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### Title: 2013 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Rodolfo C. Sabidong vs. Nicolasito S. Solas: An Examination of Misconduct and Dishonesty
in Property Acquisition by a Court Clerk**

### Facts:

This administrative case initiated with a sworn letter-complaint filed by Rodolfo C. Sabidong
against Nicolasito S. Solas, Clerk of Court IV, MTCC Iloilo City, charging him with grave and
serious misconduct, dishonesty, oppression, and abuse of authority related to the contested
acquisition of a parcel of land. The land, originally part of the Hodges Estate and under
court settlement proceedings, was allegedly misled to be sold to Sabidong’s family by Solas
under deceitful pretenses.

Solas offered to purchase the property first in 1984 and, after a series of offers and
rejections due to priority given to actual occupants by the estate, managed to have his offer
approved by the probate court in 1986. Subsequently, he secured a writ of possession and
later a Deed of Sale With Mortgage, ultimately acquiring the property unbeknownst to the
Sabidong family who were actual occupants and believed they were negotiating the
purchase with Solas in good faith. Following unsuccessful attempts by the Sabidong family
to buy the property, and after collecting various sums of money from them under the
pretense of facilitating the purchase, the property was registered in Solas’s name. The
Sabidong family, being underprivileged and believing Solas was representing the estate and
assisting them, found themselves deceived and eventually faced eviction threats.

The case progressed through various stages of administrative and judicial scrutiny,
including the involvement of the Court Administrator and assignments to different executive
judges for investigation and recommendation, culminating in the findings by the Office of
the Court Administrator (OCA) and the final decision by the Supreme Court.

### [ssues:

1. Whether the acquisition of Lot 11 by Solas violated Article 1491, paragraph 5 of the Civil
Code, which prohibits certain court officers from purchasing property in litigation within
their jurisdiction.

2. Whether Solas committed grave misconduct and dishonesty in his dealings with the
Sabidong family.

##4# Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court found Solas guilty of grave misconduct and dishonesty. The Court ruled

© 2024 - batas.org | 1



AM. No. P-01-1448 (FORMERLY OCA IPI NO. 99-664-P). June 23,

that although the property was no longer “in litigation” in the tra(%(gilo?ﬁzg %g?ls%riv?/flél? lgglszg
purchased it, it was still part of the Hodges Estate under judicial settlement proceedings.
Since the estate was undergoing settlement in a probate court, it was deemed to still be “in
litigation,” thus making Solas’s acquisition a matter of concern under Article 1491 (5) of the
Civil Code. However, the Court noted that Solas’s acquisition did not violate this provision
because the settlement proceedings were in the RTC, not the MTCC where Solas served.

The Court focused on Solas’s misleading actions, where he used his position to exploit the
trust and dire situation of the Sabidong family, making them believe they were acquiring the
property through him. The Court found that these actions constituted grave misconduct and
dishonesty, warranting disciplinary action.

### Doctrine:

The case reaffirms the prohibitions laid out in Article 1491, paragraph 5 of the Civil Code
against certain court officers acquiring property in litigation within their jurisdiction. It also
highlights the standards of conduct expected from court personnel, emphasizing honesty
and integrity, especially in personal dealings that may reflect on the judiciary’s image.

### Class Notes:

- **Article 1491 (5) of the Civil Code**: Prohibits justices, judges, clerks of court, and other
court officers from purchasing property in litigation within their jurisdiction.

- **Grave Misconduct and Dishonesty**: Actions that indicate a wrongful intention or
unlawful behavior by a public officer, involving deception and misuse of official position for
personal gain.

- **Disciplinary Actions**: In administrative cases involving court personnel, penalties can
include suspension, fine, or dismissal, with implications for retirement benefits and future
employment in government service.

### Historical Background:

This case illustrates the complex dynamics involving court employees, the ethical
boundaries they must navigate, and the rigorous scrutiny applied to their actions both
within and outside their official capacities. It serves as a cautionary tale on the abuse of
authority and the exploitation of vulnerable parties, emphasizing the judiciary’s role in
upholding integrity and trust in legal proceedings and property transactions.
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