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### Title:
**Identity Theft and Unlawful Practice of Law: The Case of Caronan vs. Caronan**

### Facts:
The case revolves around Patrick A. Caronan (complainant), who filed a complaint against
Richard A. Caronan (respondent),  his sibling, for usurping his identity to enroll  in law
school, take the Bar examinations, and practice law illegally. The complaint was filed before
the Commission on Bar Discipline (CBD) of the Integrated Bar of the Philippines (IBP). The
respondent  allegedly  used  the  complainant’s  academic  records  from the  University  of
Makati to gain admission to St. Mary’s University’s College of Law in Bayombong, Nueva
Vizcaya, and subsequently to take the Bar Examinations. The complainant became aware of
this impersonation when he was summoned by the National Bureau of Investigation (NBI)
due to an investigation involving the respondent, leading to the uncovering of various illicit
activities  purportedly  conducted  by  respondent  under  complainant’s  name.  The
complainant’s subsequent decision to resign from his job due to the implications of these
activities precipitated the filing of the complaint.

Following  the  complaint’s  filing,  the  IBP  conducted  proceedings  which  neither  party
attended, leading to their directive for both parties to submit position papers, which also
was not complied with by either party. Investigating Commissioner Jose Villanueva Cabrera
recommended the removal of the name “Patrick A. Caronan” from the Roll of Attorneys and
barring “Richard A. Caronan” from admission to the Bar, based on the presented evidence
and lack of countering evidence from the respondent.

### Issues:
1. Whether or not the IBP erred in ordering that the name “Patrick A. Caronan” be stricken
off the Roll of Attorneys.
2. Whether or not the name “Richard A. Caronan” should be barred from being admitted to
the Bar.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court affirmed the IBP’s findings and recommendations. It found that the
respondent,  Richard  A.  Caronan,  was  guilty  of  falsely  assuming his  brother’s  identity,
academic records, and ultimately, of illegal practice of law. As such, the name “Patrick A.
Caronan” was ordered to be removed from the Roll of Attorneys, and “Richard A. Caronan”
was barred from future admission to the Philippine Bar. Furthermore, due to these deceitful
acts,  all  identification cards and certificates issued to “Atty.  Patrick A.  Caronan” were
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cancelled/revoked.

### Doctrine:
– **Admission to the Bar**: Admission to the Philippine Bar requires maintaining good moral
character and satisfying the requisite  educational  qualifications.  Those who attempt to
circumvent this process through deceit demonstrate a glaring lack of moral fitness for the
legal profession.
– **Identity and Trust in Legal Practice**: Upholding one’s identity with honesty is crucial
for  trust  in  legal  practice.  Engaging in or  condoning acts  of  impersonation,  especially
involving professional credentials, undermines the integrity of the legal profession.

### Class Notes:
– **Essential Elements**: The essential considerations in this case involve the requirement
of good moral character and academic qualifications for Bar admission and practice.
– **Key Concepts**: Honesty in professional representation, integrity of legal education
credentials, and the significance of moral character in legal practice.
– **Statutory Reference**: Section 6, Rule 138 of the Rules of Court dictates the pre-law
academic requirements for Bar examination eligibility in the Philippines, emphasizing the
importance of truthful academic achievement.
– **Application**: This case illustrates the judiciary’s strict stance on honesty and integrity
within  the  profession,  highlighting  the  consequences  of  deceitful  behavior  in  gaining
professional qualifications.

### Historical Background:
This case underscores the significance of integrity within the legal profession amidst a
rapidly evolving society. It reflects on the stringent standards set by the Philippine legal
system to ensure that practitioners not only possess the necessary intellectual qualifications
but also uphold the highest moral standards. The judiciary’s decision to strictly penalize
identity fraud within the profession emphasizes the vital role of trust and moral integrity in
maintaining public confidence in the legal system.


