St Lroyny

Qs
B ¥ LA

E 1‘:"._-" r

ATAISSV10dd

]
)

s =y

L
= e




AIRFIELD CONSTRUCTION = CERBWL

Authority _“___ LBLHDUTO

dr DECLASSIFIED __



L — e T ™ i T

DECLASSIFIED
Authority N ND B B3 D&

A1 F1ZL D Consre ye 75 v s
Wozkzes en ( £Zy

.
BN B

T



DECLASSIFIED
Authority N ND 8 23078
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Fils No. GSXRP H-u'uj-:-i:t: Claims of Airfield Construction Workers
—on Cebu,

(1) FR: O0IC, Civilian Section TO: Director, DATE: 8 April L6
RPD

1. We have received approximately 450 claims from persons on Cebu
elaiming to be employed by the War Department on Airfield Construction between

8 December 1941 and 10 April 1942, Three airfields were supposedly under
construction: Lahug, Medellin and Tuburan,

e — —,

£+ 8. ANTONIO D. ASENEIRO, Civil Engineer, Bureau of Fublic Works
states:

"That I was & Civil Engineer, Bureau of Public Works, Cebu
Distriet. On & December 1941 I was in charge of constructing
the extension of ILahug Airstrip. My immediate superior was
Js. Ls Panis, District Engineer. That during the clearing
of the extensions, we were employing from 300 to 600 men., We

were using the cabo or capataz system of employing laborers."
(Incl 1, Tab A)

b, DAVID M. CANETE, capataz, states:

"I was hired as a capataz under the cabo system from 1 Jan
1942 to 28 Feb 1942." (Inel 2, Tab B)

¢. JUAN A. ESCRUPULO, capataz, Lahug Landing Field states:

iy immediate superiors were Engineers Hamos and Aquino., The
nature of the work was to construc t a tunnel 20' wide, .
10" high and 25' deep. I do not exactly lmow the use of the
tunnel because it was suspended by Joaquin L. Panis, District
Engineer of Cebu. The job ceased on 3 February 1942 because

the project was suspended by the District Engineer.“
(Incl 3, Tab C)

3. A study of inclosed affidavits indicates that the majority of
Engineers, timekeepers; surveyors, etc,, were employed by the Bureau of
Public Works. Affidavits indicate that these men never assumed status of

USAFFE employees, but remained Bureau of Public liorks employees while
supervising the project.
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Fils No. GSXRP Subjcet: Claims of Airfield Construction Workers
on Cebu, (Conttd)

o ———

(1) FR: O0IC, Civilian Section TO: Director,  DATE: 8 April 46
RFD

Le a. In view of foregoing information, it is recommended that laborers
and capataz be considered cabo system employees, intermittent, part time and

casually hired and determined as not entitled to benefits under the Missing
FPersons Act.

; bs It is recommended that Engineers, surveyors and paymasters be
determined as being employed by the Bureau of Public Works and therefore
Nen Project J.

3 Inels
Incl 1 - Affidavit, Aseniero
Inel 2 - Affidavit, Canete
Incl 3 = Affidavit, Escrupulo
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File No. Subjcets Claims of Airfield Construction Workers
4 on Cebu,
(@) FROM: Legal Officer T0: Director, RPD 14 May 46

1. I concur that laborers hired on the project under the cabo
system should be classified as local labor casually hired on a per
diem basis.

In view of the fact that these projects were apparently under
the Bureau of Public Works I believe the determination sghould ip~
clude a statement that evidence available indicates that employees
were employees of Fhilippine Army.

2. Hecommend that determinations be hendled in these cages the

same as those of employees covered by C/N on other Engineering Projects
on Cebu,

¢. 1 do not concur in determining that all Engineers and Time-
keepers were employees of Buresau of Public Works at present time.
If factsghow they were employed and paid as employees of the Bureau
of Public Works such a determination is clearly proper. Others were
epparently paid on Army Payrolls (see statement of Mr, Panis attached
to CfF on engineers). It is my belief thet further investization
will reveal that all were being paid from Philippine Army or Common-

wealth Funde, but the available evidence does not clearly establish
such fact.

4. Becommend suspension of cases involving individusls who were not
leborers hired on the cabo system and those who worked continuously

for 30 days or more and until enemy action terminated employment, un-
til additional information ie obtained and evaluated.
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Pile Fo,coxnl fubfect: Claims of Adirfield Construction Vorkers
i e on Cebu

_ ¥ /ret -
(3) &R0t Dir, Ree Ters Div. TO: €IC, Civilian Sec, DATR: 15 lay 46
g " Tee Fers Div

Attenticn is invitéed to preceeding 0/ which is aproroved. Attention
iz also called to G/1 3 dated 15 tay 1946 to your C/11 dated 25 April
1946, subject: OClains of Engineers, Cebu, P. I. A partllel situation
exists in both of these cases. It is therefore direeted that zll of
th:se cases which sre clearly not entitled to benefits ef the liseing '
rersons Act be adjudicated im accordance with the directives shove. :
Tatil further instructlens those cases.of enginecers and timckeepers
woose employrent by the Tnited States forces is in doubt will be
sugrended for the time being. A directive covering the adjudiestion g 1

o b3 i em e S L L A x o = 3 i ~ \
i this —ersonnel will be given to you within the next 10 daya.

3 Incls: n/e P B Y
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