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This is an administrative case against Municipal Judge Felix M. Cariño of Tayum, Abra, filed by the spouses
Gaspar and Caridad T. Bilan and investigated by District Judge Juan P. Aquino. The charges are:

- That in Criminal Case No. 259, wherein the accused is respondent’s nephew, respondent failed to order his
arrest, delayed the hearing and failed to inhibit himself;

- That respondent certified in his application for leave of absence that all cases and motions submitted to him for
decision and resolution were decided within ninety (90) days, although many cases had been pending trial in his
court for years;

- That respondent unduly delayed the disposition of Criminal Case No. 112 wherein complainant Gaspar T. Bilan
is the offended party;

- That Criminal Cases Nos. 244 and 245 were remanded to the Court of First Instance much later than Criminal
Case No. 246, as noted in a decision of that Court, because of respondent’s relationship to the offended party in
the latter case;

- That respondent unduly delayed the disposition of Criminal Cases Nos. 210, 223, 224, 225, 243 and 253; and

- That respondent unnecessarily inhibited himself in Criminal Cases Nos. 137 and 293 and Civil Case No. 19.

These charges were denied by respondent as follows:

- That he issued a warrant for the arrest of the accused in Criminal Case No. 259; that the delay in hearing the case
was due to attempts to settle the case amicably between the parties; and that he is not related to the accused within
the sixth degree;

- That the certificate refers only to case submitted for decision and not to cased pending trial.

- That Criminal Case No. 112 which was filed on November 29, 1956, was dismissed upon motion of Gaspar
Bilan on December 10, 1957;

- That Criminal Case No. 246 was remanded earlier because the accused was detained, while in Criminal Cases
Nos. 244 and 245 the accused were released on bail;

- That in Criminal Case No. 210 the delay was due to the failure to serve subpoena on the prosecution witness;
that in Criminal Cases Nos. 223, 224 and 225 the delay due to efforts to effect an amicable settlement; that in
Criminal Case No. 243 the delay was due to the failure to arrest one of the accused; and that in Criminal Case No.
253 the delay was due to the failure to serve subpoena on the prosecution witness; and

- That in Criminal Case No. 137 respondent inhibited himself with the approval of the District Judge because the
parents of the offended party, a minor, were his second cousins; that in Criminal Case No. 293 he inhibited
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himself with the approval of the District Judge because the accused was his second cousin; and that in Civil Case
No. 19 he inhibited himself because of his relationship to the parties within the sixth degree.

I agree with the investigating District Judge that respondent has satisfactorily explained his actuations as referred
to in the various charges, with the exception of that of unduly delaying the disposition of criminal cases. In
Criminal Case No. 210 for illegal possession of firearms, respondent admits that, although it was filed in 1963, he
first set the case for trial on July 23, 1968. His explanation that he was trying to locate the address of the
constabulary soldiers who were the witnesses for the prosecution cannot be given credence because he failed to
show that he coursed the subpoena through the constabulary command.

Respondent likewise admits that he set Criminal Cases Nos. 223, 224 and 225 for trial five years after they were
filed, explaining that he gave the parties time to settle these related cases amicably. In Criminal Case No. 243,
which was filed in January 1966, he claimed that he failed to set the case for trial because, although three of the
four accused were already in custody, he was waiting for the arrest of the fourth accused. As pointed out by the
investigating Judge, he failed to justify the delay in promptly setting the cases for trial.

Again, Criminal Case No. 253 for illegal possession of firearms was filed on June 30, 1966, but was first set for
hearing only on July 17, 1967, because, according to respondent, he was trying to locate the address of the
constabulary sergeant who was transferred after filing the case. Finally, in Criminal Case No. 259, wherein
complainant Caridad T. Bilan was the offended party, the accused was released on bail on November 11, 1966,
and it was only on August 28, 1968, that the case was set for trial, respondent’s explanation being that he gave the
parties time to settle the case amicably.

In the light of the evidence, the District Judge-Investigator correctly found respondent guilty of “neglecting and
delaying his cases for an unreasonable period of time without malice”. Accordingly, and as recommended by the
Secretary of Justice, respondent Municipal Judge Felix M. Cariño is hereby fined in an amount equivalent to two
(2) months’ pay. He is also warned that a repetition of similar irregularities will be dealt with more severely.

Done in the City of Manila, this 12th day of December, in the year of Our Lord, nineteen hundred and seventy.

(Sgd.) FERDINAND E. MARCOS
President of the Philippines

By the President:

(Sgd.) ALEJANDRO MELCHOR
Executive Secretary
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