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EN BANC

[ A.M. No. 99-8-108-MCTC, August 25, 1999 ]

HOLD DEPARTURE ORDER ISSUED BY JUDGE EUSEBIO M. BAROT,
MCTC, BRANCH 2, APARRI, CALAYAN, CAGAYAN.




R E S O L U T I O N

MENDOZA, J.:

This concerns the indorsement, dated March 30, 1999,[1] of Secretary of Justice
Serafin R. Cuevas referring to the Court Administrator the letter of Commissioner
Rufus B. Rodriguez of the Bureau of Immigration regarding a hold departure order
issued by Judge Eusebio M. Barot of the Municipal Circuit Trial Court, Branch 2,
Aparri, Calayan, Cagayan. The order was issued on February 10, 1999 in Criminal
Case No. II-8473, entitled "People of the Philippines v. Florence de Jesus," for
estafa, in order to prevent the departure of the accused from the Philippines. The
Secretary of Justice calls attention to the fact that the order in question is contrary
to the Court's Circular No. 39-97, dated June 19, 1997, which limits the authority to
issue hold departure orders to the Regional Trial Courts in criminal cases within their
exclusive jurisdiction.

Required to comment, Judge Barot states that he has recalled the order in question,
and submits a copy of his new order, dated March 8, 1999, which reads:

This Court issued a Hold-Departure Order for the above-named accused
to the Department of Immigration and Deportation, Manila dated
February 10, 1999, honestly unaware of Circular No. 39-97 dated June
19, 1997 by the Honorable Court Administrator.




In view of the said circular that said Hold-Departure Order shall be issued
only in criminal cases with[in] the exclusive jurisdiction of the Regional
Trial Court[s], this Court hereby recalls as it is hereby recalled the Order
issued on February 10, 1999.




Let copy of this Order be furnished to the Department of Immigration and
Deportation, Manila.




SO ORDERED.

The Court Administrator recommends that Judge Barot be reprimanded and
reminded of his duty to keep himself abreast with the Court's circulars.




The Court finds the recommendation to be well taken. The Code of Judicial Conduct
enjoins judges to be faithful to the law and maintain professional competence.[2] As
this Court has impressed on judges, they should be diligent in keeping abreast with
developments in law and jurisprudence, and regard the study of law as a never


