REPUBLIKA NG PILIPINAS \Gz, 3+
SANGGUNIANG PANLUNGSOD N
LUNGSOD NG ORMOC

EXCERPT FROM THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR SESSION OF THE
FOURTEENTH SANGGUNIANG PANLUNGSOD NG ORMOC HELD
AT THE SANGGUNIANG PANLUNGSOD SESSION HALL,
ORMOC CITY HALL BUILDING
ON MAY 17, 2018

PRESENT:
Leo Carmelo L. Locsin, Jr. City Vice Mayor & Presiding Officer
Rolando M. Villasencio, SP Member, Majority Floor Leader
Vincent L. Rama, SP Member, Asst. Majority Floor Leader
Tomas R. Serafica, SP Member
Benjamin S. Pongos, Jr., SP Member
Eusebio Gerardo S. Penserga, SP Member
Gregorio G. Yrastorza III > Member
Mariano Y. Corro, ' Member
Chapter President, Liga ng mga Barangay rg Ormoc
ON LEAVE:
Mario M. Rodriguez SP Member, Presiding

Nolito M. Quilang
John Eulalio Nepomuceno O. Aparis 1I,

Lea Doris C. Villar

gupfang Panlungsod is authorized by law to hear
complaints filed against elected barangay officials,

-REAS N the exercise of the power, the Sanggunian took
of the Complaint, docketed as Administrative Case No. 2017-04,
lvira Dapiton against Allan Bulado of Barangay Matica-a, Ormoc
% constituted the Body as a Committee of the Whole to hear the
charges;

WHEREAS, upon perusal of the complaint, the same was bereft of any
verification and filed not in accordance with Section 61 of Republic Act 7160,
otherwise known as the Local Government Code (LGC), which governs the
form of filing of administrative complaints against erring elective officials
with the concerned Sanggunian and which requires that a complaint shall be
verified;



Res. No. 2018-110

WHEREAS, an Order was sent to the Complainant on February 1, 2018
directing the same to comply with the legal requirements under Section 61
of R.A. 7160 and the City Ordinance No. 001 s 2016 to submit a verified
complaint within ten (10) days from receipt of the said Order;

WHEREAS, the said order also included the agreement of the parties to
explore avenues for amicable settlement and that the Committee appointed
SP Member Benjamin Pongos, being the Councilor-In-charge for Barangay
Maticaa, Ormoc City to help the parties in settling their dispute;

WHEREAS, the Order was duly received by the Complainant herself on
February 2, 2018;

WHEREAS, during the May 3, 2018 caucus of the 14™ Sanggunian, Sp
Member Pongos manifested that the parties verbally reached an amicable
settlement but when the draft compromise agreement was furnisis d to the

this resolution;

WHEREAS, the complainant failed to cc A\ ‘ 01,
2018 Order;

Conduct of Administrative Investigation
Ormoc City” provides that:

#tee of the Whole finds the dismissal proper and
the parties’ refusal to sign the compromise
ailure of the complainant to submit a verified complaint

WHEREFORE, on motion of SP Member Benjamin S. Pongos, Jr., Vice-
Chairmlad, Committee on Good Government, jointly seconded by SP
Members Tomas R. Serafica and Mariano Y. Corro; be it

RESOLVED, AS IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED, to pass A RESOLUTION
APPROVING THE DISMISSAL OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE CASE NO. 2017-04
FILED BEFORE THE 14™ SANGGUNIANG PANLUNGSOD OF ORMOC CITY
ENTITLED: ELVIRA DAPITON AS COMPLAINANT -VERSUS- HON. ALLAN
BULADO AS RESPONDENT;

ADOPTED, May 17, 2018.

RESOLVED, FINALLY, that copies of this resolution be furnished each
to the City Mayor Richard I. Gomez; the OIC-City Director, DILG; Engr.
Jesus D. Jeremy Bagares; the Office of the Liga ng mga Barangay ng Ormoc;
the Complainant; the Respondent, and other offices concerned.
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Res. No. 2018-110

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY,

I HEREBY CERTIFY to the correctness of the above resolution.

- SP Secretary)
Supervising Admini

ATTESTED:

LEO CARMELO L. LOCSIN, JR.
City Vice Mayor & Presiding Officer
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Republic of the Philippines
SANGGUNIANG PANLUNGSOD
Ormoc City

ELVIRA G. DAPITON,
Complainant,

-Versus- ADM. CASE NO. 2017-04

For;

HON. ALLAN BOLADO,
Respondent.
X

MEMORANDUM REFORT

the Sanggunian’s Committee on
his Memorandum Report in the

fice Chainn
Good Government, mos _ and presents t

conditions agreeable by both;

3. It was further agreed by the parties that said Agreement, which was consequently
prepared by the undersigned upon approval by the partics, shall be thoroughly examined and
perused by their respective lawyers for the purpose of ensuring that their respective interests are
protected, a copy of the Compromise Agreement is hereto attached as Annex “A”;

4. Respondent’s counsel, upon his review of the Agreement, however, made suggestions for
the incorporation of changes on certain items on the same which, according to his understanding,
were allegedly prejudicial to his client’s interests;



5. Complainant’s counsel upon his own review, on the other hand, had a different
proposition on the Agreement in mind — he suggested that the parties completely do away with
the signing of the Agreement and instead have the Respondent sign an Undertaking that shall
have him commit and abide by certain acts and obligations as a precondition for his working
towards the dismissal of the Case;

6. An Undertaking was thereafter prepared by Complainant’s counsel, a copy of which was
then submitted to the Office of the undersigned, and served on the Respondent sometime in
March 2018;

7. Thereafter, undersigned’s staff made several follow ups on the Respondent with regards
to his response to the Undertaking on the following dates: March 15, 2018, April 4, 2018 and
April 5, 2018, but regrettably Respondent rendered none at all:

8. It was only sometime in the middle of April 2018 that Respondent finally personally
communicated to undersigned’s Office his response to the Undertaking avenue, and it was that as
per advice by his counsel, he refused to have anything to do with it at all;

9. Thus, it is very clear that despite full and earnest efforts by the undarsigned
amicable settlement to the herein Case, the same has indubitably reachez e
undersigned, therefore, with no other recourse but to most respectfully ha
the Committee for its further appropriate action and consideratioa

Respectfully submitted.
May 02, 2018. \"',‘

J

P?ONGOS, JR.
o#f(Good Government



COMPROMISE AGREEMENT

This Compromise Agreement executed this at Ormoc City, Leyte, by
‘and between:

ELVIRA G. DAPITON, Filipino, of legal age, marriage and with residence at Barangay
Valencia, Ormoc City, Leyte, hereinafter referred to as “COMPLAINANT”

-and-

ALLAN C. BULADO, Filipino, of legal age, marriage and with residence at
BarangayMatica—a, Ormoc City, Leyte, hereinafter referred to as “RESPONDENT”.

WITNESSETH: That -

Valencia Central School, Ormoc City, and the latter serving a
Sangguniang Barangay of Barangay Matica-a, Ormoc City;

1) That the controversy stemmed fromoglicase
land (leased properties) located in Brgy. Mati 1-a, ymod
COMPLAINANT as lessee, and spouses Eutdmhi
the leased properties, as lessors;

some@ne in April 2016 by
ie G. Dela Cruz, owners of

2) That sometime in 20 5, the

Serigs marital rift so that only Jereme G.
Dela Cruz was able to actua

videncing the lease over the leased

3)That GORPL ALY a8y peac@fuland useful possession of said leased properties
from the start of W& ' sawictime in October 2017 when she discovered to her
l under the instructions of ownerEutemioDela Cruz, was
“AINANT’s consent the leased premises:

y¥iediation proceeding was conducted between owner EutemioDela
NT where RESPONDENT was also summoned and that during the
%ilegation of the said lease had already been clarified and that there was no

That despite COMPLAINANT s serious efforts to stop him from doing so, including
resort®o barangay conciliation, RESPONDENT still continued to til] the leased properties under
instructions of EutemioDela Cruz, thus prompting the former to file said administrative case;

DRAFT COMPROMISE AGREEMENT
DAPITON VS BULADO



6) That RESPONDENT, in good faith, without any intention of dispossessing the
COMPLAINANT of subject parcel of land, worked on the same for a fee on certain occasions to

7) That the RESPONDENT avers his innocence from the insinuations of the
COMPLAINANT that he acted in violation of his oath as a barangay official, and further avers

WHEREAS,for the purpose of amicably settling the dispute subject of the Case to the
full satisfaction of the parties, efforts towards said end were exerted under the mitiative of the
- Sanggunian;

WHEREAS,eventuaHy the amicable settlemen
results, with the parties mutually agreeing to cay
terms and conditionsg provided in thig Agreement;

led\to positive

NOw THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoir
set forth, the parties fully, freely and knowingly mutually

i *PONDENT shal]
dny t1¥Be of activity or work on
LD0S¢s under the Instructions

L. From the time this Agreement becomes@nicteeab
refuse or refrain, directly or indirectly,
the leased Propertiesfor any agricultura)
or on behalf of EutemioDela Cryz.

2. In consideration of Immey \tely 1% 1 INANT shall cause the termination
or withdrawal of th

3. ' nise Werk 4 1 any manner affect or prejudice other cages by

" of this Compromise Agreement, the parties or their assigns hereby
renounce and forever quitclaim only al] thejr respective claims and counterclaims
? subject of the instant action,

6. The foregoing Covenants are not contrary to law, morals, or public policy and the parties
bind themselves to comply strictly with thejr undertakings.

DRAFT COMPROMISE AGREEMENT
DAPITON vs BULADO




ELVIRA G. DAPITON ALLAN C. BULADO
COMPLAINANT RESPONDENT
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Signed in the presence of:
e TUNE SN e g S,

DRAFT COMPROMISE AGREEMENT
DAPITON Vs BuLADO
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