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GONZAGA-REYES, J.:

Herein complainants Luz Cadauan and Claro Cadauan are the plaintiff and defendant, respectively, in Special
Civil Action No. Br. 19-83 for Partition with Liquidation entitled "Luz Cadauan vs. Angel Cadauan, Jesus
Cadauan, Julian Cadauan, Cely Cadauan and Claro Cadauan" which was assigned to respondent Judge Artemio
Alivia of the Regional Trial Court of Cauayan, Isabela, Branch 19. The aforesaid case was submitted for decision
per respondent's Order dated October 21, 1998.

In their Complaint dated June 30, 1999, complainants charge respondent Judge with "Dishonesty, amounting to
grave misconduct in office" for certifying that he had "disposed (the) case submitted for decision within 90 days"
when in fact, the aforesaid civil case was not yet decided when the instant complaint was lodged. The delay in
deciding the case allegedly deprived complainants of their possession of the properties subject of the case.

In his Comment, respondent Judge avers that the subject civil case was already decided on September 9, 1999. He
admits the delay in rendering judgment thereon but justifies it by reason of the "voluminous and taxing work as a
presiding judge of a Special Crimes Court." In October 1996, he was designated to hear cases involving heinous
crimes and conducted continuous trial thereon. He further alleges that he gave priority to cases involving heinous
crimes, and which involved detention prisoners and begs leniency in the disposition of civil cases assigned to him.
With respect to the charge of dishonesty, respondent Judge alleges that the certificate of service attached to the
complaint was not signed by him.

In Reply to respondent's comment, complainants aver that although the aforesaid case was already decided, they
are not abandoning the complaint since the act committed by respondent Judge was already consummated. Anent
the claim that the certificate of service was not signed, complainants aver that such a certificate is a requirement
for all judges to accomplish monthly before their paychecks are released and that such a certificate was filed with
this Court.

The Court Administrator submitted a Memorandum recommending that respondent Judge be meted a fine in the
amount of Five Thousand Pesos (P5,000.00) as the admitted delay by respondent Judge in the disposition of
complainants' case constitutes gross inefficiency.

In the Resolution dated March 1, 2000, the parties were required to manifest whether they are willing to submit
the case on the basis of the pleadings/records already filed and submitted. Complainants filed a
letter-manifestation submitting the case for resolution/decision. Respondent Judge, however, failed to submit his
manifestation despite receipt of the notice on April 3, 2000 per certification by the Postmaster of Cauayan,
Isabela. He is deemed to have been served with the notice to file a manifestation. Moreover, the admission of
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respondent Judge in his Comment to the complaint is sufficient basis for rendering a judgment in this case.

The subject civil case was submitted for decision on October 21, 1998 and respondent Judge rendered judgment
thereon only on September 9, 1999 or after almost eleven (11) months from the time the case was submitted for
decision.

In his Comment, respondent Judge admitted his failure to decide the aforesaid civil case within the mandatory
ninety-day period. We note further that respondent Judge retired from the judiciary on November 14, 1999. His
retirement, however, will not absolve him from any liability.

Rule 3.05 of Canon 3 of the Code of Judicial Conduct admonishes all judges to dispose of the court's business
promptly and decide cases within the required periods. All judges must be reminded that a case should be decided
within ninety (90) days from its submission, otherwise, the judge would be guilty of gross inefficiency and
neglect of duty. Failure to render a decision beyond the ninety (90) day period from the submission of the case for
decision is detrimental to the honor and integrity of his office and in derogation of a speedy administration of
justice.[1]

The members of the judiciary have the sworn duty to administer justice without undue delay. For failing to do so,
respondent Judge has to suffer the consequences of his omission. Any delay in the disposition of cases
undermines the people's faith in the judiciary. The Court has consistently impressed upon members of the
judiciary the need to decide cases promptly and expeditiously under the time-honored precept that justice delayed
is justice denied. It is the duty of every judge to resolve cases filed before him with good dispatch. Failure to
decide the case within the reglementary period is not excusable and constitutes inefficiency warranting the
imposition of administrative sanctions on the defaulting judge.[2]

Decision-making, among other duties, is the primordial duty of a member of the bench. The speedy disposition of
cases in our courts is a primary aim of the judiciary so the ends of justice may not be compromised and the
judiciary will be true to its commitment of providing all persons the right to a speedy, impartial and public trial[3]
and to a speedy disposition of cases[4].

Anent the charge of dishonesty, we adopt the findings of the Court Administrator that complainants failed to
prove by substantial evidence their allegations. WHEREFORE, as recommended by the Court Administrator,
respondent Judge is hereby held administratively liable for his failure to decide the civil case in question within
the reglementary period, before he retired from the judiciary, and is FINED in the amount of Five Thousand Pesos
(P5,000.00), which amount shall be deducted from the retirement benefits due him.

SO ORDERED.

Melo, (Chairman), Vitug, Panganiban, and Purisima, JJ., concur.

[1] Saylo vs. Rojo, A.M. No. MTJ-9-1225, April 12, 2000; Alonto-Frayna vs. Astih, 300 SCRA 1999.

[2] Office of the Court Administrator vs. Judge Lyliha A. Aquino, A.M. No. 00-934-RTJ, June 22, 2000.

[3] Section 14 (2), Article III, 1987 Constitution.

[4] Section 16, Article III, 1987 Constitution.
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