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CALL TO ORDER

Commissioner Kate c¢. Botengan, chairman of the ViISCA Board of

' Trustees called the meeting to order at about 3:00 p.m.

Roll Call

Eight (8) out of the eleven (11) regular members of the Board of
Trustees were present. A quorum was declared.

Chair’s Privilege

Commissioner Kate C. Botengan informed the joint Boards
Trustees of ViISCA and NIT that the only agenda for the jo
ViSCA-NIT Board meting was the issue on the jurisdiction in t
designation of the Officer-in-Charge of the Biliran Natio
Agricultural College (BNAC).

Approval of the Proposed Agenda

This special BOT meeting is really special in the sense that a main it
of ViSCA is the jurisdictional problem on the governance of the Bilii
National Agricultural college (BNAC). It was then proposed by Dir. (
Soco that the special Board of Trustees Meeting be divided into 1
parts:

Partl: Joint Meeting of the ViSCA-NIT Boards of Trustees on
Officer-in-Charge Issue at the Biliran National Agricultt
College (BNAC); and

Partll: Special VISCA BOT Meeting.

Hearing no objections, the proposal of Dir. Go-Soco was approved. °
joint VISCA-NIT BOT meeting then commenced.

NEW BUSINESS

Part |. Joint Meeting of the ViSCA-NIT Boards of Trustees on
Officer-in-Charge Issue at the Biliran National Agricult
College (BNAC).

Commissioner Kate Botengan explained that the problem came al
because in the Integration Law, BNAC like RKKMAFTI in So. Leyte
integrated with ViISCA because it is in the same field of study whic
agriculture. However, R.A. 8292, otherwise known as the Hi
Modernization Act of 1997, provides that integration of schools into
SUC system is limited to those within the province. Knowing this, “Ct
asked around and it was the common recommendation to come up
a Memorandum of Agreement because of the faulty application of
law and this was agreed to by DBM. The MOA made was to dele
authority, not to amend the law, by virtue of established policies”.
GAA also overlooked this, such that all budgetary releases for BNAC
coursed through ViSCA.

Hon. Cyril Arradaza, ViSCA BOT member, then questioned the effi
of the MOA since, according to Hon. Arradaza, “the MOA does not
that it was referred to the Board of Trustees”.
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Hon. Orencio Gervacio, NIT BOT member, indicated that “if there is a
question of defect of the efficacy of the MOA, we might as well resolve
this first”.

Commissioner Botengan then asked both Boards to hear out the Vice-
Chairs first.

President Pajo of NIT then proceeded by saying “l think the problem
started when | received a letter from Dir Acapulco ordering us to
implement the order of the Ombudsman (to dismiss Mr. Ceblano,
erstwhile OIC Head of BNAC).So, since | have the order, we immediately
discussed among the local members of the Board to come up with a
referendum in order to implement the order of the Ombudsman. An so,
the members of the (NiT) Board came to a referendum ordering for the
dismissal. A problem then arose on who will take over the place of Mr.
Ceblano. Dr. Milan, President of ViISCA appointed Dr. Irene Gayrama
and Prof. Tudtud came over to install Dr. Irene Gayrama. BNAC seemed
to be torn between two lovers, for administration it is NIT while for money
matters, it is VISCA. So, | respect the decision of Dr. Milan”.

Prof. Tudtud then presented ViSCA's side. He said “We did not know
anything about the Ceblano case. As a matter of fact, after the MOA was
signed, we never touched BNAC administratively, as it was already the
concern of NIT. It was only on 28 April 2000 when BNAC Admin. Officer,
Mrs. Mocorro, went to ViSCA to inquire about the legality of the NIT
order of dismissal. So, President Milan issued ViISCA Memorandum No.
83 date 02 May 2000 sustaining the dismissal order of NIT”.

Hon. Arradaza again posed his objection over the continued discussion
pending the resolution of the “issue of legality of the MOA”.
Commissioner Botengan then said “let us look at the minutes and see
what happens. However, will it be acceptable to all of us to resolve the
issue of who will be appointed in place of the dismissed head of BNAC?
This is precisely the reason why | chose to have an open discussion so
that we can resolve this. As | was saying, these guys will have to go
back and face the people. So, what advice can we give them?”

Further discussions were made on the legal issues of the MOA and
discussions were stopped after Commissioner Botengan said “can we
put that as a matter of discussion after appropriate research by both
institutions to be presented next meeting and copies, if possible, of the
MOA and the minutes on which the legal basis of the MOA (is based
upon) be given to all members of the Boards (ViSCA and NIT) before
next meeting”.

Mr. Climaco Evangelista, VISCA BOT member then said “On the totality,
we are not really objecting to anything. We just wanted things to be in
order. We just wanted to be clear that the MOA is in order”.

Atty. Gervacio inquired from Commissioner Botengan “can the President
of NIT appoint an OIC considering that this is part of administration?” “No
objection!” said Commissioner and Prof. Tudtud. Commissioner
Botengan continued “First, you have a promotions and selection board
which should help in the selection of the OIC. Second, there is a Civil
Service policy that unless there is a serious mistake, the next -in-rank
rule should apply because this is just an OIC designation and is good
only for six (6) months and extendible for another six (6) months only.
This was the policy adopted by CHED for CHED supervised schools
provided that the person to be designated fulfills the Qualifying
Standards for the position.”
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Dr. Pajo inquired if a search should be done. Commissioner Boten
replied that a search is not necessary since this involved only
designation of an OIC. The promotions and selections board will late!
utilized in the event that a full-time head for BNAC will be appointed.

Atty. Gervacio then moved that “the joint meeting between ViSCA
NIT be deemed as valid”. “With only one agenda, the designation of
OIC for BNAC” continued Commissioner Botengan. This was f
seconded by one of the members of the NIT BOT.

The Governing Boards of ViISCA and NIT after resolving some of
important issues surrounding the case passed Special ViSCA-NIT .
Resolution No. 1, series of 2000 to wit:

Special ViSCA-NIT Joint Resolution No. 1, s. 2000

Approving the integration of BNAC to NIT and request the Departi
of Budget and Management (DBM) to transfer the fund release
BNAC to NIT instead of ViSCA and that the designation of the Offict
Charge is within the discretion of the NIT President and provided
CSC Rules and Regulations are followed.

ViSCA BOT Action: Approvet
NIT BOT Action: Approvet
Date: 12 May 2

Mr. Evangelista then made a motion to dismiss the joint meeting ¢
ViSCA and NIT Boards of Trustees. Dir. Go-soco seconded the mot

PART Il Special ViSCA Board of Trustees Meeting

Prof. Tudtud informed Madam Chair, Commissioner Botengan, that
was a quorum of the ViISCA Board of Trustees. The agenda fc
meeting was presented:

1 Gratuity benefits of Dr. Samuel S. Go

2 Organizational Structure

3. Authorizing the ViSCA President to Accept Donations; ar
4 Adjournment :

The agenda presented, after having been duly moved and secc
was approved by the Board of Trustees.

1. Gratuity benefits of Dr. Samuel S. Go

Prof. Tudtud informed the body that based on the BOT ac
the 1st Quarter BOT meeting in March that ViISCA forwar:
the retirement papers of Dr. Samuel Go to the DBM incluc
the attendant papers from the Ombudsman. Toward th
week of April, the DBM released the NCA and the

covering the payment of Dr. Go's retirement gratuity. Wi
ViSCA President was now asking was BOT approval for
sign the papers despite the existing COA requirements
payment which requires an Ombudsman clearance. This

is holding the payment of the gratuity retirement pay of Dr.

A long and thorough discussion followed. Director C
informed the body that despite what type of requirement tt
may impose on the release of such payment, the COA wil
constrained in its audit on the “legality” of such payment. |
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soco suggested that a legal research of the Supreme Court
decision on the Tantuico vs COA case be done as this was also a
case involving the payment of retirement benefits. If the case is
analogous to this one, then it can be used as helping guide
decision in this case. Commissioner Botengan further requested
the Board Secretary that this matter be referred to a lawyer for a
written legal opinion.

Hon. Cyril Arradaza then placed a motion to have a written legal
opinion from COA and from the ViSCA Legal Counsel regarding
the matter. This was then seconded by Dir. Go-soco. As soon as
these written legal opinions were available, then management
would make its decision on the matter even before the next BOT
meeting in June.

Organizational Structure

Dr. Perla Tan informed the body that this is the proposed revision
of the organizational structure of ViISCA. The revision was made
in order to provide for the entry of the external campuses and to
strengthen the Research, Development and Extension functions
of the College. At present, there is no Director for External
Campuses or a Vice-President for Research, Development and
Extension.

Commissioner Botengan posed a question on the need to have a
Director for Extramural Studies. She also inquired why there are
directors when we have deans. Prof. Tudtud replied that being a
state college, we can not yet have deans but just directors.

Commissioner Botengan expressed her apprehension about the
position of the External Campus heads in the proposed
organizational structure, them being placed se way down the
structure. She said that these External Campus heads are in-
charge of a complete school, administrative and academic
components included.

Dir. Balagapo aired his query on the necessity of having a VP for
RD & E. Prof. Tudtud informed the body that this was being
proposed because ViISCA was expecting a much rapid increase
in RD & E activities in the college in the months and years to
come.

Hon. Arradaza commented on whether the position of the Board
Secretary is correctly placed in the organizational structure which
is on the same footing as the BOT as presented in the structure.
Commissioner Botengan replied that we will just have only one
box, that of the College/Board Secretary under the President
since under the law (R.A. 8292) the College and Board Secretary
is just one person and the President is a member of the Board of
Trustees. '

Dr. Tan requested clarification on where do we actually place the

- CSI heads in the organizational structure. Commissioner
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Botengan informed the body that the CSl is like a “mini-SUC” as it
has all the other administrative and academic structures of an
SUC. Therefore, the CSI head should be placed directly under
the President possibly with a position title lower than a Vice
President but definitely higher than a director/department head.
Dir. Balagapo commented that in the Department of Agriculture,
the Regional Directors report directly to the DA Secretary since
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the Regional Directors function like little secretaries in
respective areas.

Dir. Go-soco then inquired why the legal, finance and ICU a
under the Administrative Officer. He further inquired wh
Admin. Officer is not supervising any of the boxes. Prof. T
explained that in ViSCA, we have many Administrative O
and explained their areas of assignment and scoj
responsibility.

Dir. Go-soco further pointed out that the span of control of t
for Administration was very large considering that so
people report to him directly. He suggested that maybe,
should only be tow (2) persons that the VP should be dealir
directly on a day-to-day basis. One would be in chal
Finance and Business Affairs and the other would take che
Administration.

Dir. Go-soco further commented that there is a need to g
the “big picture” meaning the overall organizational sti
showing the relationships between the different units
organization are clearly shown.

Commissioner Botengan then said that “There is a need tc
a thorough review of the reorganization proposal. All th
falling under each of the VPs should be thoroughly reviev
relevance and efficiency. The lines of authority should &
clearly shown and their inter-relationships with the other t
the college should be included.”

A motion towards this effect was put forward “to ref
proposal back to management” which was duly sec
Hearing no objections, the motion was approved.

Authority to the ViSCA President to Accept Donations

Commissioner Botengan informed the body that R.A
specifically authorizes the Board to accept donations
Tudtud, however, informed the members of the BOT tl
President would like to this power delegated to her for he
able to directly accept donations for and in behalf of the B(

Hon. Climaco Evangelista then made a motion to deleg
power to receive donations to the ViSCA Presideni
Arradaza queried whether the BOT was giving a blanket a
to the President to receive all kinds of donations. Commi
Botengan replied that it should be “supportive of the objec
the institution.”

Commissioner Botengan further read the proposed re:
which stated: “Authorizing the ViISCA President to
donations for and in behalf of the ViSCA Board of Truste
to sign documents relative to the donations subject
provisions of CHED Memorandum Circular No. 04, Rule V.

Dir. Balagapo then made a motion to approve the pi
resolution and this was duly seconded by Hon. Evar
Thus, the BOT approved BOT Resolution No. 29, series
to wit:



Board Resolution No. 33, s 2000

Authorizing the ViSCA President to accept donations for and in
behalf of the ViISCA Board of Trustees and to sign documents
relative to the donations subject to the provisions of CHED
Memorandum Circular No. 04, Rule V.

Board Action: Approved
Date: 12 May 2000

VI. Adjournment

There being no other matter on the agenda, Dir. Balagapo made
a motion to adjourn the 157th BOT meeting. This was seconded
all around. The meeting adjourned at 5:05 p.m.

Certified True and Correct:

PROF. IEL M. TUDTUD, JR.
CollegefBoard gecretary

ATTESTED:
/i
/ 1 "
/./\_‘_‘/— \__,,———,\
DR. KATE C. BOTENGAN

CHED Commissioner & Chairman of
Board of Trustees
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ABILAR LAW OFFICE

Calumpang, Naval, Biliran
5 May 2000
PRESIDENT PACIENCIA P. MILAN
President
VISCA

Baybay, Leyte
THRU: PROF. DANIEL TUDTUD
Greetings:

This is to ask for clarification on the status of TITO CEBLANO at the Biliran
National Agricultural College, Biliran, Biliran. Likewise, this is to present
apprehensions of the BNAC Faculty and Employees Association which the
undersigned serves as legal counsel. B

Mr. Ceblano is making it appear that he is on forced leave duly approved by Prof.
Daniel Tudtud. The approval of the forced leave took place after Dr. ESPERANZA
D. PAJO issued a Memorandum citing Resolution No. 14, s. 2000 of the Board of
Trustees of the Naval Institute of Technology which implemented the decision in
OMB-VIS-ADM-98-0258 which ordered the dismissal of MR. ARSENIO
CABACABA and Mr. TITO CEBLANO from the government service. A copy of
the memorandum is attached herewith as ANNEX “A”.

May I refer you to the Memorandum of Agreement dated 15 October 1999 which
was signed between NIT and VISCA witnessed by Mr. Tito Ceblano and Prof,
Daniel Tudtud, a machine copy of the MOA is attached herewith as ANNEX “B” for
your immediate reference.

It appears now that VISCA in approving the forced leave of TITO CEBLANO is
violating the terms and conditions of the MOA.

The BNAC Faculty and Employees Association are, likewise, apprehensive of your
move to appoint DR. IRENE G. GAYRAMA as Officer-in-Charge. As the counsel
of the association, your action is also violative of the terms and conditions of the
MOA (ANNEX “B”) of which you are a party. Furthermore, may I cite to you facts
that violate appropriate financial management and internal control at BNAC. It is a
fact that one NEMESIA GAYRAMA ARPON is the Cashier and the Bookkeeper is
GUIA GAYRAMA APACIBLE. They are related to each other by affinity. Your

action maybe taken as tolerating a fertile ground for incidence of graft in the said
institution.

Please consider the query and apprehensions of the BNAC Faculty and Employees
Association which the undersigned is representing as their counsel.

Thank you and Mabuhay!

Very truly yours,

ANTONIO A. ABILA!
Legal Counsel

cc:

HON. NICANOR CRUZ

Ombudsman Visayas

Capitol, Cebu City
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Retullic of the Philigpines
NAVAL INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY -

April 10, 2000

Honorable Chairman

Members of the NIT Board of Trustees
‘AL INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

= Biliran '

and Gentlemen:

During the 2™ Special Meeting of the.NIT Board of Trustees held at ViSCA, Baybay, Leyte
“ecember 3, 1999 one of the agenda items presented was the decision of the Office of the
udsman dismissing frofm the service Messrs. Arsenio Cabacabaand Tito Ceblano under
nistative Case No. OMB-VIS-ADM-98-0258.

In the course of the Board's deliberations it was learned that Messrs. Cabacaba and
2no had filed their motion for reconsideration within the prescribed period which prompted the
2 to defer the implementation of the decision (Annex “A").

Just recently, the undersigned received an indorsement from CHED Regional Office No.

Dr. Bonifacio N. Acapulco dated April 5, 2000 for appropriate action the request of Mrs.
cia C. Mocorro, Administrative Officer Il of BNAC re categorical advice on what course of
7 should be taken (Annex “B").

Considering that the motion for reconsideration filed by the respondents was denied by the
of the Ombudsman Visayas (Annex “C") and the letter from the Ombudsman Visayas to Mrs.
<ia C. Mocorro dated March 20, 2000, it is hereby requested that the Board implement the

on of the Office of the Ombudsman the dismissal from the service of Mr. Tito C. Ceblano,
rIn Charge of BNAC.

Very truly yours,

RAN AJO, Ed. D.
President

RESOLUTION NO. 14, S. 2000

ISSING FROM THE SERVICE MR. TITO C. CEBLANO, OFFICER IN CHARGE OF BILIRAN
TIONAL AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE (BNAC) PER DECISION FROM THE OFFICE OF THE
ZUDSMAN VISAYAS UNDER ADMINISTRATIVE CASE NUMBER OMB-VIS-ADM-98-0258.

ACTION TAKEN
SERS OF THE BOARD ‘ APPROVED  DISAPPROVED REMARKS

~s stated

KATE C. BOTENGAN
missioner, CHED
man

. ESPERANZA D. PAJO o
ent, NIT

Chairman

Page 1 of 2 Pages
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HON. TESSIE AQUINO-ORETA
Chairman, Committee on Education
House of the Senate

Member

HON. DANTE V. LIBAN

Chairman, Committee on Education
House of the Representatives
Member

HON. BUENAVENTURA C. GO-SOCO, JR. @?M

Regional Director, NEDA RO Vil
Member

HON. ENRIQUE M. AVILA i

Regional Director, DOST RO VIl
Member

/ _
HON. BONIFACIO V. CURSO /7/ ///] [O

Private Sector Representative
Member

HON. AMELIA J. JARO
Private Sector Representative
Member

HON. CONSORCIO T. LUMBACA M

President, NIT Faculty Association

Member
HON. ROMULO V. BERNARDES 7
President, Alumni Association
Member

—_— ’\LX
HON. RYAN B. CASADO S

President, NIT Supreme Student Gov't.
Member :



PALACE OF JUSTICE (J CAPITOL O 6000 CEBU CITY, PHILIPPINES -

EUSEBIO C. ORONGAN ET AL.,
Complainants,

OMB-VIS-ADM-98-0258
-versus- : "

ARSENIO A. CABACABA
Voc. School Superintendent II
TITO C. CEBLANO
Voc. Instruction Supervisor III
Both of :Biliran Nat’l Agricultural College
Biliran, Biliran
Respondents.

ORDER

Respondents Tito Ceblano and Arsenio Cabacaba filed
their respective “Motion through counsel, praying for the
reconsideration6f the Resolution of this Office imposing
upon them penalty of dismissal from the service dated
August 23, 1999. ,

In his Motion, respondent Ceblano argued that the
assailed Resolution 1s not based on substantial evidence
and that he was denied due process as the evidences he
presented were not given due consideration.

On the part of respondent Cabacaba, the following
grounds were raised, viz:

e THERElIS NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE
CLEARLY SHOWING THAT THE GOVERNMENT
SUFFERED NO UNDUE INJURY- IN THIS CASE.

2. THIS HONORABLE OFFICE ABSOLUTELY
IGNORED THE FINDING OF THE COMMISSION
ON AUDIT THAT THE ALLEGED DIFFERENCE IS
NOT INJURIOUS TO THE GOVERNMENT NOR HAD
IT GIVEN ANY UNWARRANTED BENEFIT TO ANY
PRIVATE PARTY”.

After . >rough review—~of the documentary
evidence upon 2 the assailed Resolution is based,
this officae sta ‘irm on its original findings. All
documenta) y evid. adduced by the parties were taken
into congs  eratic \ resolving the case wherein the
evidence . the nlainant weye found substantial
enough to warrant a istrative anctlon.

The ivghif: ..tion of Engr. Prescilliano
Bargamento Memorandum dated April 26, 1999 was
given scant ;sideration as it appears to be a mere

Nﬁ



cover-up as gap after-thought becguse
Cabacaba and Ceblano h

'March s, 1999, the ract of delivery of the t
units window grills alle '

P1l4,398,95 difference,

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the MOTIO]}
RECONSIDERATION are hereby DENIED.

SO ORDERED,

January 17, 2000.
‘Cebu City, Philippines.

.ﬁmwﬂ ; A.
HELEN CATAC AN-ACAS

Graft Investigation Officer 1

REVIEWED BY:

—

VIRGIN ~SANTIAGO
; or

RECOMMENDING APPROVAL/D%GRPBRQ¥AL:

APPROVED/DIS FROVED: ,

NICANOR J. CRUZ JR. 2/,
OIC, Deputy Ombudsman Visayas
"

ANIARO A, DESIERTO

Ombudsman
HCAja FEB2 g 2000



UCTILE UK THE UMBUDSMAN (VISAYAS)

PALACE OF JUSTICE [ CAPITOL [J 6000 CEBU CITY, PHILIPPINES - O 7 20

March 20, 2000

MRS. PATRICIA G. MOCORRO
Administrative Officer II

Biliran National Agricultural College
Biliran, Biliran

RE: OMB-VIS-ADM-98-0258

Dear Mrs. Mocorro:

This is to acknowledge receipt on 28 February 2000 of
your letter dated February 9, 2000 inquiring as to the
implementation of the Decision of this Office, finding Dr.
Arsenio A. Cabacaba and Mr. Pits &, Ceblano
administratively guilty of Dishonesty, thus meting upon
them the penalty of DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WITH FORFEITURE
OF ALL BENEFITS AND PERPETUAL DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD
PUBLIC OFFICE, in view of the filing of a Motion For
Reconsideration by respondents.

In this connection, pPlease be informed that the Motion
for Reconsideration filed by the respondents herein has

been DENIED, a copy of said Order is hereto attached for
Your ready reference.. '

Should the respondents decide to raise the issue to the
higher court, then please be informed that it is. already
settled that an Appeal or Petition For Review on Certiorari
do not stay the execution of a Resolution/Decision of this
Office in an Administrative case. This issue was squarely
treated in OMB-VIS-ADM-91-091/91-111, entitled “City of
Cebu vs. Antonio Callanta, et. al.,”. 'In an Order dated
April 18, 1994, this Office speaking through then Honorable
Ombudsman Conrado M. Vasquez, ruled as follows:

“On the Urgent Motion To Stop Execution, it
should be emphasized that  Section 7 of
Administrative Order No. 07 of this Office speaks
of the finality of the decision and not the
execution of the same. Since Administrative
Order No. 07 is silent on the  execution of
decision pending appeal, Executive Order No. 292,
P.D. No. 807 as amended and the Rules of Court

shall be made suppletory to our QMB Rules and
Regulations.

It is clearly provided in Section 37 (4),
. (d), Article 1v of P.D. 807, as amended, and

"-)Section 47 (4), Book V of Executive Order No. 292
that an appeal shall not stop the decision from




°dD

Letter to Patricia G. Mocorro
March 20, 2000
Page 2 )

being executory and 1in case the penalty 1is
suspension or removal, the respondent shall be
considered as having been  under preventive
suspension during the pendency of the appeal in
the event he wins an appeal (Emphasis ours)”.

This ruling is again reiterated by Honorable Ombuds!
Aniano A. Desierto in the case of Daya vs. Tinaya (OMB-V
ADM-96-0325), wherein he categorically directed OMB-Visa
to implement the Suspension meted upon then Mayor Tinaya
Abuyog, Leyte despite the Petition for Review on Certior
filed before the Supreme Court in the absence of
Temporary Restraining Order (TRO).

In view of the foregoing, the implementation of
Order of this Office imposing the penalty of DISMISSAL E
SERVICE WITH FORFEITURE OF ALL BENEFITS AND PERPET
DISQUALIFICATION TO HOLD PUBLIC OFFICE upon respondents
in order.

Hoping this clarifies matter.
Very truly yours,

NICANOR J. CRUZ, JR.
Deputy Ombudsman for the Visayas

By:

Copy furnished:

1) Mrs. Rosita Yaco
BNAC, Biliran, Biliran

2) Tito C. Ceblano
BNAC, Biliran, Biliran

3) Arsenio A. Cabacaba
c/o BNAC, Biliran, Biliran

VPS/pat
Let-Mocarmo
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:,:i:r:.: Natioeal Agricultural College (BNAC) of Biliran, Biliran to the

LS, 2 s,cu-ux or Oan Juof RA 2)7‘73 ahuws State x,oilepes and Universities to absorb

PS

teir provinces upon approval by their respective Governing
Sourds \JS.,, aid the ‘Comimission on sLgher LGLC&UOA (CHED) in coor dmc.mon with the Dcpaﬂmem

of ..n.u.._.,‘.. Ty

fiis O Lh‘;l g\.ux\JJ‘a \\/

1y
mulA-u'_)vJ.~quAt \J"‘ /A

VI SRIAS, NIT and SNAC are lczated in ons province, Biliran;

TENI ey g oy

i' A-A‘A\\;/-rn-l

peciiles that an C\1<t1m__, State Univer, blty/Collcsc can
SIinthe same irovinge i coor raination with CHED and DBM;

vu.-.u‘.\.c“. of BNAC had requested CHED that BNAC be

WITMREAS, said cocrdination with CHED and D3M has been done by the President of NIT

Gat s G- ;‘L‘JDL nencdent of ENAT

PR Rl e
i

il

R Rminacdd dwet o ® . o o
L, tie NIT Board o s Tusiees ias authorized its T resident to negotiate with VISCA
vt L et of lategration of BINAT o VISCTA to NIT:

£ S Dranieia
nA_JLlLJ’ t.l o I ....JA'U'«L.L (634

SCA lzs presented this I\"OA to the ViISCA Administrative

Couasil (ASOC iy I its weeting on 17 Sciober 1999 and that the ADCOM had no objections to said

rvesident o‘-’ ViECA, upon advice b y CHED Commissioner Dr. Kate

PR
S s ~lay

3 CEel 1o ohjetion to s ‘.\/sy-k.umx-.-,.am of Agrsement transferrin 1g the integration of
oAl T g .SC:—..‘"J"". .

KCWY T8 ;E'AZZF'CTLE NiT g2 % SCA, for and in consideration of the above premiscs and
L \I ry

Y WaitaGl cov renants b creia set fort

rih, G5 Lereby agree to mxp‘"m:nt this transfer of i Integration.
HIRECR, the parties of ths Memoran
. [‘

L

um of Agrecment have hereunde-
especive anatures this 15th day o

«diUcy

October 1999, iy Baybay, Leyte.

PACIE
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ACKXINOWLEDGMENT

Republic of the Philippines )
grovince of Leyte 18

!'\ v
ic me . this {}_?‘W] day’ of October;
the following:

Niise CTC Number  Date of Issue Place o

Ny 126813998 26 Jan 1999 Naval,
PACIENCa 2. MILAN 17415383 13 Apr 1999 Baybay

kuown o me to be the same parsons who' executed the foregoing inst:
acikncwiedged o rae that {he same are their own free will and voluntary act/deed.

WETNE MY HAND AND NOTARIAL SEAL on the cate and
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{ MENZON LAW OFFICE

Ground Floor, Bayantel Bldg.
J. Romualdez St., Tacloban City
Tel. No. 321-3188

4 May 2000

DR. PACIENCIA P. MILAN
President

Visayas State College of Agriculture
Baybay, Leyte

Greetings:

This refers to your letter to my client Mr. Tito C. Ceblano, OIC of the Biliran
National Agricultural College, dismissing him from his position.

Please understand that the decisions of the Visayas Ombudsman is not yet
final. As a matter of fact, our appeal of said decision is still pending at the Court
of Appeals. Thus, the questioned decision of the NIT Board of Trustees is hasty

and very premature, especially because my client was declared Not Guilty by RTC
Branch 16 of Naval, Biliran. ’

You may be interested that, in its decision, the Naval, Biliran RTC quoted
the following decision of the Supreme Court of the Philippines:

“Their acquittal in this criminal case necessarily entails the
dismissal of the administrative action against them, because in such a case, there
is no more basis nor justifiable reason to maintain the administrative suit” (Larir
vs. Executive Secretary, 280 SCRA 713).

Likewise, in the case of Batungbakal vs. NDC, G.R. No. 2-5127, the Supreme
Court ruled that:

“If a civil service employee was dismissed and later after the
investigation was exonerated, found guiltless of the charges filed
against him and was recommended for reinstatement by the Court
that investigated him, and then he is not reinstated by his
administrative superior, he is dismissed without case. In other
words, his dismissal and/or removal was illegal and in violation not
only of the Administrative Code but by the Constitution itself.”

We would also like to point out to you the following dispositive portion of
the decision of Branch 16 of the Naval, Biliran RTC:

“Further directing the Civil Service Commission their (respondents’)
reinstatement to the government service, except civilian respondent Lelito Luafa,
and the payment of their corresponding salaries, wages and other benefits
otherwise deprived of them during the - ~dency of this case.”

In view of the foregoing, and in *r to avoid further complications in this
case, | am respectfully requesting yc .d the NIT Board of Trustees to revoke
your questioned Resolution and rei ite Imy client Tito\ C. Ceblano to his
position.

Very trﬁly" ydur !

ZON

ounsel for Tito Q. Ceblano



MENZON LAW OFFICE
Ground Floor, Bayantel Bldg.
J. Romualdez St., Tacloban City
Tel. No. 321-3188

May 4, 2000

DR. ESPERANZA D. PAJO
President

Naval Institute of Technology &
Vice Chairman

NIT Board of Trustees

Greetings:

This refers to your letter to my client Mr. Tito C. Ceblano,
OIC of the Biliran National Agricultural College dismissing him
from his position.

Please understand that the decision of the Visayas
Ombudsman is not yet final. As a matter of fact, our appeal of said
decision is still pending at the Court of Appeals. Thus, the
questioned decision of the NIT Board of Trustees is too hasty and
very premature, specially because my client was declared Not
Guilty by RTC Branch 16 of Naval, Biliran.

You may be interested that, in its decision, the Naval,
Biliran RTC quoted the following decision of the Supreme Court of
the Philippines:

“Their acquittal in this criminal- case
necessarily entails the dismissal of the
administrative action against them, because in such
a case, there is no more basis nor justifiable reason
to maintain the administrative suit” (Larin vs.
Executive Secretary, 280 SCRA 713).

Likewise, in the case of Batungbakal vs. NDC, G.R. No. 2-
5127, the Supreme Court ruled that:

“If a civil service employee was dismissed
and later after the investigation was exonerated,
found guiltless of the charges filed against him and
was recommended for reinstatement by the Court
that investigated him, and then he is not reinstated
by his administrative superior, he is dismissed
without cause. In other words, his dismissal and/or
removal was illegal and in violation not only of the
Admini - Code but by the Constitution itself.”

W also like to point out to you the following
dishosi! on of the decision of Branch 16 of the Naval,
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“Further, directing the Civil Service
Commission their reinstatement to the government
" service, except civilian respondent Lelito Luafia, and
the payment of their corresponding salaries, wages
and other benefits otherwise deprived of them during
the pendency of this case.”

You may also be interested to know that we have studied
purported Resolution No. 14, S. 2000 of the NIT Board of Trustees
and have found its authenticity questionable on several grounds.
However, to .avoid costly and complicated litigations, we are
respectfully requesting you to rescind or annul the alleged
resolution and restore my client Tito C. Ceblano to his position as
soon as possible:

In view of the foregoing, and in order to avoid further
complications in this case, | am respectfully requesting you and
the NIT Board of Trustees to revoke your questioned Resolution
and reinstate my client Tito C. Ceblano to his position.

Very truly yours,

ounsel for Tito C. C
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roprosontod by accused Lolito Luada, in
3 Projooct undeortakan by tho lattor,
¢onsisting of tho kopair and- Fabricatg
Stoal windows in tho lowor and uppor
campus school buildingg of BiAd, as woll
as painting of all woodan Joalousioo

- and roplaccmant of orokan Blassog thoro-

0fy with contract prico of DVEE HURDRED
PIFTY NINE TACUSAND (¥259,000.00)
Philippino curroscy, whoroby tho dJob
contract spocificull{nroquiroa 25 ploces
window grills to bo stallod in tho
Phyesiocal Building with avoroage sizo of
176 ome x 269 cm., but tho :%ndow grills
actually installod wape onli 34 pigoas,
of whioch 2 piocos window grills moasuro
OLly 180 cme x 130 Cle, 14 plocog
moasurcd 123 om. xP§ om., 3 units

moasurod 125 cme. x 95 cm., and the squarc

bar boing usod was only 148 mme ingtoad:
of 12 mm. without any rod load bolng

pliod; for tho Yanguago Building, only

f plocos winlow gyills woro imptalleod
natoad of 3% piocos and of tho gamg !
8iz0 a3 that boing installod in tho .
Physicol Builditg; for tho 01d Livrary:
Bullding, 19 piccos window grills |
moasurod 158 cm., x 228 Clle, 3 window
grills nmeoasurocd 158 mm. x 156 om. and 1
unit moasurod 158 cm., x 78 om., and tho
Squaro bara usod had a sdzo of 10 mm.
ingteoad of 12 mm. without rod load ;
soating, thus, accusod in tho courso |
bad givon unwarrantod vonofites, and- :
vantogo or proforcenco to asousod Lolito
Luafia, and thomsolvos to tho domogo and
produ&icc of the soveramont, parti- :

of pcrformanco of thoir ofificial functionf

$aL
oularly tho Bilirpan “ational dgricultural '

vollogae.

contrary to Law.

Sebu CGity (for “aval, Biliran)Philippinoé}

hugust 23, 1999,

B4LL BOND R.JOMMENDED: $30,000.00 oach.

(5GU.) MELEN GARACUULAN-ACAE |
Graft lovastigation Ceficor I
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“ho clomonts of tho offonsg undor soc. 5(o)
OL Hopublic ict 2019 arc: (1) tho accucad ié a
Public officor discharging odminiatrativo, judioinl-
or 6f£icinl furctions; (2) he Buct havo acted
wlth manifest partiality, ovidont bad faith, or
inoxsusablo nogligonco; -anma (3) his action has
caudod undus injury to any party, including tho
Govorumont, or hag civon any party any unwarrantod
bonofit, advantago or preferoncoe in tho discharyo

of bis functiong. ,

froofs aro roquircd that (1) tho accused ig a
public officor dischorging adminigtrative orp olflciaq
functions or private pceroons chargod in oongpiracy
with thom; (2) the public officor coumittod tho
prohivitod act during the porformasce of his official
duty or in rolation to nig public positiony (3) the
Public officor actod with mopifos- partialiﬁy, ovi-
dant bad faith ar Zross, inoxcuopblo nogiié%nco; and
(4) his oction causod unduo injur to tho go&ornmont
or any privato party, or gavo any barty ony Jﬁwarrant

bonofib, advantago or pralferonce to guch partikc.

Lvidontly, proor sihould beg p: »scntod to provo
boyond roagonablo doubt thoe common olomont of intont

to gain, to obtaiu Pocuniary advantago or enrich ‘\
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hingolf matorially.

nad faith nmust bo provon. As an clomont of

" tho offonao, iL imputos a dishonoat purposc or somo
moral obliquity aud conscioug doing of a wron@. a
broach of o sworn duty through nomo motivo ox in-
tont or 111 will, it partakos of tho ndturé of
froud. It contomplatos a stato of mind afi'irmoe
tivoly oporating with furtivo doaign or somo motivo
of solf-intorost or ill will for ultorior purposo.
Evidont bod faith coinotes o manifogt doliborato

intont on tho part of tho gocugod to\do erng.

Tho prosocution ovidonco rovoaln nntocodont
foots that tho Biliran Navional Agricultur&l Collogo
(BHAG) pontod a Hotico to Bid in tho rogionﬁ; NOW B~

papor, tho Roportor, for tho accomplighmont bf its

administrotivo roquiromontg. f %
..1 .\
BNAC ncoded tho ropairs and fabricdtioné’of

\

\
pbool windowg in tho lowor ang uppor campuq sohaol

buildings, tno roplaccmont of all brokon gfoauoakwnd
tho painting of all woodon Jolouaoa. ' g i\
R 1t ,‘ 3ok

\

Tho bidoors wora Yeal Lutnrprzaos for P59,

YOHWX EOENEGETEIEER

Jobarroa fiarkoting and wolding Bhop for: 9500 OO0.00“
and Prognaa Narkotinp for ¢335,000.00. f -

9

=

- mMorQ = ) 3
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Noal Lntorpriscs, roprosecntod by Lelito Luafig,
as tho winning biddor signod tho Job contract o
provide tho following:

1« Physical Building - 35 pcs. stool window
ﬁrills avorago sizo
176 x 269 cmg.
2, Languogo building - 35 pos. stoll window
rills, avorago sizo
176 x 269 cms.

3y 0Old Library Building- 15 pcsa. stool window
avorpgo sizo

4, Noy Building - 8 pos. stool grills,
avorogo sizo

5 Painting all woodon jmlousica of tho
""" montionod buildingse - ,

6, Roplacomont of all brokon glassaos of
tho collogo campus (all buildings with
brokon zlassos) .

Tho contract was to bo dono and finishod bogin-
ning Dgoombor 13 to 31, 1996,

On Docombor 13%, 1996, tho oontractor Lolito
Luafia roqun?hod for tho chango ordor of 12 o&&r
pquare bar to 10 emm. booauso of tho unuvailability

of tho 12 ommy in tho storos that supply said mutorial

On Docomber 15, 1996, Dr. Arconio Odbaoaba.
Suporintondont II, approvod the roquostlao lona as ‘tho
quality of tho projoot is assuroed oand t%o difroronoo

- MOTrQ = 1‘j.
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in $ho projoot Liaockes obould ho pupplaantod with
 additional Bix (6) window grilla.

Thoroforo, instoad of 93 pPco of gtool window

grills, 99 pcs wore installoed to cowploto tho stool

window grillsg actually nocded by tho ontiro buildings
in tho gchool coumpus.

On January 21, 1997, Voogtional School Luporin-
“ondent 1I Argonio Cabacaba in hig Cortificato of
dcoopbanco doclarod that tho projoct, Ropair, Fabri—
cation and {nastallation ofiwindow grilloe, raplapomont |
oL brokon glagzos, p aintiny of all woodon leoupoa
at tho lowor and uppor uamﬁbs buildtngs” ot’bho

%30 in acoordanco with LhQIAP001fication ag otat d in

tho contract. \ ? o

On Moy 5, 1998 or )aood 1 yoar,li monthg in¢ 14

ays aftor tho Umbud sman/ recoived al oomblalnt frJ \\
« Eupobio . vrongan,/brosidonb of LHQ Paoultyf é
loyeas of uliAc, aga%ﬁut tho horoin aoouﬂod roF
olation of soc, 3(0% £ Rede 3019, othorwiuo o?llod

Antil-Graft and barrupt xracticos Acb.l

On Augugt 5,,1998 \6tato Auditor I1,- Niiuni&}losas
: DHAC, roquontﬁd the JOA Ruglonanl Dirootor. to pr~vido
‘ Tochnigal buécialint to oonduub innpootion ond \k
. aluation 0# tho projoct. i " \\

o X\
On//uguot 18 1998, Eugr. Proncillono Bargamonto . I\

we TMAYY~

W .
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won issucd a COA Inspoction Ordor Ho. 98-106.

On August 26, 1998, Mr., Bargamonto submittod h:
Evaluation RHeport. His ooular inspoction roport ro-
vaoalod that at tho Phynicai Building 34 unito of Bto
window Grills wcro inotallode In tho Languazo
Building 34 units, as woll, woroc installode. Both‘
puildings arc idontical.

In the 0ld Library BDuilding 23 unito of Stool
¥indow Grillo woro installed, oxcooding 8 units of ¢
15 mpocificd in tho Job contract. |

Tho sigo of the stool bars woro 10 mm. ' and not
12 mm. as opodifiod. i

In viow of thiop rfindings, tho roapondontu
wore roquirod by fr. Jargamonto to gubmit thoir Uuat
fication for tho doviation of tho works witp tho'
rovisod computation of the roguired oatlmaté (bunki
on as-built) whothor tho actual a~oomplishmoqf off

:oﬁ%o original contract - avount . ' .\ .9

Tho horoin rosponucnba nubmittod a rovi%pd ool

totion of cotimatos nmounting to 9”&4 601. OShpanoc

tho opproved c¢hang Q ordor. Tho doficionoy o}\

Ry L2a3111y

14,298.95 vwas gottlod with tho dolivory of 2 unﬂcn

VNIBIYO JHI Woys

WﬂH?ﬂ

tool window grills as cortifiod by tho Auditor-I \

hargo and thore was g rofund for tho Rc Prim

it
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O.R. No. 4615878 D. As a rosult of this, TAg II

R AT T

EIEINRIE

A

AdOD XOYIX

o e I TEE B2 L ] 7 vt ; _'\‘,:__’.,,-..e.,,._. vd i i . e :v"’l‘,""?v;’--"‘:"-ﬂ:{' ::'i .
Proscillano S. Bargamento, on 4April 26, 1999, rocom-
mondod a roconazidoration of his provious findings

to tho COA Diroctor stating that:

~"Tho rogult of tho ovaluation was

found to havo an oquivalont COA :
Estinotod “roject Cost of ¥242,200.00.
This has a -porcontage varianoe of
6.94% against tho contract and 7.85%
ogainst tho AAE that falls within tho
tolorablo limit sot forth by this
offico, honco it can bo considoroed

a8 roansonablo.”
Ap testifiod to by witnose ¥roscillono 5.

Bargamonto, COA did not filo a casa againgt tho herein

accusod. -j

\

Tho amount waso paoild to thao contract&r, thoro wao
no disallowanco of paymont. k

. ‘\'
All transoctions which aro irrogular,&unnoooouury.
oxcosslvo and oxtravogant as dofined in GOA birculor

I\
No. 85-554 ond thoso which aro illogal and ungonscion-
ablo, aro disallowod in audit. ;\\
g \\
k

11logal oxponditures are thoso which aﬁb}c"

. =N 4
trary to law. ' ([h \'\
O ‘
- { . ‘

Unconscionablo oxpondituras aro oxpondiﬁuro\\
whdoh aro unroasonablo and immodorato, aud yhﬁch no'

. / ! &
wan in his right sousc would moko, nor a fair knd
' {
/
~ moro - :
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honost man would accopt as reasenable and incurrod

in violation of othical ond moral standaords.

Tho april 26, 1999 rocommondation that tho
porcontago varianco wao tolorable was ostonsibly
abprovod by tho oCia R-VIII by virtuo of tho allowanc
or paymont in accordanco with COA Clroular Ho. 85-55

The igguc of tho allogod violation of Soce 3(c¢
ReAe 3019 was docided by CO4 as uot administrativoly
ond crininally actionablo. Zongo, it rofusd@ to £il

tho action ogalnst tho horoin accuscd. T

"
3

~ Tho prooccution rcstoed its case with the solo
rolovant toatimony of Engr. frdsciiidﬁo”é:wﬁﬂwpgﬂzgf
TAS II of tho COA. TLhere was no ovidonco to pn?vo
tho elomounts of tho orimo {rom tho tomgimony of\\

prosocution witncss llanuol Elabico. \\

S00. 3(d) of &.A. 3019 ponalizqu-dnly congu~

| .
mabod offonpos, causing undueg injury to any party,

C

m i

Einoluding tho govornmont. /

5 . |

EQ Tho ipJjury or damago must bo ostablishod by f{
;4 i

Zovidonco. Thoro is pone.

=

< iionco, on ¥obruary 2, 2000, tho accusod throw

m

)

dcoungol, filod a demyrror to vidonoo. It paid thal

X

o "nobody but no body auosticrid tho subjoot projoct |

I0
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roppondaonts did not givo in to tho domands of tho
cpmpluinanta nllcgodlj for amolioration pay. chqupp
of inndoquato funds, it wag only thon that thoy dug
up tho rocords of tho projcet to filo thig mallcioun
couplain ogolnsgt Calmaba nod Tito. Coblano. By
nooouniby, thoy had to drog co=-rogpondont Lolito
Luofia also in thoir obsogsion to inflict vongoaqco :
on Dr. Oabaoonba who was only trying to provent tho

wanﬁon and irrosponsiblo doplotion of bovornmont funda

ubdor hiag ragponoibiligy.» !\
A

It i a cardingl rulo in our criminal JuﬂgiOO\
uyntom that %o doprivo a porson Qghégauyroéiouﬂt}iﬁo\
or liborty, the ovidonco agoinst him mugt stnnd foho N
oruciol toot of roauonaplo doubt to ovothrqw thd :
conotitutionnlly guaranpod prosunption \L

A
ho bag in his favor. f |

l f

Proof boyond roabonablo doudbt, or | hau
l

) lavasbun
§Eot proof sulficilong to Produco a moragl cortai%ty that
'“would convinco and cntlufy the conaomono? of t oao who
aro bo oot in Judgmont 1o dindigpensableg qo ovopQSmo

C 4o comstitutional pfuoxmptioa of innooonao.f ﬁéoplo
I ! ‘ ’ . :
Xvg. Gomoz, 270 5o / 432) S \

bi \

Tho pronumpt}on of innocorge ig foundod upon th\\

3

basio principlo oﬁ Justico ond is o substantiol poxt of\

tho law - it oonnou Lo ovoreomo by maxo guspiocion or

/ - BOTQ -
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or comjocture, LiBey o pProbability that tho accusod

eomuittod tho.9rimg ox that bo had .tho opportuniyy. -

to do no. (Pooplo vs. Iola, 278 5cRA 47),

Tho ovidonco digmally failp to pierco tho ghig
of prosumptivoe innosounco whore tho proscoution morol

rolios on hoargay ovidonco of Manuol LElatigo.

Thia Court finds tho ovidonco of tha Prosocuti
insufficiont to 2TOVO tho gullt of tho accuged béyon(

Toaaonablo douybt.

Accugoed Dr. 4rganig 4. Vabacaba, FhiD. gnd 11t

" Ue Ooblano shiould likowigo bo oxonoratod in tho ad-

IHI Woy

IVNIDIYO

miniptrative aspoot of thisg caéb.h“Thd‘roogfdabiHJ“

OMB-VIS~ ADM., 98-025g conslats. of five (5) affidavitg
baaioplly containing mistaken ooncluaionp'and:inforon
not supportod by tho Coa findiqgs oB tonéifipd%to by

Engr. Proncillano Se Bargamont&.

It io catogorically and éloarly al fihding of

thia'Oourt that tho acts or thﬁ horoin accusod aro not
éanlawful and irrogular. Thoirincquittal in this

égriminal Caso nocossarily ontgiln tho dibqisaal of thao
Bdrinistrativo action againatfqhom,¢bocau§o.in ouch a
E?aao, bhoro {5 no more bnsiulgo}ljubti#iailo roaaon'to

Tealntain tho administrative guiy, (Larip VL- Exooutivo
o / ' . S :
s , ,

aorobary. 28N arns maas /



- Judgmont.-
Crinm. Caso mo. ha2037
RTC, Br. 16, Biliran

-

In Butungbakal vg. HDGy G.R. No. 2-5127, Mgy

27, 3955, tho uuprcmo vourt rulod that if g Sivil

sorvico omployoo was dismisgod and lator aftopr

tho invontigntion wag oxonoratod found guiltloss

of tho chargos filed againgt hin and wao rocommondod

for roinstatomont by tho Court - that- lnvoatigatod him,’

and thop ho is.not roinstatod by hig- odministravigo

gupordor, ho in dismippoq without causo. In othpr

words, bis diemigsal and/op Tomoval wao illegal ard

i violation ndét only of tho Adminintrntivo Codo but

97 tho Conatitution itpoly.

WHERLLORYE, io viow of ‘tho forogoing oonaidorat-_“

Ll R l

~ons, this Uourt finds tho acouged Dr.'Araonio Fiw

Cabocaba, Ph.D.; Tito C. voblano and Lolito Luasa
S0T GUILTY of tho crimo or Violation of ooobion 3(0)

of Rele No. 3019, othorwise called tho Anti-hruft
and Corrupt Praqtloos Act.

Furthor, diroeting tho Civil g orvico uommianion

§bolr xoinstatoment to tho govornmont. sorwioo. oxoapt

=0ivilian rospondont Lolito Luaﬁa and tho{paymont of

Tthoir corraooponding salarios, wazos and ot or bonofito

othorwiso doprived of thom during tho pondéncy of thig
2080,

Whthout costs. X )
SO ORDERED. | \,.\
Navol,‘hilirnn. 16 Fobru 2060. \
# ; \
ENRIGUE(S. ADIS 1
J u g o :\\
\
Z04/4gs



REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES
DEPARTMENT OF BUBGET AND MANAGEMENT
REGIONAL OFFICE NO. VIli

April 18, 2000 Yutangco Bldg., P. Burgos St., Tacloban City Gus T
DR. PACIENCIA P. MILAN i ;

Sresident *\"-:,; ‘ “ﬂ”‘" 1000 -
Visayas State College of Agriculture RO LE U
Saybay, Leyte Wl o hl

ADVICE OF SPECIAL ALLOTMENT RELEASE ORDER
Madam:
=lease be informed of the issuance of SARO No. ROB-00-00048 of even date in the
ozl amount ONE MILLION FOUR HUNDRED SEVENTY NINE THOUSAND ONE
HUNDRED TWENTY SEVEN PESOS ONLY {P1,479,127.00) representing fund

~slease for the Retirement Gratuity of Dr. Samuel S. Go, chargeable against CY 2000
Wiscellaneous Personnel Benefits Fund (MPBF), as follows:

ALLOTMENT CLASS  AMOUNT

MPBF 100 P 1,479,127.00

“nis also serves as an authority for VISCA to incur obligations but not to exceed
zllotment authonzed or thgdg ose and disbursements therefrom shall be subject to
=xsting accountmg ruleS 3R lations

Jery truly yours,




REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES
DEPARTMENT OF BUDGET AND MANAGEMENT
REGIONAL OFFICE NQO. Viil
Yutangco Bldg., P. Burgos St., Tacloban City

April 19, 2000

DR. PACIENCIA P. MILAN
President

Visayas State College of Agriculture
Baybay, Leyte

ADVICE OF NCA ISSUED
Fund 101

Madam:

Please be advised that the amount of ONE MILLION FOUR HUNDRED SEVENTY
NINE THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED TWENTY SEVEN PESOS ONLY (P1,479,127.00)
was credited to your MDS Sub-Account, details as follows:

NCA No. - #102787

MDS Sub-Account No. : 209590010-3

GSB Branch . LBP-Ormoc

Purpose - To cover funding requirement of the

Retirement Gratuity of Dr. Samuel S. Go
as released under SARO No.R08-00-00N18
RO8-00-00018 dated April 18, 20C0,
Chargeable against CY 2000 MPBF.

It is understood that actual disbursements out of your cash allocation shall be subject
to existing budgeting, accounting and auditing rules and regulations. '

Very truly yours,

ICL/EBT/anh



