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The period from July to September 2017, covered by this issue, was busier than usual as the Academy 
approaches the final stage of preparations for the Eighth International Conference on the Training of 
the Judiciary (IOJT) which will be held in the country for the first time on November 5 to 9, 2017 at the 
Shangri-la at the Fort in Bonifacio Global City, Taguig City.

Notwithstanding the additional workload, PHILJA proceeded with its regular programming as 
two Orientation Seminar-Workshops for newly appointed court personnel such as Judges (the 79th) and 
Sheriffs and Process Servers (the 12th) led the list of activities. Court librarians and court interpreters 
of the National Capital Judicial Region (NCJR) also had their Career Enhancement Program (Batch 1), as 

well as the Sheriffs of the Regional Trial Courts from Region IV. The Court legal researchers also had 
their Career Development Program. The 43rd Pre-Judicature Program was likewise held for judicial 

aspirants and other lawyers seeking to complete their Mandatory Continuing Legal Education 
units for the latest compliance period. 

 There were also a number of special focus programs held this quarter such as the 
Capacity Building on Environmental Laws and the Rules of Procedure for Environmental Cases 
for Selected Judges and Branch Clerks of Court; the Competency Enhancement Training for 
Judges, Prosecutors, Social Workers, and Law Enforcement Investigators Handling Trafficking 
in Persons Cases; the Ninth Seminar-Workshop on Deposit Insurance, Banking Practices 
and Bank Conservatorship and Liquidation; the Seminar-Workshop on Dangerous Drugs 

Law for Judges, Prosecutors and Law Enforcers of the National Capital Judicial Region; 
and the Seminar for Executive Judges and Vice Executive Judges.

PHILJA officials and chiefs of office led by Chancellor Justice Adolfo S. Azcuna (first row, center) join the participants of the Asian Regional Roundtable 
Discussion on Knowledge Sharing on Judicial Ethics, Integrity and Accountability in a Study Tour at the PHILJA Training Center in Tagaytay City. The RTD 
was conducted in partnership with the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung (KAS) on August 29–30, 2017 at The Peninsula Manila, Makati City.

(continued on page 2)
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 Partnering with the International Committee of the 
Red Cross (ICRC), the Academy held the first Training 
on International Humanitarian Law (IHL) for Judges, 
Prosecutors, the Philippine National Police and the Armed 
Forces of the Philippines in Zamboanga City. The Training 
Seminar on the Revised Guidelines for Continuous Trial 
of Criminal Cases has also been brought to the following 
regions: I, II, VI, VII, VIII, IX, X, XI and XII, as well as the 
NCJR.

 A highly successful Asian Regional Roundtable 
Discussion (RTD) on Knowledge Sharing on Judicial Ethics, 
Integrity and Accountability was conducted in partnership 
with the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung (KAS).  

 Our Philippine Mediation Center Office and its 
field units continued to provide the parties the needed 
assistance in settling their cases through alternative 
dispute resolution methods, and to train and accredit 
mediators in different parts of the country such as Negros 
Oriental and Bohol in the Visayas and Camarines Sur, 
Albay and Sorsogon in the Bicol region.

 We gave our usual support to the Court’s Enhanced 
Justice on Wheels (EJOW) Program through the holding 
of the Information Dissemination through a Dialogue 
between Barangay Officials and Court Officials in the Cities 
of Laoag and Vigan up north, as well as in the Provinces of 
Sarangani and South Cotabato down south. 

 We likewise continued taking note of new rulings of the 
Supreme Court and kept up with the doctrinal reminders, 
as well as newly issued Court orders, resolutions, and 
circulars in our website. The same was done for new OCA 
circulars.

 In all these activities, I wish to thank all of our staff for 
their usual dedication to duty. Their hard work are much 
appreciated. 

 Thank you, too, to the Honorable Chief Justice, Maria 
Lourdes P. A. Sereno, and the Supreme Court, for the 
unstinting support and inspiration given to PHILJA and all 
its undertakings.  The success of a Judicial Academy hinges 
on its support from the Chief Justice and the Highest 
Court and PHILJA is truly fortunate in enjoying this crucial 
ingredient.

 Finally, thanks to the Almighty for the blessings and 
graces needed to serve our people effectively.  

 All the best.

           ADOLFO S. AZCUNA
      Chancellor
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Magandang hapon po.

When I read the souvenir program of last year’s Judicial 
Excellence Awards Ceremonies, I was caught by the message of 
Justice Angelina Sandoval-Gutierrez wherein she summarized 
the prevailing hallmarks of the awardees’ lives and careers. 
According to her, these were as follows: impressive scholastic 
achievements, countless trainings, high case disposal, well-
written decisions and unblemished reputation. So I thought 
the path to judicial excellence is not easy, so to speak. One 
has to work overtime if only to approximate what judicial 
excellence entails. 

I am completely honored and overwhelmed for having 
been chosen as one of this year’s awardees. “Elated” and “in 
high spirits”—these are but few of the words I can think of to 
describe how I feel at the moment. When I learned that I was 
chosen to receive the Chief Justice Cayetano Arellano Award, I 
remember telling our Clerk of Court, “parang gusto ko umiyak.” 
He quipped, “Sige po, mas masarap yan pag umiiyak.” For who 
would not shed a tear when one is bestowed this tremendous 
distinction from the renowned and prestigious Society for 
Judicial Excellence? 

This award reminds us not just to do our job as magistrates, 
but to do it exceedingly well; to accomplish it faithfully—
unrestrained by fear, influence, or discomfort; and to joyously 
carry it out without having to be stirred solely by hopes to gain 
a reward, material or otherwise. 

On behalf of my co-awardees, Judge Angelica Quiambao 
of RTC, Angeles City (Chief Justice Jose Abad Santos Awardee), 
Judge Emma Matammu of RTC Valenzuela City (Chief Justice 
Ramon Avanceña Awardee), and Atty. Eileen Joy Bonghanoy, 
(Outstanding Branch Clerk of Court of RTC, Cagayan de Oro 
City), I heartily thank the Society, the Board of Judges chaired 
by Justice Antonio T. Carpio, with Justice Bernardo P. Pardo as 
vice chair, and the distinguished members, Justice Angelina 

Response1 

Hon. MARY ANN E. CORPUS-MAÑALAC2

Presiding Judge
Regional Trial Court, Branch 141, Makati City

1   Response delivered by Judge Mary Ann E. Corpus-Mañalac, during 
the Society for Judicial Excellence Awards Ceremonies held on 
September 18, 2013 at the Manila Hotel. 

2   2013 Chief Justice Cayetano Arellano Awardee. 

Sandoval-Gutierrez, Justice Diosdado M. Peralta, Justice Adolfo 
S. Azcuna, JBC member Atty. Ma. Milagros Fernan-Cayosa and 
Dean Danilo L. Concepcion, as well as the Society’s Board of 
Trustees, and the Screening Committee, for this recognition. 

I am also grateful to our Executive Judge Benjamin 
Pozon, because my journey to the Society would not have 
started were it not for his nomination; to the Makati City LGU 
which has been very supportive of the Makati City courts; 
and to my staff at the RTC, Makati City, Branch 141, for their 
wholehearted cooperation in our quest for excellence. 

Of course, my joy this afternoon will not be complete 
without my family, who serves as my inspiration. In my 10 
years with the judiciary, I’ve seen how they have been patient 
and have grown accustomed to the limited time I could spare 
with them due to my work demands. For their sacrifices, they, 
too, deserve this award. 

Finally, allow me to pay my reverence to God the Almighty, 
the source of my strength. To Him I bring back the glory and 
honour befitting of this recognition. 

Maraming salamat po, at muli, magandang hapon sa 
inyong lahat.

We invite Your Honors to share your views...

Since 2015, PHILJA Bulletin’s  JUDICIAL VIEWS section  
has been featuring speeches delivered or papers written 
that have direct impact to the Judiciary.

We continue to invite contributions from the members 
of the Judiciary. The speeches, articles, or papers must 
be at least 3,000 words. Lengthy speeches/papers may 
be published in parts. Kindly include a brief profile of the 
author. The PHILJA Bulletin Editorial Board reserves the 
right to review the submissions prior to publication.   
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Training Programs and Activities

The Academy conducted the Pilot Training on International 
Humanitarian Law on August 15 and 16 at the Garden Orchid 
Hotel in Zambaonga City, in partnership with the Department 
of Justice (DOJ) and the International Committee of the Red 
Cross (ICRC). Twenty-nine participants attended the one-and-
a-half-day training designed to enhance their knowledge of 
the principles of international humanitarian law and the issues 
and concerns about the Philippine Act on Crimes Against 
International Humanitarian Law, Genocide, and Other Crimes 
Against Humanity (Republic Act No. 9851).

 Court Administrator Jose Midas P. Marquez delivered the 
opening remarks setting the tone of the training. Mr. Boris 
Kelecevic, Deputy Head for Prevention and Communication 
of the ICRC, gave a message and welcomed the participants. 
The following lectures were then delivered: Understanding the 
International Committee of the Red Cross by ICRC Legal Officer 
Atty. Monalisa Barro; Classification of Armed Conflict by ICRC 
International Humanitarian Law (IHL) Coordinator and Legal 
Advisor Atty. Evecar Cruz Ferrer; Principles of the International 
Humanitarian Law by PHILJA Chancellor Adolfo S. Azcuna; and 
Republic Act No. 9851: Issues and Concerns by Dean Sedfrey 
M. Candelaria, Head of PHILJA Research, Publications and 
Linkages Office. 

 Parallel workshops were conducted on the second day, one 
for judges facilitated by Naga City RTC Br. 61 Presiding Judge 
Soliman M. Santos, Jr., and another for prosecutors and law 
enforcement officers led by Senior Deputy State Prosecutor 
Richard Anthony D. Fadullon. 

 The first workshop required the judges to work on a certain 
case problem. The prosecutors and law enforcement officers, 
on the other hand, were divided into three groups and were 
asked to prepare their respective group’s sworn statement, an 
investigation blue print and an Information to be submitted to 
the judges’ group at the end of the workshop session. 

Pilot Training on International Humanitarian Law for Judges, 
Prosecutors, and Law Enforcement Officers

 During the second workshop, judges were asked to prepare 
and issue the proper Orders based on the outputs submitted 
to them by the three groups during the first workshop. 
Meanwhile, the prosecutors and the law enforcement officers 
discussed the proposed elements of the crimes punishable 
by RA No. 9851 facilitated by DOJ Assistant State Prosecutor 
Samina S. Macabando-Usman. 

 At the plenary held in the afternoon of the second day, a 
panel composed of PHILJA Chancellor Azcuna, Judge Santos, 
Dean Candelaria, SDSP Fadullon, and Atty. Ferrer-Cruz critiqued 
the outputs of the prosecutors’ and law enforcement oficers’ 
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Basic Mediation Course  Curriculum Review

On August 24 to 25, PHILJA conducted a curriculum review of 
the Basic Mediation Course (BMC) at the Bayview Park Hotel, 
Manila. Thirteen mediators from the different Philippine 
Mediation Center Units in Metro Manila, Luzon, Visayas and 
Mindanao, as well as members of the PHILJA Corps of Professors 
handling court-annexed mediation topics, participated in the 
activity aimed at revising the BMC curriculum and finalizing 
a standard and coherent training program for prospective 
court-annexed mediators. 

 PHILJA Executive Secretary Justice Marina L. Buzon 
emphasized in her welcome remarks that the activity is 
important because its end goal is to give prospective mediators 
an appropriate training to acquire the necessary knowledge, 
skills, and attitude in the effective performance of their roles 
as court-annexed mediators. 

 Atty. Brenda Jay C. Angeles-Mendoza, Chief of Office 
for Philippine Mediation Center, presented the proposed 
revisions to the curriculum, which is now focused on the 
skills that mediators should learn rather than the stages 
of mediation. The revised curriculum aims to achieve the 
following objectives: (1) understand the nature and sources of 
conflicts among parties; (2) learn the concept and principles of 
Alternative Dispute Resolution and the Supreme Court’s court-
annexed mediation program; (3) understand the mediation 
process and the role of the mediator in helping the parties 

achieve mutually-satisfactory resolution of their disputes; and 
(4) learn specific mediator skills that are required to effectively 
perform their role as court-annexed mediators.

 Workshop sessions were also conducted to finalize the 
module materials, the BMC program flow, including the 
time allotment of each session, session guides, and training 
methodologies and activities.

groups. Questions from the participants were also answered 
by the panel, making the plenary a lively discussion of the 
issues and challenges that the participants will face in applying 
IHL and RA No. 9851 to the cases they will encounter in their 
respective courts and stations. 

 The participants also witnessed the signing of a 
Memorandum of Agreement between the DOJ, through 

Undersecretary Reynante B. Orceo, and the ICRC, through 
its Head of Delegation Mr. Pascal Porchet, for continued 
training and other activities in furtherance of international 
humanitarian law.

 The IHL training ended with the message of thanks from 
Mr. Porchet and the closing remarks of PHILJA Chancellor 
Azcuna.

 Commissioner Linda L. Malenab-Hornilla, Chair of the 
PHILJA Alternative Dispute Resolution Department, in her 
closing remarks, thanked all the mediators for their active 
participation in the successful two-day curriculum review.

 Since its initial offering in 2000, the Academy has 
conducted 41 BMC training programs.
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Orientation-Seminar

79th Orientation Seminar-Workshop for Newly Appointed 
Judges
Date: September 12–21, 2017
Venue: PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 62 newly appointed and 19 promoted judges, 
namely:

I. Newly Appointed Judges

Regional Trial Courts

Region VII
Hon. Lucila M. Cad-Enjambre 
RTC, Br. 89, Mandaue City, Cebu
Hon. Rosario S. Carriaga 
RTC, Br. 75, Bais City, Negros Oriental
Hon. Ferdinand A. Collantes 
RTC, Br. 68, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu
Hon. Anna Lou B. Fernandez-Cavada 
RTC, Br. 57, Cebu City, Cebu
Hon. Samson Troy K. Layese 
RTC, Br. 78, Bogo City, Cebu
Hon. Cesar M. Madeja 
RTC, Br. 80, Bogo City, Cebu
Hon. Bernarditto M. Malabago 
RTC, Br. 95, Barili, Cebu
Hon. Marc Joseph A. Quirante 
RTC, Br. 88, Mandaue City, Cebu
Hon. Joy B. Redoble 
RTC, Br. 77, Carcar City, Cebu
Hon. Ferdie Esperidion D. Riveral 
RTC, Br. 87, Mandaue City, Cebu
Hon. Ruelo A. Saladaga 
RTC, Br. 69, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu
Hon. Jineffer B. Singco 
RTC, Br. 79, Bogo City, Cebu
Hon. Fruto G. Teodorico III 
RTC, Br. 86, Mandaue City, Cebu
Hon. Joseph Stephen A. Ygnacio 
RTC, Br. 67, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu

Region VIII
Hon. Georgina U. Perez 
RTC, Br. 45, Tacloban City, Leyte
Hon. Maria Corazon S. Vergara-Naraja 
RTC, Br. 47, Ormoc City, Leyte

Region IX
Hon. Ivy F. Damayo-Elviña
RTC, Br. 21, Pagadian City, Zamboanga del Sur
Hon. Norma O. Usin-Usman
RTC, Br. 34, Zamboanga City, Zamboanga del Sur

Region X
Hon. Jeanne Marie Abarrientos-Sabio
RTC, Br. 11, Manolo Fortich, Bukidnon
Hon. Isah J. Echem-Tangonan 
RTC, Br. 33, Butuan City, Agusan del Norte
Hon. Fernando R. Fudalan, Jr. 
RTC, Br. 34, Cabadbaran, Agusan del Norte
Hon. Leonila P. Gorgolon 
RTC, Br. 30, Surigao City, Surigao del Norte

Region XI
Hon. Glenn DC. Aquino 
RTC, Br. 8, Davao City, Davao del Sur
Hon. Dante A. Baguio 
RTC, Br. 12, Davao City, Davao del Sur
Hon. Gerardo C. Braganza 
RTC, Br. 43, Koronadal City, South Cotabato
Hon. Mario C. Duaves 
RTC, Br. 15, Davao City, Davao del Sur
Hon. Carmel G. Grado 
RTC, Br. 56, Compostela, Compostela Valley
Hon. Lilibeth O. Ladaga 
RTC, Br. 28, Lianga, Surigao del Sur
Hon. Felix F. Mesa
RTC, Br. 26, Surallah, South Cotabato
Hon. Vicente T. Peña 
RTC, Br. 45, Surallah, South Cotabato
Hon. Precious Aurea L. Pojas 
RTC, Br. 38, Alabel, Sarangani
Hon. Adelbert S. Santillan 
RTC, Br. 63, Polomolok, South Cotabato
Hon. Sharon Rose T. Saracin 
RTC, Br. 30, Tagum City, Davao del Norte
Hon. Catherine A. Velasco-Supeda 
RTC, Br. 50, Alabel, Sarangani

Region XII
Hon. Kasan K. Abdulrakman 
RTC, Br. 27, Cotabato City, Maguindanao

Municipal Trial Courts in Cities

Region IX
Hon. Hilarion Jonathan G. Maagad 
MTCC, Dapitan City, Zamboanga del Norte

Region X
Hon. Ela De Villa Angeles-Lim 
MTCC, Cabadbaran City, Agusan del Norte
Hon. Anabel Carmen S. Casino-Baluran 
MTCC, Br. 3, Cagayan de Oro City, Misamis Oriental

Region XI
Hon. Annie May Braga-Leuterio 
MTCC, Br. 3, General Santos City, South Cotabato
Hon. Gay Gerle T. Masepequeña-Peloton 
MTCC, Tagum City, Davao del Norte



7Volume  XIX Issue No. 75

Municipal Trial Courts

Region VIII
Hon. Florabel L. Amado-Berino 
MTC, Barugo, Leyte
Hon. Anabelle S. Donasco-Balledo 
MTC, Mariripi, Biliran
Hon. Ivy P. Gariando-Lenzo 
MTC, Marabut, Samar
Hon. Herbert D. Renomeron 
MTC, Sta. Fe, Leyte
Hon. Ruth O. Tan-Ching 
MTC, Bobon, Northern Samar

Region XII
Hon. Kristine M. Camandero 
MTC, Midsayap, North Cotabato

Municipal Circuit Trial Courts 

Region VIII
Hon. Carl A. Magsoling 
1st MCTC: San Miguel–Tunga, Leyte
Hon. Carmelita S. Manzon-Naval 
7th MCTC: Calbiga–Hinabanga, Samar
Hon. Thea Gicela C. Nueve-Zamora 
6th MCTC: Calubian–San Isidro, Leyte
Hon. Jose Julius P. Obus 
2nd MCTC: Malitbog–Tomas Oppus, Southern Leyte
Hon. Judy O. Ramos-Navarrosa 
4th MCTC: San Juan–Saint Bernard, Southern Leyte

Region X
Hon. Samson Ariel C. Cayetuna 
3rd MCTC: Loreto–La Paz, Agusan del Sur
Hon. Graciano C. Compe, Jr. 
1st MCTC: San Jose–Dinagat–Basilisa–Cagdiano, 
Dinagat Island, Surigao del Norte
Hon. Maribeth L. De Juan-Hermoso 
4th MCTC: Esperanza–San Luis–Talacogon–Sibagat, 
Agusan del Sur
Hon. Genevieve B. Tutica-Valles 
2nd MCTC: Trento–Sta. Josefa–Veruela, Agusan del Sur
Hon. Sheryl Jane C. Zambrano 
8th MCTC: Del Carmen–San Isidro–San Benito, 
Surigao del Norte

Region XI
Hon. Lailani C. Marzo-Vagilidad 
2nd MCTC: Monkayo–Montevista, Compostela Valley
Hon. Ma. Pelisa Corazon S. Parido-Dinopol 
2nd MCTC: Malungon–Alabel, Sarangani
Hon. Emma V. Peralta-Nebran 
3rd MCTC: Kiamba–Maitum, Sarangani
Hon. Sheila O. Resabal-Vinluan 
1st MCTC: Cateel–Boston, Davao Oriental
Hon. Leah Garnet G. Solde-Annogui 
3rd MCTC: Nabunturan–Mawab, Compostella Valley

Region XII
Hon. Ishac L. Mangondato 
1st MCTC, Marantao–Saguiaran–Kapai–Piagapo–Tagoloan, 
Lanao del Sur

II. Promoted Judges (Attended September 18–21, 2017)

Regional Trial Courts

Region VII
Hon. Leoncio R. Bancoro
RTC, Br. 41, Dumaguete City, Negros Oriental
Hon. Pamela A. Baring-Uy
RTC, Br. 21, Cebu City, Cebu
Hon. Anacleto G. Debalucos
RTC, Br. 17, Cebu City, Cebu
Hon. Allan Francisco S. Garciano
RTC, Br. 83, Mandaue City, Cebu
Hon. Dennis C. Larrobis 
RTC, Br. 76, Naga City, Cebu
Hon. Azucena C. Macalolot-Credo 
RTC, Br. 101, Talibon, Cebu
Hon. Marlon Jay G. Moneva 
RTC, Br. 74, Cebu City, Cebu
Hon. Christine S. Muga-Abad 
RTC, Br. 70, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu
Hon. Francis Rainier R. Navarrete 
RTC, Br. 93, Argao City, Cebu
Hon. Ma. Josefa C. Pinza-Ramos 
RTC, Br. 90, Danao City, Cebu

Region VIII
Hon. Fabio T. Albao, Jr.
RTC, Br. 39, Sogod, Southern Leyte
Hon. Wenifredo C. Cuaton 
RTC, Br. 11, Calubian, Leyte
Hon. Lolita R. Mercado 
RTC, Br. 46, Tacloban City, Leyte

Region IX
Hon. Shene C. Cañete
RTC, Br. 35, Zamboanga City

Region X
Hon. Lou A. Nueva
RTC, Br. 55, Trento, Agusan del Sur
Hon. Jacqueline J. Ongpauco-Corte 
RTC, Br. 29, Surigao City, Surigao del Norte

Region XI
Hon. Leo T. Madrazo 
RTC, Br. 11, Davao City, Davao del Sur
Hon. Angelita A. Alfonso-Tumanda 
RTC, Br. 5, Mati, Davao Oriental

Region XII
Hon. Anabelle D. Piang 
RTC, Br. 15, Shariff Aguak, Maguindanao
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12th Orientation Seminar-Workshop for Newly Appointed 
Sheriffs and Process Servers
Date: August 15–17, 2017
Venue: PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 106 newly appointed sheriffs and process servers, 
namely:

I. Sheriffs

Regional Trial Courts

National Capital Judicial Region
Mr. Edgar R. Cablas
RTC, Br. 290, Malabon City 
Mr. Genaro L. Gallano 
RTC, Br. 230, Quezon City 
Ms. Bernadette P. Garcia 
RTC, Br. 232, Caloocan City 
Mr. Leoncio K. Gutierrez IV 
RTC, Br. 119, Pasay City 
Mr. Rogelio G. Jundarino 
RTC, Br. 17, Manila
Mr. Marte Joy Y. Magistrado 
RTC, Br. 277, Mandaluyong City 
Mr. Joenard V. Tinaliga 
RTC, Br. 42, Manila
Mr. Victor B. Viernes 
RTC, Br. 228, Quezon City 
Mr. Floreza J. Ypil 
RTC, Br. 229, Quezon City 

Region II
Mr. Wilson D. Mateo
RTC, Br. 11, Tuao, Cagayan

Region IV
Mr. Archie Allen C. Mercado
RTC, OCC, San Pablo City, Laguna

Region VIII
Mr. Nordan Roy O. Zosa
RTC, Br. 28, Catbalogan, Samar

Region IX
Mr. Jose Rannel B. Amongo
RTC, Br. 36, Ipil, Zamboanga Sibugay
Mr. Allan A. Eguia 
RTC, Br. 7, Dipolog City, Zamboanga del Norte

Region XI
Mr. Dennis D. Catolico
RTC, OCC, Alabel, Sarangani
Mr. Ken Ivy B. Conocer 
RTC, Br. 46, Alabel, Sarangani
Mr. Irvin Paul L. Cubelo 
RTC, Br. 54, Davao City, Davao Del Sur
Mr. Vaughn Nathan D. Vargas 
RTC, Br. 48, Alabel, Sarangani

Region XII
Mr. Salahuddin M. Abdullah
RTC, OCC, Marawi City, Lanao del Sur
Mr. Joely G. Lim 
RTC, Br. 28, Midsayap, North Cotabato

Metropolitan Trial Courts

National Capital Judicial Region
Mr. John Anthony N. Alcala
MeTC, Br. 108, Valenzuela City
Mr. Francisco B. Cajilis 
MeTC, Br. 110, Muntinlupa City
Mr. Raul D. Coliflores 
MeTC, Br. 124, Las Piñas City
Mr. Kristoffer Louie B. De Leon 
MeTC, Br. 121, Las Piñas City
Mr. Edwin B. Estella 
MeTC, OCC, Pasig City
Mr. Maynard A. Eusebio 
MeTC, Br. 111, Muntinlupa City
Mr. Edgardo Q. Franco 
MeTC, Br. 117, Taguig City
Mr. Rommel M. Kahulugan 
MeTC, Br. 49, Caloocan City 
Mr. Sandy M. Magdaraog 
MeTC, Br. 113, Muntinlupa City 
Mr. Melmar S. Mendoza 
MeTC, Br. 123, Las Piñas City 
Mr. Jose Ron S. Morelos 
MeTC, Br. 107, Valenzuela City 
Mr. Joseph E. Nuñez 
MeTC, Br. 36, Quezon City 
Mr. Edgar John M. Pulan 
MeTC, Br. 115, Taguig City

Municipal Trial Courts in Cities

Region III
Mr. Derwin D. David
MTCC, Br. 1, Angeles City, Pampanga

Region VI
Ms. Geraldine M. Garaygay 
MTCC, Himamaylan City, Negros Occidental

Region VII
Mr. Mark Arnel B. Amodia
MTCC, OCC, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu

Region X
Mr. Benjamin T. Dingal III 
MTCC, Br. 7, Cagayan de Oro City, Misamis Oriental
Mr. Brian R. Raganas 
MTCC, Br. 3, Butuan City, Agusan del Norte 
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II.   Process Servers

Regional Trial Courts

National Capital Judicial Region
Mr. Jonathan B. Bayun
RTC, Br. 279, Mandaluyong City
Mr. Mark Anthony S. Calasanz 
RTC, Br. 57, Makati City
Mr. Mark Erold F. Cantara 
RTC, Br. 282, Valenzuela City
Mr. Noel S. Caparas 
RTC, Br. 63, Makati City
Mr. Joseph Bernard S. Castillo 
RTC, Br. 23, Manila 
Mr. Bernabe P. Chavez 
RTC, Br. 113, Pasay City
Mr. Danilo D. Dinero 
RTC, Br. 48, Manila
Mr. Jonathan N. Lazarte 
RTC, Br. 45, Manila
Mr. Henry D. Montorio 
RTC, Br. 29, Manila
Mr. Gener D. Quiña 
RTC, Br. 288, Navotas
Ms. Shirley B. Reyes 
RTC, OCC, Taguig City
Mr. Francisco DG. Ruzgal, Jr.  
RTC, Br. 287, Navotas
Mr. Neri S. Violanda
RTC, Br. 291, Malabon City

Region II
Mr. Julius Caezar D. Cardenas 
RTC, Br. 32, Cabarroguis, Quirino

Region III
Ms. Mary Jane M. Espina
RTC, Br. 65, Tarlac City, Tarlac
Mr. Alberto U. Flores, Jr.
RTC, Br. 60, Angeles City, Pampanga
Mr. Joshua Mikhael B. Lustestica 
RTC, Br. 79, Malolos City, Bulacan
Mr. Jay-Ar M. Magpayo 
RTC, Br. 96, Dinalupihan, Bataan
Ms. Anacorita M. Padillo 
RTC, Br. 38, San Jose City, Nueva Ecija

Region IV
Mr. Ernest Z. Buguis
RTC, Br. 79, Morong, Rizal

Region VI
Mr. Henry T. Dondoyano
RTC, Br. 30, Iloilo City, Iloilo

Region VII
Mr. Bryan R. Bentoy
RTC, Br. 28, Mandaue City, Cebu

Region VIII
Mr. Edgardo G. Camoro, Jr. 
RTC, Br. 9, Tacloban City, Leyte

Region X
Mr. Andrew G. Mualim
RTC, Br. 32, Zamboanga City, Zamboanga del Sur

Region XI
Mr. Jorge C. Beatisula
RTC, Br. 46, Alabel, Sarangani
Mr. Brix Ian J. Narbasa
RTC, Br. 54, Davao City, Davao del Sur
Mr. Michael T. Paparon
RTC, Br. 48, Alabel, Sarangani
Mr. Arnold E. Villegas
RTC, OCC, Alabel, Sarangani

Region XII
Mr. Teddy Z. Sarajos 
RTC, Br. 61, Kidapawan City, North Cotabato

Metropolitan Trial Courts

National Capital Judicial Region
Mr. Benny A. Bartolay, Jr. 
MeTC, Br. 119, Navotas City
Mr. Bernabe M. Cañones, Jr. 
MeTC, Br. 27, Manila
Ms. Rhea E. Centino 
MeTC, Br. 122, Las Piñas City
Mr. Lito M. Erpelo 
MeTC, Br. 118, Navotas City
Mr. Josua R. Florendo 
MeTC, Br. 117, Taguig
Mr. Jomarie T. Francisco 
MeTC, Br. 108, Valenzuela City
Ms. Josephine C. Ipili 
MeTC, Br. 8, Manila
Mr. Lunicito L. Mejias 
MeTC, Br. 111, Muntinlupa City
Mr. Jayson M. Orbe
MeTC, Br. 110, Muntinlupa City
Mr. Johnatan E. Pascua
MeTC, Br. 123, Las Piñas City
Mr. Ronaldo F. Santiago 
MeTC, Br. 115, Taguig City
Mr. Brando S. Santos 
MeTC, Br. 107, Valenzuela City
Mr. Michael A. Vega
MeTC, Br. 109, Valenzuela City

Municipal Trial Courts in Cities

Region III
Mr. Antonio S. Balverde
MTCC, Br. 1, Malolos City, Bulacan



10 July–September 2017

Region IV
Ms. Editha M. Mayuga
MTCC, Br. 2, San Pedro City, Laguna
Mr. Simeon A. Mayuga 
MTCC, Br. 1, San Pedro City, Laguna
Mr. Francisco M. Morelos, Jr. 
MTCC, OCC, San Pablo City, Laguna

Region VII
Ms. Marienet M. Roble
MTCC, Danao City, Cebu
Mr. Jerry James G. Tirado
MTCC, Br. 2, Lapu-Lapu City, Cebu

Region X
Mr. Isaiah P. Morales
MTCC, Br. 4, Butuan City, Agusan del Norte

Municipal Trial Courts 

Region I
Mr. Conrado A. Organo 
MTC, Mankayan, Benguet

Region III
Mr. Rolino M. Esplago 
MTC, Floridablanca, Pampanga

Region IV
Mr. Eduardo C. Del Rosario 
MTC, San Mateo, Rizal

Region V
Mr. Neil Ian V. Borja
MTC, Calabanga, Camarines Sur

Region VII
Ms. Bernadine B. Ragay
MTC, Siaton, Negros Oriental

Region VIII
Mr. Xernan T. Diente 
MTC, Lavezares, Northern Samar
Mr. Lemuel I. Lipata 
MTC, Laoang, Northern Samar

Region X
Mr. Omar T. Camama 
MTC, Buenavista, Agusan del Norte

Region XI
Mr. Petronilo R. Jimena, Jr. 
MTC, Polomolok, South Cotabato

Region XII
Mr. Mark Roy S. Echivarre 
MTC, Midsayap, North Cotabato

Municipal Circuit Trial Courts 

Region IV
Mr. Carmelo M. Ayuso
6th MCTC Burdeos–Jomalig–Patnanungan, Quezon

Ms. Elna A. Endozo
4th MCTC Alfonso–General Aguinaldo, Cavite
Mr. Erwin D. Paulo
3rd MCTC Padre Burgos–Agdangan, Quezon

Region V
Mr. Arjay A. Brioso
8th MCTC San Jacinto–Monreal, Masbate

Region VIII
Mr. Medil B. Aban  
7th MCTC Calbiga–Hinabangan, Samar
Mr. Gilbert C. Almo  
2nd MCTC Malitbog–Tomas Oppus, Southern Leyte
Ms. Rhodora A. Cuevas  
6th MCTC Llorente–Hernani, Eastern Samar
Mr. Roy M. Labesig  
1st MCTC San Miguel–Tunga, Leyte

Region XI
Mr. Mickael S. Retiza 
6th MCTC Jose Abad Santos–Sarangani (Balut Island), 
Davao del Sur

43rd Pre-Judicature Program
Date: July 17–28, 2017
Venue: Hotel Elizabeth, Cebu City
Participants: 41 lawyers, namely:

National Capital Judicial Region 
Aldwin F. Alegre
Plaridel J. Bohol II
Eric B. Dela Cruz1

Ruby P. Ferrer
Aura Rizza A. Garcia-Gabriel
Anihairah B. Hadji Omar
Michael Paul B. Israel
Ma. Victoria Y. Patinio
Caroline C. Payumo
Leonid Lee C. Serrano

Region II
Minerva R. Magtanao-Taguinod

Region III
Ninethz L. Balagtas-Alzate
Santiago M. Beltran, Jr.
Leah A. De Guzman
Mary Joyce M. Sarangaya-Ayungo

Region IV
Marcian Noby J. Cueto-Matabang

Pre-Judicature Program

1  Attended sessions on July 20, 24–29.  Other sessions were taken 
during the 42nd PJP in Manila.
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Special Focus Program

Court Interpreters of the National Capital Judicial Region
Date:  August 23–25, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 57 court interpreters

RTC Sheriffs of the Fourth Judicial Region
Date:  September 12–14, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 68 RTC sheriffs

Region V
Lloyd Czar M. Ballesteros
Donabel L. Breva-Bobier
Maria Janice B. Caño-Coderis
Jovito B. Coderis, Jr.
Enrico Voltaire S. Rivera 

Region VI
Kristin Marie N. Falalimpa
Alonette S. Ragodo-Perez
Anne C. Servando

Region VII
Hannah B. Abella-Singco
Angeline T. Asdillo2

Mae Lizbeth I. Avila
Van Joseph F. Capili
Agapito G. Cartagenas
Jose Melandro H. Garcia, Jr.
Charmaine B. Mascardo
Michael M. Mernado, Jr.
Eunice Christie Anne T. Pasatiempo
Ace Victor F. Risma
Kristie Lynn R. Roa-Durano
Cleo Marie C. Santillan
Hazel F. Villegas
Glenda J. Yee

Region X
Abdullah D. Macagaan
Ilya Kristine R. Ravanera
Alfonso Vicente, Jr.

From the 36th PJP
Danilo N. Medina3

Capacity Building on Environmental Laws and Rules of 
Procedure for Environmental Cases for Selected Judges and 
Branch Clerks of Court
Date:  August 9–11, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 44 RTC, MeTC, MTCC and MCTC judges and clerks 
of court

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:  August 22–24, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 40 RTC judges and court social workers, 
prosecutors and law enforcement investigators 

Information Dissemination through a Dialogue between 
Barangay Officials and Court Officials

City of Laoag
Date:  August 17, 2017 
Venue: Sangguniang Panlungsod Session Hall, City Hall, Laoag 
City, Ilocos Norte
Participants: 63 barangay officials

Career Enhancement Program

Career Development Program

Seminar for Executive and 
Vice Executive Judges

Seminar for Executive Judges and Vice Executive Judges
Date:  September 6–7, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 41 executive and vice executive judges

2  Missed the first session on July 17.
3 Attended sessions on July 17–21, 24–25, and 27–28

Court Legal Researchers
Date:  September 20–21, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants:  66 court legal researchers

Court Librarians
Date:  August 15–17, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants:  42 court librarians
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City of Vigan
Date:  August 18, 2017 
Venue: Vigan City Culture and Trade Center Auditorium, Vigan 
City, Ilocos Sur
Participants: 82 barangay officials

Province of Sarangani
Date:  September 5, 2017 
Venue: Alabel Gymnasium, Poblacion Alabel, Sarangani 
Province
Participants: 167 barangay officials

Province of South Cotabato
Date:  September 7, 2017 
Venue: South Cotabato Gymnasium and Cultural Center, 
Koronadal, South Cotabato
Participants: 225 barangay officials

City of Mandaue
Date:  September 28, 2017 
Venue: Artist Hall, Benedicto College, Mandaue City, Cebu
Participants: 72 barangay officials

City of Lapu-Lapu
Date:  September 29, 2017 
Venue: Session Hall of the Sanggunuiang Panlungsod of Lapu-
Lapu City, Cebu
Participants: 57 barangay officials

Ninth Seminar-Workshop on Deposit Insurance, Banking 
Practices and Bank Conservatorship and Liquidation
Development Partner: Philippine Deposit Insurance 
Corporation
Date:  August 15–16, 2017 
Venue:  Bayview Park Hotel, Manila
Participants: 44 selected RTC judges 

Seminar-Workshop on Dangerous Drugs Law for Judges, 
Prosecutors, and Law Enforcers of the National Capital 
Judicial Region
Development Partner: Dangerous Drugs Board
Date:  September 13–15, 2017 
Venue:  Century Park Hotel, Manila
Participants: 87 judges, prosecutors and law enforcers 

Training on International Humanitarian Law for Judges, 
Prosecutors, and Law Enforcement Officers
Development Partners: Department of Justice, and the 
International Committee of the Red Cross
Date:  August 15–16, 2017 
Venue:  Garden Orchid Hotel, Zamboanga City
Participants: 29 judges, prosecutors and law enforcers

Training Seminar on the Revised Guidelines for Continuous 
Trial of Criminal Cases 
Development Partners: United States Agency for International 
Development, American Bar Association–Rule of Law Initiative, 
and The Asia Foundation

Region VI 
Date:  July 7, 2017 
Venue:  SMX Convention Center, Bacolod City
Participants: 269 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, PAO 
lawyers and mediators

Regions I and II
Date:  July 14, 2017 
Venue:  Fort Ilocandia Resort Hotel, Laoag City, Ilocos Norte
Participants: 338 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, PAO 
lawyers and mediators

Regions X and XII
Date:  July 28, 2017 
Venue:  Limketkai Luxe Hotel, Cagayan de Oro City
Participants: 241 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, public 
attorneys and mediators

Region II
Date:  August 4, 2017 
Venue:  Hotel Roma, Tuguegarao City
Participants: 204 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, public 
attorneys and mediators

Regions XI and XII
Date:  August 18, 2017 
Venue:  Marco Polo Hotel, Davao City
Participants: 283 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, public 
attorneys and mediators

Regions VII and VIII
Date:  August 24, 2017 
Venue:  Quest Hotel, Cebu City
Participants: 224 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, public 
attorneys and mediators

Region IX
Date:  August 25, 2017 
Venue:  Quest Hotel, Cebu City
Participants: 129 judges, clerks of court, prosecutors, public 
attorneys and mediators

NCJR
Date:  September 14, 2017 
Venue:  New World Manila Bay Hotel, Manila
Participants: 219 judges and clerks of court
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Basic Mediation Course Curriculum Review
Date:  August 24–25, 2017 
Venue: Bayview Park Hotel, Manila 
Participants: 13 judges and lawyers

Refresher/Advanced Course for Court-Annexed Mediators 
(Skills Enhancement Course)

Negros Oriental and Bohol Mediation Programs
Date:  July 26–27, 2017 
Venue:  Plaza Maria Luisa Suites Inn, Dumaguete City
Participants: 32 mediators

Camarines Sur, Albay and Sorsogon Mediation Programs
Date:  August 30–31, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 27 mediators

Work Orientation and Skills Enhancement Seminar for PMC 
Unit Staff
Date:  August 16–17, 2017 
Venue:  Amelie Hotel Manila, Manila
Participants: 58 PMC Unit Staff

Judicial Settlement Conference for Judges on Judicial Dispute 
Resolution (Skills-based Course)
Date:  July 11–14, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 40 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC judges

Orientation of Clerks of Court and Branch Clerks of Court on 
Judicial Dispute Resolution
Date:  September 28, 2017 
Venue:  VIP Hotel, Don Apolinar Velez St., Cagayan de Oro City, 
MIsamis Oriental
Participants: 52 RTC, MTCC, MTC and MCTC clerks of court and 
branch clerks of court and PMCU staff

Orientation of Law Practitioner on Judicial Dispute Resolution
Date:  September 28, 2017 
Venue:  VIP Hotel, Don Apolinar Velez St., Cagayan de Oro City, 
Misamis Oriental
Participants: 20 IBP Lawyers

Specialized Mediation Training: Pre-Internship and 
Accreditation for Court of Tax Appeals
Date:  September 6–7, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 16 CTA justices, court attorneys and staff

19th National Convention and Seminar of the Metropolitan 
and City Judges Association of the Philippines (MetCJAP)
Date:  September 20–22, 2017 
Venue: La Piazza Hotel and Convention Center, Legazpi City
Participants: 118 MeTC and MTCC judges

Alternative Dispute Resolution Program

Revision of the Handbook for Sheriffs
Date:  September 20, 2017 
Venue:  Bernas Center, Ateneo Lounge, Ateneo Law School, 
Rockwell Drive, Makati City
Participants: 30 judges, clerks of court, sheriffs and lawyers 

Roundtable Discussion

Knowledge Sharing on Judicial Ethics (Integrity and 
Accountability)
Development Partner:  Konrad Adenauer Stiftung
Date:  August 29–30, 2017 
Venue:  The Peninsula Manila, Makati City
Participants: 50 foreign speakers/participants, representatives 
from Konrad Adenauer Stiftung, local speakers/participants, 
local participants, PHILJA officials, chiefs of office and 
professors

Validation Workshop

Convention-Seminar

Seminar-Workshop for Selected Judges on Financial Crimes 
and Money Laundering
Development Partner: United States Department of 
Justice, Criminal Division, Office of Overseas Prosecutorial 
Development Assistance and Training (OPDAT)
Date:  September 26–27, 2017 
Venue:  Pan Pacific Hotel, City of Manila
Participants: 26 judges

Personal Secuity Training for Judges
Development Partner: National Bureau of Investigation
Date:  September 26–28, 2017 
Venue:  PHILJA Training Center, Tagaytay City
Participants: 38 RTC, MCTC, and MTC judges
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Justice Tita Marilyn B. Payoyo-
Villordon was appointed 
Associate Justice of the Court 
of Appeals on June 28, 2017.  
Before her appointment to 
the CA, she has been serving 
the Judiciary since May 2001, 
initially as Presiding Judge of 
Branch 4, Municipal Trial Court 
in Cities (MTCC) Olongapo 
City, then as Acting Presiding 

Judge of Branch 59, of the Mandaluyong City Metropolitan 
Trial Court (MeTC) in January 2002, and as Acting Presiding 
Judge of Branch 45, of the Pasay City Metropolitan Trial Court 
(MeTC).  In 2004, she was promoted as Presiding Judge of 
Branch 224, of the Quezon City Regional Trial Court (RTC), 
where she served for 13 years. 

 Apart from her service in the Judiciary, Justice Tita has 
worked with the Executive and the Legislative branches of 
the government—making her public servant in the truest 
sense. She was a Division Manager of the Board of Inquiry and 
Discipline (BID), Office of the General Counsel of the National 
Power Corporation (NAPOCOR), and a Corporate Attorney at 
the Litigation Department of the Office of the General Counsel 
of NAPOCOR from 1994 to 1996.  She was a Department 
Prosecutor at the Board of Personnel Inquiry (BOPI) of the 
Department of Agriculture from 1987 to 1988.  From 1988 to 
1994, she was a Legislative Staff Officer VI at the Reference 
and Research Bureau of the House of Representative.

  Justice Tita carries a vast experience in the legal 
profession: she was a junior associate at the Gualberto Law 
Office; a law professor at the Union Christian College; an 
instructor in the College of Arts and Sciences of the Baguio 
Colleges Foundation; and an instructor at the Philippine 
Military Academy. 

 Justice Tita is the incumbent Treasurer of the Philippine 
Women Judges Association (PWJA) after serving as its 
Secretary General for the past six years.  At the time of her 
appointment, she is also the President of the Quezon City 
Regional Trial Court Judges Association (QCRTCJA).  She is 
a member of the Integrated Bar of the Philippines– Quezon 

Hon. TITA MARILYN B. PAYOYO-VILLORDON
Associate Justice, Court of Appeals

Appointed on June 28, 2017

City Chapter and the Soroptomist International of the 
Philippines Region.  She was a member of the Philippine 
Contingent to Maryland, USA, for a Group Study Exchange 
Program of the Rotary International (1994); a member of the 
Technical Working Group in the preparation and drafting of 
the 1993 Environmental Code;  chairperson of the Standing 
Technical Committee of the 1992 Congressional Canvassing 
for President and Vice President of the Philippines; and the 
representative of the Reference and Research Bureau in the 
Mutual Aid Association of the House of Representatives  

 Among the various trainings and seminars she attended 
are the following: International Association of Women Judges 
(IAWJ) Regional Conference in Sydney, Australia (May 2017); 
IAWJ Biennial Conference in Washington D.C., United States of 
America (May 2016); OECD Competition Workshop for Judges 
in Busan, Korea (October 2015); ASEAN Law Association (ALA) 
Conference in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia (September 2014); 
IAWJ Biennial Conference in Arusha, Tanzania (May 2014); 
IAWJ Asia Pacific Regional Conference in Auckland, New 
Zealand (May 2013); and IAWJ Biennial Conference in Seoul, 
Korea (May 2010). 

 Justice Tita was recognized by the Volunteers Against 
Crime and Corruption as an Outstanding Judge in 2007 and 
2014, and was given several commendations by the Philippine 
Drug Enforcement Agency for her speedy disposition of 
cases.  She was also a panelist/speaker on Alternative Dispute 
Resolution and Supreme Court Initiatives in the Philippines at 
the International Association of Women Judges Asia Pacific 
Regional Conference in Auckland, New Zealand in May 2013.  
She has written articles in the PWJA Newsette on Alternative 
Dispute Resolution. She was featured in the Gavel and Robe 
Magazine in October 2015.

 Born on September 16, 1959 and raised in Baguio City, 
Justice Tita is the eldest child of Retired Judge Tito A. Payoyo 
and Hilaria Bautista-Payoyo. Justice Tita is married to Quezon 
City Prosecutor Rafael R. Villordon and they are blessed with 
three children: (1) DOJ Prosecutor Loverhette Jeffrey, married 
to Diana Sayo, and their children Liv Aubrey and Leigh Arya; 
(2) Atty. Barwin Scott, an Executive Assistant at the Office of 
the Chairman of the Commission on Audit; and (3) Kathleen 
Stacey.  
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The waiver of the effects of Article 125 of the Revised 
Penal Code is not a license to detain a person ad infinitum; 
Every person’s right to liberty is not to be construed as 
waived by mere operation of Section 7, Rule 112 of the 
Rules of Court 
The rule is that a person subject of a warrantless arrest 
must be delivered to the proper judicial authorities within 
the periods provided in Article 125 of the RPC, otherwise, 
the public official or employee could be held liable for the 
failure to deliver except if grounded on reasonable and 
allowable delays. Article 125 of the RPC is intended to 
prevent any abuse resulting from confining a person without 
informing him of his offense and without allowing him to 
post bail. It punishes public officials or employees who shall 
detain any person for some legal ground but fail to deliver 
such person to the proper judicial authorities within the 
periods prescribed by law. In case the detention is without 
legal ground, the person arrested can charge the arresting 
officer with arbitrary detention under Article 124 of the RPC. 
This is without prejudice to the possible filing of an action 
for damages under Article 32 of the New Civil Code of the 
Philippines. 

 Article 125 of the RPC, however, can be waived if the 
detainee who was validly arrested without a warrant opts for 
the conduct of preliminary investigation. The question to be 
addressed here, therefore, is whether such waiver gives the 
State the right to detain a person indefinitely.

 The Court answers in the negative.

 The waiver of Article 125 of the RPC does not vest 
upon the DOJ, PPO, BJMP, and PNP the unbridled right to 
indefinitely incarcerate an arrested person and subject him 
to the whims and caprices of the reviewing prosecutor of 
the DOJ. The waiver of Article 125 must coincide with the 
prescribed period for preliminary investigation as mandated 
by Section 7, Rule 112 of the Rules of Court. Detention 
beyond this period violates the accused’s constitutional right 
to liberty.

 Stated differently, the waiver of the effects of Article 125 
of the RPC is not a license to detain a person ad infinitum. 
Waiver of a detainee’s right to be delivered to proper judicial 
authorities as prescribed by Article 125 of the RPC does not 
trump his constitutional right in cases where probable cause 

was initially found wanting by reason of the dismissal of the 
complaint filed before the prosecutor’s office even if such 
dismissal is on appeal,  reconsideration, reinvestigation or on 
automatic review. Every person’s basic right to liberty is not 
to be construed as waived by mere operation of Section 7, 
Rule 112 of the Rules of Court. The fundamental law provides 
limits and this must be all the more followed especially so 
that detention is proscribed absent probable cause.

 Accordingly, the Court rules that a detainee under such 
circumstances must be promptly released to avoid violation 
of the constitutional right to liberty, despite a waiver of Article 
125, if the 15-day period (or the 30-day period in cases of 
violation of RA No. 9165) for the conduct of the preliminary 
investigation lapses. This rule also applies in cases where the 
investigating prosecutor resolves to dismiss the case, even if 
such dismissal was appealed to the DOJ or made the subject 
of a motion for reconsideration, reinvestigation or automatic 
review. The reason is that such dismissal automatically 
results in a prima facie finding of lack of probable cause to 
file an information in court and to detain a person.

 The Court is aware that this decision may raise 
discomfort to some, especially at this time when the present 
administration aggressively wages its “indisputably popular 
war on illegal drugs.” As Justice Diosdado Peralta puts it, that 
the security of the public and the interest of the State would 
be jeopardized is not a justification to trample upon the 
constitutional rights of the detainees against deprivation of 
liberty without due process of law, to be presumed innocent 
until the contrary is proved and to a speedy disposition of the 
case.

Mendoza, J., Integrated Bar of the Philippines Pangasinan Legal Aid and 
Jay-Ar R. Senin v. Department of Justice, Provincial Prosecutor’s Office, 
et al., G.R. No. 232413 (formerly UDK 15419), July 25, 2017.

Section 23 of RA No. 9165 is declared unconstitutional 
for being contrary to the rule-making authority of the 
Supreme Court under Section 5(5), Article VIII of the 1987 
Constitution 
The power to promulgate rules of pleading, practice and 
procedure is now Our exclusive domain and no longer shared 
with the Executive and Legislative departments. x x x

x x x x

 Plea bargaining, as a rule and a practice, has been existing 
in our jurisdiction since July 1, 1940, when the 1940 Rules 
took effect. x x x

x x x x

 When the 1964 Rules became effective on January 
1, 1964, the same provision was retained under Rule 118 
(Pleas). Subsequently, with the effectivity of the 1985 Rules 

Constitutional Law
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on    January 1, 1985, the provision on plea of guilty to a lesser 
offense was amended. x x x

x x x x

 The 1985 Rules was later amended. While the wordings 
of Section 2, Rule 118 was retained, Section 2, Rule 116 was 
modified in 1987. A second paragraph was added, stating 
that “[a] conviction under this plea shall be equivalent to a 
conviction of the offense charged for purposes of double 
jeopardy.”

 When RA No. 8493 (“Speedy Trial Act of 1998”) was 
enacted, Section 2, Rule 118 of the Rules was substantially 
adopted. Section 2 of the law required that plea bargaining 
and   other matters that will promote a fair and expeditious 
trial are to be considered during  pre-trial conference in 
all criminal cases cognizable by the Municipal Trial Court, 
Municipal Circuit Trial Court, Metropolitan Trial Court, 
Regional Trial Court, and the Sandiganbayan.

 Currently, the pertinent rules on plea bargaining under 
the 2000 Rules are quoted below:

Rule 116 (Arraignment and Plea):

Sec. 2. Plea of guilty to a lesser offense. – At 
arraignment, the accused, with the consent of the 
offended party and the prosecutor, may be allowed 
by the trial court to plead guilty to a lesser offense 
which is necessarily included in the offense charged. 
After arraignment but   before trial, the accused 
may still be allowed to plead guilty to said lesser 
offense after withdrawing his plea of not guilty. 
No amendment of the complaint or information is 
necessary. (Sec. 4, Cir. 38-98)

Rule 118 (Pre-trial):

Section 1. Pre-trial; mandatory in criminal cases. – 
In all criminal cases cognizable by the Sandiganbayan, 
Regional Trial Court, Metropolitan Trial Court, 
Municipal Trial Court in Cities, Municipal Trial Court 
and Municipal Circuit Trial Court, the court shall, 
after arraignment and within 30 days from the date 
the court acquires jurisdiction over the person of the 
accused, unless a shorter period is provided for in 
special laws or circulars of the Supreme Court, order 
a pre-trial conference to consider the following: 

(a) plea bargaining;

(b) stipulation of facts;

(c) marking for identification of evidence of the 
parties;

(d) waiver of objections to admissibility of 
evidence;

(e) modification of the order of trial if the 
accused admits the charge but interposes a 
lawful defense; and

(f) such matters as will promote a fair and 
expeditious trial of the criminal and civil 
aspects of the case. (Sec. 2 and 3, Cir. 38-98)

x x x x

 By the same token, it is towards the provision of a simplified 
and inexpensive procedure for the speedy disposition of cases 
in all courts that the rules on plea bargaining was introduced. 
As a way of disposing criminal charges by agreement of the 
parties, plea bargaining is considered to be an “important,” 
“essential,” “highly desirable,” and  “legitimate” component 
of the administration of justice.

x x x x

 Plea bargaining is allowed during the arraignment, the 
pre-trial, or even up to the point when the prosecution 
already rested its case.  As regards plea bargaining during the 
pre-trial stage, the trial court’s exercise of discretion should 
not amount to a grave abuse thereof. x x x

x x x x

 At this point, We shall not resolve the issue of whether 
Section 23 of RA No. 9165 is contrary to the constitutional 
right to equal protection of the law in order not to preempt 
any future discussion by the Court on the policy considerations 
behind Section 23 of RA No. 9165. Pending deliberation on 
whether or not to adopt the statutory provision in toto or a 
qualified version thereof, We deem it proper to declare as 
invalid the prohibition against plea bargaining on drug cases 
until and unless it is made part of the rules of procedure 
through an administrative circular duly issued for the 
purpose. 

Peralta, J., Salvador Estipona, Jr. v. Hon. Frank E. Lobrigo, et al., G.R. No. 
226679, August 15, 2017.

Jurisdiction of the Special Agrarian Court is original 
and exclusive; The Court’s ruling in Veterans Bank and 
Martinez should be abandoned

Remedial Law

First Impressions
Constitutional Law (continued)
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Citing the rulings in Veterans and Martinez, the LBP argues that 
the PARAD resolution already attained finality when Dalauta 
filed the petition for determination of just compensation 
before the RTC sitting as SAC. The petition was filed beyond 
the 15-day prescriptive period or, specifically, more than five 
years after the issuance of the PARAD Resolution. 

 This issue on jurisdiction and prescription was timely 
raised by LBP as an affirmative defense, but the SAC just 
glossed over it and never really delved on it. When the issue 
was raised again before the CA, the appellate court, citing LBP 
v. Wycoco and LBP v. Suntay, stressed that the RTC, acting as 
SAC, had original and exclusive jurisdiction over all petitions 
for the determination of just compensation. It explained that 
the original and exclusive jurisdiction of the SAC would be 
undermined if the DAR would vest in administrative officials 
the original jurisdiction in compensation cases and make 
the SAC an appellate court for the review of administrative 
decisions. 

 The Court agrees with the CA in this regard. Section 
9, Article III of the 1987 Constitution provides that “[p]
rivate property shall not be taken for public use without 
just compensation.” In Export Processing Zone Authority 
v. Dulay, the Court ruled that the valuation of property 
in eminent domain is essentially a judicial function 
which cannot be vested in administrative agencies. “The 
executive department or the legislature may make the 
initial determination, but when a party claims a violation 
of the guarantee in the Bill of Rights that private property 
may not be taken for public use without just compensation, 
no statute, decree, or executive order can mandate that its 
own determination shall prevail over the court’s findings. 
Much less can the courts be precluded from looking into the   
‘justness’ of the decreed compensation.” Any law or rule in 
derogation of this proposition is contrary to the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution, and is to be struck down as void or 
invalid. These were reiterated in Land Bank of the Philippines 
v. Montalvan, when the Court explained:

It is clear from Sec. 57 that the RTC, sitting as a 
Special Agrarian Court, has “original and exclusive 
jurisdiction over all petitions for the determination of 
just compensation to landowners.” This “original and 
exclusive” jurisdiction of the RTC would be undermined 
if the DAR would vest in administrative officials original  
jurisdiction in compensation cases and make the RTC 
an appellate court for the review of administrative 
decisions. Thus, although the new rules speak of 
directly appealing the decision of adjudicators to the 
RTCs sitting as Special Agrarian Courts, it is clear from 
Sec. 57 that the original and exclusive jurisdiction 
to determine such cases is in the RTCs. Any effort 

to transfer such jurisdiction to the adjudicators and 
to convert the original jurisdiction of the RTCs into 
appellate jurisdiction would be contrary to Sec. 57 
and therefore would be void. Thus, direct resort to 
the SAC by private respondent is valid.

 It would be well to emphasize that the taking 
of property under RA No. 6657 is an exercise of the 
power of eminent domain by the State. The valuation 
of property or determination of just compensation in 
eminent domain proceedings is essentially a judicial 
function which is vested with the courts and not 
with administrative agencies. Consequently, the SAC 
properly took cognizance of  respondent’s petition for 
determination of just compensation.

 Since the determination of just compensation is a judicial 
function, the Court must abandon its ruling in Veterans Bank, 
Martinez and Soriano that a petition for determination of 
just compensation before the SAC shall be proscribed and 
adjudged dismissible if not filed within the 15-day period 
prescribed under the DARAB Rules.

 To maintain the rulings would be incompatible and 
inconsistent with the legislative intent to vest the original 
and exclusive jurisdiction in the determination of just 
compensation with the SAC. Indeed, such rulings judicially 
reduced the SAC to merely an appellate court to review 
the administrative decisions of the DAR. This was never the 
intention of the Congress.

 As earlier cited, in Section 57 of RA No. 6657, Congress 
expressly granted the RTC, acting as SAC, the original and 
exclusive jurisdiction over all petitions for the determination 
of just compensation to landowners. Only the legislature 
can recall that power. The DAR has no authority to qualify 
or undo that. The Court’s pronouncement in Veterans Bank, 
Martinez, Soriano, and Limkaichong, reconciling the power 
of the DAR and the SAC essentially barring any petition to the 
SAC for having been filed beyond the 15-day period provided 
in Section 11, Rule XIII of the DARAB Rules of Procedure, 
cannot be sustained. The DAR regulation simply has no 
statutory basis. 

Mendoza, J., Land Bank of the Philippines v. Eugenio Dalauta, G.R. No. 
190004, August 8, 2017.
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Vicarious Liability – when employer may be held liable 
As a general rule, one is only responsible for his own act or 
omission. This general rule is laid down in Article 2176 of the 
Civil Code, which provides:

Art. 2176. Whoever by act or omission causes damage 
to another, there being fault or negligence, is obliged 
to pay for the damage done. Such fault or negligence, 
if there is no pre-existing contractual relation between 
the parties, is called a quasi-delict and is governed by 
the provisions of this Chapter.

 The law, however, provides for exceptions when it makes 
certain persons liable for the act or omission of another. One 
exception is an employer who is made vicariously liable for 
the tort committed by his employee under paragraph 5 of 
Article 2180. Here, although the employer is not the actual 
tortfeasor, the law makes him vicariously liable on the basis of 
the civil law principle of pater familias for failure to exercise 
due care and vigilance over the acts of one’s subordinates to 
prevent damage to another.

 It must be stressed, however, that the above rule is 
applicable only if there is an employer-employee relationship. 
This employer-employee relationship cannot be presumed 
but must be sufficiently proven by the plaintiff. The plaintiff 
must also show that the employee was acting within the 
scope of his assigned task when the tort complained of was 
committed. It is only then that the defendant, as employer, 
may find it necessary to interpose the defense of due 
diligence in the selection and supervision of employees.

 In Mamaril v. The Boy Scout of the Philippines, we found 
that there was no employer-employee relationship between 
Boy Scout of the Philippines (BSP) and the security guards 
assigned to it by an agency pursuant to a Guard Service 
Contract. In the absence of such relationship, vicarious 
liability under Article 2180 of the Civil Code cannot apply 
as against BSP.  Similarly, we find no employer-employee 
relationship between MCS and respondent guards. The 
guards were merely assigned by Grandeur to secure MCS’ 
premises pursuant to their Contract of Guard Services. Thus, 
MCS cannot be held vicariously liable for damages caused by 
these guards’ acts or omissions.

Jardeleza, J., John E.R. Reyes and Merwin Joseph Reyes v. Orico Doctolero, 
et al., G.R. No. 185597, August 2, 2017.

Possession can be acquired not only by material 
occupation, but also by the fact that a thing is subject to 
the action of one’s will or by the proper acts and legal 
formalities established for acquiring such right.
The question that follows is whether Zamudio’s occupation 
of the subject property as caretaker may be considered as 
proof of respondent’s and her predecessors-in-interest’s 
prior possession of the said land. 

 The Court rules in the affirmative. 

 For one to be considered in possession, one need not 
have actual or physical occupation of every square inch of 
the property at all times. Possession can be acquired not 
only by material occupation, but also by the fact that a thing 
is subject to the action of one’s will or by the proper acts 
and legal formalities established for acquiring such right. 
Possession can be acquired by juridical acts. These are acts 
to which the law gives the force of acts of possession. In one 
case, this Court has considered a claimant’s act of assigning 
a caretaker over the disputed land, who cultivated the 
same and built a hut thereon, as  evidence of the claimant’s 
possession of the said land. 

 In the present case, it has been established that 
respondent and her predecessors-in-interest authorized 
Zamudio as caretaker of the subject land. Thus, Zamudio’s 
occupation of the disputed land, as respondent’s caretaker, 
as early as 1975, is considered as evidence of the latter’s 
occupation of the said property. Petitioner’s argument that 
respondent’s possession must not be a mere fiction but 
must, in fact, be actual is unavailing as this requirement is 
applicable only in proceedings for land registration under 
Presidential Decree 1529, otherwise known as the Land 
Registration Decree, which is not the case here. On the other 
hand, it was only in 1986 that petitioner’s predecessor-in-
interest started occupying the same property. 

Peralta, J., Municipal Rural Bank of Libmanan, Camarines Sur v. Virginia 
Ordonez, G.R. No. 204663, September 27, 2017.

Guidelines in designating the proper offense in case of 
lascivious conduct committed under Section 5(b) of RA No. 
7610 and in determining the imposable penalty

Accordingly, for the guidance of public prosecutors and the 
courts, the Court takes this opportunity to prescribe the 
following guidelines in designating or charging the proper 
offense in case lascivious conduct is committed under Section 

Criminal Law



19Volume  XIX Issue No. 75

172.1 Literary and artistic works, hereinafter referred 
to as “works,” are   original intellectual creations in the 
literary and artistic domain protected from the moment 
of their creation and shall include in particular:

(a) Books, pamphlets, articles and other writings;

(b) Periodicals and newspapers;

(c) Lectures, sermons, addresses, dissertations 
prepared for oral delivery, whether  or not reduced 
in writing or other material form;

(d)  Letters;

(e) Dramatic or dramatico-musical compositions; 
choreographic works or entertainment in dumb 
shows;

(f) Musical compositions, with or without words;

x x x x

 As such, “Lavandera Ko,” being a musical composition 
with words is protected under the copyright law (Part IV, RA 
No. 8293) and not under the trademarks, service marks and 
trade names law (Part III, RA No. 8293). 

Peralta, J., Fernando U. Juan v. Roberto U. Juan, G.R. No. 221732, August 
23, 2017.

5(b) of RA No. 7610, and in determining the imposable 
penalty:

1. The age of the victim is taken into consideration in 
designating or charging the offense, and in determining 
the imposable penalty.

2. If the victim is under 12 years of age, the nomenclature of 
the crime should be “Acts of Lasciviousness under Article 
336 of the Revised Penal Code in relation to Section 
5(b) of RA No. 7610.” Pursuant to the second proviso in 
Section 5(b) of RA No. 7610, the imposable penalty is 
reclusion temporal in its medium period.

3. If the victim is exactly 12 years of age, or more than 12 
but below 18 years of age, or is 18 years old or older but 
is unable to fully take care of herself/himself or protect 
herself/himself from abuse, neglect, cruelty, exploitation 
or discrimination because of a physical or mental 
disability or condition, the crime should be designated as 
“Lascivious Conduct under Section 5(b) of RA No. 7610,” 
and the imposable penalty is reclusion temporal in its 
medium period to reclusion perpetua. 

Tijam, J., People v. Noel Go Caoili alias “Boy Tagalog,” G.R. No. 196342,   
August 8, 2017.

Distinction between copyright and trade name
By their very definitions, copyright and trade or service 
name are different. Copyright is the right of literary 
property as recognized and sanctioned by positive law. 
An intangible, incorporeal right granted by statute to the 
author or originator of certain literary or artistic productions, 
whereby he is invested, for a limited period, with the sole 
and exclusive privilege of multiplying copies of the same and 
publishing and selling them. Trade name, on the other hand, 
is any designation which (a) is adopted and used by person to   
denominate goods which he markets, or services which he 
renders, or business which he conducts, or has come to be so 
used by other, and (b) through its association with such goods, 
services or business, has acquired a special significance as the 
name thereof, and (c) the use of which for the purpose stated 
in (a) is prohibited neither by legislative enactment nor by 
otherwise defined public policy. 

 Section 172.1 of RA No. 8293 enumerates the following 
original intellectual creations in the literary and artistic 
domain that are protected from the moment of their creation, 
thus:

Commercial Law

Jurisdiction of the trial court as an intestate court is 
special and limited
Jurisprudence teaches that jurisdiction of the trial court as 
an intestate court is special and limited as it relates only 
to matters having to do with the probate of the will and/or 
settlement of the estate of deceased persons, but does not 
extend to the determination of questions of ownership that 
arise during the proceedings. This is true whether or not the 
property is alleged to belong to the estate. 

 Furthermore, the doctrine that “in a special proceeding 
for the probate of a will, the question of ownership is an 
extraneous matter which the probate court cannot resolve 
with finality” applies with equal force to an intestate 
proceeding as in the case at bar. Thus:

[A] probate court or one in charge of proceedings 
whether testate or intestate cannot adjudicate or 
determine title to properties claimed to be a part of 
the estate and which are claimed to belong to outside 
parties. All that the said court could do as regards 
said properties is to determine whether they should 

Remedial Law
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or should not be included in the inventory or list of 
properties to be administered by the administrator. 
If there is no dispute, well and good, but if there is, 
then the parties, the administrator, and the opposing 
parties have to resort to an ordinary action for a final 
determination of the conflicting claims of title because 
the probate court cannot do so.

 Corollarily, in the case of Agtarap v. Agtarap, et al.  the 
Court enumerated the instances when the intestate court 
may pass upon the issue of ownership, to wit:

However, this general rule is subject to exceptions as 
justified by expediency and convenience. 

 First, the probate court may provisionally pass upon 
in an intestate or a testate proceeding the question of 
inclusion in, or exclusion from, the inventory of a piece of 
property without prejudice to the final determination of 
ownership in a separate action. Second, if the interested 
parties are all heirs to the estate, or the question is one 
of collation or advancement, or the parties consent to 
the  assumption of jurisdiction by the probate court 
and the rights of third parties are not impaired, then 
the probate court is competent to resolve issues on 
ownership.  Verily, its jurisdiction extends to matters 
incidental or collateral to the settlement and distribution 
of the estate, such as the determination of the status of 
each heir and whether the property in the inventory is 
conjugal or exclusive property of the deceased spouse. 

 From the foregoing, this Court holds that the general 
rule on the limited jurisdiction of the RTC as intestate court is 
applicable in Special Civil Action Nos. 5055-R and 5056-R. As 
to the Magsaysay property in Special Civil Action No. 5057-
R, it is evident from the certificate of title that the rights of 
parties other than the heirs of Florencio Sr. will be impaired 
should the intestate court decide on the ownership of the 
property.

 We note that respondents presented certificates of 
title of the properties registered under their names and 
the Florencio Sr. estate, and their respective shares. As 
pronounced in Bolisay v. Judge Alcid:

In regard to such incident of inclusion or exclusion, 
We hold that if a property covered by Torrens Title is 
involved, the presumptive conclusiveness of such title 
should be given due weight, and in the absence of strong 
compelling evidence to the contrary, the holder thereof 
should be considered as the owner of the property in 
controversy until his title is nullified or modified in an 
appropriate ordinary action, particularly, when as in the 
case at bar, possession of the property itself is in the 
persons named in the title.

 As such, they are considered the owners of the properties 
until their title is nullified or modified in an appropriate 

ordinary action. The co-ownership of the said properties 
by virtue of the certificates of title is a common issue in the 
complaints for partition filed before the Baguio RTC. Thus, 
the intestate court committed grave abuse of discretion 
when it asserted jurisdiction over the subject properties since 
its jurisdiction relates only to matters having to do with the 
settlement of the estate of deceased persons. Any decision 
that the intestate court would render on the title of the 
properties would at best be merely provisional in character, 
and would yield to a final determination in a separate action.

Peralta, J., Teresa R. Ignacio v. Ramon Reyes, et al., G.R. No. 213192, 
July 12, 2017.

Criteria to determine whether counterclaim is compulsory 
or permissive
A compulsory counterclaim is any claim for money or any 
relief, which a defending party may have against an opposing 
party, which at the time of suit arises out of, or is necessarily 
connected with, the same transaction or occurrence that is 
the subject matter of the plaintiffs complaint. It is compulsory 
in the sense that it is within the jurisdiction of the court, 
does not require for its adjudication the presence of third 
parties over whom the court cannot acquire jurisdiction, 
and will be barred in the future if not set up in the answer 
to the complaint in the same case. Any other counterclaim is 
permissive. 

 The Court has held that the compelling test of 
compulsoriness characterizes a counterclaim as compulsory 
if there should exist a logical relationship between the main 
claim and the counterclaim. The Court further ruled that 
there exists such a relationship when conducting separate 
trials of the respective claims of the parties would entail 
substantial duplication of time and effort by the parties and 
the court; when the multiple claims involve the same factual 
and legal issues; or when the claims are offshoots of the same 
basic controversy between the parties.

 The criteria to determine whether the counterclaim is 
compulsory or permissive are as follows:

(a) Are issues of fact and law raised by the claim and 
by the counterclaim largely the same?

(b) Would res judicata bar a subsequent suit on 
defendants claim absent the compulsory rule?

(c)  Will substantially the same evidence support 
or refute plaintiffs claim as well as defendant’s 
counterclaim?

(d) Is there any logical relations between the claim 
and the counterclaim? 



21Volume  XIX Issue No. 75

 A positive answer to all four questions would indicate 
that the counterclaim is compulsory. Otherwise, the same is 
permissive.

 Here, the main issues in the complaint are limited only 
to the propriety of barring Atty. Morales from accessing 
the park through the side door and whether the restroom 
constructed by NGA is a nuisance per se. On the other 
hand, the counterclaim is simply concerned with collecting 
from Atty. Morales his unpaid association dues for the past 
30 years. Suffice it to state that payment or non-payment 
of association dues are distinct matters that do not relate 
to whether the main cause of Atty. Morales against NGA 
was proper. Whether there was payment or otherwise is 
irrelevant to the main issues considering that the pleadings 
filed by the parties essentially reflected an admission of 
membership of Atty. Morales in the association. The failure 
to raise the issue of unpaid association dues in this case or its 
dismissal if properly raised will not be a bar to the filing of the 
appropriate separate action to collect it. 

Mendoza, J., North Greenhills Association, Inc. v. Atty. Narciso Morales, 
G.R. No. 222821, August 9, 2017.

RTC’s duty to issue the writ of possession after the 
purchaser has consolidated its ownership is ministerial 
in nature, hence, a pending action for annulment of 
mortgage or foreclosure does not stay the issuance of a 
writ of possession
Petitioner’s assertion that respondent has not been granted 
any authority to operate as a lending company, as well as the 
allegations of unconscionable and exorbitant interest rates 
imposed on her loans, cannot be raised as a legal basis to 
prevent the issuance of the writ of possession. We have held 
that given the ministerial nature of the RTC’s duty to issue the 
writ of possession after the purchaser has consolidated its 
ownership, any question regarding the regularity and validity 
of the mortgage or its  foreclosure cannot be raised as 
justification for opposing the issuance of the writ. A pending 
action for annulment of mortgage or foreclosure does not 
stay the issuance of a writ of  possession. 

Peralta, J., Norma I. Baring v. Elena Loan and Credit Company, Inc., G.R. 
No. 224225, August 14, 2017.

Computation of period to file petition for certiorari under 
Rule 65
The decision of the NLRC is appealable to the Court of Appeals 
through a petition for certiorari under Rule 65 of the Rules of 
Court x x x.

x x x x

 Petitioner received notice of the NLRC Resolution 
denying his motion for reconsideration on September 23, 
2014. On October 8, 2014, or 21 days after receipt of the 
NLRC Resolution, petitioner filed a Motion for Extension of 
Time to File Petition for  Certiorari, asking for an extension of 
15 days or until October 23, 2014 to file his petition. 

 Petitioner had 60 days to file a petition for certiorari 
under Rule 65. Since petitioner received the NLRC Resolution 
denying his motion for reconsideration on September 23, 
2014, he had until November 22, 2014 (the 60th day) within 
which to file his petition. However, November 22, 2014 fell 
on a Saturday; hence, petitioner had until the next working 
day or until November 24, 2014 (Monday) to file the petition 
under Section 1, Rule 22 of the Rules of Court: 

Section 1. How to Compute Time. – In computing any 
period of time prescribed or allowed by these Rules, 
or by order of the court, or by any applicable statute, 
the day of the act or event from which the designated 
period of time begins to run is to be excluded and the 
date of performance included. If the last day of the 
period, as thus computed, falls on a Saturday, a Sunday, 
or a legal holiday in the place where the court sits, the 
time shall not run until the next working day. 

 In the Resolution dated November 3, 2014, the Court of 
Appeals dismissed the case because petitioner failed to file 
his petition for certiorari on October 23, 2014 as prayed for 
in his earlier motion for extension, even if the 60-day period 
to file the petition under Section 4, Rule 65 had not lapsed.

 Therefore, the Court finds the Court of Appeals gravely 
abused its discretion in dismissing the case on November 
3, 2014 before the 60-day period to file the petition 
for certiorari expired. Even if petitioner, who sought an 
extension of 15 days, or until October 23, 2014 to file the 
petition for certiorari, failed to file the petition on October 
23, 2014, the case, however, was not yet dismissible because 
petitioner was entitled to a 60-day period within which to 
file the petition and had until November 24, 2014 to file it. 
The records show that petitioner timely filed his petition on 
November 24, 2014. 

Peralta, J., Dennis M. Concejero v. Court of Appeals and Philippine 
National Bank,  G.R. No. 223262, September 11, 2017.

When writ of amparo may be issued 
Callo seeks the issuance of the writ of amparo and the interim 
reliefs available under A.M. No. 07-9-12-SC for the immediate 
release of Parker. Callo alleges that Parker is a natural-born 
Filipino citizen and thus should not have been detained by 
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the Bureau of Immigration. Moreover, Callo alleges that the 
life of Parker is endangered in the detention center; and thus, 
a writ of amparo with the interim reliefs prayed for should be 
issued by this Court. 

 We disagree. 

 The protective writ of amparo is a judicial remedy 
to expeditiously provide relief to violations of a person’s 
constitutional right to life, liberty, and security, and more              
specifically, to address the problem of extralegal killings and 
enforced disappearances or threats thereof. Section 1 of 
A.M. No. 07-9-12-SC provides: 

Section 1. Petition. – The petition for a writ of amparo 
is a remedy available to any person whose right to 
life, liberty and security is violated or threatened with 
violation by an unlawful act or omission of a public 
official or employee, or of a private individual or entity. 

 The writ shall cover extralegal killings and enforced 
disappearances or threats thereof. 

 It is clear from the above-quoted provision that the 
writ of amparo covers extralegal killings and enforced 
disappearances or threats thereof. Enforced disappearance 
is defined under Republic Act (RA) No. 9851, Section 3(g) of 
which provides: 

(g)  “Enforced or involuntary disappearance of 
persons” means the arrest, detention, or 
abduction of persons by, or with the authorization, 
support or acquiescence of, a State or a political 
organization followed by a refusal to acknowledge 
that deprivation of freedom or to give information 
on the fate or whereabouts of those persons, with 
the intention of removing from the protection of 
the law for a prolonged period of time. 

 This Court also had the opportunity to define extralegal 
killings and enforced disappearance: 

Extralegal killings are killings committed without due 
process of law, i.e., without   legal safeguards or judicial 
proceedings.  On the other hand, enforced disappearance 
has been defined by the Court as the arrest, detention, 
abduction or any other form of deprivation of liberty by 
agents of the State or by persons or groups of persons 
acting with the authorization, support or acquiescence 
of the State, followed by a refusal to acknowledge the 
deprivation of liberty or by concealment of the fate or 
whereabouts of the disappeared person, which place 
such a person outside the protection of the law. 

 In Navia v. Pardico, this Court clarified that with 
the enactment of RA No. 9851, the Rule on the Writ of 
Amparo is now a procedural law anchored, not only on the  
constitutional right to life, liberty, and security, but also on 
a concrete statutory definition of “enforced or involuntary 

disappearance.” Further, elements constituting enforced 
disappearance as defined under RA No. 9851 were clearly 
laid down by this Court, viz: 

(a)   that there be an arrest, detention, abduction or 
any form of deprivation of liberty;                 

(b)  that it be carried out by, or with the authorization, 
support or  acquiescence of, the State or a political 
organization; 

(c) that it be followed by the State or political 
organization’s refusal to acknowledge or give 
information on the fate or whereabouts of the 
person subject of the amparo petition; and,

(d)  that the intention for such refusal is to remove 
subject person from the protection of the law for 
a prolonged period of time. 

 It is clear that the elements of enforced disappearance 
are not attendant in this case. There is also no threat of such 
enforced disappearance. While there is indeed a detention 
carried out by the State through the Bureau of Immigration, 
the third and fourth elements are not present. There is no 
refusal to acknowledge the deprivation of freedom or refusal 
to give information on the whereabouts of Parker because 
as Callo admits, Parker is detained in the Immigration 
Detention Facility of the Bureau of Immigration. The Bureau 
of Immigration also does not deny this. In fact, the Bureau 
of Immigration had produced the body of Parker before 
the RTC in the proceedings for the writ of habeas corpus 
previously initiated by Parker herself. Similarly, there is no 
intention to remove Parker from the protection of the law 
for a prolonged period of time. As the Bureau of Immigration 
explained, Parker has a pending criminal case against her in 
Davao City, which prevents the Bureau of Immigration from 
deporting her from the country. 

 Simply put, we see no enforced or involuntary 
disappearance, or any threats thereof, that would warrant 
the issuance of the writ of amparo. For the issuance of the 
writ, it is not sufficient that a person’s life is endangered. It 
is even not sufficient to allege and prove that a person has 
disappeared. It has to be shown by the required quantum of 
proof that the disappearance was carried out by, or with the 
authorization, support or acquiescence of the government 
or a political organization, and that there is a refusal to 
acknowledge the same or to give information on the fate or 
whereabouts of the missing persons. In this case, Parker has 
not disappeared. Her detention has been sufficiently justified 
by the Bureau of Immigration, given that there is an SDO and 
a pending criminal case against her. 

Carpio, Acting C.J., Lorie Marie Tomas Callo v. Commissioner Jaime H. 
Morente, et al., G.R. No. 230324, September 19, 2017.
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Effect of restrictive stipulation on venue 
Rule 4 of the Rules of Civil Procedure provides the rules on 
venue in filing an action, to wit: 

Rule 4 

Venue of Actions 

Section 1. Venue of real actions. – Actions affecting title 
to or possession of real property, or interest therein, 
shall be commenced and tried in the proper court which 
has jurisdiction over the area wherein the real property 
involved, or a portion thereof, is situated. 

 Forcible entry and detainer actions shall be 
commenced and tried in the municipal trial court of the 
municipality or city wherein the real property involved, 
or a portion thereof, is situated. 

Sec. 2. Venue of personal actions. – All other actions 
may be commenced and tried where the plaintiff or 
any of the principal plaintiffs resides, or where the 
defendant or any of the principal defendants resides, or 
in the case of a non-resident defendant where he may 
be found, at the election of the plaintiff. 

x x x x

Sec. 4. When Rule not applicable. – This Rule shall not 
apply. 

(a) In those cases where a specific rule or law provides 
otherwise; or 

(b) Where the parties have validly agreed in writing 
before the filing of the action on the exclusive 
venue thereof. 

 Based on the foregoing, the general rules on venue 
admit of exceptions in Section 4 thereof, i.e., where a specific 
rule or law provides otherwise, or when the parties agreed in 
writing before the filing of the action on the exclusive venue 
thereof. 

 Stipulations on venue, however, may either be permissive 
or restrictive. “Written stipulations as to venue may be 
restrictive in the sense that the suit may be filed only in the 
place agreed upon, or merely permissive in that the parties 
may file their suit not only in the place agreed upon but also 
in the places fixed by law. As in any other agreement, what is 
essential is the ascertainment of the intention of the parties 
respecting the matter.”

x x x x

 In view of the predilection to view a stipulation on 
venue as merely permissive, the parties must therefore 
employ words in the contract that would clearly evince a 
contrary   intention. In Spouses Lantin v. Judge Lantion, the 
Court emphasized that “the mere stipulation on the venue 
of an action is not enough to preclude parties from bringing 

a case in other venues. The parties must be able to show 
that such stipulation is exclusive. In the absence of qualifying 
or restrictive words, the stipulation should be deemed as 
merely an agreement on an additional forum, not as limiting 
venue to the specified place. 

 In the instant case, there is an identical stipulation in the 
real estate mortgages executed by the parties, pertaining to 
venue. It reads as follows: 

18.  In the event of suit arising from out of or in connection 
with this mortgage and/or the promissory note/s 
secured by this mortgage, the parties hereto agree to 
bring their causes of action exclusively in the proper 
court/s of Makati, Metro Manila, the MORTGAGOR 
waiving for this purpose any other venue. (Emphasis 
ours) 

 In Spouses Lantin, the Court ruled that “the words 
exclusively and waiving for this purpose any other venue 
are restrictive.” Therefore, the employment of the same 
language in the subject mortgages signifies the clear intention 
of the parties to restrict the venue of any action or suit that 
may arise out of the mortgage to a particular place, to the 
exclusion of all other jurisdictions. 

 In view of the foregoing, the RTC should have granted 
the Urgent Motion to Dismiss filed by PDB on the ground that 
the venue was improperly laid. The complaint being one for 
annulment of real estate mortgages and promissory notes is 
in the nature of a personal action, the venue of which may be 
fixed by the parties to the contract. In this case, it was agreed 
that any suit or action that may arise from the mortgage 
contracts or the promissory notes must be filed and tried in 
Makati only. Not being contrary to law or public policy, the 
stipulation on venue, which PDB and Spouses Ramos freely 
and willingly agreed upon, has the force of law between 
them, and thus, should be complied with in good faith. 

Reyes, Jr., J., Planters Development Bank v. Spouses Victoriano and 
Melanie Ramos, G.R. No. 228617, September 20, 2017.

Use of disrespectful, intemperate, manifestly baseless, 
and malicious statements in pleadings is a violation of the 
lawyer’s oath
In the instant case, Atty. Magdamo’s actuations do not 
measure up to this Canon. The records show that he referred 
to Buenviaje as a “swindler.” He made this imputation 
with pure malice for he had no evidence that Buenviaje is 
committing swindling activities. Even if he was suspicious 

Legal Ethics
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Doctrinal Reminders
Legal Ethics (continued)

Review by the Supreme Court of an appeal by certiorari is 
not a matter of right
RA No. 9285 declares the policy of the State to actively 
promote party autonomy in the resolution of disputes or 
the freedom of the parties to make their own arrangements 
to resolve their disputes. Towards this end, the State shall 
encourage and actively promote the use of Alternative 
Dispute Resolution as an important means to achieve speedy 
and impartial justice and declog court dockets. 

 Court intervention is allowed under RA No. 9285 in 
the following instances: (1) when a party in the arbitration 
proceedings requests for an interim measure of protection; 
(2) judicial review of arbitral awards by the Regional Trial 
Court (RTC); and (3) appeal from the RTC decisions on arbitral 
awards to the Court of Appeals.

 The extent of court intervention in domestic arbitration 
is specified in the IRR of RA No. 9285, thus:

Art. 5.4. Extent of Court Intervention. – In matters 
governed by this Chapter, no court shall intervene 
except in accordance with the Special ADR Rules.

 Court intervention in the Special ADR Rules is allowed 
through these remedies: (1) Specific Court Relief, which 
includes Judicial Relief Involving the Issue of Existence, 
Validity and Enforceability of the Arbitral Agreement, Interim 
Measures of Protection, Challenge to the Appointment of 
Arbitrator, Termination of Mandate of Arbitrator, Assistance 
in Taking Evidence, Confidentiality/Protective Orders, 
Confirmation, Correction or Vacation of Award in Domestic 
Arbitration, all to be filed with the RTC; (2) a motion for 
reconsideration may be filed by a party with the RTC on the 
grounds specified in Rule 19.1; (3) an appeal to the Court of 
Appeals through a petition for review under Rule 19.2 or 

of Buenviaje, he should have refrained from making such 
malicious reference or name-calling for he should know as 
a lawyer that the mere filing of a complaint against a person 
does not guarantee a finding of guilt, and that an accused is 
presumed innocent until proven guilty. Here, other than the 
criminal complaint for bigamy which Fe’s siblings filed before 
the prosecutor’s office, there were no other cases decided 
against Buenviaje. 

 Atty. Magdamo’s malicious imputation against Buenviaje 
is further aggravated by the fact that said imputation was 
made in a forum which is not a party to the legal dispute 
between Fe’s siblings and Buenviaje. He could have just 
informed BPI-Dagupan of the death of its client and that there 
is a pending litigation regarding their client’s estate, and he 
did not have to resort to name-calling and make unnecessary 
commentaries in order to support his cause. Undoubtedly, 
his malicious imputation against Buenviaje is unfair as the 
latter was unnecessarily exposed to humiliation and shame 
even as there was no actual case yet to be filed in the courts. 

x x x x

 Equally incredulous is Atty. Magdamo’s statement in the 
Notice that “Lito V. Buenviaje has been a fugitive from justice 
as he has been hiding from the criminal charge in People v. 
Lita Buenviaje y Visayana, case number 7H-103365, pending in 
the City of Manila.” Upon review, it appears that case number 
7H-103365 is the same bigamy case which Fe’s siblings filed 
against Buenviaje before the Prosecutor’s Office of Manila. 
At the time Atty. Magdamo made the subjects statement in 
the Notice to BPI-Dagupan, he knew that there was no final 
resolution yet from the prosecutor’s office, no case has yet to 
be filed in the courts, there was no warrant of arrest against 
Buenviaje, and more importantly, there was no evidence that 
Buenviaje had any intent to flee prosecution as he even filed 
the instant case and participated in the proceedings hereto. 
A mere charge or allegation of wrongdoing does not suffice. 
Accusation is not synonymous with guilt. There must always 
be sufficient evidence to support the charge. As to why Atty. 
Magdamo made such malicious statements is beyond this 
Court’s comprehension. 

 We had an occasion to say that the use of disrespectful, 
intemperate, manifestly baseless, and malicious statements 
by an attorney in his pleadings or motions is a violation of the 
lawyer’s oath and a transgression of the canons of professional 
ethics. The Court has constantly reminded lawyers to use 
dignified language in their pleadings despite the adversarial 
nature of our legal system. Though a lawyer’s language may 
be forceful and emphatic, it should always be dignified and 
respectful, befitting the dignity of the legal profession. The 
use of intemperate language and unkind ascriptions has no 
place in the dignity of judicial forum. Atty. Magdamo ought to 

Alternative Dispute Resolution

have realized that this sort of public behavior can only bring 
down the legal profession in the public estimation and erode 
public respect for it.

 In this case, Atty. Magdamo’s statements against 
Buenviaje were not only improper but it also undoubtedly 
tended to mislead BPI-Dagupan into thinking that the latter 
is a swindler and a fugitive as it was made without hesitation 
notwithstanding the absence of any evidentiary support. The 
Court cannot condone this irresponsible and unprofessional 
behavior. 

Peralta, J., Lito V. Buenviaje v. Atty. Melchor G. Magdamo, A.C. No. 
11616 (Formerly CBD Case No. 08-2141), August 23, 2017.
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through a special civil action for certiorari under Rule 19.26; 
and (4) a petition for certiorari with the Supreme Court from a 
judgment or final order or resolution of the Court of Appeals, 
raising only questions of law.

 Under the Special ADR Rules, review by the Supreme 
Court of an appeal by certiorari is not a matter of right, thus:

Rule 19.36. Review Discretionary. – A review by the 
Supreme Court is not a matter of right, but of sound 
judicial discretion, which will be granted only for serious 
and compelling reasons resulting in grave prejudice 
to the aggrieved party. The following, while neither 
controlling nor fully measuring the court’s discretion, 
indicate the serious and compelling, and necessarily, 
restrictive nature of the grounds that will warrant the 
exercise of the Supreme Court’s discretionary powers, 
when the Court of Appeals:

a. Failed to apply the applicable standard or test 
for judicial review prescribed in these Special 
ADR Rules in arriving at its decision resulting in 
substantial prejudice to the aggrieved party;

b. Erred in upholding a final order or decision 
despite the lack of jurisdiction of the court 
that rendered such final order or decision;

c. Failed to apply any provision, principle, policy 
or rule contained in these Special ADR Rules 
resulting in substantial prejudice to the 
aggrieved party; and 

d. Committed an error so egregious and harmful 
to a party as to amount to an undeniable 
excess of jurisdiction.

 The mere fact that the petitioner disagrees with the 
Court of Appeals’ determination of questions of fact, of 
law or both questions of fact and law, shall not warrant 
the exercise of the Supreme Court’s discretionary 
power. The error imputed to the Court of Appeals must 
be grounded upon any of the above prescribed grounds 
for review or be closely analogous thereto.

 A mere general allegation that the Court of 
Appeals has committed serious and substantial error 
or that it has acted with grave abuse of discretion 
resulting in substantial prejudice to the petitioner 
without indicating with specificity the nature of such 
error or abuse of discretion and the serious prejudice 
suffered by the petitioner on account thereof, shall 
constitute sufficient ground for the Supreme Court to 
dismiss outright the petition.

Rule 19.37. Filing of Petition with Supreme Court. – A 
party desiring to appeal by certiorari from a judgment 
or final order or resolution of the Court of Appeals 
issued pursuant to these Special ADR Rules may file 
with the Supreme Court a verified petition for review 

on certiorari. The petition shall raise only questions of 
law, which must be distinctly set forth.

 It is clear that an appeal by certiorari to the Supreme Court 
is from a judgment or final order or resolution of the Court of 
Appeals and only questions of law may be raised. There have 
been instances when we overlooked the rule on hierarchy of 
courts and took cognizance of a petition for certiorari alleging 
grave abuse of discretion by the Regional Trial Court when it 
granted interim relief to a party and issued an Order assailed 
by the petitioner, considering the transcendental importance 
of the issue involved therein or to better serve the ends of 
justice when the case is determined on the merits rather on       
technicality. However, in this case, the appeal by certiorari is 
not from a final Order of the Court of Appeals or the Regional 
Trial Court, but from an interlocutory order of the Arbitral 
Tribunal; hence, the petition must be dismissed.

Peralta, J., Department of Foreign Affairs (DFA) v. BCA International & 
Ad Hoc Arbitral Tribunal, G.R. No. 225051, July 19, 2017.

AMENDED ADMINISTRATIVE CIRCULAR 
NO. 83-2015

TO: ALL JUSTICES AND CLERKS OF COURT OF THE 
SUPREME COURT 

 ALL JUSTICES AND CLERKS OF COURT OF THE COURT 
OF APPEALS AND THE SANDIGANBAYAN 

 ALL JUDGES AND CLERKS OF COURT OF THE 
REGIONAL TRIAL COURTS, METROPOLITAN TRIAL 
COURTS, MUNICIPAL TRIAL COURTS IN CITIES, AND 
MUNICIPAL TRIAL COURTS 

CC:  OFFICE OF THE COURT ADMINISTRATOR 
 OFFICE OF THE REPORTER 
 PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE 
 SUPREME COURT LIBRARY 
 OTHER COURT LIBRARIES 

SUBJECT: PROTOCOLS AND PROCEDURES IN THE 
PROMULGATION, PUBLICATION, AND POSTING ON THE 
WEBSITES OF DECISIONS, FINAL RESOLUTIONS, AND 
FINAL ORDERS USING FICTITIOUS NAMES/PERSONAL 
CIRCUMSTANCES 

WHEREAS, the Court issued Guidelines for the purpose 
of protecting the privacy and dignity of victims, including 
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their relatives, in cases where the confidentiality of court 
proceedings and the identities of parties is mandated by law. 

Thus, for the guidance of all courts, their respective clerks 
of court, and other court personnel, we issue the present 
Amended Administrative Circular (Protocol) reiterating and 
supplementing our Guidelines in A.M. No. 12-7-15-SC by further 
detailing the procedures in the promulgation, publication, and 
posting of decisions, resolutions, and final and interlocutory 
orders in the cases covered by this Protocol. 

I.  Covered Cases

1.  This Protocol shall govern the procedure in the 
promulgation, publication and posting of decisions, 
resolutions, and final and interlocutory orders of 
the courts in cases where the confidentiality of 
the identities of the parties, records, and court 
proceedings is mandated by law and/or by the rules. 

2.  Confidentiality of the identities of the parties, records, 
and court proceedings is mandated by the following 
laws: Republic Act (RA) No. 76101 in cases of child 
abuse, exploitation, and discrimination; Article 266-A 
of the Revised Penal Code; RA No. 85052 in cases of 
rape and other forms of sexual abuse or assault; RA 
No. 92083 in cases of human trafficking; RA No. 92624 
in cases of violence against women and their children; 
and RA No. 93445 as amended by Republic Act 10630, 
in cases involving children at risk and those in conflict 
with the law; Republic Act No. 97756 in cases of child 
pornography; Republic Act No. 101757 and; Republic 
Act No. 103648, an act to institute Policies to Eliminate 
Trafficking in Persons especially Women and Children, 
etc. 

3.  This Protocol shall also apply to cases where the 
confidentiality of the identities of the parties, records, 
and court proceedings is mandated by laws or rules 
not expressly mentioned herein and by similar laws 
or rules to be enacted in the future. 

II.  Prospective and Limited Retroactive Application

1.  The decisions, resolutions, and orders issued or 
promulgated or to be issued or promulgated by the 

1 Known as the “Special Protection of Children Against Abuse, 
Exploitation and Discrimination Act.” 

2 Known as the “Rape Victim Assistance and Protection Act of 
1998.” 

3 Known as the “Anti-Trafficking in Persons Act of 1998.” 
4 Known as the “Anti-Violence Against Women and Their Children 

Act of 2004.” 
5 Known as the “Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act of 2006.”  . 
6 Known as the “Anti-Child Pornography Act of 2009.” 
7 Cybercrime Prevention Act of 2012, Section 4(c)(1) and (4)(c)(2) 
8 Known as the “Expanded Anti-Trafficking in Persons Act of 2012.” 

courts in cases covered by this Protocol shall be 
modified in accordance with the provisions of this 
Amended Administrative Circular. 

2. The modification of previously issued and promulgated 
decisions, resolutions, and orders shall extend only to 
those published on the Official Website of the Supreme 
Court (SC Website) beginning 1996, the earliest year 
when decisions of the Court were uploaded and made 
publicly accessible. 

3.  Henceforth, application systems, database 
management systems, and all other software systems 
which store, retrieve, display, print and process 
confidential data in any digitized for using any type of 
electronic device must be designed, developed, and 
implemented to enforce confidentiality in accordance 
with this Amended Circular using appropriate 
techniques such as, but not limited to, encryption, 
data masking, data replacement, and user access 
rights restriction. 

III.  Modification Requirements for Covered Cases

1.  The cases covered by this Protocol shall be modified in 
the following manner: 

a.  By replacing, with Fictitious Initials, the complete 
names of the women and children victims in the 
decisions, resolutions, and orders of the court 
in cases covered by this Protocol. For example, 
AAA should be written in place of the name of 
the woman victim in the crime of rape. 

 The courts may, in the exercise of their discretion, 
use different combinations of letters as long 
as the fictitious initials used shall not identify, 
directly or indirectly, the individual whose real 
name is replaced by the fictitious initials. 

b.  The personal circumstances or other information 
which tend to establish or compromise, directly 
or indirectly, the identities of the women and 
children victims, such as, but not limited to, 
their date of birth, complete address, complete 
names of parents, relatives, or other household 
members, shall be blotted out from the decision, 
resolution, and order of the courts in covered 
cases. 

  The complete names and personal 
circumstances of the victim’s family members or 
relatives, who may be mentioned in the court’s 
decision or resolution, shall likewise be similarly 
treated. 

c.  At the victim’s instance or, if the victim is a minor, 
that of his or her guardian, the complete name of 
the accused may be replaced by fictitious initials 
and his or her personal circumstances blotted 
out from the decision, resolution, or order if the 

Circulars
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name and personal circumstances of the accused 
may tend to establish or compromise the 
victims’ identities. The victims or their guardians 
should manifest to the trial court at the earliest 
opportunity, i.e., after the filing of the complaint, 
information, or original petition, their desire to 
have the name of the accused be replaced with 
fictitious initials and his personal circumstances 
be blotted out from the decision, resolution, and 
order of the court. 

  If the accused is a minor, the complete name 
of the accused shall be replaced with fictitious 
initials and his or her personal circumstances, 
except for the fact of minority, shall be blotted 
out from the decision, resolution or order. 

d.  As to geographical location, the decisions, 
resolutions, and orders in covered cases should 
refer only to the province where the incident 
occurred or where the crime was committed, 
References to the specific barangay or town 
should be blotted out from the body of the 
decision, resolution, or order if its identification 
could lead to the disclosure of the identities of 
the women or children victims. 

2.  The Court shall determine the use of fictitious initials 
in place of the victims’ complete names at the earliest 
opportunity, i.e., after the filing of the complaint, 
information, or original petition and shall then issue 
an Order or Resolution to this effect. 

3.  The fictitious initials determined by the Court to 
replace the real names of the victims in covered cases 
should be used consistently in the body and dispositive 
portion of the decision, resolution, or order and in all 
subsequent court issuances. The court may, however, 
use the real names of the victims in its issuance of 
interlocutory orders, where the identification of the 
victims is necessary to avoid mistake or confusion in 
the enforcement of these orders. 

4. The use of fictitious initials, however, may be waived 
by the victims in accordance with Title IV of this 
Protocol. 

5.  The order or resolution issued by the Court under 
Title III, Paragraph 2 of this Amended Protocol shall 
be effective in all subsequent proceedings in the 
case, even under Rule 38 of the Rules of Court and on 
appeal to the higher courts under Rules 41, 42, 45 or 
47 of the Rules of Court. 

6.  The court’s order or resolution shall also apply to 
petitions for certiorari, prohibition or mandamus, 
under Rule 65 of the Rules of Court, filed by either 
the accused-appellant or the minor, children victims 
or women victims, as petitioner/petitioners, assailing 

the proceedings, orders, or judgment by a lower 
court in covered cases. 

7.  In cases where the victims or their guardians have 
manifested their desire to replace the complete name 
of the accused with fictitious initials, the caption or 
title of the case should be written as follows: 

a.  The fictitious initials in the caption or title of the 
case shall be followed by the case number, or 
government record (G.R.) number, assigned to 
the case written in parenthesis. For example, in 
the lower courts, ‘People of the Philippines v. AAA 
(Case No. __ ).’ 

b.  If the case is appealed to the higher courts, the 
fictitious initials shall be followed by the case 
number assigned by the appellate court with 
proper notation of the original case number of the 
case before the trial court written in parenthesis. 
For example, ‘BBB v. People (current appellate 
court case number [formerly lower court case 
number]).’

c.  If the case filed is a separate and independent 
petition for certiorari, prohibition or mandamus 
under Rule 65 of the Rules of Court, the fictitious 
initials shall be followed by the case number 
assigned by the higher court. Examples are: 
‘BBB v. Public/Private Respondents (Case No.__)’ 
and ‘People of the Philippines and BBB v. Public/
Private Respondents (Case No. __ ).’” 

8.  The rules, under this Protocol, shall also be observed 
in modifying the decisions, resolutions, and orders to 
be uploaded and already uploaded on the SC Website 
or the SC E-Library. 

IV.  Waiver by the Victims

1.  The women and children victims, in covered cases, 
may, at any time, consent to the disclosure of their real 
names and personal circumstances in the decisions, 
resolutions, and orders of the court. In such case, the 
victims giving the consent must personally, or with 
the assistance of counsel, execute a written waiver in 
the presence of the handling Court or before a notary 
public. 

2.  In cases where the victim giving the consent is a minor, 
the waiver must be executed by the minor’s parent or 
guardian. In the absence of a parent or guardian, the 
court shall designate a person who shall execute the 
waiver on the minor’s behalf. The person so designated 
by the court must fully explain the consequences of 
the waiver to the minor. The waiver may be executed 
in the presence of the handling Court or before a 
notary public, and must be approved by the handling 
Court. 
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3.  For good and meritorious cause shown to the handling 
Court, the waiver, under this Protocol, may be revoked 
by those who gave their consent to the disclosure of 
their real names and personal circumstances in the 
decisions, resolutions, and orders of the court. 

4.  The revocation of the waiver must be in writing 
and executed in the presence of the handling Court 
or before a notary public. In the latter case, the 
revocation shall be effective upon the approval 
thereof by the handling Court. 

5.  In cases where the waiver was executed on behalf of a 
minor, the revocation of such waiver may be executed 
by either the minor’s parent, guardian or person 
duly designated by the handling Court for the said 
purpose. The handling Court to which the revocation 
is submitted shall give its approval if, in the exercise 
of its discretion, the revocation will serve the greater 
good of the women or children victims. The handling 
Court shall set the terms for the modification of 
decisions, resolutions, or orders between the time a 
waiver is made and its revocation. 

6.  The women or children victims waiving the 
confidentiality of their identities or revoking such 
waiver must present the waiver or revocation of the 
waiver, duly executed under the provisions of Title IV 
of this Protocol, to the handling Judge or the Court, 
office or officer responsible for the modification of the 
decisions, resolutions, and orders in cases covered by 
this Protocol. 

V. Promulgation of Decision, Final Resolution or Final 
Order

First Level and Second Level Courts

 1.  In the promulgation of decisions (original, amended 
or new), final resolutions, and final orders, in covered 
cases, in the First Level and Second Level Courts, the 
handling Court shall prepare two copies of its decision, 
final resolution or order. The first copy shall be the 
unmodified version of the decision, final resolution 
or order, where the real names of the victim/victims 
are used and their personal circumstances are 
disclosed. The second (modified) copy shall be the 
version of the decision, resolution or order, where the 
fictitious name/names and personal circumstances of 
the victim/victims are used in accordance with this 
Amended Protocol. 

2.  The first copy or unmodified version of the 
decision, final resolution or order of the handling 
Court is confidential and shall be placed, after the 
promulgation thereof, by the Branch Clerk of Court, 
in a blue-colored envelope, duly signed, dated, 
the docket number of the case in the Court written 

thereon by the Branch Clerk of Court and sealed. If 
the handling Court renders an amended decision, final 
resolution or order, the Judge of the handling Court 
shall prepare two copies of the amended decision, 
final resolution or order; the first copy containing the 
genuine name/names and personal circumstances 
of the victim/victims; and a second (modified), copy 
containing the fictitious name/names and personal 
circumstances of said victim/victims and accused if 
warranted. The Branch Clerk of Court thereof shall, 
after the promulgation of the amended decision, 
final resolution or order of the Court, open the blue-
colored envelope, upon written authority of the 
Judge of the handling Court, and place the first copy 
of the amended decision, final resolution or order in 
the same blue-colored envelope, duly resealed, re-
authenticated, and redated, and the docket number 
of the case in the Court written thereon by the Branch 
Clerk of Court. 

3.  Only the authenticated hard copies of the second 
(modified) copy of the promulgated decision and 
amended or new decision, final resolution or order of 
the handling Court shall be released to and served on 
the parties in accordance with the Rules of Court. 

4.  The blue-colored envelope containing the first copy 
of the original and/or amended or new decisions, final 
resolutions or orders of the Court shall be attached to 
and form part of the record of the case. The second 
(modified) copy of the original and/or amended 
or new decision, final resolution or order shall be 
attached to and form part of the open records of the 
case. 

5.  The blue-colored envelope cannot be opened or 
reopened without the written authority of the Judge 
of the handling Court; or in the absence of the Judge 
of the handling Court, by the pairing Judge of the 
handling Court; or in the absence of the pairing Judge 
of the handling Court, by the Executive Judge of the 
handling Court. 

6.  The blue-colored envelope may also be reopened 
upon written order of the Appellate Court or by the 
Supreme Court. 

Court of Appeals and Sandiganbayan

1.  The member of the Court of Appeals chosen by a 
Division (Regular or Special) to be the ponente shall 
submit to the Court two copies of the decision, 
final resolution or order of the Court. The first 
copy contains the genuine name/names, personal 
circumstances and other information of the victim/
victims. The second (modified) copy contains the 
fictitious name and personal circumstances of such 
victim/victims and accused if warranted. Any member 
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of the Court who opts to file a concurring, dissenting 
or separate opinion shall likewise submit to the 
Court a first copy which contains the genuine name/
names of the victim/victims, and a second (modified) 
copy which contains the fictitious name/names and 
personal circumstances of the victim/victims of such 
opinion. The fictitious name/names and personal 
circumstances of the victim/victims and accused if 
warranted contained in the second (modified) copy of 
the dissenting, concurring or separate opinions of the 
other Justice/Justices of the Court shall be the same as 
those contained in the second (modified) copy of the 
decision, final resolution or final order of the ponente. 

2.  After the promulgation of the final copy and second 
(modified) copy of the decision, final resolution or 
order of the Court, in accordance with the Internal 
Rules of the Court of Appeals and the Rules of Court, 
the Division Clerk of Court shall place the first copy of 
the decision, final resolution or order as well as any 
concurring, dissenting or separate opinions of the 
other member/members of the division, in a blue-
colored envelope, seal the envelope, write thereon 
the date and the docket number of the case in the 
Court of Appeals, authenticate the envelope, and 
cause the delivery thereof to the Reporter of the 
Court of Appeals for safekeeping. 

3.  If the original decision is amended or reversed, after 
the promulgation of the original decision, the ponente 
shall prepare and submit to the Court two copies 
thereof, the first copy of the amended decision, final 
resolution or order containing the genuine name/
names and personal circumstances of the victim/
victims, and a second (modified) copy containing the 
fictitious name/names and personal circumstances of 
said victim/victims and accused if warranted. The first 
copy of the amended or new decision, final resolution 
or order as well as any concurring, dissenting or 
separate opinion of other member /members of the 
Division shall be promulgated by the Division Clerk of 
Court, who shall thereafter retrieve the blue-colored 
envelope containing the original copy of the first copy 
of the original decision, final resolution or order of 
the Court from the Reporter of the Court, open the 
envelope and place the amended or new decision/
resolution in the same blue-colored envelope, redate, 
re-authenticate and reseal the same and return the 
said envelope containing the original and amended 
or new decisions, resolutions, and any concurring, 
dissenting or separate opinion to the Reporter of 
Court of Appeals for safekeeping. 

4.  The sealed blue-colored envelope containing the 
original copy of the first copy of the original and 
amended or new decisions, final resolutions and 

orders of the Court cannot be opened or reopened 
except by the Division Clerk of Court as provided 
herein, or as directed by the Supreme Court, or unless 
with the written authority of the ponente, or by the 
Chairperson of the Division if the ponente has died or 
retired, resealed and re-authenticated and the docket 
number of the case written thereon. 

5.  After the promulgation of the original, amended or 
new decision, final resolution or order of the Court, 
the Division Clerk of Court shall furnish the ponente, 
the parties, the Solicitor General, the Director of 
Prisons if the accused is detained, and the Information 
and the Statistical Data Division and Judicial Records 
Division with hard copies of the second (modified) 
copy of the original, amended or new decision, final 
resolution or order, and attach the second (modified) 
copy thereof to the rollo of the case. 

6.  Only a hard copy of the second (modified) copy of the 
original and amended or new decision, final resolution 
or order of the Court may be published in the Official 
Gazette or in the Philippine Reports or Supreme Court 
Website if authorized by the Supreme Court. 

7.  The foregoing rules shall apply in the Sandiganbayan 
except that, after the promulgation of the original and/
or amended or new decision, final resolution or order 
of the Sandiganbayan, the Division Clerk of Court 
shall place the first copy thereof in a blue-colored 
envelope, duly dated, authenticated and sealed, and 
the docket number of the case in the Sandiganbayan 
written thereon, and caused to be delivered to the 
Executive Director of the Legal and Technical Staff of 
the Sandiganbayan for safekeeping. 

Supreme Court

1.  The member of the Supreme Court, who is assigned by 
the Court (Division or En Banc) to write the decision, 
final resolution or order of the Court, shall prepare 
and submit to the members of the Court, a first copy 
thereof where the real or genuine name/names or 
identities and personal circumstances of the victim/
victims are used, and a second (modified) copy, which 
contains the fictitious name/names and personal 
circumstances of the victim/victims and accused if 
warranted, as modified in accordance with the Title 
III, Paragraph 2 of the Amended Protocol. Any other 
member or members of the Court opting to dissent 
from or concur with the majority opinion or to write a 
separate opinion shall also submit to the Chief Justice 
or Division Clerk of Court a first copy and a second 
(modified) copy of such dissenting, concurring or 
separate opinion containing the same fictitious names 
or identities and personal circumstances of the victim/
parties contained in the ponencia. 
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2.  The Judicial Staff Head of the ponente shall submit 
the first copy and the second (modified) copy of the 
decision, final resolution or order, together with any 
other opinion, for authentication, by the Chairperson 
of the Division and certification by the Chief Justice 
and for promulgation by the Clerk of Court, as official 
Court action in the case. The Judicial Staff Head of 
the member/members of the Court shall likewise 
submit a first copy and a second (modified) copy of 
the concurring, dissenting or separate opinion of such 
member /members. 

3.  In addition, the Judicial Staff Head of the ponente shall 
submit the electronic copies of the second (modified) 
copy of the decision, final resolution or order, 
accompanied by the certification, in writing, of said 
Judicial Staff Head of the ponente, of the authenticity 
of said copies, placed in a brown-colored envelope, 
separately marked, dated and authenticated. 

4.  After the promulgation of the decision, final resolution, 
or order of the Court, the Clerk of Court (Division or 
En Banc) shall place the original hard copy of the first 
copy of the decision, final resolution or order of the 
Court and of any concurring/dissenting or separate 
opinion, if any, in a red-colored envelope, duly 
sealed, initialled and dated by the Clerk of Court who 
shall indicate, on the envelope, the docket number of 
the case in the Supreme Court and cause the delivery 
of the envelope and its contents to the Office of the 
Reporter for safekeeping. 

  The Clerk of Court (En Banc or Division) shall 
place the original hard copy of the second (modified) 
copy of the decision, final resolution or order of the 
Court as well as any concurring, separate or dissenting 
opinion of the other Justice or Justices inside a yellow-
colored envelope, dated and authenticated by the 
Clerk of Court, and the docket number of the case in 
the Supreme Court written thereon and deliver the 
envelope and its contents to the Office of the Reporter 
for safekeeping. 

5.  Authenticated hard copies of the original of the 
second (modified) copy of the decision, final 
resolution or order, dissenting, concurring or separate 
opinion, together with the brown-colored envelope 
containing the electronic copies thereof shall be 
delivered to the Clerk of Court of the Court (Division 
or En Banc) who shall cause the delivery of the brown-
colored envelope and its contents to the Management 
Information Systems Office (MISO) and shall cause the 
service of the authenticated hard copies of the second 
(modified) copy upon the parties, in accordance with 
the provisions of the Rules of Court, and provide hard 
copies of the same to the Management Information 

Circulars
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Systems Office (MISO), Public Information Office (PIO), 
Office of the Court Administrator (OCA), Office of the 
Chief Attorney (OCAT), the Supreme Court Library and 
the Philippine Judicial Academy (PHILJA). 

6.  As soon as authenticated hard copies of the second 
(modified) copy of the decision, final resolution or 
order of the Court shall have been served on the 
parties and disseminated in accordance with the 
Rules of Court, the Clerk of Court or the Division Clerk 
of Court shall deliver to the Office of the Reporter a 
reproduction of a hard copy of the second (modified) 
copy of the decision, final resolution or order of the 
Court and of any other opinion of the other member/
members of the Court for the preparation of the 
concise synopsis and syllabus of such decision, final 
resolution or order duly approved by the writer of 
the decision or by the Chief Justice, if the writer has 
retired or is no longer in the judicial service, prior to 
publication in the Philippine Reports. 

7.  If the original decision, final resolution or order is 
amended or a new decision is rendered, after the 
promulgation of the original decision, the ponente 
shall submit to the Court a first copy of the amended 
decision, final resolution or order containing the 
genuine name and personal circumstances of 
the victim/victims and a second (modified) copy 
containing the fictitious name/names and personal 
circumstances of the victim/ victims and accused if 
warranted. The first copy and the second (modified) 
copy of the amended or new decision as well as 
any concurring, dissenting or separate opinion shall 
be transmitted to the Clerk of Court (Division or En 
Banc) for promulgation after which the Clerk of Court 
(Division or En Banc) shall retrieve from the Office of 
the Reporter, the red-colored envelope containing 
the first copy of the original decision, final resolution 
or order as well as the yellow-colored envelope 
containing the second (modified) copy of the original 
or amended or new decision of the Court and place 
the first copy of the amended or new decision, final 
resolution or order inside the red-colored envelope 
and re-authenticate, redate and reseal the same. The 
Clerk of Court shall place the second (modified) copy 
of the amended or new decision, final resolution or 
order and any concurring/dissenting or separate 
opinion, in the same yellow-colored envelope, redate 
the envelope, and authenticate the same and cause 
the return of the two envelopes and the contents 
thereof to the Office of the Reporter for safekeeping. 

8.  The red-colored envelope containing the first copy 
of the original and/or amended or new decision, final 
resolution or order of the Court cannot be opened 
except by the Clerk of Court (En Banc or Division) as 
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provided in the Amended Protocol, or, unless with the 
written authority of the ponente or by the Chairperson 
of the Division or by the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court in an En Banc case if the ponente has died, 
retired or on leave, then re-authenticated, resealed 
and the docket number of the case written thereon by 
the Clerk of Court. 

VI.  Responsibility for the Modification of Promulgated 
Decisions, Final Resolutions and Orders 

1.  In the first and second level courts, only the Presiding 
Judge of the handling Court, or the Branch Clerk of 
Court designated by the Judge of the handling Court 
to modify the decision, final resolution or order of 
the Court shall be responsible for the modification of 
decisions (original or amended), final resolutions and 
orders in their respective courts conformably with 
Title Ill, Paragraphs 2 to 7 (a, b and c) of the Amended 
Protocol. 

2.  Only the ponente of the case in the Supreme Court, the 
Court of Appeals or Sandiganbayan or the Head of the 
Judicial Staff or any of the lawyers in the legal staff of the 
ponente who is designated by the latter to modify the 
original or amended decision, final resolution or order 
of the Court shall be responsible for the modification 
of said decision, final resolution of order of the Court 
conformably with Title III, Paragraphs 2 to 7 (a, b 
and c) of this Amended Protocol. Any member of the 
Supreme Court, Court of Appeals or Sandiganbayan 
opting to file any concurring, dissenting or separate 
opinion or any lawyer in the legal staff of said member 
and designated by the latter to modify any concurring, 
dissenting or separate opinion shall be responsible for 
the modification thereof. 

3.  The Head of the Public Information Office (PIO) 
of the Supreme Court shall be responsible for the 
modification of decisions, final resolutions or orders 
of the Supreme Court, in covered cases, published on 
the official website of the Supreme Court (SC Website) 
beginning 1996 up to July 26, 2015 when the Supreme 
Court issued its Administrative Circular No. 83-2015 
which became effective on July 27, 2015. 

VII.  Publication and Posting of Decisions and Final 
Resolutions/Orders 

1.  Only the HARD COPY of the second (modified) copy 
of the decision (original, amended or new), final 
resolution or order of the Supreme Court and any 
separate, concurring or dissenting opinion, in covered 
cases, shall be published in the Philippine Reports, 
Supreme Court Reports Annotated or in Official 
Gazette, with the synopsis and syllabus prepared by 
the Office of the Reporter. Other decisions and signed 
resolutions not so published may also be published 

in the Philippine Reports in the form of memoranda 
prepared by the Office of the Reporter. 

2.  The Public Information Office (PIO) may choose and 
submit the decisions, final resolutions and orders 
of the Court in covered cases for publication in the 
Official Gazette and the Supreme Court Website. 

3.  Only the second (modified) copy of decisions, final 
resolutions final orders, and separate, concurring or 
dissenting opinion in covered cases promulgated by 
the Supreme Court shall be posted on the SC Website 
and the Supreme Court E-Library. 

4.  Likewise, only the second (modified) copy of 
decisions, final resolutions and orders promulgated 
by the Court of Appeals, Sandiganbayan and the 
lower courts in covered cases may also be posted in 
the SC Website, if so directed by the Supreme Court. 

VIII. Prohibition Against Release to the Public and the 
Media  

1.  Hard and soft copies of first copies of promulgated 
decisions, final resolutions and orders in covered 
cases, and the records, including copies thereof, 
certified and issued by the Clerk of Court of the 
First and Second Level Courts, Court of Appeals, 
Sandiganbayan or the Supreme Court, containing the 
real name/names and personal circumstances of the 
victim/victims and other parties mentioned in Title III, 
of the Amended protocol, above, shall not be released 
to the public and to the media, except with the written 
authority of the handling Court in First and Second 
Level Courts or by the Division in the Court of Appeals 
or Sandiganbayan which rendered said decision, final 
resolution or order; or by the Division of the Supreme 
Court, in Division cases; or by the Supreme Court En 
Banc, in En Banc cases, which rendered said decision, 
final resolution or order; or when the victim/parties 
have a written waiver in accordance with Title IV of 
this Amended Protocol. 

2.  Neither shall the records containing the real names 
and personal circumstances of the parties, mentioned 
in Title III, Paragraph 4 above, be released to the 
public and to the media, except with the authority of 
the Judges/Justices as hereinabove provided. 

3.  Any Court official or employee having personal 
knowledge or verified information of any decision, 
final resolution or order of the Court, in covered cases, 
containing the genuine name/names and personal 
circumstances of the victim/victims and accused if 
warranted in the hard and soft copy of the second 
(modified) copy thereof is mandated to submit 
immediately a written report thereof to the Executive 
Judge of the handling Court concerned, in the First 
and Second Level Courts; or to the Chairperson of 
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the concerned Division of the Court of Appeals and 
Sandiganbayan or to the Presiding Justice thereof; 
or the Chairperson of the concerned Division in the 
Supreme Court or the Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court as the case may be for appropriate action. 

IX.  Liability

1.  The court officials or staff members responsible for 
the modification of the decisions, final resolutions 
and orders by the courts, in covered cases, or 
tasked to handle the covered cases under the 
terms of this Amended Protocol as well as the court 
employees designated to carry out tasks related to 
the implementation of this Amended Protocol, must 
strictly observe the provisions thereof. 

2.  The Court Administrator, in consultation and 
coordination with the Executive Judges of the First 
Level and Second Level Courts and the Clerks of 
Court thereof; the Presiding Justice, in consultation 
and coordination with the Associate Justices of the 
Court of Appeals and of the Reporter of the Court of 
the Court of Appeals, the Clerk of Court and Division 
Clerks of Court of the Court of Appeals; the Presiding 
Justice, in consultation and coordination with the 
Associate Justices of the Sandiganbayan as well as the 
Division Clerks of Court and the Chief of the Legal and 
Technical Staff thereof, must adopt measures, rules 
and systems within their Courts or Offices, within 
three months from the approval by the Supreme 
Court En Banc of the Amended Protocol to fully 
implement the terms and purposes of this Amended 
Protocol via appropriate Circulars or amendments of 
their respective “Internal Rules” for said purpose. 

3.  The unauthorized release to the public or to the media 
of hard or soft copies of the first copy of the decisions 
(original, amended or new), final resolutions or orders 
of the courts, in covered cases, as well as true copies 
thereof, certified and issued by the Clerks of Court of 
the First and Second Level Courts, Appellate Courts 
and the Supreme Court as well as the unauthorized 
use and revelation of the genuine name/names and 
personal circumstances of the victim/victims and 
accused if warranted, in covered cases, in the hard 
or soft copies of the second (modified) copy of said 
decisions, final resolutions or orders of the Court shall 
be considered grave offenses and shall be punishable 
with the penalties provided under the Civil Service 
Rules on Administrative Cases for grave offenses, 
without prejudice to the criminal or civil liabilities that 
the violators may incur under applicable laws. 

4.  Court officials and employees, by themselves and/or 
in connivance with private individuals, who violate 
and/or fail or refuse to comply with and/or abide by 

Circulars
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TO:  JUDGES AND COURT PERSONNEL OF THE FIRST AND 
SECOND LEVEL COURTS 

SUBJECT:  FINANCIAL AID FOR THOSE AFFECTED BY THE 
CLASHES IN MARAWI CITY 

With the clashes in Marawi City in its first month, and the 
consequent growing number of casualties, wounded soldiers 
and civilians, and internally  displaced persons (IDP), all judges 
and court personnel are encouraged to conduct their own 
financial aid drive to provide assistance to all those severely 
affected by  the armed conflict in Marawi City. Those who 
wish to donate cash may choose their preferred beneficiary, 
as follows: 

 Donations for IDP. For those who wish to donate for the 
benefit of all affected and displaced families in Marawi City, 
you may deposit your donation through the Department of 
Social Welfare and Development (DSWD) at the Land Bank 
under Account Name “DSWD Donation” with Account No. 
3122-1011-84. 

 Donors are advised to notify the DSWD-Finance 
Management Service/Cash Division of their donation through 
phone or email and send the validated deposit slip together 
with your information (name, nationality, and address) to 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 126-2017

the terms and conditions of the Amended Protocol, 
may be held liable for indirect contempt, under Rule 
71, Section 3 of the Rules of Court and for a grave 
offense, under the Civil Service Rules on administrative 
cases; and civilly and/or criminally liable, under the 
appropriate laws and rules. 

5.  Third parties who do not have any direct responsibility 
for the implementation of this Amended Protocol 
and who violate the confidentiality covered by this 
Amended Protocol, by themselves or with connivance 
with Court officials and employees may be held liable 
under the appropriate laws or rules. 

X.  Effectivity 

This Amended Protocol shall take effect upon approval 
thereof by the Supreme Court and the publication thereof in a 
newspaper of general circulation.

 Issued this 5th day of September 2017. 

(Sgd.) ANTONIO T. CARPIO
Acting Chief Justice
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TO: ALL JUDGES AND CLERKS OF COURT OF THE REGIONAL 
TRIAL COURTS WITH DRUGS CASES 

SUBJECT: FURNISHING THE PHILIPPINE DRUG ENFORCEMENT 
AGENCY WITH CERTIFIED TRUE COPY/IES OF THE INVENTORY 
OF ALL NON-DRUG EVIDENCE SEIZED, FORFEITED, 
CONFISCATED AND DEPOSITED OR IN CUSTODIA LEGIS IN 
DRUGS CASES  

In his letter dated July 4, 2017, Director-General and Chairman 
Isidro S. Lapeña, Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency (PDEA) 
and its National Law Enforcement Coordinating Committee 
(NALECC) and Subcommittee on Dangerous Drugs and 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 138-2017

1 http://pia.gov.ph/news/articIes/2131497446497 
2  http://www.pna.gov.ph/articles/996623 

finance@dswd.gov.ph and cash@dswd.gov.ph or fax to 931-
8127.1 

 Donations for Families of Soldiers Killed-in-Action. For 
those who wish to donate for the benefit of families of soldiers 
killed in action, you may deposit your donation through the 
Armed Forces of the Philippines (AFP) at the Land Bank under 
Account Name II “AFP Marawi Casualty” with Account No. 
00000552107128. 

 Donors are advised to call or text LCDR Rose Abud at +63 
928 264 3337 to inform the AFP of such deposits made, the 
branch, the date, time, and amount.2 

 Donations for Judges and Court Personnel in Marawi. 
Those who wish to donate for the benefit of judges and court 
personnel residing in Marawi City, you may deposit your 
donation through the Office of the Court Administrator (OCA) 
at the Land Bank under Account Name “OCA Donations for 
Marawi Judges and Court Personnel” with Account Number 
3471-0090-15. 

 Donors are advised to send the photograph of the deposit 
slip, with subject Name/Branch/Amount to OCA4Marawi@
sc.judiciary.gov.ph or OCA4Marawi@gmail.com. Details may 
also be sent to +63 908 787 1080. 

 Let us take this as an opportunity to express our solidarity 
with and extend our support to our fellow Filipinos in this time 
of need. 

 June 23, 2017. 

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

TO: ALL EXECUTIVE JUDGES/PRESIDING JUDGES AND 
CLERKS OF COURT OF THE REGIONAL TRIAL COURTS, 
METROPOLITAN TRIAL COURTS, MUNICIPAL TRIAL 
COURTS IN CITIES, MUNICIPAL TRIAL COURTS, MUNICIPAL 
CIRCUIT TRIAL COURTS, SHARI’A DISTRICT COURTS AND 
SHARI’A CIRCUIT COURTS 

SUBJECT: UPDATING OF THE SPECIMEN SIGNATURE CARDS 
AND CLIENT INFORMATION SHEETS OF ALL JUDGES AND 
EMPLOYEES OF THE LOWER COURTS 

In connection with the migration of the Landbank ATM cards 
with the chip-based Europay Mastercard Visa (EMV), all judges 
and employees of the lower courts are required to update 
their Specimen Signature Cards (SSC) and Client Information 
Sheets (lCS) with the Land Bank of the Philippines. 

 To expedite the updating procedure, all judges and court 
employees, are required to visit any Land Bank branch nearest 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 139-2017

Controlled Chemicals (SCDDCC), requests that the agency be 
furnished with certified true copy/ies of the inventory of all 
non-drug evidence seized, forfeited, confiscated and deposited 
or in custodia legis for reference. 

 The copy/ies of the above-stated inventory will be needed 
by the PDEA to oversee and monitor all drug cases in the 
Philippines, from the filing of appropriate cases for violation 
of Republic Act No. 9165 (The Comprehensive Dangerous 
Drugs Act of 2002) up to the accounting of forfeited non-drug 
evidence of any kind, including but not limited to monies, 
firearms, vehicles and other assets or proceeds thereof, 
after the trial court releases their final disposition. This is in  
line with the PDEA’s continuing mandate to strengthen and 
ensure transparency in the enforcement of the anti-drug law 
nationwide. 

 In view thereof, you are hereby DIRECTED to FURNISH 
the Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency thru the Office of 
the Director-General and Chairman of NALECC-SCDDCC, PDEA 
Building, NIA Northside Road, National Government Center, 
Quezon City, with the abovementioned certified true copy/
ies of the inventory of all non-drug evidence seized, forfeited, 
confiscated and deposited or in custodia legis in drugs cases. 

 Strict compliance is enjoined. 

 July 18, 2017. 

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator
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 Accordingly, all applications for search warrants 
enforceable within the territorial jurisdiction of the issuing 
court endorsed or authorized by the above-named officers of 
the NBI shall be sufficient compliance with OCA Circular No. 
40-2016. 

 However, applications for search warrants filed with the 
Executive Judges of the City of Manila and Quezon City, to 
be enforced outside their respective territorial jurisdictions 
pursuant to A.M. No. 99-10-09-SC,* must be personally 
endorsed or authorized by the Director of the NBI himself, or 
by the Deputy Director for Intelligence or Investigative Services 
of the NBI, to whom the authority has been delegated. 

 For strict compliance. 

 August 14, 2017. 

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

* Resolution Clarifying the Guidelines on the Application for and 
Enforceability of Search Warrants, issued on January 25, 2000, 
as amended by A.M. No. 03-8-02-SC, Guidelines on the Selection 
and Designation of Executive Judges and Defining Their Powers, 
Prerogatives and Duties, issued on January 27, 2004, further 
amended on June 4, 2013, as provided in OCA Circular No. 87-2013.

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

SUBJECT: PROPER USE OF SOCIAL MEDIA 

It has been observed that some judges and court personnel 
have been taking active part in social networking sites by 
sharing personal photographs and updates, and posting their 
views and comments on certain issues and current events. 
While judges and court personnel are not prohibited from 
engaging in social media, they are reminded that when they 
do, “they do not thereby shed off their status as members of 
the judiciary.”1 Using a social networking site, e.g., Facebook, 
Twitter, and Instagram, is an exercise of freedom of expression; 
however, there are restrictions upon a judge’s conduct inherent 
in the office.2 

 Photographs and commentaries, including “sharing” and 
“liking” posts that are otherwise acceptable for the general 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 173-2017

1  Lorenzana v. Austria, A.M. No. RTJ-09-2200, April 2, 2014 
2  Florida Sup. Ct. Jud. Eth. Adv. Comm, Op. 2009-20. (November 17, 

2009) 
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TO: ALL JUDGES OF FIRST AND SECOND LEVEL COURTS 

SUBJECT: DELEGATION BY THE DIRECTOR OF THE NATIONAL 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION OF AUTHORITY TO PERSONALLY 
ENDORSE OR AUTHORIZE APPLICATIONS FOR SEARCH 
WARRANTS TO KEY OFFICERS 

Paragraph 5, OCA Circular No. 40-2016, provides, among 
others, that “[t]he heads of the National Bureau of Investigation 
(NBI), the Philippine National Police (PNP), the Anti-Crime Task 
Force (ACTAF) and the Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency 
(PDEA) shall personally endorse (or authorize) all applications 
for search warrants involving heinous crimes, illegal gambling, 
illegal possession of firearms and ammunitions as well as 
violations of the Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002, 
the Intellectual Property Code, the Anti-Money Laundering Act 
of 2001, the Tariff and Customs Code, as amended, and other 
relevant laws that may hereafter be enacted by Congress, and 
included by the Supreme Court x x x.” 

 In a subsequent letter dated August 3, 2017 addressed to 
the Court Administrator, Director Dante A. Gierran, National 
Bureau of Investigation, has delegated his authority to endorse 
or authorize all applications for search warrants to the 
following key officers of the NBI in their respective territorial 
jurisdictions: 

1. Regional Directors or Acting Regional Directors; 
2. Deputy Director for Regional Operations Services; 
3. Deputy Director for Intelligence Services; and 
4. Deputy Director for Investigative Services. 

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 171-2017

to their place of assignment or residence for the updating of 
their SSC and ICS, and submit the following: 

1. Photocopy of the Office/Company ID 
2. Latest 1 x 1 picture 

 All judges and court employees are enjoined to update 
their records with the Land Bank on or before the last banking 
day of July 2017, to facilitate the issuance of the new chip-
based EMV and the replacement of the current ATM cards. 
After the implementation of the migration, the current ATM 
cards can no longer be used for all ATM transactions. 

 For strict compliance. 

 July 19, 2017. 

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator
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public may be considered inappropriate for members of the 
judiciary due to the higher standard of integrity, candor and 
fairness reposed on them.3 Accordingly, “in communicating 
and socializing through social networks, judges must bear in 
mind that what they communicate—regardless of whether 
it is a personal matter or part of his or her judicial duties—
creates and contributes to the people’s opinion not just of the 
judge but of the entire Judiciary of which he or she is a part. 
This is especially true when the posts the judge makes are 
viewable not only by his or her family and close friends, but by 
acquaintances and the general public.”4 

 As the visible personification of law and justice, judges 
and court employees have a higher standard of conduct.5 The 
standard of conduct expected from members of judiciary is 
much higher than an ordinary man.6  Section 6, Canon 4 of 
the New Code of Judicial Conduct provides that in the exercise 
of their freedom of expression, “they shall always conduct 
themselves in a manner as to preserve the dignity of the 
judicial office and the impartiality and independence of the 
judiciary.”7 

 Thus, judges and court personnel are reminded to 
conduct themselves in a way that would not call into question 
the dignity of the judiciary.8 Judges and court personnel, like 
Caesar’s wife, must be above suspicion.9 “[T]hey must exhibit 
the hallmark judicial temperament of utmost sobriety and self- 
restraint.”10 They must avoid “impropriety and the appearance 
of impropriety”11 in all of their activities, whether these be in 
the course of their duty or in their personal lives.12 They are 
also reminded that as public officials, they “must at all times 
be accountable and lead modest lives.”13 

 All told, judges and court personnel who participate in 
social media are enjoined to be cautious and circumspect in 
posting photographs, liking posts and making comments in 

TO:  ALL CONCERNED JUSTICES, JUDGES, OFFICIALS AND 
PERSONNEL OF THE JUDICIARY 

SUBJECT: REPORT ON THE FINANCIAL AID FOR THOSE 
AFFECTED BY THE CLASHES IN MARAWI CITY 

Pursuant to OCA Circular No. 126-2017 which sought financial 
assistance for judges and court personnel severely affected by 
the clashes in Marawi City, the Office of the Court Administrator 
(OCA) received the amount of P127,370 from June 22, 2017 to 
August 30, 2017, from judges, officials and court personnel of 
the lower courts nationwide and the Supreme Court through 
deposits to Land Bank Account Number 3471-0090-15 which 
was opened for the purpose. To further raise funds and provide 
a more substantial amount for the intended beneficiaries, the 
OCA also requested the SC Community for more assistance 
and received in cash, from August 14, 2017 to September 4, 
2017, the amount of P85,630, for a total of P213,000. 

 Upon consultation with RTC Marawi Executive Judge 
Wenida M. Papandayan, it was agreed that the amount shall 
be distributed among the 60 judges and court employees who 
are still staying in evacuation sites. Having raised a total of 
P213,000, beneficiary judges, court personnel, maintenance, 
and security and janitorial staff, shall each receive the amount 
of P3,550. 

 A detailed accounting of the contributions shall be sent to 
all the registered donors. 

 In behalf of the judges and court personnel in Marawi 
City, thank you very much for the support given. To those who 
extended financial aid for other affected residents of Marawi 
City and for the families of soldiers killed-in-action, your 
generosity is likewise appreciated. 

 September 15, 2017. 

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

OCA CIRCULAR NO. 197-2017

3 New Code of Judicial Conduct, Canon 4, See. 2: “As a subject of 
constant public scrutiny, judges must accept personal restrictions 
that might be viewed as burdensome by the ordinary citizen and 
should do so freely and willingly. In particular, judges shall conduct 
themselves in a way that is consistent with the dignity of the judicial 
office.” 

4  Lorenzana v. Austria, A.M. No. RTJ-09-2200, April 2, 2014 
5 Id, citing California Judges Ass. Judicial Ethics Comm., Op. 66 On 

Social Networking. 
6  ABA Formal Opinion 462, “Judges Use of Electronic Social 

Networking Media,” (February 21, 2013) 
7  New Code of Judicial Conduct, Canon 4, Sec. 6 
8  New Code of Judicial Conduct, Canon 4, Sec. 2 
9  Mercado v. Salcedo, A.M. No. RTJ-03-1781, October 16, 2009 
10  Soria v. Judge Villegas, 485 Phil. 406, 415 (2004) 
11  New Code of Judicial Conduct, Canon 4, Sec. 1 
12  Lorenzana v. Austria, AM. No. RTJ-09-2200, April 2, 2014 
13  Const., art. XI, sec. 1 

public on social networking sites, for “public confidence in the 
judiciary (may be) eroded by their irresponsible or improper 
conduct.”14 

 August 17,  2017. 

(Sgd.) JOSE MIDAS P. MARQUEZ
Court Administrator

14  ABA Model Code of Judicial Conduct, Canon 1 
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