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CARPIO, J.:
The Facts

On 3 September 2002, this Court issued Administrative Order No. 128-2002 (AO 128-2002)[ 1] designating Judge
Ronaldo P. Mélliza, Jr. ("Judge Melliza") of the 10th Municipal Circuit Trial Court, Calinog-Bingawan, lloilo, as
Assisting Judge of the Municipal Circuit Trial Court of Jordan-BuenavistaNueva Vaencia, Guimaras
("MCTC-Guimaras") in addition to Judge Melliza's duties in his own court. The designation was to take effect
immediately and to continue until further orders from the Court. AO 128-2002 also directed Judge Mélliza to try
and decide newly filed cases at the MCTC-Guimaras as of the date of the issuance of the order. On the other hand,
in the same AO 128-2002 the Court directed respondent Judge Arturo G. Doronila ("respondent Judge Doronila")
to try and decide pending cases including those cases submitted for decision.

On 7 February 2003, a criminal case for Arson docketed as Criminal Case No. 6024-B was filed against Atty.
Vicente B. De Asis ("De Asis') before the MCTC-Guimaras. Respondent Judge Doronila conducted an
examination, in writing and under oath, of the complainant and the witnesses. Later, respondent Judge Doronila
issued awarrant of arrest against De Asis.

De Asis filed the instant administrative Complaint for violation of AO 128-2002. De Asis claims that respondent
Judge Doronila acted without authority and with grave abuse of discretion amounting to lack or excess of
jurisdiction in hearing the criminal case and in issuing the warrant of arrest in violation of AO 128-2002.

In his Comment to the Complaint, respondent Judge Doronila argues that because of the inability of Judge Melliza
to act as Assisting Judge of MCTC-Guimaras and the absence of a substitute, respondent Judge Doronila acted on
the new cases despite AO 128-2002. Respondent Judge Doronila points out that there was no one to act on these
new cases until the designation of Judge Domingo C. Diamante as Assisting Judge to substitute for Judge Melliza
Respondent Judge Doronila asserts that he could be subjected to administrative complaints if he did not act on
new cases filed with the MCTC-Guimaras.

In his Reply to Comment, De Asis contends that there was no immediate and pressing need for respondent Judge
Doronila to conduct a preliminary investigation and to issue hastily the warrant of arrest without even informing
De Asis of the criminal complaint against him.

Respondent Judge Doronila filed his Rejoinder to Reply stating that Judge Melliza reported only on the 6th and
27th of February 2002 [sic] while the arson case was filed on 7 February 2002 [sic].[2]
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On 31 March 2004, the Court issued a Resolution requiring the parties to manifest if they were willing to submit
the case based on the pleadings filed. In the same resolution, the Court directed Judge Domingo C. Diamante,
Assisting Judge of MCTC-Guimaras, to decide Criminal Case No. 6024-B.

Meanwhile, both parties filed their respective Manifestation submitting the case for resolution based on the
pleadings already filed.

The OCA Report and Recommendation

The Office of the Court Administrator (OCA) recommended that respondent Judge Doronila be fined P5,000 for
committing an infraction classified as less serious charge under Rule 140, with a stern warning that a similar
infraction in the future will merit a more severe penalty.

The OCA stated that respondent Judge Doronila was not divested of his jurisdiction over Criminal Case No.
6024-B. However, the OCA believed that Judge Melliza was the one authorized to try and decide the case
pursuant to AO 128-2002. The existence of the memorandum order of Executive Judge Tito Gustilo further
designating Judge Melliza as Acting Presiding Judge of MCTC, Branch 4 of lloilo City did not revoke Judge
Melliza's designation as Assisting Judge of respondent Judge Doronila. Neither did the request of Judge Melliza
to be relieved as Assisting Judge of MCTC-Guimaras automatically revoke his designation in this Court's
administrative order. Respondent Judge Doronila should have referred the matter to his executive judge for
appropriate action.

The Court's Ruling

We agree with the OCA. Respondent Judge Doronila was not authorized to try and decide Criminal Case No.
6024-B. AO 128-2002 clearly designated Judge Melliza to try and decide the crimina case. Respondent Judge
Doronila knew of the administrative order and still defied the order. The fact that Judge Melliza reported for work
only on the 6[th] and 27[th] of February 2003 is of no moment. Even the Memorandum Order of Executive Judge
Tito Gustilo designating Judge Méelliza as acting presiding judge of MCTC, Branch 4 of Iloilo City, did not
revoke the latter's designation as Assisting Judge of respondent Judge Doronila.

The language of AO 128-2002 is clear and simple. Judge Melliza shall try and decide newly filed cases while
respondent Judge Doronila shall continue trying and deciding pending cases including those cases submitted for
decision. The criminal case against De Asis was anewly filed case which should have been tried by Judge Mélliza
and not by respondent Judge Doronila. Clearly, respondent Judge Doronila violated a Supreme Court directive
which is a less serious charge. Under Rule 140, as amended by A.M. No. 01-8-10-SC,[3] such violation is
punishable by a fine of more than P10,000 but not exceeding P20,000, or suspension from office without salary
and other benefits for not less than one month but not more than three months.

Failure to recognize and follow the Court's circular is not just grave abuse of authority amounting to grave
misconduct or conduct prejudicial to the best interest of the service. Such failure is disrespect for, and a willful
violation of, a lawful circular of the highest court of the land to which respondent Judge Doronila owes
obedience.[4] Judges should respect orders and decisions of the Supreme Court.[5] Willful non-compliance with
court orders and circulars constitutes serious misconduct.

WHEREFORE, we find respondent Judge Arturo G. Doronila GUILTY of violation of Supreme Court rules,
directives and circulars classified as a less serious charge. He is FINED Fifteen Thousand Pesos (P15,000) with a
warning that the same or similar infraction in the future will merit a more severe penalty.
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SO ORDERED.
Carpio Morales, and Tinga, JJ., concur.

Quisumbing (Chairperson), JJ., on leave.

* On official leave.

** Acting Chairperson.
[1]Rallo, p. 6.

[2] Id. at 40.

[3] Effective 1 October 2001.

[4] Hold-Departure Order Issued by Judge Salvador M. Occiano, MCTC-Nabua, Camarines Sur, in Criminal
Cases Nos. 7353 and 7363, A.M. No. 02-1-27-MCTC, 7 May 2002, 381 SCRA 655.

[5] Re: List of Judges Who Failed to Comply with Administrative Circular No. 10-94, Dated June 29, 1994, A.M.
No. 00-3-14-SC, 4 October 2002, 390 SCRA 319.
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