Articles 1830 and 1831 of the Civil 
Code are best consolidated under the Special Commercial 
Courts;

NOW,	THEREFORE,	the	Court	Resolves:

1.  That (1) cases governed, by the FRIA for (a) the 
rehabilitation of sole proprietorships, in addition 
to partnerships and corporations which already fall 
under the jurisdiction of Special Commercial Courts, 
(b) the insolvency and liquidation of corporations, 
partnerships and other associations, and (c) the: 
insolvency and suspension of payments/discharge 
of individuals, (2) liquidation cases emanating from 
administrative, proceedings, and (3) dissolution and 
liquidation of partnerships under Articles 1830 and 
1831 of the Civil Code shall be heard and decided by 
the designated Special Commercial Courts;

2.  That, for clarity, the exercise of jurisdiction of Special 
Commercial Courts shall now cover the following 
cases:

(a)  Intra-corporate cases and other cases 
enumerated under Section 5 of Presidential 
Decree (PD) No. 902-A, as amended, that were 
formerly cognizable by the Securities and 
Exchange Commission (A.M. No. 01-2-04-SC,  
March 13, 2001);

(b)  Intellectual Property Cases (A.M. No. 03-03-03-
SC,  June 17,  2003);

i.  All civil actions for violations of intellectual 
property rights provided for in Republic Act 
No. 8293 or the Intellectual Property Code 
(“IP Code”), as amended (Section 1, Rule 2 of 
A.M. No. 10-3-10-SC, October 18, 2011);

ii.  All criminal actions for violations of 
intellectual property rights provided for in 
the IP Code, as amended (Section 1, Rule 10 
of A.M. No. 10-3-10-SC, October  18, 2011);

iii.  Applications for ex parte issuance of a writ 
of search and seizure in civil actions for 
infringement of intellectual property rights 
(A.M. No. 02-1-06-SC,  February 15, 2002 
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and Sec. 2, Rule 2 of A.M. No. 10-3-10-SC, 
October 18, 2011);

iv.  Applications for the issuance of search 
warrants involving violations of the 
Intellectual Property Code (Sec. 2, Rule 10 of 
A.M. No. 10-3-10-SC,  October 18, 2011);

(c)  Cases involving admiralty and maritime laws 
(A.M. No. 05-4-05-SC, April 12,  2005);

(d)  Petitions for dissolution involving partnerships 
under Articles 1830 and 1831 of the Civil Code, 
including liquidation emanating therefrom;

(e) Financial Rehabilitation Cases

i.  Petitions for rehabilitation of corporations, 
partnerships, and sole proprietorships, filed 
pursuant to the FRIA (A.M. No. 12-12-11-SC,  
August 27, 2013); and

ii.  Liquidation of insolvent juridical and 
individual debtors and suspension of 
payments of insolvent debtors pursuant to 
the FRIA (A.M. No. 15-04-06-SC, April 21, 
2015); and

(f) Liquidation Cases

i.  Those emanating from administrative 
proceedings and from expiration of 
corporate term (Sections 118, 119 and 120 of 
the Corporation Code); and

ii.  Court-assisted liquidation under Special 
Laws.

3  Upon the effectivity of this Resolution, all filed 
and pending cases mentioned in the immediately 
preceding paragraph shall be assigned or transferred 
to the designated Special Commercial Courts having 
territorial jurisdiction over them;

4.  When there is no Special Commercial Court 
designated to hear and decide a case filed within a 
specific territory in accordance with the existing 
rules on venue, the case shall be filed in the nearest 
designated Special Commercial Court within the 
judicial region of said territory; and

5.  In order to ensure a just and equitable distribution 
of cases, the designated Special Commercial Courts 
shall continue to participate in the raffle of other 
cases. Provided, however, that the Executive Judge 
concerned shall adopt a procedure whereby every 
rehabilitation, insolvency or liquidation case assigned 
or transferred to a Special Commercial Court shall be 
duly credited to such court.

 This Resolution shall take effect 15 days following its 
publication in the Official Gazette or in two  newspapers of 
national circulation. The Office of the Court Administrator 
(OCA) is directed to circularize the same upon its 
effectivity.

 June 21,2016

(Sgd.) SERENO, CJ, CARPIO, VELASCO, Jr., LEONARDO-
DE CASTRO, BRION, PERALTA, BERSAMIN, (on official 
leave) DEL CASTILLO,  PEREZ, MENDOZA, REYES, PERLAS-
BERNABE, LEONEN, JARDELEZA, CAGUIOA, JJ. 

TO:	 ALL	 JUDGES	 AND	 CLERKS	 OF	 COURT	 OF	 FIRST	 AND	
SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 REQUEST	 OF	 BANKS	 AND	 OTHER	 FINANCIAL	
INSTITUTIONS	FOR	INFORMATION	ON	THE	STATUS	OF	A	CASE	
AND	THE	PERSONAL	DATA	OF	A	PARTY	TO	A	CASE	RELEVANT	
TO	 THE	 CREDIT	 STANDING	 OF	 THE	 LITIGANT	 SUBJECT	 OF	
SUCH	REQUEST

Pursuant to the May 31, 2016 Resolution of the Court En Banc 
in A.M. No. 13-05-01-SC, amending items (i)(2) and (iii) of its  
September 3, 2013 Resolution on the matter, all requests of 
banks and other financial institutions for information on the 
status of a case and the personal data of a party to a case, 
which are relevant to the credit standing of the litigant subject 
of such request, shall be filed by banks or financial institutions 
and acted upon by the courts under these conditions:

(i)  the bank or financial institution requesting the 
said information, after conducting diligent credit 
investigation shall:
(1)  provide the docket number and the parties 

to the case where the litigant under credit 
investigation is involved, to the court where 
such case has been found to be assigned;

(2)  attach to the request the written consent to 
access to the said information, of all parties to 
the case, provided that if a party is a juridical 
person, its president or head shall give 
consent. If	 only	 the	 written	 consent	 of	 the	
bank’s	 client/loan	applicant	 is	presented,	 the	
information	shall	be	 limited	 to	 the	 (a)	nature	
of	 the	 case,	 (b)	 amount	 involved,	 (c)	 stage	of	
the	 proceedings,	 and	 (d)	 other	 information	
pertaining	to	the	loan	applicant	necessary	for	
the	 determination	 of	 his/her	 credit	 standing.	
In	 providing	 personal	 details	 of	 the	 said	
consenting	party,	care	should	be	made	by	the	
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Clerk	of	Court	that	no	personal	detail	is	given	
concerning	the	non-consenting	adverse	party;

(3)  use the accessed information only for the 
specific purpose stated in the request; and

(4) treat with strict confidentiality the accessed 
information under pain of contempt of court;

(ii)  the clerk of court of the requested court shall:

(1)  submit the request to the presiding judge of the 
court for approval;

(2) charge the requesting bank or financial 
institution with service fee in accordance with 
Rule 141 of the Rules of Court;

(3)  issue a certification on the requested 
information within three working days from 
receipt of the request;

(4)  furnish each of the parties to the case with a 
copy of the certification issued; and

(5)  attach a copy of the certification to the record of 
the case; and

(iii) such other conditions as the Office of the Court 
Administrator may prescribe to protect the privacy 
of all parties to the case, and to ensure that the 
proper administration of justice is not unduly 
prejudiced by the additional task of court personnel. 
[Amendments in bold]

 This amends OCA Circular No. 41-2014.

 For strict compliance.

 August 1, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 184-2016

TO:	ALL	JUDGES	OF	THE	FIRST	AND	SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 UNIFORM	 GUIDELINES	 FOR	 THE	 TEMPORARY	
TRANSFER	OF	RECORDS	PURSUANT	TO	A.M.	NO.	15-08-07-
SC

Quoted hereunder, for the information,	guidance	and	strict	
compliance of all judges of the first and second level courts, is 
the Court En Banc Resolution dated April 5, 2016 in A.M. No. 
15-08-07-SC (Re: Administrative Matter for Agenda Requesting 
the Transfer of Venue of Pending Case/s Wherein the Accused 
is Currently Detained at the National Penitentiary by Virtue of 
a Conviction in Another Case): 

A.M. No. 15-08-07-SC (Re: Administrative Matter 
for Agenda Requesting the Transfer of Venue of 
Pending Case/s is Wherein the Accused is Currently 
Detained at the National Penitentiary by Virtue of a 
Conviction in Another Case). – The Court Resolved, 
upon the recommendation of the Office of the Court 
Administrator, to AMEND the uniform guidelines for 
the temporary transfer of records, as provided in the 
resolution dated November 10, 2015, to read as follows:

For uniformity as	 far	 as	 practicable, the following 
guidelines for temporary transfer of records shall 
likewise be adopted:

a.  Within three days from notice, Presiding	Judge	
[NAME	 OF	 JUDGE,	 COURT	 STATION]	 or	 his/
her successor shall cause the transmittal of 
the case records to the [COURT	 STATION	 OF	
ACCOMMODATING	 COURT], specifying the 
proceedings to be conducted thereat;

b.  Within three days from receipt of the case 
records, the Executive Judge of the court 
where the required	proceeding(s)	is/are	to	be	
conducted shall immediately cause the raffle of 
the case(s) among the judges in the station;

c.  The judge to whom the case is assigned 
or raffled shall immediately calendar the 
requested	proceeding;

d.  In	 case	 the	 national	 prisoner	 is	 one	 of	 the	
accused,	subsequent	to	arraignment, the judge 
concerned shall inquire from the accused, who 
will be assisted by counsel, (i) whether he/she 
was properly informed by counsel that the case 
records will be forwarded to the present court 
for the	specific	proceeding(s); and (ii) whether 
he/she	waives	 the	 right to be present at the 
proceedings	to	be	conducted	at	the	requesting	
court, in recognition or the right to be present 
at any stage of trial.

  If the accused refuses to waive his/her 
right to be present at any stage of trial, the 
case shall be archived and the proceedings 
suspended until the Court shall have 
adopted the appropriate rules governing the 
continuation of proceedings where the accused 
refuses to waive his/her right to be present;

e.  Whenever	in	the	exercise	of	sound	discretion,	
the	 judge	of	the	court	trying	the	case	deems	
the	 presence	 of	 the	 national	 prisoner	 to	 be	
indispensable	 to	 the	 proceedings, the said 
court shall again transmit the case records to 
the incumbent judge of the court to whom 
the case was previously assigned, likewise	
specifying	 the	 necessary	 proceedings	
requested	to	be	undertaken	therein,	and	upon	
concIusion	thereof,	the	incumbent	judge	shall	
cause the immediate return of the case records 
to the requesting	court for continuation of trial 
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until the case shall have been submitted for 
decision;

f.  After the judge of the previously	 requesting	
court shall have written and signed the decision 
in the case, he/she shall cause the transmittal 
thereof for its promulgation by the incumbent 
judge of the court to whom the case was 
previously assigned; and

g.  The incumbent judge shall immediately 
calendar the decision for promulgation, and 
once the promulgation has been completed, 
issue the Certificate of Promulgation and cause 
the immediate return of the case records to 
the	requesting	court. [Amendments in bold].

 August 9, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

TO:	ALL	JUDGES	AND	COURT	PERSONNEL	OF	THE	FIRST	AND	
SECOND	 LEVEL	 TRIAL	 COURTS	 IN	 THE	 ECOURT	 ROLL	 OUT	
SITES

SUBJECT:	 GUIDELINES	 FOR	 CHANGES,	 REVISIONS	 OR	
MODIFICATIONS	 TO	 THE	 DATA	 ENCODED	 IN	 THE	 ECOURT	
SYSTEM

For uniformity and an efficient administration of the eCourt 
system in the eCourt roll out sites, the following guidelines 
shall be observed for any changes, revisions or modifications 
to the data encoded in the eCourt system:

A.  The following items may be changed, modified 
or deleted by the eCourt User through the User’s 
Account:

1.  Party entries
2.  Counsel entries
3.  Court of Origin
4.  Evidence entries
5.  Case Referencing entries
6.  Court Decisions entries
7.  Entries in the Execution of Judgment Section
8.  Case Incidents entries

B.  The following items can only be changed, modified 
or deleted by the System Administrator of the 
Management Information Systems Office (MISO), 
which shall be done by filling out the herein attached 
eCourt	 System	 Request	 Form approved by the 
Executive Judge and submitting the same to the 
respective MISO IT Support Staff:

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 185-2016

1.  Erroneous docketing of newly-filed cases
2.  Double entry of back-encoded cases
3.  Document entries

 For your guidance and strict compliance.

 August 10, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

Date: Time:

Court Station:

Request Details:

Requested by:
(Signature over Printed Name)

Approved by:
(Signature over Printed Name)

Date Approved:
For MISO Personnel use only

Date Attended:

Attended by:
(Signature over Printed Name)

Remarks, if any

eCourt	Case	Management	System

Request	Form

TO:	 THE	 CONCERNED	 FIRST	 AND	 SECOND	 LEVEL	 COURT	
JUDGES	HANDLING	ELECTION	CASES

SUBJECT:	 COMELEC	 MINUTE	 RESOLUTION	 NO.	 16-0400	
DATED	 JUNE	21,	 2016	 (IN	THE	MATTER	OF	THE	PROPOSED	
GUIDELINES	 ON	 THE	 DISPOSAL	 OF	 BALLOT	 BOXES	 USED	
DURING	 THE	MAY	 2010	 AND	 2013	 NATIONAL	 AND	 LOCAL	
ELECTIONS)

In his letter dated July 11, 2016, Atty. Juanito O. Icaro, Regional 
Election Director of Region IV, Commission on Elections 
(COMELEC), requests that the concerned Regional Trial Courts 
handling election cases in Region IV provide his Office with 
report/s on the status of election case/s pending before said 
courts. Attached in his letter is a copy of COMELEC Minute 
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4)  The Director IV of ECAD and the Clerk 
of Commission shall regularly give an 
update or the pendency and/or status 
of election contests or cases pending 
in their respective departments or 
offices.

4.  x x x x

 Considering that, pursuant to the aforequoted provisions, 
several COMELEC offices nationwide, i.e., the Offices of the 
Regional Election Director (OREDs), the Offices of the Provincial 
Election Supervisor (OPESs) and the Office of the Regional 
Election Director–National Capital Region (ORED–NCR), also 
need the subject reports and information to effect the disposal 
of ballot boxes used during the May 2010 and 2013 national 
and local elections, all first and second level court judges who 
are handling election cases are hereby DIRECTED to submit a 
report to the concerned COMELEC office which shall contain 
the list and the status of all election cases filed and pending 
before their respective courts.

 August 18, 2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

TO:	ALL	JUDGES	OF	FIRST	AND	SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 CREATION	 OF	 OFFICE	 PERFORMANCE	
MANAGEMENT	 TEAMS	 PURSUANT	 TO	 THE	 REVISED	
GUIDELINES	 FOR	 THE	 IMPLEMENTATION	 OF	 A	 STRATEGIC	
PERFORMANCE	MANAGEMENT	SYSTEM	IN	THE	JUDICIARY

Pursuant to the Resolution of the Court En Banc dated June 7,  
2016, in A.M. No. 15-12-05-SC, which confirmed the Revised 
Guidelines for the Implementation of a Strategic Performance 
Management System (SPMS) in the Judiciary, and in compliance 
with the relevant Memorandum Circulars issued by the Civil 
Service Commission,1 all branches of the first and second level 
courts are required to create and organize their respective 
Office Performance Management Teams (OPMT) which shall 
be tasked to “consolidate, review, validate and evaluate the 
initial performance assessment”2 of each court personnel 
who in turn will be accomplishing their respective Individual 
Performance Commitment and Review (IPCR) Forms.

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 189-2016

1  Guidelines in the Establishment and Implementation of Agency Strategic 
Performance Management, Civil Service Commission Memorandum Circular 
No. 6, Series of 2012, March 16, 2012; Adopting the Revised Policies on the 
Performance Evaluation System, Civil Service Commission Memorandum 
Circular No. 13, Series of 1999, August 17, 1999; Reiterating the Installation of 
a Performance Management System, Civil Service Commission Memorandum 
Circular No. 1, Series of 2009, January 6, 2009.

2  Revised Guidelines for the Implementation of a Strategic Performance 
Management System (SPMS) in the Judiciary, A.M. No. 15-12-05-SC,  June 7, 
2016.
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Resolution No. 16-0400 dated June 21, 2016 (In the Matter of 
the Proposed Guidelines on the Disposal of Ballot Boxes Used 
During the May 2010 and 2013 National and Local Elections), 
the pertinent provisions of which read as follows:

x x x x

1.  Only ballot boxes that are damaged, broken and/
or unserviceable, such as those that need repair 
or maintenance in excess of 50 percent of their 
current market value, can be disposed;

2.  Contents of that damaged, broken or unserviceable 
ballot box cannot be disposed within a period of at 
(sic) six years after the election on which it was used;

3.  Contents of such damaged, broken or unserviceable 
ballot box is not the subject of any election contest, 
as duly certified by any or all of the following:
a.  the Presidential Electoral Tribunal
b.  the Senate Electoral Tribunal
c.  the House of Representatives Electoral 

Tribunal
d.  the Electoral Contests Adjudication 

Department
e.  the Office of the Clerk of the Commission
f.  the Regional Trial Court
g.  the Metropolitan/Municipal Trial Court

1) The Office of the Deputy Executive 
Director for Operations (ODEDO) shall 
communicate with the Presidential 
Electoral Tribunal, the Senate 
Electoral Tribunal and the House of 
Representatives Electoral Tribunal 
about the pendency and status of 
any election contest or protest, 
particularly that of PET Case No. 001, 
Manuel Roxas vs. Jejomar Binay.

2)  The Office of the Regional Election 
Director (ORED) concerned shall 
communicate with the various 
Regional Trial Courts in his/her area 
of jurisdiction about the pendency 
and status of any election contest or 
protest.

3)  The Office of the Provincial Election 
Supervisor (OPES) concerned shall 
regularly communicate with the 
various Municipal/Metropolitan/
Municipal Circuit Trial Courts in 
higher area of jurisdiction about the 
pendency and status of any election 
contest or protest. [I]n the case of the 
National Capital Region, this shall be 
done by the ORED–NCR.
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 Each OPMT shall be composed of the Presiding Judge 
as the Chairperson, the Branch Clerk of Court as the Vice 
Chairperson, and three court personnel of the branch as 
members, to be designated by the Presiding Judge. In the 
case of the Office of the Clerk of Court, the OPMT shall be 
composed of the Executive Judge as the Chairperson, the Clerk 
of Court as the Vice Chairperson, and three court personnel 
of the office as members, to be designated by the Executive 
Judge in consultation with the Clerk of Court. 

 In the absence of the Presiding Judge, the designated 
Acting Presiding Judge shall be the Chairperson of the OPMT. 
Where the court has not yet designated an Acting Presiding 
Judge in vacant courts, the Judge of the Pairing Court shall be 
the Chairperson of the OPMT. Where the court has designated 
Assisting Judges, they shall provide inputs to the OPMT of the 
court where they have been designated.

 The Chairpersons of each OPMT are directed to submit 
the composition of their respective OPMTs to Atty. Caridad 
A. Pabello, Chief of Office, Office of Administrative Services–
Office of the Court Administrator, through email at both 
capabello@sc.judiciary.gov.ph and caridadapabello@yahoo.
com, no later than August 26, 2016.

 For strict compliance.

 August 18,  2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

TO:	ALL	FIRST	AND	SECOND	LEVEL	COURTS

SUBJECT:	 NEW	PROVISION	UNDER	 SECTION	 8,	 CHAPTER	 V		
OF	A.M.	NO.	03-8-02-SC	DATED	JANUARY	27,	2004

Pursuant to the Supreme Court En Banc Resolution dated 
August 10, 2016 in A.M. No. 16-06-208-RTC (Re: Inhibition of 
Presiding Judges Reynaldo B. Clemens and Ernesto L. Peñaflor 
of Branches 31 and 32, respectively, Regional Trial Court [RTC], 
Calbayog City, Samar, in Special Civil Action No. 197), and in 
view of the existing Section 8, Chapter V of A.M. No. 03-8-02-
SC (Guidelines on the Selection and Appointment of Executive 
Judges and Defining Their Powers, Prerogatives and Duties) 
dated January 27, 2004, which is silent in instances where 
judges of the multiple branch RTC inhibited themselves from 
trying and deciding cases, all concerned are DIRECTED to 
JUDICIOUSLY	OBSERVE the NEW provision under Section 8, 
Chapter V of A.M. 03-8-02-SC, to wit:

(d)  [W]here all the judges in the multiple branch RTC 
are disqualified or voluntarily inhibit, the Clerk of 
Court of the branch of the judge disqualified or 
inhibited last, shall refer the order of inhibition to 
the Executive Judge of the nearest multiple branch 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 200-2016

RTC or to the nearest single branch RTC, whichever 
is the nearest in terms of geographical location. The 
same applies in multiple branch first level court. In 
case the nearest court station is a multiple branch 
court, the Executive Judge shall raffle the case 
among the judges in the station. In both instances, 
the judge to whom the case is assigned shall try and 
decide the case in the court of origin. [Emphasis 
added]

 For your information, guidance and strict compliance.

 September 22,2016.

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

ADMINISTRATIVE	ORDER	NO.		158-2016

Manila
Hon. Reynaldo A. Alhambra 
Hon. Thelma B. Medina
Hon. Marivic B. Umali 
Hon. Virgilio V. Macaraig

Quezon City
Hon. Bernelito R. Fernandez 
Hon. Cecilyn E. Burgos-Villavert
Hon. Angelene Mary Quimpo-Sale 
Hon. Elvira D.C. Panganiban 

Makati City
Hon. Elmo M. Alameda 
Hon. Ethel M. Gutay
Hon. Ronald B. Moreno
Hon. Elpidio R. Calis 

Caloocan City
Hon. Victoriano B. Cabanos
Hon. Ma. Teresa E. De Guzman-

Alvarez 
Hon. Georgina D. Hidalgo 

Executive Judge
1st Vice Executive Judge
2nd Vice Executive Judge
3rd Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
1st Vice Executive Judge
2nd Vice Executive Judge
3rd Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge 
3rd Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge
 
2nd Vice Executive Judge

In the interest of an effective administration of justice and 
pursuant to the Resolution dated January 27, 2004 in A.M. 
No. 03-8-02-SC, the following trial court judges are hereby 
DESIGNATED Executive Judges and Vice Executive Judges of 
their respective stations effective September 16, 2016 and to 
continue until September 15, 2018, or until their successors 
are designated, unless their designations are sooner revoked: 

REGIONAL	TRIAL	COURTS	

National	Capital	Judicial	Region
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Las Piñas City
Hon. Lorna N. Domingo 
Hon. Emily A. Geluz 

Malabon City
Hon. Jimmy Edmund G. Batara 
Hon. Ma. Antonia L. Largoza-Cantero 

Mandaluyong City
Hon. Esteban A. Tacla, Jr. 
Hon. Rizalina T. Capco-Umali 

Marikina City
Hon. Anjanette N. De Leon-Ortile 
Hon. Felix P. Reyes 

Muntinlupa City
Hon. Juanita T. Guerrero 
Hon. Antonietta P. Medina 

Navotas City
Hon. Pedro T. Dabu, Jr. 
Hon. Romana Maria Melchora P. 

Lindayag Del Rosario

Parañaque City
Hon. Noemi J. Balitaan 
Hon. Aida Estrella Macapagal 

Pasay City
Hon. Racquelen A. Vasquez
Hon. Wilhelmina B. Jorge-Wagan 
Hon. Edwin B. Ramizo 

Pasig City
Hon. Danilo S. Cruz 
Hon. Maria Gracia C. Casaclang
Hon. Juvencio S. Gascon 

Taguig City
Hon. Lorifel Lacap Pahimna
Hon. Leili C. Suarez 

Valenzuela City
Hon. Maria Nena J. Santos 
Hon. Emma C. Matammu 
 
First	Judicial	Region	

Abra
Bangued 
Hon. Raphiel F. Alzate 

Benguet
Baguio City
Hon. Emmanuel C. Rasing
Hon. Ma. Ligaya V. Itliong-Rivera 

La Trinidad 
Hon. Jennifer P. Humiding
Hon. Danilo P. Camacho 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Vice Executive Judge 
Executive Judge 

Ilocos Norte
Batac City
Hon. Angelo M. Albano 

Laoag City
Hon. Francisco Roberto D. Quilala 
Hon. Nida B. Alejandro 

Ilocos Sur
Candon City
Hon. Policarpio P. Martinez 

Narvacan
Hon. Gina Juan Chan 

Vigan City
Hon. Marita Bernales  Balloguing 

La Union
Agoo
Hon. Romeo M. Atillo, Jr. 

Bauang
Hon. Ferdinand A. Fe 

San Fernando City
Hon. Alpino P. Florendo
Hon. Victor O. Concepcion 

Mt. Province
Bontoc 
Hon. Sergio T. Angnganay, Jr.

Pangasinan
Alaminos City
Hon. Arginald Julius C. Esguerra

Dagupan City 
Hon. Caridad V. Galvez
Hon. Genoveva C. Maramba 

Lingayen
Hon. Maria Laarni Ramos Parayno
Hon. Loreto S. Alog, Jr. 

San Carlos City
Hon. Hermogenes C. Fernandez 

Tayug
Hon. Emma I. Parajas 

Urdaneta City
Hon. Elizabeth L. Berdal
Hon. Tita S. Obinario 

Second	Judicial	Region	

Cagayan
Aparri
Hon. Oscar T. Zaldivar
Hon. Conrado T. Tabaco 

Tuguegarao City 
Hon. Vilma T. Pauig 
Hon. Raymond Reynold R. Lauigan 

Orders
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 158-2016 (continued)

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 
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Isabela 
Cauayan City
Hon. Raul V. Babaran 

Ilagan City 
Hon. Isaac R. De Alban 
Hon. Andrew U. Barcena 

Santiago City 
Hon. Efren M. Cacatian
Hon. Anastacio D. Anghad 

Nueva	Vizcaya 
Bambang
Hon. Jose Godofredo M. Naui 

Bayombong
Hon. Cicero B. Jandoc 
Hon. Rogelio P. Corpuz 

Quirino
Cabarroguis
Hon. Eufren F. Changale 

Third	Judicial	Region	

Aurora
Baler 
Hon.Maximo B. Ancheta, Jr. 

Bataan
Balanga City
Hon. Marion Jacqueline P. Poblete 
Hon. Gener M. Gito 

Mariveles 
Hon. Emmanuel A. Silva 

Dinalupihan 
Hon. Amelita V. Cruz-Corpuz 

Bulacan 
Malolos City
Hon. Victoria F. Bernardo 
Hon. Olivia E. Samar 
Hon. Crisostomo J. Dañguilan 
Hon. Sita J. Clemente

Nueva Ecija
Cabanatuan City
Hon. Ana Marie C. Joson-Viterbo 
Hon. Johnmuel Romano Ritzard  

D. Mendoza 

Gapan City
Hon. Celso O. Baguio 
Hon. Mildred S. Villaroman-Hernal

Guimba 
Hon. Brigando P. Saldivar 
Hon. Frazierwin V. Viterbo  

San Jose City
Hon. Cynthia M. Florendo 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge
2nd Vice Executive Judge
3rd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Sto. Domingo
Hon. Anarica C. Reyes
Hon. Eleanor Teodora M. Vizcarra

Pampanga
Angeles City 
Hon. Omar T. Viola 
Hon. Ma. Angelica P. Quiambao 

City of San Fernando
Hon. Mary Anne P. Rivera 
Hon. Robert Alexander R. Malig 

Guagua 
Hon. Jonel S. Mercado
Hon. Jesusa Mylene S. Isip 

Macabebe 
Hon. Ma. Josephine Rosario-  

Mercado 

Tarlac
Tarlac City
Hon. Lily De Vera Vallo 
Hon. Ma. Magdalena A.   

Balderama 

Zambales
Iba 
Hon. Consuelo A. Bocar 
Hon. Marifi Patam Chua

Olongapo City
Hon. Roline G. Jabalde
Hon. Raymond C. Viray 

Fourth	Judicial	Region	

Region	IV-A	
Batangas
Balayan
Hon. Carolina F. De Jesus-Suarez 
Hon. Rolando E. Silang 

Batangas City
Hon. Dorcas F. Perez 
Hon. Albert A. Kalalo 

Lipa City
Hon. Danilo S. Sandoval
Hon. Wilfredo P. Castillo

Tanauan City
Hon. Arcadio I. Manigbas 

Cavite 
Bacoor City
Hon. Eduardo I. Tanguanco 

Cavite City
Hon. Rudiger G. Falcis II
Hon. Jose L. Bautista, Jr. 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

 
Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 
 
Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Acting Vice Executive 
Judge 
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Imus City
Hon. Mary Charlene V. Hernandez-

Azura 
Hon. Josefina Eco Siscar
 

Laguna
Biñan City
Hon. Teodoro N. Solis 

Calamba City
Hon. Maria Florencia F. Baculo
Hon. Caesar C. Buenagua 

San Pablo City
Hon. Agripino G. Morga 

San Pedro City
Hon. Sonia Y. Casano 

Sta. Cruz
Hon. Cynthia M. Ricablanca
Hon. Divinagracia B. Ongkeko

Quezon 
Gumaca
Hon. Napoleon E. Matienzo 

Lucena City
Hon. Robert Victor C. Marcon 
Hon. Dennis Galahad C. Orendain

Rizal
Antipolo City
Hon. Ruth C. Santos 
Hon. Ma. Consejo M. Gengos- Ignalaga 

Binangonan
Hon. Dennis Patrick Z. Perez 
Hon. Ma. Conchita L. De Mesa 

Morong
Hon. Sheila Marie A. Ignacio 
Hon. Maria Josefina G. San Juan-Torres

San Mateo
Hon. Lily V. Biton
Hon. Beatrice C. Medina

Region IV-B 

Marinduque
Boac
Hon. Emmanuel R. Recalde

Mindoro Occidental
San Jose
Hon. Gay Marie F. Lubigan-Rafael 

Mindoro Oriental
Calapan City
Hon. Tomas C. Leynes 

Pinamalayan
Hon. Harry D. Jaminola 

Executive Judge

Acting Vice Executive 
Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge  

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge  

Executive Judge 

Palawan 
Puerto Princesa City
Hon. Angelo A. Arizala 
Hon. Jocelyn Sundiang Dilig 

Fifth	Judicial	Region	

Albay
Legaspi City
Hon. Elmer M. Lanuzo
Hon. Frank E. Lobrigo 

Ligao City
Hon. Edwin C. Ma-Alat 
Hon. Annielyn B. Medes-Cabelis 

Tabaco City
Hon. Alben C. Rabe 
Hon. Mamerto M. Buban, Jr. 

Camarines Norte 
Daet
Hon. Evan D. Dizon 
Hon. Winston S. Racoma 

Camarines Sur 
Iriga City
Hon. Manuel M. Rosales 
Hon. Salve Eva V. Dimabayao 

Libmanan
Hon. Cecilia B. Soler
Hon. Irma Isidora M. Boncodin-

Zamudio 

Naga City
Hon. Pablo C. Formaran III
Hon. Bernhard B. Beltran
Hon. Rosita L. Lalwani

Pili
Hon. Vivencio Gregorio G. Atutubo III 

San Jose
Hon. Ma. Angela Acompañado Arroyo 

Catanduanes 
Virac
Hon. Lelu P. Contreras 

Masbate
Masbate City
Hon. Teofilo B. Tambago
Vacant 

Sorsogon 
Sorsogon City
Hon. Rofebar F. Gerona 
Hon. Maximino R. Ables 

Sixth	Judicial	Region	

Aklan 
Kalibo
Hon. Bienvenido P. Barrios, Jr.
Hon. Jemena A. Arbis 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge  

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Orders
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 158-2016 (continued)
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Antique
San Jose
Hon. Francisco S. Guzman
Vacant

Capiz 
Roxas City
Hon. Esperanza Isabel P. Deslate
Hon. Lorencito B. Diaz 

Mambusao
Hon. Daniel Antonio Gerardo S.  

Amular

Iloilo 
Iloilo City
Hon. Loida D. Maputol
Hon. Gloria G. Madero
Hon. Guilljie D. Delfin-Lim 

Negros	Occidental	
Bacolod City
Hon. Raymond Joseph G. Javier
Hon. Estefanio S. Libutan, Jr. 
Hon. Rosario Ester B. Orda-Caise 

Himamaylan City
Hon. Walter G. Zorilla 

San Carlos City
Hon. Danilo D.R. Amisola 

Silay City
Hon. Felipe G. Banzon 

Seventh	Judicial	Region

Bohol
Tagbilaran City
Hon. Suceso A. Arcamo 
Hon. Jennifer L. Chavez-Marcos 

Cebu 
Cebu City
Hon. Gilbert P. Moises 
Hon. Estela Alma S. Caruso
Hon. Wilfredo F. Navarro 

Lapu-Lapu City
Hon. Anna Marie P. Militante
Hon. Victor A. Teves 

Mandaue City
Hon. Merrcedita G. Dadole-Ygnacio 
Hon. Teresita A. Galanida 

Talisay City
Hon. Jacinto G. Fajardo, Jr. 

Toledo City
Hon. Ruben F. Altubar 

Negros	Oriental
Dumaguete City
Hon. Gerardo A. Paguio, Jr.
Hon. Arlene Catherine A. Dato 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge
2nd Vice Executive Judge  

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

 
Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge  

Eighth	Judicial	Region	

Eastern Samar
Borongan City
Hon. Nathaniel E. Baldono 

Leyte
Carigara 
Hon. Lauro Andres P. Castillo, Jr. 

Ormoc City 
Hon. James Clinton Richard C. Nuevo 

Tacloban City 
Hon. Alphinor C. Serrano
Hon. Eligio P. Petilla

Northern Samar
Catarman 
Hon. Norma Megenio-Cardenas 

Laoang 
Hon. Decoroso M. Turla 

Samar 
Calbayog City
Hon. Reynaldo B. Clemens 

Catbalogan City
Hon. Agerico A. Avila 
Hon. Sibanah E. Usman 

Southern Leyte
Maasin City
Hon. Bethany G. Kapili 

Ninth	Judicial	Region	

Basilan 
Isabela City
Hon. Danilo M. Bucoy

Zamboanga	del	Norte
Dipolog City
Hon. Rogelio D. Laquihon
Hon. Victoriano D. Lacaya, Jr.

Zamboanga	del	Sur
Pagadian City
Hon. Dennis P. Vicoy
Hon. Felix B. Rodriguez, Jr.

Zamboanga City
Hon. Gregorio V. Dela Peña, III 
Hon. Peter V. Eisma 

Tenth	Judicial	Region

Agusan	del	Norte
Butuan City
Hon. Emmanuel E. Escatron 
Hon. Augustus L. Calo 

Bukidnon 
Malaybalay City
Hon. Ma. Theresa A. Camannong 
Hon. Isobel G. Barroso 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 
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Misamis Occidental 
Oroquieta City
Hon. Nora Batoy Montejo 
Hon. Alma Vicada Azanza 

Ozamiz City
Hon. Edmundo P. Pintac 

Misamis Oriental 
Cagayan De Oro City
Hon. Dennis Z. Alcantar 
Hon. Marites Filomena R. Bernales 
Hon. Richard D. Mordeno 

Gingoog City
Hon. Mirabeaus A. Undalok 

Medina
Hon. Judy A. Sia-Galvez 

Surigao	del	Norte	
Surigao City
Hon. Cesar P. Bordalba 

Eleventh	Judicial	Region	

Davao del Norte 
Tagum City
Hon. Virginia Tehano-Ang 
Hon. Arlene Lirag-Palabrica 

Panabo City
Hon. Dorothy Montejo Gonzaga 

Davao del Sur 
Davao City
Hon. Emmanuel C. Carpio
Hon. Retrina Espe Fuentes 
Hon. Rowena A. Adlawan 

Digos City
Hon. Carmelita S. Davin 
Hon. Magnolia C. Velez-Cayetano

Davao Oriental
Mati City
Hon. Nino A. Batingana 

Sarangani
Alabel
Hon. Bill Lugo Ybarley
Hon. Rebecca Go Dardo-Seredrica 

South Cotabato
General Santos City
Hon. Oscar P. Noel, Jr. 
Hon. Panambulan M. Mimbisa 

Koronadal City
Hon. Renato V. Tampac 

Polomolok
Hon. Eddie R. Rojas 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Acting Executive Judge  

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Surigao	del	Sur
Tandag City
Hon. Rufo U. Naragas  

Twelfth	Judicial	Region	

Lanao del Norte
Iligan City
Hon. Albert B. Abragan 
Hon. Anisah A. Umpa 

Lanao del Sur
Malabang
Hon. Rasad G. Balindong

Marawi City
Hon. Wenida M. Papandayan 
Hon. Sittie Laarni Rakiin Umpa 

Maguindanao
Cotabato City
Hon. Bansawan Z. Ibrahim 

North Cotabato
Kabacan

Hon. Laureano T. Alzate

Kidapawan City
Hon. Arvin Sadiri B. Balagot
Hon. Jose Tanalgo Tabosares 

Midsayap
Hon. Lily Lydia A. Laquindanum 
Hon. Rainera Pareja Osua

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Orders
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METROPOLITAN	TRIAL	COURTS	

Manila
Hon. Andy S. De Vera 
Hon. Carissa Anne O. Manook- 

Frondozo 
Hon. Maria Zoraida Z. Tuazon 
Hon. Yolanda M. Leonardo 

Quezon City
Hon. Janet Abergos-Samar 
Hon. Joel Socrates S. Lopena 
Hon. Don Ace Mariano V. Alagar 

Makati City
Hon. Jackie B. Crisologo-Saguisag 
Hon. Ma. Concepcion A. Billones

Caloocan City
Hon. Michael V. Francisco 
Hon. Dennis J. Rafa 

Las Piñas City
Hon. Jean Susan D. Gill
Hon. Teodoro S. Carbonera 

Malabon City
Hon. Sheryll Dolendo Tulabing 
Hon. Ma. Ofelia S. Contreras-Soriano 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 

2nd Vice Executive Judge
3rd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
1st Vice Executive Judge 
2nd Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 
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Mandaluyong City
Hon. Eduardo C. Solangon, Jr.
Hon. John Benedict D. Medina 

Marikina City 
Hon. Shirley L. Magsipoc-Pagalilauan 
Hon. Maria Cecilia Ty-Pantua 

Muntinlupa City
Hon. Jacob M. Montesa II
Hon. Melody G. Restituto 

Navotas City
Hon. Dennis J. Rafa
Hon. Fredrick G. Separa 

Parañaque City
Hon. Leilani Marie D. Grimares
Hon. Marisa M. Buenagua 

Pasay City
Hon. Allan B. Ariola
Hon. Kirk M. Aniñon 

Pasig City
Hon. Marina G. Mejorada
Hon. Christian Emmanuel G. 

Pimentel 

San Juan
Hon. Ronaldo B. Reyes 

Taguig City
Hon. Bernard P. Bernal
Hon. Ma. Victoria Q. Padilla-Awid 

Valenzuela City
Hon. Mateo B. Altarejos
Hon. Teresita Asuncion M. 

Lacandula-Rodriguez

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Acting Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge  

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge

Third	Judicial	Region	

Angeles City, Pampanga
Hon. Irineo P. Pangilinan, Jr. 
Hon. Gemma Theresa B. 
 Hilario-Logronio 

Cabanatuan City, Nueva Ecija
Hon. Erriza Dawn B. Narciso 
Hon. Kelly B. Belino

City of San Fernando, Pampanga
Hon. Ma. Lourdes F. Tolentino 
Hon. Evelyn Manuel Pascua-Lee

Malolos City, Bulacan
Hon. Nemesio V. Manlangit  

Meycauayan City, Bulacan
Hon. Jose V. Covarrubias III

Olongapo City, Zambales
Hon. Merinnisa O. Ligaya
Hon. Esmeralda B. David

San Jose City, Nueva Ecija
Hon. Roberto Ricardo O. Kanapi

San Jose del Monte City, Bulacan
Hon. Gerlyn S. Turingan-De los Reyes
Hon. Aileen Liza M. David

Tarlac City, Tarlac
Hon. Eleanor V. De Jesus

Fourth	Judicial	Region	
Antjpolo City, Rizal
Hon. Ira Fritzie C. Cruz-Rojo
Hon. Barry Boy A. Salvador

Batangas City, Batangas
Hon. Petronila P. Tañas-Arguelles

Cavite City, Cavite
Hon. Mederlyn P. Mangalindan

Lipa City, Batangas
Hon. Renato M. Castillo 

Lucena City, Quezon
Hon. Derela D. Devera-Tamaray 

San Pablo City, Laguna
Hon. Rean G. Arizala-Joaquin 
Hon. Maria Christine Isabel Z. 

Falguera-Guerrero

San Pedro City, Laguna
Hon. Jeannette L. Bilan

Fifth	Judicial	Region

Iriga City, Camarines Sur
Hon. Ma. Luzy B. Torres-Clasio 

Legaspi City, Albay
Hon. Arlinda G. Resari 
Hon. Joseph Raymond D. Borja

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

MUNICIPAL	TRIAL	COURT	IN	CITIES	

First	Judicial	Region	

Baguio City, Benguet
Hon. Glenda T. Ortiz-Soriano 
Hon. Leody M. Opolinto 

Dagupan City, Pangasinan
Hon. Zarah R. Sanchez-Fernandez 
Hon. Santiago J. Marcella, Jr.

Laoag City, Ilocos Norte
Hon. Myra Sheila M. Nalupta-Barba 

San Fernando City, La Union
Hon. Imelda P. Cosalan 

Second	Judicial	Region	

Santiago City, Isabela
Hon. Alexander V. De Guzman 

Tuguegarao City, Cagayan
Hon. Maita Grace D. Israel
Hon. Racquel R. Aglaua 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 

Executive Judge 
Vice Executive Judge
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Naga City, Camarines Sur 
Hon. Margaret N. Armea 
Hon. Nonna Oliva Beltran

Sorsogon City, Sorsogon
Hon. Michael A. Balmaceda 

Sixth	Judicial	Region 

Bacolod City, Negros Occidental
Hon. Francisco S. Pando 
Hon. Karen Joy T. Gaston 

Iloilo City, Iloilo
Hon. Enrique Z. Trespeces 
Hon. Anne Beatrice G. Aguana- 

Balmaceda

Roxas City, Capiz
Hon. Bonifacia Carmen Chuchi Asis-

Ramos 
Hon. Manuel Isidro Rosauro Antonio 

V. Barrios 

Seventh	Judicial	Region

Cebu City, Cebu
Hon. Monalila S. Tecson
Hon. Pamela A. Baring-Uy

Dumaguete City, Negros Oriental
Hon. Maria Corazon Calimbayan-

Gadugdug

Mandaue City, Cebu
Hon. Carlos C. Fernando
Hon. Yvette Christine R. Labrador-

Soleng 

Tagbilaran City, Bohol
Hon. Laebeth L. Varquez 

Talisay City, Cebu
Hon. Charina N. Quijano

Eighth	Judicial	Region	

Tacloban City, Leyte
Hon. Sylvia P. Lamoste 

Ninth	Judicial	Region 

Dipolog City, Zamboanga del Norte
Hon. Chad M. Paler 

Pagadian City, Zamboanga del Sur
Hon. Joel G. Vercide

Zamboanga City, Zamboanga del Sur
Hon. Nancy B. Cuaresma
Hon. Eduardo I. Ledesma

Tenth	Judicial	Region	

Butuan City, Agusan del Norte
Hon. Francis L. Rafil

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Acting Vice Executive 
Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Cagayan de Oro City, Misamis Oriental
Hon. Cesar A. Merlas
Hon. Maria Luna Llena Lanticse Saba 

Oroquieta City, Misamis Occidental
Hon. Jhobee T. Gerasmio

Ozamiz City, Misamis Occidental
Hon. Miriam O. Angot 
Hon. Llani A. Sacote-Valconcha

Surigao City, Surigao del Norte
Hon. Julieto N. Bajan 

Eleventh	Judicial	Region	

Davao City, Davao del Sur
Hon. Leo T. Madrazo
Hon. Silverio M. Mandalupe 

General Santos City, South Cotabato
Hon. Marie Ellengrid S. Baliguat 
Hon. Emilio O. Quianzon, Jr.

 The following provisions of the Resolution dated January 
27, 2004 in A.M. No. 03-08-03-SC are hereby adopted for 
information and guidance of everyone concerned, thus: 

 In stations where there is only a single RTC branch, the 
Presiding Judge thereof shall automatically be the Executive 
Judge of the first level courts within his administrative area. 
(Sec. 1[c], Chapter II) 

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge

Orders
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 158-2016 (continued)

MUNICIPAL	TRIAL	COURTS

Second	Judicial	Region	

Lal-Lo, Cagayan
Hon. Catherine P. Bangi-Allas
Hon. Nora B. Medinaceli-Dorado 

Third	Judicial	Region	

Guagua, Pampanga
Hon. Regina D. Balmores-Laxa

Fourth	Judicial	Region	

Binangonan, Rizal
Hon. George Andy B. Pantanosas 

Executive Judge
Acting Vice Executive 
Judge

Acting Executive Judge

Executive Judge

MUNICIPAL	CIRCUIT	TRIAL	COURT

Second	Judicial	Region	

Aparri-Calayan, Cagayan
Hon. Blaise Sambolledo-Barcena Executive Judge

Island Garden City of Samal, Davao del Norte
Hon. Virgilio G. Murcia 

Twelfth	Judicial	Region	

Iligan City, Lanao del Norte
Hon. Rosite P. Macaraya
Hon. Fe Jimeno Dajao 

Executive Judge

Executive Judge
Vice Executive Judge
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 The Executive Judges of multiple branch RTCs shall act as 
Executive Judges of single-branch Metropolitan Trial Court 
(MeTCs) and Municipal Trial Courts in Cities (MTCCs) as well as 
of all Municipal Trial Courts (MTCs) and Municipal Circuit Trial 
Courts (MCTCs) within their respective administrative areas. 
(Sec. 1[a], Chapter II) 

 Whenever the Executive Judge is on official leave of 
absence or is not physically present in the station, the following 
shall automatically act as Executive Judge: 

(a)  In single-branch RTC stations, the Executive Judge of the 
RTC of the nearest station in the province. 

 In case there is only one RTC judge in the province, 
the Executive Judge of the nearest RTC station as 
determined in the aforementioned Resolution dated 
January 27, 2004.  

(b)  In two-branch stations, the remaining judge in the station, 
and in default of both for the same reasons, the Executive 
Judge of the same level of the court in the nearest station 
in the province. The RTC of the nearest station in the 
province shall be determined in accordance with the 
aforementioned Resolution. 

(c)  In multiple-branch stations with three or more branches, 
the 1st Vice Executive Judge, and in default for the 
same reasons, the 2nd Vice Executive Judge, shall act as 
Executive Judge. In default of these three judges of the 
same reasons, as abovementioned, the 3rd Vice Executive 
Judge shall act as Executive Judge. 

 Whenever the Executive Judge and all the Vice Executive 
Judges are on official leave of absence or are not physically 
present in the station, the judge who is the most senior in 
tenure among the permanent judges in the station shall 
automatically act as Executive Judge. Should there be two or 
more judges of equal seniority in the station, the judge who is 
the most senior in the judiciary shall act as Executive Judge. 
Should there be two or more judge of equal seniority in the 
judiciary, the judge who is the most senior in age in the station 
shall act as Executive Judge. 

 In all the above instances, the Acting Executive Judge shall 
so act until the Executive Judge returns or until the detail by 
the Supreme Court of another Judge who will act as Executive 
Judge. (Sec. 3, Chapter II) 

 The Executive Judges and Vice Executive Judges shall 
serve for a term of two years, or until their successors are 
designated, unless their designations are revoked earlier by 
the Supreme Court. They may be re-designated to the same 
positions. 

 In case of the death, retirement, permanent disability, 
removal from office, the imposition of administrative penalty 
as provided for in Sec. 5, Chapter III, resignation or expiration 
of the term of office of the Executive Judge, the following 
shall automatically become the Executive Judge unless the 
Supreme Court designates another judge as Executive Judge: 

(a)  The Vice Executive Judge in stations with only one Vice 
Executive Judge; or 

(b)  The 1st Vice Executive Judge in stations with two or more 
Vice Executive Judges. Should the 1st Vice Executive Judge 
become the Executive Judge pursuant to this Section, the 
2nd Vice Executive Judge shall, in turn, also automatically 
become the 1st Vice Executive Judge, and so on, unless the 
Supreme Court appoints other judges as 1st, 2nd, or 3rd Vice 
Executive Judges. (Sec. 2, Chapter III) 

 The imposition upon an Executive Judge or Vice Executive 
Judge of an administrative penalty of at least a reprimand shall 
automatically operate to divest him/her of his/her position as 
such. (Sec. 5, Chapter III) 

 Executive Judges shall submit their respective annual 
reports to the Court Management Office, Office of the Court 
Administrator, on or before __ September the following year. 
(Sec. 10, Chapter X) 

 This supersedes all previous issuances regarding the 
designation of Executive Judges and/or Vice Executive Judges. 

  Promulgated this 14th day of September, 2016.

(Sgd.) MARIA LOURDES P. A. SERENO
Chief Justice

Chairperson, First Division

(Sgd.) ANTONIO T. CARPIO
Senior Associate Justice

Chairperson, Second Division 

(Sgd.) PRESBITERO J. VELASCO, Jr. 
Associate Justice 

Chairperson, Third Division

CREATING	THE	JUDICIARY-WIDE	COMMITTEE	ON	LEGAL	FEES 

WHEREAS, the Supreme Court is mandated under Article VIII, 
Section 5.5 to “[p]romulgate rules concerning the protection 
and enforcement of constitutional rights, pleading, practice, 
and procedure in all courts;” 

WHEREAS, to ensure that the Court remains steadfast in 
increasing access to justice to all litigants, there is a need to 
review all existing rules and guidelines in the payment of legal 
fees; 

WHEREAS, to streamline current systems and procedures in 
the entire judiciary relative to the assessment and imposition 
of legal fees, there is a need to create a judiciary-wide 
committee to holistically evaluate all issues and develop policy 
recommendation relative to legal fees or Rule 141 of the Rules 
of Court; 

MEMORANDUM ORDER NO. 33-2016 



42 July–September 2016

Orders
MEMORANDUM ORDER NO. 33-2016 (continued)

NOW	 THEREFORE, the Judiciary-Wide Committee on Legal 
Fees is hereby created and constituted as follows: 

Chairperson
 Hon. Raul B. Villanueva
 Deputy Court Administrator

Vice Chairperson
 Atty. Corazon G. Ferrer-Flores
 Fiscal Management and Budget Office

Members  
Atty. Basilia T. Ringol 
Judicial Records Office 

Atty. Jocelyn T. Fabian
Ms. Maricia D. Sunga 
Office of the Chief Justice 

Atty. Leah M. Enriquez 
 Office of the Court Administrator (OCA) 

Atty. Maria Regina A.F.M. Ignacio 
OCA-Office on Halls of Justice 

Atty. James D.V. Navarrette 
OCA-Legal Office

Atty. Lilian Barribal-Co 
Atty. Gilda S. Sumpo 
OCA-Financial Management Office 

Ms. Verina F. Yap 
Mr. Dexter S. Ilagan 
OCA-Court Management Office 

Mr. Fernando Prieto 
Court of Appeals 

Atty. Danilo B. Fernando 
Atty. Jesus P. Inocando, Jr. 
Court of Tax Appeals 

Atty. Ernesto Mario S. Mascenon, Jr. 
Atty. Pauline F. Alejandre 
Atty. Ritchelle M. Desingano-Yranela 
Sandiganbayan 

Atty. Jennifer D.L. Buendia 
Office of the Clerk of Court 
Regional Trial Court, Manila 

Atty. Jose Ortiz 
Office of the Clerk of Court 
Metropolitan Trial Court, Quezon City 

Representatives 
Office of the Clerk of Court 
Shari‘a District or Circuit Court 

Resource Person
  Hon. FIorito S. Macalino 
 Court of Appeals 

Secretary
 To be appointed by the Chairperson 

 The Committee shall have the following functions and 
duties: 

(1)  Continuously reexamine current systems and procedures 
in the entire judiciary (through internal or external 
consultations), address access to justice issues, propose 
improvements thereto, and recommend mechanisms to 
improve the assessment and imposition of legal fees; 

(2)  Cause the preparation of all relevant periodical reports; 

(3)  Propose improvements to the judiciary’s automated case 
management systems that will help the lower courts in 
accurately and efficiently assess legal fees, in coordination 
with the Committee on Computerization and Library; 

(4)  Monitor compliance with existing rules and procedures 
designed to ensure the equitable and efficient assessment 
and imposition of legal fees in the entire judiciary; 

(5)  Develop relevant training materials, in coordination with 
the Philippine Judicial Academy, to enhance the capacity 
of all relevant court officials and personnel in the improved 
process of assessment and imposition of legal fees; 

(6)  Develop a multi-year workplan that shall incorporate the 
functions and duties herein listed and such other relevant 
programs, projects and activities (PPA), to be submitted 
to the Chief Justice within one month from the creation 
of the Committee. The work plan shall include description 
of each PPA, its expected outcome or output, budget 
requirements, and focal persons; and 

(7)  Perform such functions as may be directed by the Chief 
Justice or by the Court and those that are inherent, 
incidental or essential to the accomplishment of its above 
duties and objectives. 

 The Chairperson, Vice Chairperson, Members and 
Members of the Secretariat of the Committee shall receive the 
usual expense allowances. 

 This Memorandum Order shall take effect upon its 
issuance this 8th day of August 2016. 

(Sgd.) MARIA LOURDES P. A. SERENO
Chief Justice

Chairperson, First Division

(Sgd.) ANTONIO T. CARPIO
Senior Associate Justice

Chairperson, Second Division

(Sgd.) PRESBITERO J. VELASCO, Jr.
Associate Justice

Chairperson, Third Division
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Tagum City
October 27, Tagum City, Davao del Norte

Bayombong and Bambang
November 24, Nueva Vizcaya

Lagawe
November 25, Lagawe, Ifugao

• PHILJA Curriculum Review: Module Development 
Consultations with the Justices of the Sandiganbayan 
and Court of Tax Appeals

Sandiganbayan
October 27,  6F Justices’ Lounge, Centennial Building
Commonwealth Ave., Batasan Road, Quezon City

Court of Tax Appeals
October 27, 5F Multi-Purpose Hall
National Government Center, Agham Road
North Triangle Diliman, Quezon City

• Career Development Program for Court Legal 
Researchers of the National Capital Judicial Region and 
Luzon
November 3–4, PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City

• Orientation Seminar-Workshop for Newly Appointed 
Clerks of Court
November 8–11, PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City

• Career Enhancement Program for Sheriffs of Region X
November 8–10, Davao City

• Orientation Seminar-Workshop for Sheriffs and Process 
Servers (Visayas and Mindanao)
November 15–17,  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City

• Seminar on Banking Laws (Regions VI–VIII)
November 16–17, Cebu City

• Seminar on the Financial Liquidation and Suspension of 
Payments (FLSP) Rules of Procedure 
November 17, Manila

• Basic Mediation Course for Prospective Mediators from 
Bogo City and Danao City
November 21–24, Cebu City

• Basic Course on International Criminal Law and Security
November 21–24, PTC, Tagaytay City

• Competency Enhancement Training for Judges and 
Court Personnel Handling Cases Involving Children
November 22–24, Manila

• Advanced Course on International Criminal Law and 
Security
November 24–26, PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City

• Pre-Internship Orientation for Prospective Mediators 
from Bogo City and Danao City
November 24, Cebu City

• Training  on Online Sexual Exploitation of Children 
(OSEC) 
November 28–29, Manila

• Internship Program for Prospective Mediators from 
Bogo City and Danao City
December 1–January 31, 2017, Cebu City

• Annual Convention and Seminar of the Philippine 
Association of Court Interpreters (PHILACI)
December 1–3, TBA

• Seminar on Judicial Integrity 
December 5–6, Cebu City

• Annual Convention and Seminar of the Philippine 
Association of Court Social Workers (PACSWI)
December 6–8, Cagayan de Oro City

• Refresher/Advanced Course for Mediators
December 7–8, PTC, Tagaytay City

• Seminar for Executive Judges and Vice Executive Judges
December 8–9, Manila

• Annual Convention and Seminar of the First Level Clerks  
of Court Association of the Philippines (FLECCAP)
December 7–9, Puerto Princesa City

• Personal Security Training for Judges
December 13–15, PTC, Tagaytay City

• Seminar-Workshop on Dangerous Drugs Law for Judges, 
Prosecutors and Law Enforcers
December 13–15, TBA

Fourth Quarter 2016 Training Programs and Activities 
(Continued from page 44)

Publications and Linkages Office, remarked that the 
impact of trainings is easier to gauge in specific areas 
but, sadly, very difficult as a whole. Members of both 
delegations exchanged ideas on how to effectively 
measure the effects of judicial education to the whole 
judiciary, some of which, they said are already being 
implemented in their respective jurisdictions.

 After the program, the delegation proceeded with 
a quick tour of the Supreme Court Main Building. They 
complimented the En Banc Session Hall and were 
impressed with the SC Library and its Archiving Section.

 Justice Bhattarai expressed his gratitude to PHILJA 
for the warm accommodation they extended to the 
delegation and wishes to host PHILJA in the Nepal 
Judicial Academy in the future.

Nepalese SC Delegation Study Tour
 (Continued from page 9)
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• Advanced Competency Training 
for Judges, Prosecutors, Legal 
Researchers, Social Workers and Law 
Enforcement Investigators Handling 
Trafficking in Persons Cases
October 4–6, Olongapo City, Zambales

• Capacity Building on Environmental 
Laws and the Rules of Procedure for 
Environmental Cases for Selected 
Judges and Branch Clerks of Court of 
Regions I, II and the National Capital 
Judicial Region

October 5–7, PHILJA Training Center 
Tagaytay City

December 7–9, Cebu City

December 14–16, PHILJA Training 
Center, Tagaytay City

• Strategic Performance Management 
System (SPMS) Trainers’ Training
October 6–7, Cagayan de Oro City

• Orientation Conference with 
Stakeholders on Court-Annexed 
Mediation

Bogo City Mediation Program
October 5, Bogo City, Cebu

Danao City Mediation Program
October 6, Danao City, Cebu

• Seminar-Workshop for Selected 
Judges on Financial Crimes and Money 
Laundering
October 6–7,  Manila

• Philippine Judges Association Midterm 
Convention
Theme: In the Pursuit of Excellence in 
the Third Millenium
October 12–14, Baguio City

• 40th Pre-Judicature Program (As 
Prescribed by Section 10, Republic Act 
No. 8557) (Complete Compliance with 
MCLE Requirements)
October 17–28, Manila

• Orientation and Training Seminar 
for Court Decongestion Officers of 
Beneficiary Courts in NCJR, First, 
Second, Fourth, and Fifth Judicial 
Regions
October 19–20,  Manila

November 16–17, Cebu City

• 23rd National Convention and Seminar 
of the Philippine Trial Judges League, 
Inc.
October 5–7, Cagayan de Oro City

• Cybercrimes and the Courts: A 
Roundtable Discussion
October 21, Manila

• Orientation and Screening of 
Prospective Mediators and PMC Unit 
Staff Orientation and Screening of 
Prospective Mediators and PMC Unit 
Staff

Bogo, Cebu Mediation Program
October 25, Hall of Justice, Bogo, Cebu

Danao City, Cebu Mediation 
Program
October 26, Hall of Justice
Danao City, Cebu

Cebu City, Cebu Mediation Program
October 27, Hall of Justice
Cebu City, Cebu

• Information Disseminartion through a 
Dialogue between Barangay Officials  
and Court Officials


