ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS - DECEMBER 12, 1970

IMPOSING ON MUNICIPAL JUDGE PLACIDO RANAY OF PILAR,
BOHOL, A FINE EQUIVALENT TO ONE MONTH’'S PAY

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 256, December 12, 1970

Read online (full-text search, related cases, audio case brief): https://batas.org/library/e2b62e26db14/

This is an administrative case initiated by Justo C. Boiser Sr., Pastor C. Boiser, Macario Morata, Maximino
Boiser Jr. and Bonifacia B. Salumbides, charging respondent Municipal Judge Placido Ranay of Pilar, Bohol, with
having tried and decided on the merits Criminal Cases Nos. 75, 76, 77, 78 and 80 (for estafa through falsification
of public documents) and acquitting the accused therein. The case was investigated by the Executive Judge of
Bohol.

Respondent explained that his decision should be construed as a resolution dismissing the cases for failure of the
complaining witnesses (complainants herein) to establish a prima facie case in the second stage of the preliminary
investigation. The record, however, yields admissions by respondent that a decision was by him rendered in said
cases in the belief that the municipal court had jurisdiction over the crime of estafa through falsification of public
documents. Worse, during the investigation, respondent insisted that the hearing he conducted “was on the
merits’ (pp. 8, 36, 37 and 39, t. s. n., Cadiz).

The crime of estafa through falsification of public documents is punishable with prision correcciona in its
medium and maximum periods and a fine of not more than P5,000 (Art. 48 in conjunction with Articles 172 and
316 of the Revised Penal Code). The concurrent jurisdiction of inferior courts (other than the municipal courts of
provincia capitals and city courts) with the courts of first instance is confined only to crimes punished with
imprisonment for not more than 3 years or a fine of not more than P3,000 or both such fine and imprisonment
(Sec. 87 of Republic Act No. 296, as amended by Republic Act No. 3828).

The foregoing facts show that respondent is clearly guilty of ignorance of the law. He should have known the
extent of hisjurisdiction by a mere reading of the law on the matter. Moreover, on February 24, 1967, respondent
entrusted to a private party the record of the aforesaid criminal cases for transmission to the provincia fiscal after
the rendition of his decision on January 31, 1967, and not the clerk of the Court of First Instance as decreed by
Section 12, Rule 112 of the Rules of Court. The provincia fiscal had to request for the records of the
aforementioned cases which were not delivered to him until March 7, 1967.

Wherefore, and as recommended by the Secretary of Justice, the respondent is hereby fined in an amount
equivalent to one (1) month’s salary. He is further warned that a repetition of similar irregularities will be dealt
with more severely.

Donein 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.) PONCIANO G. A. MATHAY
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© 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 ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER NO. 256, December 12, 1970

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



