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RESOLUTION

HERRERA, JR., J:

This resolves the Motion To Quash/Dismiss’ dated October 1, 2018,
filed by accused Marfeo Daniel Jacela (Movant for short), through counsel,
praying for the quashal of the Information on the following grounds: (1) Lack
of jurisdiction over the case; and (2) Violation of movant's right to speedy
disposition of cases. Movant also contends that the Information is void
because the Resolution on which it was based was issued beyond the
mandatory period prescribed under Section 3, Rule 112 of the Rules of
Court, and that the filing of the Information violated the doctrine of primary
jurisdiction. The plaintiff, through the Office of the Special Prosecutor, Office
of the Ombudsman, filed a Comment/Opposition (to accused-movant’s
Motion to Quash/Dismiss)? dated October 8, 2018.

After a careful study, the Court finds that the Motion To Quash, etc.

is untenable.

In claiming that the Court has no jurisdiction over the case under
Section 4 of Presidential Decree (P.D.) No. 1606, as amended by
Republic Act (R.A.) No. 10660, movant contends that: (1) The case does
not involve a Violation of Republic Act (R.A.) No. 3019, R.A. 1379 or
Chapter II, Section 2, Title VI, Book Il of the Revised Penal Code; (2)
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that the Information does not allege that the offense was committed in
relation to office; (3) that he is occupying a position lower than grade 27;
and (4) that there is no allegation of damage to the government in the
amount of 21,000,000 or above.

The contention is incorrect.

Section 4(b) of P.D. 1606, as amended by Section 2 of R.A.
10660, on the jurisdiction of the Sandiganbayan, provides:

“Sec. 4. Jurisdiction. — The Sandiganbayan shall exercise
exclusive original jurisdiction in all cases involving:

XXX.

b. Other offenses or felonies, whether simple or
complexed with other crime committed by the public officials
or employees mentioned in subsection a. of this section in
relation to their office.

XXX.

Upon the other hand, among the public officials mentioned in
subsection a. of Section 4 above are the following:

“a. xxx.
XXX.

(b) City mayors, vice mayors, members of sangguniang
panlungsod, city treasurers, city assessors, engineers and
other city department heads.”

Under the aforequoted provisions, the Court has jurisdiction over an
offense committed by members of sangguniang panlungsod in relation to
office, like a Violation of Republic Act (R.A.) No. 6713, or the Code of
Conduct And Ethical Standards For Public Officials And Employees.
which is the charge against movant in this case. P.D. 1606 and R.A.
10660 do not limit the offenses under the jurisdiction of the Sandiganbayan
to violation of R.A. 3019, R.A. 1379 or Chapter li, Section 2, Title VII,
Book Il of the Revised Penal Code.







