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MENDOZA, J.:

This is an administrative complaint against Judge Jimmy R. Butacan, Presiding Judge of the Municipal Circuit
Trial Court of Solana-Enrile, Cagayan for grave misconduct and grave abuse of discretion.

The facts are as follows:

Complainant Antonio M. Bangayan filed charges of grave threats against Antonio Cauilan, Sr. and Antonio
Cauilan, Jr. The cases, docketed as Criminal Case Nos. 5944 and 5945, were assigned to respondent.

Complainant alleges that respondent issued two warrants of arrest on April 23, 1999 in Criminal Case Nos. 5944
and 5945 for the apprehension of Antonio Cauilan, Sr. and Antonio Cauilan, Jr. and set the bail for the provisional
liberty of the accused at P24,000.00 each. By virtue of these warrants, Antonio Cauilan, Sr. was arrested on April
29, 1999, while Antonio Cauilan, Jr. was apprehended on April 30, 1999. Both were, however, ordered released
by respondent judge on April 30, 1999.

It is further alleged that on May 7, 1999, another order was issued by respondent for the release of Antonio
Cauilan, Sr. in connection with Criminal Case No. 5945; that on May 11, 1999, Antonio Cauilan, Jr. filed a
Motion for the Reduction of Bail in Criminal Case Nos. 5944 and 5945; and that the motion was approved by
respondent and Antonio Cauilan, Jr. was ordered released.

Complainant charges that —

Culled from the facts above, it was apparent that: (1) Judge Jimmy R. Butacan approved the Order of Release
of Antonio Cauilan, Jr., on April 30, 1999 without the submission of the required bond which was supposed to
precede the approval of the said Order of Release but nonetheless such bond was submitted only on May 11,
1999 after the approval of the reduction of bail; and, (2) Judge Jimmy Butacan did not give opportunity for the
prosecution [to] oppose [the] motion for reduction of bail as the same was immediately approved on that very
day.[1]

Respondent says that the charges against him are "irresponsible, and without any basis" and "should not be given
the least degree of consideration."[2] He admits issuing the two warrants of arrest on April 23, 1999 and fixing the
bail at P24,000.00 for each of the accused in the two criminal cases. He states, however, that when Antonio
Cauilan, Sr. was arrested on April 29, 1999, it was only with respect to Criminal Case No. 5944 but not also with
respect to Criminal Case No. 5945. Consequently, he claims that when Antonio Cauilan, Sr. posted bail on that
day, it was only for his arrest in Criminal Case No. 5944 and that he approved the bail after finding it in order.

Respondent further says that on May 7, 1999, Antonio Cauilan, Sr. was again arrested, this time in connection
with Criminal Case No. 5945. Thus, when the latter posted bail on the same day, respondent approved it and
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issued an order for the release of the accused.[3]

Respondent denies that Antonio Cauilan, Jr. was arrested on April 30, 1999. Respondent says that Cauilan, Jr.
voluntarily surrendered on May 11, 1999. He filed a motion for the reduction of his bail on the same day which
respondent claims to have approved for which reason Cauilan, Jr. was ordered released.

Respondent argues that he exercised his discretion under the rules in granting a reduction of bail and prays that
the complaint against him be dismissed.

Complainant filed a reply disputing respondent's claim that on April 29, 1999, only the warrant of arrest in
Criminal Case No. 5944 was served. Complainant secured a certification from the arresting officer, SPO1 Larry
T. Urbano, stating that the warrants of arrest issued in the two cases were served on April 29, 1999.[4]
Complainant states that, contrary to respondent's claim that Antonio Cauilan, Jr. was not arrested, a police report
shows that said person was arrested in April 1999.[5]

In his report, Court Administrator Alfredo L. Benipayo recommends that respondent be found guilty of grave
misconduct and ordered to pay a fine of P3,000.00 with a warning that a repetition of the same or similar offense
will be dealt with more severely.[6]

We find the recommendation to be well taken.

First. With respect to the arrest and release of Antonio Cauilan, Sr., it is not disputed that two warrants of arrest
were issued on April 23, 1999 against him in connection with Criminal Case Nos. 5944 and 5945. Under the
rules, these warrants must be executed within 10 days from its receipt. Otherwise, a report must be made by the
officer concerned to the judge who issued the warrant.[7] In this case, respondent judge would have us believe
that the arresting officer served two warrants issued on the same day and against the same person on different
dates. This is disputed by the warrant server himself in a certification presented to this Court by the complainant.

Indeed, it is natural to assume that an arresting officer, who under the law is given only 10 days to serve an arrest
warrant, would serve it as soon as possible. It is therefore puzzling why, in this case, the warrant server should
serve two warrants for the arrest of the same person on different dates when he could do this on the same
occasion. We are more inclined to give credence to the certification executed by warrant server SPO1 Larry T.
Urbano showing that he served both warrants of arrest on Antonio Cauilan, Sr. on April 29, 1999.

Second. Did respondent order the release of Antonio Cauilan, Sr. even if the latter did not post bail? The order of
release dated April 30, 1999 on Criminal Case No. 5944 is proper. Antonio Cauilan, Sr. posted bail on that day,
on the basis of which respondent issued an order of release. However, in Criminal Case No. 5945, no bail was
posted by the accused, yet he was released. This is a violation of the rules on the part of respondent judge.

Even if Antonio Cauilan, Sr. was arrested on April 29, 1999 in Criminal Case No. 5944 and posted bail, still
respondent should not have ordered the release of the accused. Respondent knew very well that there was another
case against Antonio Cauilan Sr. Even if the arresting officer did not serve the warrant in Criminal Case No. 5945,
respondent should not have allowed the release on bail of the accused in that case.

Third. As for the arrest and release of Antonio Cauilan, Jr., we find that respondent is likewise guilty of grave
abuse of discretion.

Respondent judge said that "there is nothing from the records which would disclose that he was arrested."[8] He
insists that Antonio Cauilan, Jr. voluntarily surrendered on May 11, 1999. On the same day, he filed a motion for
the reduction of his bail, which respondent approved thereby paving the way for the release of the accused.

The records show, however, that respondent ordered the release of Antonio Cauilan, Jr. on April 30, 1999. If
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Antonio Cauilan, Jr. was not arrested until his voluntary surrender on May 11, 1999, then respondent had no basis
for ordering the release of the accused on April 30, 1999.

Fourth. As the OCA noted, the motion for the reduction of bail of Antonio Cauilan, Jr. did not contain a notice of
hearing to the prosecution. Indeed, the records disclose that no hearing was even conducted by respondent before
granting reduction of the bail. This is contrary to Rule 15, §4 which requires written motions to be heard and
"served in such a manner as to ensure receipt by the other party at least three days before the date of hearing,
unless the court for good cause sets the hearing on shorter notice."[9] In Espiritu v. Jovellanos,[10] in which an
oral motion was made to reduce the amount of bail, it was held:

In this case, the failure to give notice to the prosecution may be due to the fact that there was no written motion
filed but only, as respondent judge himself admitted, an oral request by Dumlao and his father that the amount
of the bail be reduced. What respondent judge should have done was to have Dumlao put his request in writing
and then schedule the incident for hearing with notice to the prosecution.

Under the present rules, a hearing is required in granting bail whether it is a matter of right or discretion.[11] A
motion to reduce the amount of bail likewise requires a hearing before it is granted in order to afford the
prosecution the chance to oppose it. Respondent's haste in granting Antonio Cauilan, Jr.'s motion for reduction of
bail certainly makes his act suspect.

To sum up, the records show that respondent ordered the release of Antonio Cauilan, Jr. before the latter posted
his bail. He granted the motion for reduction without giving the prosecution the chance to be heard. And he
ordered the release of Antonio Cauilan, Sr. despite the latter's failure to post bail in Criminal Case No. 5945. This
is gross misconduct which cannot be allowed to go unpunished. It is also a gross violation of Rule 3.01, Canon 3
of the Code of Judicial Conduct, which requires judges to "be faithful to the law and maintain professional
competence."

In this case, respondent not only failed to live up to his duties under the law, he has acted in bad faith. Despite the
fact that he had ordered the release of persons lawfully arrested even before they had posted bail, he tried to cover
up for what he did. This is serious misconduct for which he should be disciplined. A fine of P10,000.00 would be
appropriate under the circumstance.[12]

WHEREFORE, respondent is found GUILTY of gross misconduct and is hereby ORDERED to pay a FINE of
P10,000.00 with a WARNING that repetition of the same will be dealt with more severely.

SO ORDERED.

Bellosillo, J., (Chairman), Quisumbing, Buena, and De Leon, Jr., JJ., concur.
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[2] Letter-Comment, dated Aug. 17, 1999, p. 1.

[3] Letter-Complaint, dated June 14, 1999, Annex J.

[4] Letter-reply, dated February 23, 2000, Annex A.

[5] Letter-reply, dated February 23, 2000, Annex B.

[6] OCA Report, p. 4.

[7] Rules of Court, Rule 113, §4.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library A.M. No. MTJ-00-1320. November 22, 2000

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 5

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



[8] Letter-Comment, dated Aug. 17, 199, p. 3.

[9] Rules of Court, Rule 15, §4 par. 2.

[10] 280 SCRA 579, 590 (1997).

[11] Rules of Court, Rule 114, §18.

[12] Marzan-Gelacio v. Flores, A.M. No. RTJ-99-1488, June 20, 2000; De Austria v. Beltran, 313 SCRA 443
(1999).

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library A.M. No. MTJ-00-1320. November 22, 2000

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 4 of 5

Turn this case into an audio lecture - facts, issues, ruling and doctrine - at batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for 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 from it.

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 all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full 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 exams that tell you where you 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 keeps you 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.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library A.M. No. MTJ-00-1320. November 22, 2000

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 5 of 5

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org


