ki ,

*. Re: On DENR landscam cnterprise conspiracy to reverse twice—issyed,
unrefuted Orders on DEKR Case No. IV-5652 final, executory and im-
mutable by virtues of (DEER Admin. Orders) DAO Nog. 2016-31 and DAO
87 Series of 1990. Crafty, lecherous anomaly to set aside the consi-
dered facts-based findings of superior DENR Officials which have at-
tained positions beyond Jurisdications for anybody to alter, modify
or even cancel, Fraught with conflicts, falsifications and fabrica-
tions shoyn by SUMHMARY OF ORDERS/DECISIOHS/IEDORSEMENTS/MEMORANDA IS~
SUED IN DENR CASE KO. IV-5652 "ENTITLED ESTER MANILA, PROTESTEE-AP-
- PELLANT VERSUS REGIONAL EXECUTIVE DIRECTCR, DENR REGION IV, LAURENTE
BURGOS AND MARIA QUICHO VDA. DE MARISTELA, APPELLEES"....

1 et (et ianastus. e

matie PPty g
ca REN FCHONFan Compound, Real St.

| | e 1V _'_'}354 | Ormoc City

Mayf 27, 2022

‘ 01 Ji.. X
RED LORMELYN E. CLAUDIO s
Dept. of Envi. % Nat. Re QH;qq&
VIMAROPA Region A 3[’50:30"46

Py ,
Dear Dir. Claudio, T ., i

Your Mar. 11/22 letter was an unmistakable paradox. Its enclosed
Sunmary of actions were undiluted technicalities; not substance and
merits. By your own DEKR DAO Nos. 2016-31 and 87 are already imper-
vious to any assault. Besides the first submitted Motion for Recon-
sideration on April 28/99 ruled out all further M Rs. The totally
worthless Sept. 11/03 Decision of exposed, ousted forger then Sec.
Zlisca Gozun contained no new facts to q&i;to the two DEXR Orders’

rder
on Case IV—%?B%. Her reinstated Aug. 18/6

was revoked by RED Pena-
.on Jan. 1
fiel/and rejected by former Zec. Feherson T. Alvarez's Oct. 26/02
second issue of DENR Order on Case IV-5652. Further she issued her
Decsion a full year after the reissue of the DENR Order #IV=-5652 and
also a full week after she effectively was already out of Office,
after her exposure as counterfeit for submitting to the Senate'’s CA
Comgi%teo fabricated transcripts school of records. Arc the fore-

.0t cnough .
goings/to lay to wastes on the grounds, where it stands? The Aug. 18/01
Crder stemmed from RED Vicente Paragas! insubstantial Jul. 23/99
'failure of the PENRO to observe the reguired due process'! so was Or-
dered set, aside. But the Mar. 30/99 Order was addressed to the CERNRO.

insignificant e

The PENRO/error has been magnified aid plsyovp to iriconsistently over-
turn, without refuting but even conceded Mar. 3C/9% Order on DENR

Case No. IV-5652. Please 8tick to irreversiful underlined facta.

The rampage to reverse the now two unrefuted Orders on DENR Case
No. IV-5652, was began by Paragas! July 23/99 Order already boﬁond
his jurisdiction to alter. Reinstated the recanted Aug. 18/01 brder
by terminated, counterfeiter then Sec. Elisea Gozun, discarded Order
Was expressedly again rejected by former Sec. Heherson Te Alvarez's
Oct. 26/02 issue of Order on DENR Ca8¢ No. IV-5652. The Aug. 20/64
Indorsemeﬁ% by the DENR Legal Affairs Service and the June 22/05
Order of Executicn issued by RED Atty. Ernesto B. Adoba, Jr. ignored
the aberrant Sept. 11/03 Decision of Gozun to prevail over the mar-
ginaligzed unrefuted/irrefutable Orders on DENR Cake No. IV-5652, But
the guiet majesty of the law will engage the DENR lawyers: conspiracy.,




DENR Crders # IV-5652 were treated like hot rumors and made to fede)

the long way at the costs of the serious evaluations of facts. So
more studies are needed and incvitable, how an irrelevant minor
MIMAROPA PENRO personnel not even properly related to the Mar. 30/99
Order; be made to cancel unrefuted two DERR Orders # IV-5652. Where
the confirmed fraudulent MSA (IV-26) 2508 of Ester Manila's rejection
and dismissal unlifted are declared instead firal and executory. Foi-
sted and given life, says much, While the uhrefuted DENR Of'ders # 5652
Sct aside. 30, DOJ's Task Force Against Corruptions Ref. No. Case 256—
210928-0S0 will see into the delegitimizations. The raging currents

aS its subject. It's very uncanny how you got yourself involved.

I can sce, you can save yourself. A careful look at the unbridled
manipulation to highlight Ester Manila's incurable rejection of her
MSA (IV-26) 2508 for falsifications of public document. As the MIMA-
ROPA's now Execcutive Director, you can proceed with enforcements of
the requisite process allowed by the finality and execution of the
DETR Orders # IV-5652, for Lot No. 165 of ILaurente Burgos. The failure
was for Lot No. 164. Please do it, as it is part of your duty. I am
bent on charging some six DENR lawyers led by ASec. Dani,l Darius Nicer
and some more lilie your predecessor RED Dr. Adornado, Felizardo Caya-
toc. Your summary's conflicts and contradictions has backfired. I suf-
fered unrelieved over two decades of hostile misconducts. DENR's grand
conspiracy must pay, for its unconsciounable, abashed and uncthical
circumventions of rules and laws. The DENR Orders # IV-5652 were very
settled resolutions, they ncedlessly meddled in. We're now in the still
counting €5th vears of red tapes cut lenghtwise. It's clear and cate-
gorical that just the past over two decades of further waits could ne-
ver would have happened without their imprimatur. I sincerely thgnk
you for that Summary. It provided a clear picture from the DENR side
of all the senselessness. I would have never learned of the Sept. 7

and Nov. 4/04 behind my back ménoeuvres. The rest of them starting June
22/05 to Oct. 22/18 were wholly kept out for me. My color-coded cri-

tigues of the Summary, I'm sure you'll find easy to understand. T am,




Republic of the Philippines )
) 3 8
City of Drmoec )

.1, JOZR 8. BURGOS, Jr., Pilipino, 87 years old, widower and a re-
sident of M.Tan Compound, Brgy. DI&¥. 24, Réal 8., Ormoe City, affer
having been sworn £o, in accordance with the law, do hereby depose and
say:

1. After detailing my complaints to former DENR 8ec. Lito Atienzg,
of then Reg. IV Bxec. Dir. Vicente Paragas' refusals to execufe the
Mar. 30, 1990 Oréer of DENR Case No. IV-5652, already beyond the DAD
No. 87 15-days period, ASec. Atty. Daniel Darius Nicer was assigned
by Bec. Atiensza to assist me resolwe the execufion of subject DENR Or-
der #5652; confifmed conceded, irrefutadbly estopped andconfiict-free.

2. I am the Attorney-in-Pact of my brother, Laumrente Burgos whose
Miscel. Sales Applic. No. V-44%06 filed in Kov. 3, 1956 for publiec
land adjoining our residential lot we had held in concept as owners
even before WW II; Lots Nos. 165 and 168 Cad. 37 Puertfo Princesa, Pa-
lawan. The DENR refused action and even sold Lot 168 to another party
without the requisite MSA. But favored action on the 33-years late M3i
Fo. (IV-26) 2508 of illegal occupant of our applied for Lot 165, who
disgualified himself from ownership for signing a waiver.

5. M8A rule required us to vacate the Lots and clear them too of
\ our improvements while our application were being processed. Town bar-
her, one Buenaventura Manila solicited from then Bureau of Lands agent
Diomedes de Guzman, interim use of just an area of Lot 165 for a one-
chai¥ barber shop and was granted affer asked to craff and submit a
signed waiver banning him from proceedings to ownership of Lot 165.
But the DENR allowed him the prohibited occupation and introductions
N of improvements in the whole lot area. Defrauding one Maria Quicho
Vda. de Maristela into building a two story building for business and .
. barber HManila's family residence. The DENR shared parts of recoveries -
from business from. The ground floor were rented to store spaces. '

4.In Mar. 26, 1999 I filed and won protest of sale to barber Manilg
f Lot 164 adjacent to our KSA for Lot 165. DENR RED Antonio Principe
discovered that "the boundaries indicated@ in the public land appli-
cation'" of NSA No. (IV-26) 2508 of now deceased Buenaventura Manila
were falsified with those of Laurente Burgos' Lot 16%. Thus heir and
daughter, Ester Manila's MSA for Lot 164 was rejected and dismissed.
S0, conceded in her April 28, 1999; admitting there exists no conflict
in bher Motion for Reconsideration. But succeeding RED Vicente Paragas
unlawfully reversed the acticn, in his infirmed Nov. 18, 2001 issue
reversing illegally his predecessor's dismissel of MSA for Lot 164.

5. Obviously supported Ester Manila persisted filing Motions for
Reconsideration, defying the rule for only one allowed.$o DENR USec.
Gregorio Cabantac for Lands and Legal undertook a more detailed re-
view of facts. Came up with the Oct. 26, 2002 second issue of DENR
Order on Case No. IV-5652, Sec. Heherson Alvarecz bhimself issued. Again
dismissing MSA for Lot 164, for in addition to earlier invalidating
facts mentioned by the first Order, the existence of the estoppel on
deceased Buenaventura Manila against asserting any e¢laim on Lot 165
claim of Laurente Burgos "working equally against successor-in-inte-
rests Ester Manila."As a result of the signed waiver, again dismissed.

6. Succeeding DENR Sec. Eliseca G. Guzon, although exposed fraudulent

for havinwhggbmitted faked college post graduate study transcript of

; /oatomatically in Sept. 5, 2003 issued a full week later in
scpt. 11, 2003 her unworkable Decision overturning, without refuting
Alvarez's Oct. 26, 2002 issue of second DENR Order #5652, Totally use-
lgss as bereft of new facts. Dismissed MSA for Lot 164 was existen-
tially accepted document as very valid to allowing heir Ester Manila
to continue oecupying MSA Lot 165 of Laurente Burgos. Are the fore-
golngs ASec. Atty. Nicer contemplated on, tasked by former DENR Sec.
Lito Atiensa. Jurisdictions over Orders on DERR Case No. IV-5652 now
completely lost.on account of the DENR Administrative Order (DAQ) Xo

87 Zeries 1990 rulis on 5 s o3 i :
. of jusbice 9139rocess' o hfe 15-day modifieation period. Obstruct ions




7. Yet Anti-corruptions and Internal Audit ASec. Atty. Nicer al-
}owed OIC Reg. IV Exec. Dir. Atty. Ernesto D. Adobo, Jr. to issue
in June 5, 200% the ORDER OF EXECUTION of twice nullified DENR Case
No. IV-56%2 for Lot No. 164 in favor of Ester Manila's rejected M3SA
No. (IV-26) 2508. Reinstated the vaided Aug. 18, 2001 order of RED
Vicente 8. Paragas, annuléd by DENR Sec. Alvaresz's reissued Order
on DENR Case No. IV-5652, in Oct. 26, 2002. Well over beyond the DAO-
87 period for modifications. Allowed further falsifications of publie
documents. Whicb lumped our dispute with unrelated those Ester Manila
invalving Maria Quicho Vda. de Maristela's investment frauds on Lot
164. Flnally A8ec. Nicer is acecountablé® for flasifisction exposed 9/18/2

8. DENR Legal Affairs Service Dir. Clarence de Guia issued the
Order of Execution for the unlifted, dIsmissed; MSA No. (IV-26) 2508
for Lot 164. Falsified with the boundaries of Lot 165 covered by the
MSA No. V-44506 of Laurente Burgos. Makeovers which justified the con-
tinuing control by Ester Manila, Lot 165 claimed by Laurente Burgos.
As recent as Mar. 19, 2021 now Legal Affairs Dir. Norlito A. Eneran,
persists in seeing no wrongs, in the DENR's refusals to execute un-
refuted DENR Order for this time, Lot 165. In July 30, 2021 ASec. Kicer
came up in his letter, the evidént ill-considerations for the "comp-
lementarity principle and its rule for the unwillingness (of DENR Le-
gal Affairs 8ervice) to quash the res ipsa loquitor irreversible twice-
issued, conflict-free Orders on DENR Case No. IV-5652 the past now
two decades". Admitted he was part of the decision of the DENR, instead.

9. Unmistakably sub-literate but as lawyers led by Nicer, they are
not. Deepened the Impunities enjoyed by the exposed DENR's "Fake Lands
Titling and Lands-grabbing Rings" for weighing in behalf of confirmed
landscams. Completely depvived of facts to refute DENR Order #5652
setting, tge appalling of its reversal was textbook example of Nicer:
was tasked-¥ormer Sec. Lito Atiengza, precisely to reform. Ensure ac-
countabilities to the dragged out red tapes' 43 years it took for ac-
tion on filed NSA No. V-44506 of Laurente Burgo  for public lands Lots
Nos. 165 and 168. Account too, for the loss of Lot 168 to another un-
deserving party. As well as the insane situation, barber Buenaventura
Manila allowed overextended use and abuse setting up improvements are
expressly prohibited by the Miscellaneous 8ales rules. Unlawfully ear-
ning profits, until now, since. The accountabilities of the Pto. Prin-
cesa City DENR in bestowing illegal Lot 165 preferred treatments at the
expense of valid MSA #V-44506 of Laurente Burgos.

10. ASec. Nicer's Anti-corruptions and Interndl Auditresponsibili-
ties had been made accessible to also only he chose to, whenever he
wants only. 8Sec. Atiensza truly suffered the misfortunes of DENR's cor-
ruptions. Disturbed by Nicer's failures too, to deliver. Truly a Spwoi-

ler Nicer d4id not mention refusal to put up with the task assigned

him, conveyed instead the fraudster image in his silence. Prevailed

in getting the DENR Legal Affairs Service's falsifications to get esch-
ewed MSA #(IV-26) 2508 of Ester Manila to overrule. And even DENR

Sec. Roy Cimatu to believe him; none of my letters was acknowledged.
S0, my sworn statement indictments of the DENR as institutionally cor-
rupt is hard put. Its sheen has been dulled by Nicer. Con artist Kicer
unignorable abundant excess calls for sanctions., It is a measure of
what corruptions guagmire, thats about taking control of malfeasances.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand thig of QOct-
ober 2021 in Ormoc City, Leyte, Philippines. )

-

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me, tl%cg 73d29210f October 2021, in
the City of Ormoc, Leyte, Philippines, affiant havin
his S$enior Citizen's ID card, HNo. 002282.

Doc. Ko._47(
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Republikixrg Pilpinas
KAGAWARAN NG KATARUNGAN
Department of Justice
Manila

TASK FORCE AGAINST CORRUPTION
Operations Center

Reference No. 256-210928-090
19 Novemkber 2021

ATTY. DANIEL DARIUS M. NICER

Assistant Secretary

Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Visayas Avenue, Diliman

Quezon City 1100

Re: Request for Comment on the Complaint of Mr. Jose S.
Burgos, Jr.

Dear Assistant Secretary Nicer:

We write on behalf of the Task Force Against Corruption created pursuant to President
Rodrigo R. Duterte’s directive' to investigate allegations of corruption in the entire government
and refer to the complaint of Mr. Jose S. Burgos, Jr. alleging that the Department of
Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) MIMAROPA failed to act on his brother's
application for a Miscellaneous Sales Application over two (2) lots located in Palawan. Mr.
Burgos mentioned that DENR allegedly refused to execute its final and executory orders,
turned around and issued a new one reversing the former. According to the complainant, the
Assistant Secretary is “behind the alleged irregular procedure”.

Ir iiierogeid, we would like to request the Assistant Secretary to comment on the said

“egations. Attached for your reference is a copy of Mr. Burgos’ complaint together with its
attachments.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
MARGARETV.C ILLO-PADILLA
Assistant Secretary
Copy furnished:

HON. MENARDO I. GUEVARRA —

Chairman, Operations Center \

Task Force Against Corruption - JOSE S. BURGOS, JR. %
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Complainant

Padre Faura St., Ermita Manila M. Tan Compound, Real St.

6541 Ormoc City

' Memorandum dated 27 October 2020.




Republic of the Philippines
: : Dcpnx tment of Environment and Natur 2f Resources
3 OFTICE OF THE REGIONAL EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
: Region V- ;
L & M Building, Roxas Boulevard

Manila
LAURENTE BURGOS,, _
’ Protestant, ' DENR Casc No. 1V-5652
Lot No. 405, Cad 800-D
-versus- . : (Identical to portion of
L = - Lot 164, Cad 37)
MSA (1V-26) 2508 of . . Brgy. Magkakaibigan,
ESTER MANILA, . Pucrto Princesa City
* Protestec. : A i
X : . - X
%

MOT:ON TOR R CON‘;LDERATEON

X

«COMES NOW THE PROTESTEE, by hcrscif\and' to this Honorable

OfTice, most respectlully states that:

1. On April 14, 1999, the protestee received a copy of the Order of this -
Honoxable Office dated Maxc 130, 1999, the dispositive portion of which reads as

afol]ows

“WHEREFORE, viewed from all the foregoing, Miscellane-
ous Sales Application (1V-26) 2508 in the name of Ester Manila is
hereby, as it is, ORDERED rejected and the office’s earlier stand in,
the controver sy ‘between Maria Maristela and Buenaventura Manila
is hereby set aside. The Community Environment and Natural
Resources Officer of Puerto Princesa City is hereby directed to give

.further due course to' the Miscellaneous Sales Application of
Laurente Burgos.” -

-

2. The protestee hereby moves for the reconsideration of the said Qrder

for rcasons discussed hereunder:

First. The protestee was deprived of her constitutional right to due

process. The record will show.that she was not furnished a copy, of the Protest




allegedly filed against her apphcatxon by Laurente Bur"os._Ne;xther was she furnish- 3
ed copies of the other documents on Wthh the Order datved March 30, 1999 was
based, namely: the Specnl Power of Attorney in favor of Jose Burgos, Jr., Miscel-
laneous Sales Application (MSA) of Laurente Burgos, letter of the - -protestant
dated November 27, 1956, letter dated December 22, 1957 of then District Land
Office D_io"'medes de Guzman to Laurente Burgos, and Waiver dated December 27

1957. g

Not having been so furnished, the préteétee ‘was unable to verify the
authentxcnty of the said documents and, when apphcable, dispute the sérlue. Basic -
dictates ot Justlce and fair play prevents the use of the said dbcuments against the
protestec. 1t is submitted that the Order dated M'uch 30, 1999 must be reconsider-
ed and _set asxde on such ground — vxolatxon of her constitutional right to due
process — al-on‘e_. ki
Su,ond The only document received by the protestee prior to the assailed
Order is that dated May 28 1998 where the herein parties were directed by Felix
L. Valle, Land’ Mﬂmgument Officer of the CENRO, Puerto Princesa City to sub-
mit their respective n)emoxandw in support of their positions. To date, the protestee
has ndt received any Memorandum, or any pleading for that matter, from the
protestant.  There being no Memorandum filed in support of the Protest of
& Laurente Burgos, this Office has no dxscretxox. but to dismiss the same. The protes-
tee need not file any Me.norandum to comrovert the atlevations in t'he Protest for
the simple reason that there is nothing to controvert, the Protest not having been

substantiated.

Instead of dismissing the Protest for lack of merit, however, this Office

sustained it by its Order dated March 30, '1999. There being no evidence in support

of the Protest, it is submitted that the said Order must be reconsidered and set

aside and the Protest'dismissed.

Thi/d In the first pqr'\glaph of its Order dated March 30, 1999, this Office

lmmedxately assumed that the parcel of land purportedly cover ed by the MSA of

Laurente Burgos is the same as - that covered by the MSA of the protestee. From

the second paragraph of the suwr_gl_e:,.hqwcvgr_, it would appear that the lots




.

_allegealy applied fqr. by Laurente Burgos aré identified as Lots Nos. ]65 and 168,

Lad 37, Puerto Princesa, Palawan while the lot applied for by the pr'otestee"is

_identified as Lot No. 405 Cad 800-D (which is identical to Lot No. 164, Cad BT

_It is clear that the lots applied for by the herein parties are mutually exclusive as

thPy are dlffcrent lots. There is, theréfore, no conﬂlct between the MSA’s of the

herem partles and both may proceed mdcpendently

Fourth. Per ﬁndings in the said Order, the MSA of 'Laurente BL‘ngOS was
ﬁled"q.n_ ',Iflovember 3; 1956 while his Pr.otesg was filed, more than 40 years later .on
March 26,1997 On the bther hand, the pbssession oftlie prot'eétee started in 1957
to date or E'l- span of more than 40 years. Based thereon and assuming that Laurente
Burgos has any right over Lot No. 405, Cad 800-D (which is identical to L o
164, Cad 37),':_thc cause of action ofiaurente Burgos has lapsed due tp/a{h:s/]jnd
exfinctive pres'"ription (Article 1141, Civil Code) while the ownership over the

disputed parcel of land has become vested in the pxotesfee by acquisitive

_prescription (Artlcles 1132 or 1137, Civil Codu)

Incidemally, the proposition that laches and prescription has: set in is

further supported by.the fact that Laurente Burgos has not paid any real property

" taxes over Lot No. 405, Cad 800-D (which is identical to Lot No. 164, Cad 37)

- contrasted with the fact that the protestee, by herself and through her predecessor-

in-interest, had been in actual possession of the said parcel of land and so paig the

real estate taxes thereon.

Finally. The Order dated March 30, 1999 made ine_ntion of the fact that the
protestee filed her MSA in bad faith, ie., with knowledge of the MSA of Laurente

Burgos. It is submitted that the facts cited in the said Order point to the contrary.

- The MSA of the protestee is dver.a lot different from that covered by the MSA of

_ Laurente Burgos. Under such circumstances, the protestee and her predecessar-in-

interest could not be concluded to have known of the MSA of Laurente Burgos.

_ WHEREFORE, it is most respectfully prayed of this Honorable Office that
its Order dated March 30, 1999 be reconsidered and set aside and that the Protest

»

of Laurente Burgos be dismissed for fack of merit.




Puoﬁ‘o Princesa City, Palawan, for Mamla Apnl 28,1599

-

Eale Wf‘v
ESTER M. MANILA:
Prote,tee/Movant
SUBSCRYBEI’ AL\T“-' SWQRL'I to be;ore me: +his 30th day f April, 1QQ° at
1. wyt) affiants showing her Commumty Tax Cemﬁcate No. 13611439
issned on February 5. 1990 at Puerto Princesa Cify.

 WITHESS MY HAND AN SEAL

JOEL G. GERDOLA
| _ | " NOTARY PUBLIC
Tags il - doi UKTIL DEC.31 1999
vac, ND.E. » PTRND. 190238/! ~11-99; &.C.
PAGE NO ¥ . :
orinK NO i
BERIES OF mqq

. (OPY FURNISHED

TAURENTE BURGOS
for Jose Burgos, Jr.
Omﬁ ac.City

HOT‘T &ZNTOLMO CERJ_I_E s, b ;
Secretary s : ;
Depariment ¢ sEqvironment and N atural Resources




Republic of the Philippines
Department of Environment and Natural Resources
MIMAROPA Region

,-
~—r
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Color-code'!'s enterprise to reverse own DENR Orders on Case lNo. IV-5652
twice issued and unrefuted considered facts-based findings;
BENR Orders sustainable, greenge L Reversal unsustainable, rcd
SUMMARY OF ORDERS/DECISIONS/INDORSEMENT/ MEMORANDA ISSUED IN

DENR CASE NO. IV-5652 ENTITLED “ESTER MANILA, PROTESTEE-APPELLANT,
VERSUS THE REGIONAL EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, DENR REGION IV, LAURENTE
BURGOS AND MARIA QUICHO VDA. DE MARISTELA, APPELLEES” INVOLVING

LOT NO. 405, CAD. 800-D IDENTICAL TO PORTION OF LOT 164, CAD-37,
MAGKAKAIBIGAN, PUERTO PRINCESA CITY
March 30, 1999 An Order was issued by then Regional Executive Director (RED)

Antonio G. Principe: v

‘WHEREFORE, viewed from all the foregoing, Miscellaneous Sales
Application (IV-26) 2508 in the name of Ester Manila is hereby, as it is,
ORDERED rejected and the office’s earlier stand in the controversy
between Maria Maristela and Buenaventura Manila is hereby set aside.
The Community Environment and Natural Resources Officer of Puerto
Princesa City is hereby directed to give further due course to the
Miscellaneous Sales Application of Laurente Burgos”

July 23, 1999 An Order was issued by then RED Vicente S. Paragas:

‘WHEREFORE, for failure on the part of the PENR Office of Palawan |
to observe the required due process, the Order of this Office dated
March 30, 1999 is hereby, as it is, ordered set aside. Let the records of
this case be forwarded back to the PENR Office of Palawan for further
proceeding.” ‘

|
]

!
‘WHEREFORE, in light of all the foregoing, the claim of Maria Quicho §
Vda. De Maristela over the Lot in question is hereby, as it is,
ORDERED DENIED and REJECTED. Likewise, the Protest of
Laurente Burgos against the Miscellaneous Sales Application of Ester
Manila, is hereby, as it is, ORDERED dismissed for lack of merit.
M.S.A. No. V-44506 in the name of Laurente Burgos is hereby
ORDERED REJECTED. Finally, Ester Manila is hereby given the
preferential right over Lot 405, Cad. 800-D having a total area of 197
Square meters located at Magkakaibigan, Puerto Princesa, Palawan.
The PENRO of Palawan is hereby directed to further give due course
to MSA (1V-26) 2508 in the name of Ester Manila. The Order dated
March 30, 1999 is hereby ORDERED SET ASIDE.”

August 18, 2001 An Order was issued by then RED Samuel R. Pefiafiel:

January 17, 2002 An Order was issued by then RED Samuel R. Pefiafiel:

ARD-MS/LD DENR By the Bay Bldg., 1515 Roxas Boulevard, 1000 Ermita, Manila
Telephone No.: (632) 84050046 DENR VOIP (632) 82483367/82493367 local 2700
Website: https:/imimaropa.denr.gov.ph/
Email: mimaroparegion@denr.gov.ph; denrdblegal@gmail com
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‘WHEREFORE, in light of all the foregoing, the motion for
reconsideration filed by protestee, Ester Manila, is hereby, as it is,
ordered DENIED for lack of merit”

October 26, 2002

An Order was issued by then Secretary Heherson T. Alvarez:
‘WHEREFORE, in view of the foregoing, this Order is hereby issued:

1. DECLARING Laurente Burgos to have preferential right over the
subject property, reinstating his MSA No. V-44506, and directing
the Provincial Environment and Natural Resources Office
(PENRO) of Palawan to further give it due course;

2. REJECTING MSA No. (IV-26) 2508 of Ester Manila; ‘

3. DECLARING the subject property to be commercial in nature |
and therefore not covered by R.A. No. 730; and %

4. MODIFYING accordingly the Order dated 18 August 2001 of the
RED of DENR-Region IV’

September 11, 2003

A Decision was issued by then Secretary Elisea G. Gozun:
‘WHEREFORE, IN LIGHT OF ALL THE FOREGOING:

1. The Decision of the Office of the Secretary dated October 26,

2002

a. insofar as it declared Laurente Burgos to have preferential
night over the property subject of MSA No. V-44506, and
rejected the MSA No. (IV-26) 2508 of Appellant is hereby
SET ASIDE.

b. Insofar as it declared the property in question as commercial
in nature is hereby MODIFIED. The said property is
residential and should be disposed under R.A. No. 730.

2. The Decision of the RED DENR-Region IV dated August 18, |
2001 is hereby reinstated and has attained FINALITY in so far
as it rejected the claim of Maria Quicho Vda. De Maristela and
rejected MSA No. V-44506 of Laurente Burgos over the subject
property. MSA No. (1V-26) 2508 of Appellant Ester Manila shall

- be given due course by DENR Region IV”

July 16, 2004

A Certification was issued by then, Chief, Records Management and
Documentation Division Galo C. Martinez, Jr.: ~

xxx-xxxx no Motion for Reconsideration was filed by the aggrieved
party in DENR Case No. IV-5652 entitled “ESTER MANILA, Proteste-
Applicant, versus THE REGIONAL EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, DENR-
REGION IV, LAURENTE BURGOS AND MARIA QUICHO VDA. DE
MARISTELA, Appellees.” From the Decision issued by the Honorable
Secretary on September 11, 2003.”

August 20, 2004

A 1% Indorsement was issued by then Director, Legal Service

Clarence M. De Guia:
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‘In view of the Certification, dated July 16, 2004, of the Records
Management and Documentation Division, DENR, Visayas Avenue,
Diliman, Quezon City that no Motion for Reconsideration was filed by
the aggrieved party in DENR Case No. IV-5652 entitled “ESTER
MANILA, Protestee-Appellant, versus THE REGIONAL EXECUTIVE
DIRECTOR, DENR REGION 1V, LAURENTE BURGOS AND MARIA
QUICHO VDA. DE MARISTELA, Appellees, from the Decision, dated
September 11, 2003, of the Honorable Secretary, the said Decision is
now final and executory.

Forwarded herewith is the complete records of the case for execution
of the subject decision.”

September 07, 2004

A Memorandum was issued by the OIC, Regional Technical Director
for Lands Lydia S. Lopez to the Chief Legal Division referring the 15t
Indorsement issued by then Director, Legal Service Clarence M. De
Guia, including the complete records of the case for the
desired/required issuance of writ of execution.

November 04, 2004

A Memorandum was issued by then OIC-Chief, Legal Division Atty.
Maria Luz M. Recelestino for the OIC, Regional Technical Director for
Lands forwarding the complete records of the case consisting of eight
(8 folders) since the desired action on the said matter is now within their
jurisdiction. The order issued on the case has already become final and
executory hence, it may now be executed.

June 22, 2005

An Order of Execution was issued by then OIC, RED Ernesto D.
Adobo, Jr., addressed to the CENR Officer, Puerto Princesa City:

‘WHEREFORE, the afore-quoted Decision of the DENR Secretary
which was declared final and executory by the Director, Legal Service,
DENR on August 20, 2004 on the basis of the certification issued on
July 16, 2004 by the Chief, Records Management and Documentation
Division, DENR, may now be executed.

In view of the fact that the winning litigant Ester Manila has already
maintained possession and occupation over the subject land and has
long established residency thereof, the Community Environment and
Natural Resources Officer (CENRQ) of Puerto Princesa City is hereby
ordered to comply with and enforce the Decision by giving further due
course to the miscellaneous sales application of Ester Manila over the
subject land. The area shall be disposed of in accordance with the sale
of public lands for residential purposes under the purview of Republic
Act 730.”

November 10, 2009

A Certification was issued by LMO I/Acting Records Officer Rizalina
B. Francisco:

“This is to certify that MSA No. (1V-A) 2508 of Ester Manila over Lot No.
405, Cad-800-D, identical to portion of Lot No. 164, Cad-37 with an
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Magkakaibigan, Puerto Princesa City, Palawan has already been given
favorable due course pursuant to the Order of Execution issued by the
OIC, Regional Executive Director Atty. Emesto D. Adobo, Jr. dated
June 22, 2005 in compliance to the decision rendered by the Office of
DENR Secretary on September 11, 2003 which decision has been
declared final and executory.

This further certify that the appraisal of the aforementioned lot has
already been approved by the Regional Executive Director on
September 26, 2006, and the applicant Ester Manila has paid the first
installment of 10% of purchase price in the amount of P28 486.20
under Official Receipt No. 5503725 dated September 13, 2007.
Issuance of Order of Award has been recommended on September 17,
2007.”

November 16, 2012

Letter of Jose S. Burgos, Jr. to the PENR Officer, Palawan, seeking to
be informed of the latest status of DENR Case No. IV-5652.

October 13, 2013

A Memorandum was issued by then PENR Officer, Palawan for the
RED forwarding the letter dated November 16, 2012 of Mr. Burgos, Jr.,
considering that the complete original records of the case is within that
office level.

September 01, 2014

A Memorandum was issued by the OIC-Chief, Legal Division Atty.
Gandhi G. Flores for the OIC-Chief, Land Management Division,
regarding the Memorandum dated October 13, 2013 of the PENR
Officer, Palawan:

“Per logbook of the Legal Division, the entire records of the said case
were forwarded to your office on November 05, 2004 consisting of eight

(8) folders.”

October 22, 2018

A Memorandum was issued by the RED to the OIC, PENR, Officer,
Palawan (attention: CENR Officer, Palawan) wherein the records of the
case were forwarded for implementation.
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e KAGAWARAN NG KATARUNGAN
: (s 57 Department of Justice
S IAL 3 b Manila

TASK FORCE AGAINST CORRUPTION
Operations Center

Reference No. 256-210928-090
19 Noveniber 2021

ATTY. DANIEL DARIUS M. NICER

Assistant Secretary

Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Visayas Avenue, Diliman

Quezon City 1100

Re: Request for Comment on the Complaint of Mr. Jose S.
Burgos, Jr.

Dear Assistant Secretary Nicer:

We write on behalf of the Task Force Against Corruption created pursuant to President
Rodrigo R. Duterte’s directive’ to investigate allegations of corruption in the entire government
and refer to the complaint of Mr. Jose S. Burgos, Jr. alleging that the Department of
Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) MIMAROPA failed to act on his brother's
application for a Miscellaneous Sales Application over two (2) lots located in Palawan. Mr.
Burgos mentioned that DENR allegedly refused to execute its final and executory orders,
turned around and issued a new one reversing the former. According to the complainant, the
Assistant Secretary is “behind the alleged irregular procedure”.

Im #0e oge e would like to request the Assistant Secretary to comment on the said

wegations. Attached for your reference is a copy of Mr. Burgos’ complaint together with its
attachments.

Thank you.
Very truly yours,
MARGARET V. CAS I%L -PADILLA
Assistant Secretary
Copy furnished:
HON. MENARDO I. GUEVARRA B
Chairman, Operations Center
Task Force Against Corruption - JOSE S. BURGOS, JR.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Complainant
Padre Faura St., Ermita Manila M. Tan Compound, Real St.

6541 Ormoc City

" Memorandum dated 27 October 2020.




