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SECOND DIVISION

[ A.M. No. 96-3-88-RTC, September 30, 1996 ]

RE: REPORT ON THE AUDIT AND INVENTORY OF CASES IN RTC
BRANCH 55, ALAMINOS, PANGASINAN.





D E C I S I O N

TORRES, JR., J.:

This administrative matter arose from a directive of Deputy Court Administrator
Reynaldo L. Suarez, dated February 22, 1996, instructing four members of his staff
to conduct an audit and physical inventory of the records of cases pending in the
Regional Trial Court, Branch 55, Alaminos, Pangasinan, now, presided by Judge
Vivencio A. Bantugan, including the cases submitted for decision and/or resolution in
view of the forthcoming compulsory retirement of Judge Bantugan on March 7,
1996.

It has been reported by Mr. Pablo Villanueva, Chief, Statistics Division of this Court,
that Branch 55 has a total caseload of 324 as of December 31, 1995: 16 criminal
cases with detention prisoners; 171 criminal cases without detention prisoners; 114
ordinary civil cases; and 23 other cases.  There are also 21 civil and 1 criminal cases
pending without any action taken for a long time.   Consequently, in a resolution
dated April 30, 1996, this administrative matter was referred to the Office of the
Court Administrator for evaluation, report and recommendation.  The report, dated
May 20, 1996, disclosed the following:

1.  Judge Bantugan has not taken any action for a long time on 1 criminal
and 21 civil cases pending in his sala;




2.   There are 2 civil cases submitted for decision beyond the 90 day
reglementary period within which to decide a case;




3.   There are 7 inherited civil cases and 14 inherited criminal cases
already submitted for decision which have remained undecided.

Based on the above findings, it was recommended by the Deputy Court
Administrator that Judge Vivencio Bantugan be fined in the amount of twenty
thousand pesos (P20,000.00) since his non-action on 22 cases and also delay in
deciding cases submitted for decision beyond the 90 day reglementary period
amounted to dereliction of duty.




We adopt the findings of the Deputy Court Administrator.  Evidently, Judge Bantugan
failed to observe Canon 3, Rule 3.05 of the Code of Judicial Conduct which
mandates that a judge should dispose of the court’s business promptly and decide
within the required periods.   Under Section 15 (1) (2), Article VIII of the
Constitution, the lower court should decide or resolve cases submitted for decision
within three months from the filing of the last required pleading, brief, or


