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JUDGMENT BASED ON PLEA-BARGAINING
AGREEMENT

On March 12, 2019, counsel for the defense orally moved to allow
accused Tito Balois Codoy, Jr. to enter a plea of guilty to Article 218 of the
Revised Penal Code for failure of an accountable officer to render accounts,
under the following terms and conditions:

a. That accused Codoy shall return the amount of Php81,954.04
which shall be paid to the Municipality of Llorente, Eastern
Samar;

b. That accused Codoy be meted a penalty of fine in the amount of
Php2,000.00; and

c. That the accessory penalty of perpetual disqualification from
holding office and forfeiture of benefits will not be imposed by
this Court.

Upon offer to plea bargain by the accused, the prosecution sought the
consent of the Honorable Ombudsman regarding the plea bargaining
proposal of accused and the prosecution has already manifested to this
Court that on March 28, 2019, the Honorable Ombudsman approved the
proposed plea bargaining offer of Codoy to plead guilty to Article 218 of
the Revised Penal Code, subject to the terms which he has set forth in his
offer.

Records of this case is replete with evidence to establish the fact that
accused received an amount of Php81,954.04 representing his
reimbursement from the Municipality of Llorente but he was not able to
account for the said amount, considering that he was not able to present an
appropriate travel authority from authorized government official. It is, thus,
incumbent upon him, the law requires that accused Codoy should account
for such amount that he received from the Municipality of Llorente. It
should be noted that based on the information filed by the prosecution, the
offense of Article 218 or failure to render accounts is necessarily included
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in the charge of violation of Section 3 (e) RA 3019. Certainly, the details in
the information, particularly the allegation that the amount stated above was
received by accused by way as travel expenses for which he was not able to
account for within the period allowed by law, constitutes violation of
Article 218 of the Revised Penal Code.

WHEREFORE, in view of the plea of guilty of accused Codoy and
taking into consideration, the terms and conditions of the plea bargaining
agreement by both the prosecution and the accused, the Court hereby finds
the accused Tito Balois Codoy, Jr. GUILTY for violation of Article 218 of
the Revised Penal Code and hereby sentences him to pay a fine in the
amount of Php2,000.00. He is hereby ordered to pay Php81,954.04 to the
Municipality of Llorente, Eastern Samar, representing the amount that was
given to him by way of reimbursement for his travel expenses. Considering
that the penalty meted for the crime that he has committed does not include
any accessory penalty, no such penalty will be imposed upon him.

It should be noted that the leniency of this Court in imposing penalty
upon the accused also is conditioned on the fact of the willingness of the
accused to pay the civil liability, which he promised and undertook to
deposit to this Court within five (5) days from today.

SO ORDERED.

Promulgated today, April 2, 2019, at Quezon City, Philippines.

EFREN ~ LA CRUZ
Chairpersori/Associate Justice

GE~N~A~f A. ECONG
Associate Justice

~~.Js.\4t. ~~ frhv--
---.si\J~ARDOM. CAW'bNA

~---.f1ssociate Justice
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ATTESTATION

I attest that the conclusions in the above decision were reached in
consultation before the case was assigned to the writer of the opinion of
the Court's Division.

EFREN !!fnL LA CRUZ
Ass~li~J Justice

Chairperson

CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to Article VIII, Section 13, of the Constitution, and the
Division Chairperson's Attestation, it is hereby certified that the
conclusions in the above decision were reached in consultation before the
case was assigned to the writer of the opinion of the Court's Division.


