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ESGUERRA, J.:

The administrative complaint against then District Judge Benjamin Aquino of the Court of First Instance of Rizal,
Branch VIII, who resigned on September 30, 1972, alleges supposed damage caused to the complainants by the
aleged failure of respondent to immediately act on a case for prohibition (Case No. 13335 of the C.F.I. of Rizal,
Branch VIII) filed in his court and which was intended to prohibit the municipal judge of Muntinlupa, Rizal, from
proceeding with the hearing and judgment in Civil Case No. 228 of his court for gjectment, wherein complainants
herein were the defendants. Complainants aver that the inability of the respondent judge to act promptly in the
case for prohibition resulted in the demolition of their properties.

The respondent in his answer admitted that on June 4, 1970, a case for prohibition (No. 13335) was filed with his
court by the complainants herein against the municipal judge of Muntinlupa, Rizal, and one Pedro S. Francisco,
the latter as plaintiff in said gectment case, (Civil Case No. 228) to prohibit the municipa judge from further
hearing and rendering judgment therein; that the corresponding pleadings were filed and the prohibition case was
set for hearing on the merits on July 22, 1970, or 48 days after its filing; that respondent Pedro S. Francisco
manifested before the court that the municipal court of Muntinlupa, Rizal, had already decided the gjectment case
(Case No. 228) filed by him against the defendants (complainants herein) and hence respondent municipal judge
could no longer be prohibited from further hearing and deciding that case, thus rendering the petition for
prohibition moot and academic; that the respondents in the prohibition case (Case No. 13335) moved for the
dismissal of the petition on the ground that the petitioners (complainants herein) had already appealed the decision
of the municipal court of Muntinlupa in Case No. 228; that the petitioners in the case for prohibition did not ask
for awrit of preliminary injunction or a restraining order against respondents to enable the District Judge to act
promptly in maintaining the status quo between the parties before the municipal judge could act further in Civil
Case No. 228; that said Civil Case No. 228 was elevated on appeal to the C.F.1. of Rizal; and that respondent did
not cause any delay in the proceedings in Case No. 13335. Consequently respondent Judge prays that the
complaint be dismissed.

Complainantsin their "Reply to Answer", dated October 10, 1971, contradicted some of the allegations contained
in respondent's answer, but We observe that the facts as alleged in the answer were generally admitted as true in
the reply and that there are no indications of bad faith on the part of respondent judge when he set for hearing in
due course Civil Case No. 13335. If the complainants were prejudiced at al when the municipal court of
Muntinlupa was not enjoined from hearing and deciding Civil Case No. 228 by the filing of the petition for
prohibition (Case No. 13335), it was because of complainant's own error in not asking for a writ of preliminary
injunction or restraining order and not due to respondent's error or delay in taking action or any other fault.
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Furthermore, respondent had aready resigned from the service since September 30, 1972. Any further
investigation of the complaint would be a mere waste of time and effort as this administrative case which at its
worst could result in respondent's separation from the service, has become moot and academic.

WHEREFORE, the complaint is dismissed and this case considered closed and terminated.

SO ORDERED.

Castro, (Chairman), Teehankee, Makasiar, and Mufioz Palma, JJ., concur.

© 2026 batas.org - Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3
Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library Adm. Case No. 212-J. November 22, 1974

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 3 of 3
Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org



