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### Title: **St. Louis University Laboratory High School Faculty and Staff v. Atty. Rolando
C. Dela Cruz**

### Facts:

The complaint  against  Atty.  Rolando C.  Dela  Cruz  emerged from his  professional  and
personal conduct, leading to allegations of gross misconduct, grossly immoral conduct, and
malpractice. The specifics of the case evolved from Dela Cruz’s actions in his capacity as the
principal  of  Saint  Louis  University-Laboratory  High  School  (SLU-LHS).  The  allegations
involved a pending criminal case for child abuse, administrative and labor cases against him
for unethical acts and illegal deduction of salaries, contracting a bigamous marriage, and
notarizing documents without a valid commission.

The procedural journey began with the complaint’s filing and referral to the Integrated Bar
of  the Philippines (IBP)  for  investigation,  resulting in  recommended penalties  for  Dela
Cruz’s misconduct. The case progressed through the submission of position papers by both
parties  to  the  IBP,  with  the  case  ultimately  being  submitted  for  resolution.  The  IBP
recommended a two-year suspension, which the Supreme Court agreed upon but modified
the terms of the sanction.

### Issues:

1.  Whether the acts  of  contracting a second marriage despite  the existence of  a  first
marriage and notarizing documents without a valid commission constitute gross misconduct
and grossly immoral conduct warranting disciplinary action.
2.  The  appropriate  disciplinary  action  for  a  lawyer  found guilty  of  both  personal  and
professional misconduct.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court found Atty. Dela Cruz guilty of immoral conduct and malpractice. The
Court held that:

– The act of contracting a second marriage while the first was still in existence displayed a
disregard for the sanctity of marriage, a cornerstone of societal and legal order, although
not deemed “grossly immoral” to warrant disbarment.
– Notarizing documents without a valid commission was considered a severe violation of
legal ethics and the law, undermining public trust in the legal system.
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The Court concluded that a total suspension of four years from the practice of law was
appropriate, separating the sanctions into two years for the marital conduct and another
two years for the unauthorized notarization of documents.

### Doctrine:

1. **Grossly Immoral Conduct**: Conduct that is willful, flagrant, or shameless, showing
moral indifference to the good and respectable members of the community, is considered
grossly immoral conduct, a ground for disciplinary action against a lawyer.
2. **Unlawful Notarization**: A lawyer notarizing documents without a valid commission
engages in unlawful, dishonest, immoral, or deceitful conduct in violation of the Code of
Professional Responsibility, subject to disciplinary sanctions.

### Class Notes:

– **Moral Character in Legal Practice**: Continuous possession of good moral character is
essential for the practice of law, affecting both professional conduct and private life.
– **Notarization Authority**: Only those with a valid commission can perform notarizations;
unauthorized notarization is a serious breach of duty.
–  **Disciplinary  Sanctions**:  The  Supreme  Court  emphasizes  rehabilitation  over
punishment, applying sanctions such as suspension to protect the public and maintain the
legal profession’s integrity.

### Historical Background:

This case underscores the rigorous ethical standards expected of legal professionals in the
Philippines, both in their professional duties and private lives. It illustrates the dual role of
the Supreme Court in safeguarding public interest and upholding the dignity of the legal
profession by disciplining members who fail to meet these standards.


