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- Decision

L

. G':R;Nét;,277'514.

Before the Court 1s a Petltlon f or Cerlzomrz with Prayer for lssuanee of
“Temporary Restrammg ()rder ‘Writ of Prellmmary Injunction and Other
- Injunctive Reliefs" absallmg the Resolution? dated December 20,: 2024, the
_ _Commlssmn on Elections’ (COMEI EC) En Banc in SPA No. 24- 060. (DC)

~.which affirmed the Resolution® dated December 11; 2024 of the COMELEC

F1rst Division. The COMELEL deelared petitioner Charles “DB?” Savellano’

- ’[\f‘i(Savellano) a nuisance: canchdate and eaneelled h1s eertlﬁcate of oandldaoy

, bavellano ancl prlvate 1espondent Ronald V. Smgson (Smgson) are
' .candldates for representattve of the First District of Ilocos- Sur'in the 2025°
- National and Local El ections (NLE) on May 12,2025.* As they stated in. thelr _‘

reapectlve COCs thelr namea sha! 3 appear in the otﬁe1al ballots as

"‘SING’SON RONAL'D 'a"\TP’C)?’“ |
“CHARLES DB SAVELLANO”

| “ Sa‘V'ellano ehose-“;‘DB’f as h;is_1’1iel<:r‘1antie.5

On Oetober 16 2024 Smgson ﬁled a petttton befom the COlVLELEC o

. :\deelare Savellano a nuisarice: candidate under Section 69 of Batas Pambansa -

.~ Blg. 881.7 He claimed that the name “Charles DB Savellano” will:confuse. the
- electorate because of its’ smularxty to'the mckname of Singson’s opponent in

- the prev1ous election, Deograe1as Victor “DV? Savellano (DV Savellano). At -~

.+ the same time, Savellano also. allepedly laoked a bona fide intention to'run for .

" take on the responsibilities of pUbh‘

“public ofﬁoe given his absenee from campaign events and his lack of media

*interviews. This shows that he has no intent to engage with the eleetorate or - -

'ﬁlofﬁce Savellano’ also does not: have a -

" _'fknown history of public service, hasno resources o political support, and has™

~ not released any eleetlon~related materlals to inform the electorate of his
eandldacy ' [ s

=1 Rollo P, 4—-38 . ~ -
Id. at 6167, Signed bv Chaxrpetbon George: Flwm M. GalCld aﬂd ‘Commissioners Soeorxo B Intmg, .
: Marlon S CaquCJO Almee P Pexolmo Rey L Bulay l:mesto Perdmand P. Maceda Jr,and Nelson f' v
S Celis. . ety ,
-Id. at 45-:58,. Slgned by Pxes1dmg (omnuwoner :'ocorxo B Intmg,, and Commlssmnets Atmee P Sl
L ‘,Ferolmo and ‘Ernesto Fexdrnand P Maeeda I ‘ T
A -Rollo,p 46 E St T Sl »
. Bectlon 69. Numamc candza’a/cs —The Lormn1~ston may, ot pF opmu or upon a veulled petttton ol" an
interested party, refuse to give due coursg 16 or cancel a certificate of candidacy if it is “shown that sa1d o
.o certificate has been filed to put the eleehon pluaws in moekcw or clmepute or to cause eonfusmn among, R
- the voters by the similarity of the : : B
. which:clearly démonsirate tlaat ihe \ »
o certificate oftanduhcy ﬂ?‘to been filed and m!ts ;JH‘lel a trutnful detemtmatlon of the frue- wﬂl of thef S
= electorate. - - E

e

7T TOMNIBUS ELECTION CODE( 93‘?)
* Rollo, pp. 46-47. -
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Savellcmo answercd on November 7, 2024 argumg that the snmlamty_'

- ;.’Of a candldate s name to that of someone who is hot a currenﬂy registered

-:‘f’,candldate is nota ground to.declare a nuisance candldacy He also regarded
, ‘Smgson S arguments on his- dbsence from campaign - events and medla,' :
2 ;mtemews as Well as his- la.ck of resources:or political support, as erroneous,

_since they appear to. 1mpose a pmperty requirement. He posned that one’ s"'
. " ~bona fide intention, to run’for pubhc office should not be measuted by one’s
~ - resources, nor. membershlp of any. pchucal party- or even one’s- chances of

.. winning the electlons He pomted outthatthe campaign: perlod for the position .
. they both seek commences on March 28, 2025; thus, he cannot be faulted for
- following the COMELLC’S calendar a,nd reframmg from engagmg in -

campalgn—related evcnts befme then

L The COMELFC Ruli_hgs .

In a. Resoluﬂon‘o dated December 11 20 4. the COMLLEC Flrst

"?.-“-;l‘_D1V1810n granted Smgeon 'S’ Pet1t10n Savellano ‘was- declared . a “nuisance

| candidate and h1s COC for: representatwc of the First Dlstmct of ﬂocos Sur E L

o lLiwas cancelled 1

The COMELEC Fu‘st D1V1elon ccncedcd that Sectlon 69, :"Of Batasf

' Pambansa Blg 881-and CC)\/IELEF Reeoluﬁom No: 110462 reqmrethdt tobe -
sl declared a musance candldate the candldate must have filed a COC to cause. -
_;confusmn among ‘the Voters by the: snmlanty of their name with a reglsz‘eredf '

- ‘candidate. Whil¢ this is not the case here; it nonetheless held that Savellano’s -

: ';’-‘use of “DB- Savellano Whlch v1s‘ snmlar to _“DV Savellano shows hislack
*of genuine intent to run for public office. It gave credence to the nine affidavits -
~Singson presented from: reeldents in: the locality. These resndents stated that
they ¢ kncw DV Savellano to bea candidate in the pr evious elecuon and that
- they were confused by the candldac} of someone named “DB_ Savellano”
~ since the names are too similar. The COMTI EC First Division aleo noted that

jseveral ‘witnesses - stated ‘that - they- know Savellano by . othel ndmes or .', |

mcknames such as “Swaker gy “Charhe . but not “DB 13 jf-"-‘ o

Further Sa*v ellano accordmg to thc COMELEC I* 1rst D1V1810n has not‘ |

. j"_;demonstrated a concrete: pkm to campaign and eng,age meamngﬁﬂly with the ,
~electorate. The: Division also. afﬁrmcd bmgeen algument tha‘i deellcmo I

.'-lacked a sufficient poht}cm ll’ld(]llﬂbl\/ 1o wage an’ ‘election campalgn Th1s '

'..,bhewed that he 1a(_,ked a éenwne Jmennon tc un f01 pubhc ofﬁce

R N R

w10, at45 56.

4 Rules oi l’rocedum ce thc }x!,nf} ot {h P ‘i’,ox".,'flzq Deny Due Course to or Cancel Certi‘i’icaﬁte’of
" Cand 1dacy 2) I'clmen {0 Declare a Nuissnce Candidate;, and (3). Petition for Disqualification in
Connegtion with the 2025 National and Local E icclmm Inciuding 1hc Bfmgsammo Aumnomeuq Reg)mn -

o in Muslim Mindanao thamentaﬁv- lections {7 :

'Y Rollo, pp. 51-53.
Mg at 5355,




i hnanmally capab]e of ;m(‘umlmr"

Savellano moved for muonsxdcrauun promptmg the COMELEC Fust .

D1V1s1on to elevatc the, matter to the COMELLC En Banc. 1 e

Sl In a Resolutlon17 dated Decembex 20 2024 the COMELEC En Bancf_-f |
S ‘demed Savellano s Motmn f01 Reconmdelatmn and afﬁrmed the rulmg of 1ts L
e FlI‘St Division. ’ L T :

The COMLLTC En Banc found no bcms to overtum the Flrst D1V1s1on S

'f"mhng It thed that the use of “I)B Savellano” -resulted in actual confus10n

_* among “the voters -between: Savellano - and--the previous: candidate DV
o Sav ellano It also afﬁrmed that his ldck of a concrete plan or mmatwe to.
: v»-u_‘_':launch a, campalgn mupled with: his- re]auwa anonytmty show% a ]ack ofr,--‘ o
L genume mtent to run. f01 pubhc ofﬁce LR S o

Y The lssu,lex»BeioreﬂwCourf

S The Court resolves whe hu* the C()MELEC glavely abused 1tsl
; ."~‘_‘.';d1soret1on in declarmg pctxtloner a nulaance candldate and cancelhng hls s

'COCQJ

Petmoner argues that the s1m11ar1ty of’ hlS name to that of someone Who |

isnota reg1stered candldate for- any position in the 2025 NLE is not & ground:

1o declare him.a nuisance candidate, since Batas. Pambansa: Blg 881 and
i  COMELEC Resolution: No 11046 state: that it-is ‘the, confusion that results™ -

. from the similari 1ty of names between rcgzszerea’ candzda[es that-is-a gtound o
o to declare, anuisance c,andldate | B

Petitloner also msmts thdt the COMLLEC gmvely dbused 1ts d1s‘cret10n -

'. in i‘uhng that he has no genuine intent of runmng for public office: He points

“out that the gr ounds ralsed by the COMELEC—1.¢., that he'is.an 111dependent "
- candidate who: does not have a '%uﬂ:i"cmnt pohmal machmery ._that he isnot. -
successful:poli litical campaign, and: that he-

-has not-been visible as a candidate’ thmuﬂh ‘campaign events ot interviews—

_have all beeri declared by this (,ouu asirrelevant to a bona fide intention'to

run for public office. These. grounds ‘also appear to impose a property. or
financial requirement on candidates, which the Court also declared as
-improper grounds. from which- smh ari intention may be inferred. He also
o 1c1£etafes i,hai his absamc fr(w ampdxgn evonts ig due to hlS obbervance of

L6 LT at 895

A7 Id at 6167, -

U I ar6s
U1 Id at 64650
LU g ar 10180

==



; ,the campalgn perlod set by tnt: C U'\/Uf Lht 1t<;e1f Fm the COMELEC then to
take his absence from eam‘palgjn events before that permd is tantamount to
--punlshlng him, trom comply ing w1th electlon regulatlons i

i F urther petmoner claxms that he- possesses all -the: quahﬁcatlons,
s };requlred fo or the posmon of representatlve of the F 1rst Drstrlct of Ilocos Sur

I*mally petlttoner pomts out that certaln urcumstances have transprred‘

B -_..or are imminent c;howrng that h]S name is in. danger of not: bemg included'in - -

. the ofﬁmal ballot for the 2025'NLE:" Fhe COMELEC has announced that it -
v,~5w1ll commence prmtmg -of the- ofﬁctal ballots in- January - 2025 Unless

” ff‘lmjunctwe relief is granted, thele is ateal chance, ‘according to petitioner, that |

7‘_..-}»he will lose the opportunity to be ﬁelded as a candtdate and to participate in

~ - the 2025 NLE. Thus; 'he prays: that the Court issue a- Temporary Rcstrammg'_f P
".':’-Order and/or a Writ of Prehmmary InJrlnctmn dlrectmg the COMELEC to.

cease and de31st from unplementlng the assailed 1esolut10ns and to observe

~the status quo between the partles preveuhng before the 1ssuance of the
- assalled resolut1ons 3 :

On January 14 202 the Court granted petitioner’s - prayer for -

S ‘injunctivé relief and issued a TRO prohibiting the COMELEC from declaring =~

: {v's:hlm a: HUI%\HGG eandldate It also ordered the COMELFC to f Ie us eommentf e
foto the Petmon SRRty U SO T R AR _

On January 20 2025 the COMELF (“ ﬁled th Qomment “4 argumg that e |
et drd not’ gravely ‘abuse’ its’ d1seret10n in declaring pet1t1011e1 a‘nuisance
" candidate. In making this declaration, the COMELEC did not rely on the fact

~ that petitioner’s nickname “DB” is similar to “DV. Savellano,” but rather on

» j'j}the fact that petitioner- chose thlS nlekname even though he is: not known as. ..
4.‘;_-,‘;.“DB” in'the Tocality. To. the COMELEC; thts shows* petmoner S 1ntent10n to

"undermme the integr 1ty of the electoral process and lackof g Eenurne mtentronf

- torun. for public ofﬁce
- ' |

The éOMLLLC also demes unposmg a proper‘ty quahﬁeatlon on
candidates, pointing out that it was petitioner’s wholesale failure to show any |
' V;eonorete plan to Jaunch a. drbtuet w;de Lampcugn his relative- anonym1ty m -
wo pohtlcs ‘and absence .of any sincere- ‘demonstration to engage with the
"‘-,;electorate meaningfully that: hehav lllo lack of a [mmz f de 1ntentton to be |
: ,elec‘ted into. otﬁce 2o \ 3 . RN v

42‘_':1(2..311;]',6;3().: ‘

o at21-22.
LB at30-32.

24 Id. at 169182

R Id at172-175.
T 1d, at 176-179.
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F 1na11y, to the C ‘OMEL C thesc 1wo grounds are:. factual AR
: ‘determmalmns that fall withinits authomy Absent any finding’ that 11 arrived -
o at these facts. despotlcally, whim blCdﬂy, or W1th hos‘uhty, 1t may not be found'-' -
- to have gravely abused 1ts dlscrctxon Ll '

LT Prwate respondent Smgson also ﬁled hls Comment 28 essenmally . :
_agreemg w1th the COMEI EC’s factual and legal conclusmns

. TheCourt’sRulmg .

The Petition is granted =~~~

The (,ourt s rev1ew ”0 COMF LEC’S fmal orders and I‘GbOlLlUOnS is |

gonﬁned to detemunmg whe’rher the% orders or 16501 ut1ons were 1ssued w11h-f' - ,.
grave abuse of dlbcretmn In doing so, the Court i is: gu1ded by the spe(nﬁcf S

meamng of grave abuse of dlscrmon as entrenched in Jurlsprudcnce 29

} ' “vae abme of: d]xcretlon undu Rule 65 hds a specﬂlc memmg
Itis th(, arbitrary or de spotic' cxeruse of power. dueto paswm prejudice or :
. “personal hostility; or the whimsical, arbitrary, or ~capricious ‘exercise. of i
. power that amounts to-an _evasion: or refusal ‘to perform. a posmvc duty.
" ‘enjoined by law or.to act at all in _ntemp]atlon of law. For an act'to be .~ =
" struck down'as having been done. with. gravc abusc of dlq(,retmn 1he abuse ’
cof dibcmuon must be palent and § gross o -

S

| For this reason, the Court stays its ‘hand from rewewmg errors of
: Judgm ent ascrlbed to the COMELEC. Rathex the remedy of certiorari exists

solely to correct errors of JUI’]&dlCthl’l ' In thlS case, and as will be cxplamed

© . in this: Demsmn, the Court finds thatin- declarm& pet1t10ner a nuisance . .
o candldate the . COMELFC gravely abused its “discretion ‘that U{fcctlvely S
, "':f.amounted to- laok ot ]umsdlcu()n In: De Alban. v: COMELEC 32 the Court;
" recognized that the COMELEC’s power to dcclare nuisance cand1dac1es must

:,_f__be anchored on ‘:ubstautml mdu’me Ti no such a dechratmn 1%. 'i'cunted W1th

2 af 1 2 '

33 -f' :

S grave abuse of d1scret10n

% Jg, 2t 156-165. - R R ER R

2 Belusov. Fommmmn on Fi.)c!tom m“» P’m 4%{5 443%’("01 V) [Per J. Peralta, En'chc] S

0 7 : B .

3 Asilo . }ucige (J(,n:m’:vs Be,fn, 956 Phil. i 20.24} ;P*l .. Gesmundo, First. Division], czlmg,
Madrigal Transpors,” Inc. v, L ap:wacw h'u/(’m;.' (01])0}4/1011 1/9 Phil. 768, 778. (”004) [Per.J.

- Panganiban, Third Division]: - - _ »

: 2921 Phil; 524 (2022) [Per J. M. Lopes

LI a1546 547, :
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Batas Pambansa Bl g- 881 prowdes tha‘r there 1s a nu1sc1nce candldacy-

;_5 - :’whcn it is shown: (a):that a (,OC has been filed to put the electlon process in . |
et mockery or d1srepute (b). tha,t a COC has been filed to cause confusion among’ "
" ... the voters-by the szmzlarzly o/ the riames Of the registered candzdates or(c) -

by other circumstances. or ucts Wh]bh ¢ early demonstrate that the candidate
~has no:bona fide intention:to run for the office for which the certificate of
o candldacy has been fi led and- thus pr evcnt a falthfu] determmatlon of the true:

- ;Wlll of the electorate

F hese glolmds %h«lt‘@ a common trcut Lhey are al mten’uom that a

PREN ccmdldate may. have for ﬁlmg, 4 CoC that’ 1s; dramez‘mcally oppo,sed to. a-,’_f“

o .genuzne zntennon of runnmg for publzc ojf ice. Fhe first purpose is to: mock the S

b electoral process the'second is to confuse the voters; ‘and the third is & catch- -
- all: prov1s1on for cucumstcmces and acts: that show a’ lack of ‘bona fide
. intention. The COMELF iC, ‘aware. that it cannot: invoke. the second ground

" because the sumlarny of names “is* not between reglstercd cand1dates .

nonetheless mvokes the conf[usxon that is purportedly created by the use of .

. ".“"DB” asa mckname and subsumcs it under the: catch-all provisio ;~,rulxng that :

o m‘scekmg to confuse the VOters petmonfir 1acked a genume 1ntent10n to: 1un~‘ :
| ,',fox pubhc ofﬁee e i '

) ?The‘:CO‘urt agrees w1th the LOMEI EL that the dehberate use of a
nickname for the putpose of coniusmg the electorate-—whether the Szmzlai ity.

I8 between registered candidates or not—is indicative of a hck of bona fide .
o mtentxon to run for j ublic oﬂ1ce Indeed, -where a candidate uses a mcknamo L
n order to LOIlfUSG yoters ds to the cand1da1:e s 1dent1ty or to'cause: confuslon c
o 1hat prevents a falthful determma‘uon of the true will of the’ electomte th1s :

mtentlon to. confuse supplcmts a genmm 1n1enhon to run for pubhb Off ice;

1
i P
1
[

However the slmﬂamy between mckndmes alone is not sufﬁmem,

IR eVLdenee ‘of this intent. Thus, COMLLEC argues in its Comment to. the

"""Petmon that it declared.: peutloneranulsance cmdldate not. muely because his*
- nickname and surngme are similar to “DV Savellano.” It was,’ “instead, the -
- “totality of the, mrcumstances”” that demonstrated petitioner’s’ lack of bona

7 fide intention to run fm pubhe office.

- the use. of anickname ﬂldf cause

’,0‘ the C‘OMLLEC this includes the
fact that Savellano- opled to use )B’” as his mckn&me when the evidence
showed that he is known by other nicknames like “Swaker” and “Charlie,”

- and that from the similarly worded affidavits submitted by private re:Spondent
Afrom remdcnts of the loc ality, it was dwr that his nickname resulted.i in actual
confuslon among some of the voters. In so rvlmg, the COMELEC held that |
) wntnsmn amnm, Voiers by 1ts sumlarmty to -

7 then name of another person w no'tﬁs nota currem candidate demonsirams a lack:_ .

~of genumc‘ 11'11c,m10n to run im ﬂ"m ch 5 mms

%l et 174,



o Decision o . § 4 GRNe.27I5l4
” ;ThefCourtlt_disfatgrees.; e L e ,
o As COMELE(”@ own records indicate, petl LlOIISI' hlmself mdlcated in
“his COC that his . name should appear. on the ballot as “CHARLES DB .

s SAVELLANO.” »35 "“h1s is marked]y different from the name of the previous

e i ?,:"oandldate “De(’gra

;,vthe voters. as to pet}tloner S: 1dent1ty, then ‘the: chelce to mclude petmoner st
'complete name | -rather. than emphastze the - meknalne goes __agamst thls’.’ L

f'_mten’uon, Wthh Weakens COMbLEC’S legal eonclusu)n

The ‘Cetjrtz el<o eannot consuier the Slmildr]y Worded Afﬁdavns from \

o i';'_Aresmlents as oubstanua] ‘evidence of the lack of genume intent.. First, these’

- —16%1d6ﬂtS Stated that “DB” and “DV”’ were contubmgly similar. There was no -

Ly “indication that the affiants were. aware that petitioner’s complete first name,

| aware that “DV- Savellano ‘was ‘a candidate in the previous electmn which
effectively dlspelluﬂ. any . confusion that DV Savcl ano is also running in the

- '_electton To the Court, then, the evidence on record s1mply do not support

S ora propen31tv for pubhe service.’

B LOMELEC’S concltuelon that Savellano dld not have a bona f de mtentlon of
- ;runnmg for pubhe otﬁce i . o ,

ias Victor ‘DV* Savellano.” If the true intent is to confuse ~

':fmekname and las tname Wﬂ] appear on the ballot.’ Second, these voters were =

Apart from the uqe of the mckname the COMELEC faultb petittoner: R

_‘ ; ffor fz dﬂm gto demonstrate al genume deqne to engage meamngfully with the
o lectomte by not’ presentmg a platform of’ govemmmt or, p011t10a1 tdeologv 8
237 Because petltloner s alle

_]'_f-”.i_known in politics, it:was mcumbent upon him to “take initiative Vto engage |
. with'the electorate in meanm,g,ful ‘ways anddemonstrate his. commitment to: -
. -public service.”® F ‘inally, the COMELEC clted petttloner slack of sufficient-

£ pohtleal machinery”-and the absence of “any concrete plcm to launch a

o ‘i"f-"dtbtrlct-w1de campaign. B9 A proof of thlo, prtvate 1esp()nd nt pr esented no: o -

, j’ev1dence Instead, he only nanated that he has not 'seen petitioner: give any
- 1nterv1ews to the medla and. hdS not been prebent in a,ny campalgn event<* :

Aﬂegatlons W1th no supportmg substantlal ev1dence do not have m erxt
While the Court understands that a candidate who acts in such a way as to

l-',dlsregard the electoral: process: ‘or to undermine the mgmﬁecmce of sincerely

.+ supposed acts is enou;ﬁh to. de:

. mounting ‘a campaign- argudble has no genuine. intent in.running for: pubhc S

‘fvl"v"'ofﬁcc thls should not” be taken 16, mean that the mue mvocatton of these .
h eanmdate a nuisance. Ldndtdate As”

stated earlier; tho Court in'De Alba ,'e'mphtmzed the burden of pmof in these RN

”;;_-'easeb Whlch 1s substctntm] t:\/ld ,

35 Rollo; p. A6
67 at 101111,

L g
ONEC R T

T d At 179,
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Addltmnally, <pet1t10ner ollm ed an explanatmn for ‘why he has not yet

o .engaged in-any campaigning. or eng,dg.,ement with the electorate apart from -

o, filing. his - COC: the campaign period has- ot _started yet TFollowing ™
L COMELEC’s own m]es, the campaign’ perlod for local ofﬁelals is set to start.‘ e

on Maroh 28, 2025 To fault petltloner for not- tdkmg part in any campaign

R ‘events or aetwltleq o boost his candidacy when the COMELEC itself has.set-

oo cthe oalenda1 for these act1v1t1es would doubtless be unfalr and run contrary to .
e COMELEC’S own: rules e ‘ ’
. L ?

All told the' COMFI LC eommltted grave abuse ol d1scxet1on in

" -‘"declarmg Savellano a. nulsanee candidate despite having no ‘substantial

_ev1denoe for its deolarat1on As such 115 Resolutlons on th1s case must be
annulled b - : '

ACCORD_[N(ILY the Petmon is GRANTED The Resolutmn of the} ~

e -'_‘Commlsmon on' Blections Fn ‘Bane: dated- December 20,2024 and ‘the

=~ Resolution of the. Commlscnon on Hutlons Fiist- Dlvmon dated December = .
i1, 2024 ine SPA No 24- 060 (DC),, Whleh deelcued petltloner Charles “DB” -
L V'eavoll'mo anuisance eand1date and- oanc‘elled hlS ocrtlﬁcate of cand1daCV, are -

o 'jhereby ANNULLED and SET ASIDE.

CL _ Hls eertlﬁoate of candldacy hcreby ORDFRLD to be S
T -REINSTATED and he is DECLAREDaeandldate for 1epresentattve for the.

Fmally, the Temporary Restralmng Order 1s<>ued by the Court on
J anuary 14, ()25 is hereby MADE PERMANENT

*SQORDERED; ’

NIO T. {KHO,JR%:_ —
Assomate J dSUce e
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” MA --ICM V.F. LEONEN

g ALFR MIN § CAGUIOA o
Semor Assomate JusUce [ ssbaiate: le.

On ofﬂc1a1 business - - .' ” » ~ On é)fflClal bu&ﬁééé
RAMON PAUL L. HERNANDO . AMYC. LAZARO JAVIER
: _ Assoc1ate Jusnce R PR Assoclate Justlce e

HENRI JEAN PAUL B INT ING Sl E L )
P Assocnate J'ustlce S : ;

R Nopdﬂ SRR
; SAMUEL H. GAERLAN
‘ Assoo1ate Justme

Assoc1ate Jusmce

Asomate Justlce
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}CLRTIFICATION

Pursuant to the Consututmn Artlcle VIII Sectlon 13,1 cemfy that the .

: i, Conclusmns in the. above De01310n had been reached in consultatlon before the.- e
L "‘;:case Was a331gned to the erte1 of the opmlon of the Court e '

s,

“%*"ESMUNDO




