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PER CURIAM:

A complaint-affidavit for estafa was filed against Florencio B. Pangilinan, Deputy Sheriff of the Regional Trial
Court of Quezon City, Branch 99 by Sergio Manuel Clemente, as representative of the Rural Bank of Francisco
Balagtas, Inc. before the Office of Ombudsman on September 11, 1996 and docketed as OMB-0-96-2216.[1]

In a resolution dated November 27, 1996, the Office of the Ombudsman recommended that the complaint be
referred to the Supreme Court for appropriate action.[2]

The facts of the case reveals that a civil case for replevin entitled "The Rural Bank of Francisco Balagtas, Inc. v.
Mariano Cagatan" was filed before the Regional Trial Court of Quezon City, Branch 99. On April 10, 1987, a
decision was rendered in favor of Rural Bank of Francisco Balagtas (Rural Bank) "ordering the defendant in the
aternative to deliver plaintiff the motor vehicle, a Celeste Model 1977 with Plate No. NBA-513 and Motor No.
209827, or pay plaintiff the sum of P12,500.00 with legal interest thereon computed from the time of extrajudicial
demand to the time the full amount is satisfied, plus attorney's fees in the amount of P2,000.00 and the cost of this
suit."[3] After the decision had become final and executory, a writ of execution was issued. On November 29,
1988, Marciano Cagatan, the defendant in the civil case, allegedly entrusted the amount of five thousand pesos
(P5,000.00) to respondent Sheriff Florencio Pangilinan so that the same may be remitted to the Rural Bank.
However respondent failed to turn over the said amount.[4]

Atty. Gregorio Salazar, the legal counsel of Rural Bank repeatedly demanded from respondent sheriff to remit the
amount of P5,000.00. Respondent sheriff, on the other hand, aleged that he gave the money to Atty. Leo B.
Dacera lll, then branch clerk of court of RTC, Branch 99.[5] However, Dacera, now a prosecutor of Quezon City
denied having received any money from respondent sheriff.[6]

Due to respondent sheriff's failure to remit the P5,000.00 to the Rura Bank despite repeated demands, a
complaint for estafa was filed against him before the Ombudsman.

On June 9, 1997, the Second Division of this Court required respondent sheriff to file his comment. In the
meantime, a manifestation was filed by the Rural Bank informing the Court that it has been nine years and
respondent has yet to remit the money.

Respondent sheriff filed his comment only after he was required by the Court to show cause why he should not be
disciplinarily dealt with for failure to file his comment within the required period.

Respondent, in his comment, admitted receiving the amount of P5,000.00 from Marciano Cagatan for safekeeping
but did not turn over the money because he contends that the Court of Appeas, to which defendant Marciano
Cagatan appealed the April 10, 1987 decision of the Regional Trial Court of Quezon City, Branch 99, set aside the
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lower court's judgment in adecision dated February 8, 1989.

On March 3, 1999, the Office of the Court Administrator recommended that Florencio B. Pangilinan be dismissed
from service with forfeiture of all retirement benefits, with prejudice to reinstatement or re-employment in any
branch or ingtitutionality of the government, including government-owned or controlled corporation. He was
likewise directed to immediately turn over the amount of P5,000.00 to the Branch Clerk of Court of RTC, Branch
99, Quezon City for safekeeping within 10 days from natice, until it has been determined as to who is actually
entitled thereto, otherwise, criminal action is recommended to be instituted against him.

We agree with the Office of the Court Administrator that the acts of respondent sheriff constitute grave dishonesty
and grave misconduct which warrant his dismissal from the service. Based on the records, it is clear that
respondent sheriff committed an illegal act by his failure to immediately turn over the amount of P5,000.00 to the
Rural Bank. His defense that the decision of the trial court was reversed by the Court of Appeals, hence the
judgment is thereby nullified, is without basis. Being in effect a trustee of the money, he had the obligation to
immediately remit the same to the Rural Bank, and the subsequent decision of the Court of Appeals did not
operate to remove hisliability.

As correctly observed by the Office of the Court Administrator "respondent, who has been in the service for
twenty-two (22) long years, should have known that he was never authorized to keep in his custody any amount
he collects due to a court order. Keeping the amount of P5,000.00 for nine (9) years unmistakably breeds
suspicion. In al probahilities, respondent had misappropriated the said amount for his personal benefit hence, the
reason why he cannot remit the same."

Moreover, the Court notes that respondent sheriff was recently fined by this Court two thousand pesos
(P2,000.00) for grave abuse of discretion is selling levied properties[ 7] and has a pending case for violation of the
Anti-Graft and Corrupt Practices Act.[8] This indicates his propensity to commit acts of dishonesty in the course
of his performance of duties.

This case again serves a reminder to al persons serving the Government, through the judiciary, that the conduct
and behavior of every person connected with an office charged with the dispensation of justice, from the presiding
judge to the lowest clerk, is tasked with a heavy burden of responsibility. His conduct, at all times, must not only
be characterized by propriety and decorum but also, and above al else, be above suspicion.[9]

It is beyond question that the administration of justice is a sacred task so that respondent deputy sheriff, by the
very nature of his duties and responsibilities, should have borne in mind that his unauthorized acts were violative
of the norms of public accountability, hence, contributory to the diminishing image of the peopl€e's faith in the
Judiciary.[10]

In the case of Severiana Gacho v. Dioscoro A. Fuentes, Jr., Deputy Sheriff 1V, Regional Trial Court, Branch 20,
Cebu City,[11] this Court held that:

"At the grassroots of our judicial machinery, sheriff and deputy sheriff are indispensably in close contact with
the litigants; hence, their conduct should be geared towards maintaining the prestige and integrity of the court,
for the image of a court of justice is necessarily mirrored in the conduct, official or otherwise, of the men and
women who work thereat, form the judge to the least and lowest of its personnel; hence, it becomes the
imperative sacred duty of each and everyone in the court to maintain its good name and a standing as a temple
of justice. Respondent's behavior erodes the faith and confidence of our people in the administration of justice.
He no longer deservesto stay in service any longer."

The records of this case indubitably establish respondent's sheriff illegal act, for which his dismissal is proper.
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WHEREFORE, premises considered, Deputy Sheriff Florencio B. Pangilinan of the Regional Tria Court of
Quezon City, Branch 99, is hereby DISMISSED from service with forfeiture of all retirement benefits, with
prejudice to reinstatement or re-employment in any branch or institutionality of the government, including
government-owned or controlled corporations. He is likewise directed to immediately turn over the amount of
P5,000.00 to the Branch Clerk of Court of RTC, Branch 99, Quezon City for safekeeping within ten (10) days
from notice, until it has been determined asto who is actualy entitled thereto.

SO ORDERED.

Davide, J., C.J.,, Romero, Bellosillo, Melo, Puno, Vitug, Kapunan, Mendoza, Quisumbing, Pardo, Buena,
Gonzaga-Reyes, and Y nares-Santiago, JJ., concur.
Panganiban, and Purisima, JJ., on leave.

[1] Rollo, p. 5.

[2] Rallo, pp. 12-14.

[3] Rallo, pp. 6-8.

[4] Rollo, p. 5.

[5] Rollo, p. 9.

[6] Rallo, p. 11.

[7] Rodolfo Cruz v. Florencio Pangilinan, A.M. No. P-95-1134.
[8] OCA-IPI No. 98-474-P.

[9] Bornasal, Jr. v. Montes, 280 SCRA 181 (1997) citing Atty. Wilfredo C. Banogan v. Felipe T. Arias, Sheriff
111, Office of the Clerk of Court, MTCC, Davao City, AM No. P-97-1240, June 19, 1997.

[1Q] Ibid., citing Eddie Babor v. Vito P. Garchitorena, Deputy Sheriff, RTC, OCC, Pili, Camarines Sur, AM No.
P-94-1070, April 8, 1997.

[11] A.M. No. P-98-1265, June 29, 1998, citing Punzalan-Santos v. Arquiza, 244 SCRA 527 (1995).

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 4
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library A.M. No. P-97-1238. May 31, 1999

Study smarter at BATAS.org

The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippinelaw library - freefor everyone.

More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came fromit.

Audio case-brief lectures.

Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.

Complete, sequenced courses for al eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

Thefull law-school curriculum.

One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock examsthat tell you whereyou stand.

Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keepsyou on pace.

Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org

The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 4
Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



