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CARPIO MORALES, J.:

For consideration is herein complainant Hanjin Heavy Industries and Construction Co., Ltd. (Hanjin)'s "Urgent
Motion for Production and Inspection of Document."

A statement of the case is in order, there having been previous incidents that occurred in the interim.

Civil Case No. Q-02-47707, "First United Construction Corporation, et al., v. Hanjin Heavy Industries &
Construction Co. Ltd., et al.," was dismissed by respondent Judge Rogelio Pizarro of Branch 222 of the Quezon
City Regional Trial Court by Order of August 6, 2003.

The therein plaintiffs First United Construction Corp., et al. filed a Motion for Reconsideration of the order of
dismissal which respondent judge granted by Order of October 22, 2003. The case was thus reinstated to the court
docket. In the same Order, respondent judge ordered as follows:

Meantime, Notices of Garnishment and Writ of Attachment both dated September 20, 2002 are RESTORED.
The Counterbond dated October 4, 2003 (posted by [the defendant] Hanjin Heavy Industries and Construction
Co., Ltd.) is RECALLED.[1]

It appears that on the basis of an Order of March 17, 2004 purportedly issued by respondent judge, a Notice of
Garnishment of the deposit of the therein defendant Hanjin with the Rizal Commercial Banking Corporation
(RCBC) in the amount P1,344,408.83 was issued and implemented; and that the said amount was in fact
withdrawn.

Hanjin, through counsel, by letter of April 19, 2004 addressed to respondent judge, complained that there was no
basis for any Notice of Garnishment as the Writ of Preliminary Attachment dated September 20, 2002 had been
lifted and set aside by his Order of October 17, 2002; the March 17, 2004 Order (of Garnishment) "was issued not
. . . pursuant to any Motion as [Hanjin had] not received any"; the case had already been dismissed by Order of
August 6, 2003; and the Order dated October 22, 2003 granting the therein plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration
and reinstating the case to the court's docket is void as said motion was signed by one Atty. Ruben Almadro who,
as of the date of the motion, had been suspended from the practice of law.

Hanjin likewise complained that the October 22, 2003 Order reinstating Civil Case No. Q-02-47707 to the court
docket could not restore the Notices of Garnishment and Writ of Preliminary Attachment dated September 20,
2002 because their restoration had not been prayed for in the therein plaintiffs' Motion for Reconsideration which
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said order granted.

A copy of Hanjin's letter to respondent judge was furnished then Chief Justice Hilario G. Davide, Jr., by
transmittal letter of April 19, 2004 which was received on April 22, 2004. In the transmittal letter, Hanjin's
counsel requested the immediate suspension of respondent judge "[t]o avoid tampering of the records of the case
and due to the seriousness of the charges."

Hanjin later complained against respondent judge and respondent Sheriff IV Nery G. Loy in a letter of May 31,
2004[2] addressed to then Court Administrator Presbitero J. Velasco, Jr., now Associate Justice of this Court.
Justice Velasco gathered that the complaint was for Knowingly Rendering Unjust Judgment and Grave Abuse of
Authority, against respondent judge and respondent sheriff, respectively.

In his Comment of July 6, 2004[3] to the letter-complaint, respondent judge claimed that the March 17, 2004
Order is "fake and [his] alleged signature appearing therein is a forgery."

The case was thus, by Resolution of January 10, 2005,[4] referred by this Court to the National Bureau of
Investigation (NBI) for investigation, report and recommendation.

By Resolution of March 22, 2006, this Court noted the Memorandum of February 22, 2006 of the Office of the
Court Administrator (OCA) relative to the report submitted by the NBI and resolved, as recommended by the
OCA, as follows:

(a)

to DISMISS the case against respondents Judge Rogelio Pizarro and Sheriff Neri Loy for insufficiency of
evidence; and

(b)

to REFER the administrative investigation of [the plaintiff's counsel] Atty. Ruben Almadro to the Office of the
Bar Confidant for report and recommendation within thirty (30) days from receipt of records of this case and
let the Office of the Bar Confidant be FURNISHED with a copy of the record of this case.[5]

Hanjin filed a Motion for Reconsideration of this Court's March 22, 2006 Resolution which was referred back to
the OCA for evaluation.

On May 5, 2006, Hanjin filed a Motion (to Direct the NBI to Inquire Further and Conduct a Thorough
Investigation Re: Pizarro Case) in light of "RCBC's admission that the duplicate original of the questioned Order
of 17 March 2004 is in its possession as stated in the pre-trial Order[6] dated 21 March 2006 [signed by Judge
Reinato Quilala] in Civil Case No. 04-864 entitled 'Hanjin Heavy Industries & Construction Co., Ltd. vs. Rizal
Commercial Banking Corp.'" Hanjin contended that the NBI could insist that the said duplicate original of the
questioned March 17, 2004 Order be surrendered for purposes of examination and comparison with the specimen
signatures of respondent judge.

By Resolution of November 13, 2006,[7] this Court, acting on Hanjin's Motion for Reconsideration, resolved as
follows:

- to GRANT complainant's motion to direct the NBI to inquire further and conduct a thorough investigation of
the case to properly assess and determine if the respondent's (judge) signature appearing on the questioned
order is indeed forged or his true signature; and to require the NBI to CONDUCT the said investigation and to
SUBMIT a report thereon within thirty (30) days from notice hereof; and

- to HOLD IN ABEYANCE the resolution of the complainant's motion for reconsideration of the resolution of
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March 22, 2006 pending submission of the NBI report and recommendation on the matter.

The records show that the NBI received a copy of this Resolution. There is no showing, however, that the NBI has
complied with it.

On January 26, 2007, Hanjin filed an Urgent Motion for Production and Inspection of Document,[8] the subject of
the present Resolution. It prays for the issuance of an order for the NBI to conduct a thorough investigation of the
case and determine the genuineness and authenticity of the purported signature of respondent judge appearing on
the March 17, 2004 Order. It likewise prays for the issuance of an order directing RCBC to produce and to
surrender to the NBI the above-mentioned Order dated March 17, 2004, and the NBI to conduct its investigation
thereon.

Acting on Hanjin's present Urgent Motion, the NBI is ordered to determine the genuineness and authenticity of
the purported signature of respondent judge appearing on his March 17, 2004 Order, for the purpose of which it is
directed to, inter alia, secure from the RCBC the duplicate original of respondent judge's Order of March 17, 2004
alleged to have been admitted by RCBC to be in its possession.

SO ORDERED.

Carpio,[**] Tinga, and Velasco, Jr., JJ., concur.
Quisumbing,[*] (Chairperson), on official leave.

* On official leave per Special Order No. 485 dated February 14, 2008.

** Acting Chairperson.

[1] Rollo, p. 28.

[2] Id. at 1-2.

[3] Id. at 50-51.

[4] Id. at 65.

[5] Id. at 336.

[6]

PRE-TRIAL ORDER

x x x x

STIPULATION OF FACTS

- That the defendant have a duplicate original copy of the order dated March 17, 2004 issued by Judge Rogelio
Pizarro of Quezon City, RTC, Branch 222.

x x x x

[7] Rollo, p. 391.

[8] Id. at 393-395.
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