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MONTEMAYOR, J.:

Plaintiff appellee Jose Quintos was appointed patrolman in the Manila Police Department in December, 1945, and
on December 16, 1947, he was promoted to the position of detective in the same police department. He duly
qualified and assumed office successively for the two posts. On July 3, 1952, Arsenio H. Lacson as Mayor of the
City of Manila through his letter Annex "A", supposedly for lack or loss of confidence, dismissed five detectives
among them Jose Quintos. To annul this order of dismissal and to prevent its execution he filed a complaint in the
Court of First Instance of Manila for injunction against Mayor Lacson and dhief of Police Dionisio S. Ojeda.
Pending tria the lower court issued a writ of preliminary injunction to enjoin the defendants not to carry out the
order of dismissal. After hearing, the trial court rendered judgment in favor of plaintiff Quintos with the following
dispositive part:

"Wherefore, the petition for injunction is hereby granted, enjoining permanently the respondents Mayor and
Chief of Police of the City of Manilato refrain from dismissing the petitioner from the service as detective in
the Manila Police Department, without previous' investigation in accordance with Republic Act No. 557, and
in case the said petitioner had been dismissed, to reinstate him to his former position and to pay him whatever
amount has been withheld as his salary during the period of his suspension, if any, at the rate of P1,560 per
annum, without pronouncement as to costs."

Mayor Lacson and Chief of Police Ojeda appeaded from that judgment directly to this court. The question
involved is the validity of a summary dismissal of a Manila city" detective under the provisions of Executive
Order No. 264, in view of Republic Act. No. 557. We have heretofore ruled upon this very point, holding that city
detectives are members of the police force and that the manner of their dismissal is governed by the provisions of
Republic Act No. 557. It is sufficient for us to refer to the case of Oscar Olegario vs. Arsenio H. Lacson, G. R.
No. L-7926. promulgated on May 21, 1955, wherein this Court through Mr. Justice J. B. L. Reyes made a resume
of the previous rulings of this court on the same subject-matter. We reproduce the pertinent portions of the
decision in that case, to wit:

"This appeal is taken by the Mayor of the City of Manila from a decision of the Court of First Instance in its
case No. 17153, for mandamus, wherein the court orders the reinstatement to service of detectives Oscar
Olegario, dismissed by the 'Mayor for lack of confidence on July 19, 1952. The lower court held that the
dismissal wasillegal, for lack of the investigation and hearing provided for by Republic Act No. 557.

"It is contended for the appellant Mayor that (1) the position of detective in the Manila Police Department is
confidentia in nature, having been so declared by Executive Order No. 264, Series of 1940, and that Republic
Act 557 did not repeal or affect said Executive Order; and (2) that appellee Oscar Olegario not being a civil
service eligible, his appointment, in 1947, should be viewed as merely temporary under sec. 682 of the Revised
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Administrative Code, and, therefore, he was subject to summary dismissal at the expiration of three months.

"The first issue tendered by the appellant has been thoroughly considered and resolved in previous decisions of
this Court. In Mission vs. Del Rosario (1954) (50 Off. Gaz., 1571), this Court held that Executive Order No.
264, Series of 1940, upon which appellant now relies, has been repealed by Republic Act 557, In so far as it
may be in conflict with the latter, and that detectives or secret service agents may now be removed only as
provided in said Act. This ruling was applied to similar offices in other localities (V. Abella vs. Rodriguez, 50
Off. Gaz., 3041; Palamine vs. Zagado, 50 Off. Gaz., 1566), and we see no reason for not upholding it with
respect to detectives or secret service agents of the Manila Police Department.

* % % k x k% %

"We have held in Uy vs. Rodriguez, G. R. No. L-6772, July 30, 1954, that unlessit is shown that a detective's
appointment was temporary, he may not be dismissed except in accordance with Rep. Act No. 557, and that
ruling is decisive of this case.

"The question raised in this specia civil action has already been decided squarely by us in the cases of
Palamine, et al. vs. Zagado et a., G. R. No. L-6901, promulgated March 5, 1954; Mission, et al., vs. Del
Rosario, G. R. No. L-6754; promulgated February 25, 1954; and Abella vs. Rodriguez, G. R. No. L-6867,
promulgated June 29, 1954. In said cases, we have held that a member of the detective force of Cebu City isa
member of the police department of said city and may not be removed except in accordance with the
provisions of Republic Act No. 557.

"The statement submitted by the petitioner shows that heis not a civil service eligible, but neither doesit appear
from the record that his appointment as member of the detective force was temporary in character or for
periods of three months merely, and that he had been reappointed every three months until his separation.
These circumstances, in addition to the fact that he was promoted as senior detective inspector, show that his
appointment is not in a temporary capacity. He may not, therefore, be dismissed or removed except in
accordance with the provisions of existing law.™

Counsel for appellants, conscious of the previous ruling of this court on the subject suggests, even urges us to
review such ruling. We see no reason or occasion for making any change of revision. We are convinced that our
interpretation and application of the laws involved is correct. If said laws are deemed unwise and detrimental to
the discipline and efficiency of detectives in Manila and other chartered cities, proper representations and requests
may be made to the Legislature. As long as laws do not violate any Constitutional provision, the Courts merely
interpret and apply them regardless of whether or not they are wise or salutary.

In view of the foregoing, we find the decision appealed from correct, and therefore affirm the same. No, costs.

Bengzon, Acting C. J., Padilla, Reyes, A., Jugo, Bautista Angelo, Labrador, Concepcion, and Reyes, J, B. L., 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 G.R. No. L-8062. July 18, 1955

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



