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### Title: Cruz v. Brul-Cruz and Andres: A Case of Grave Misconduct within Legal and
Familial Boundaries

### Historical Background

This case emerged against the backdrop of an intricate family inheritance dispute involving
properties acquired by the late spouses Carlos Galman Cruz, Sr., and Emiliana de la Rosa
Cruz. The controversy escalated following Carlos Sr.’s remarriage to Atty. Evelyn Brul-Cruz
and the subsequent discovery of an expropriation case involving the properties inherited
from the deceased. The case highlights the intertwining of legal ethics, familial obligations,
and the procedural intricacy of  the Philippine legal system concerning inheritance and
property rights.

### Facts

In 2000, the Cruz heirs discovered that their inherited properties in Meycauayan, Bulacan,
were subject to an expropriation case, to their surprise. The involvement of Atty. Evelyn
Brul-Cruz, a subsequent wife of Carlos Sr., and Atty. Gracelda N. Andres in misrepresenting
themselves in the expropriation proceedings triggered the filing of a disbarment complaint.
Atty.  Evelyn  and  Atty.  Gracelda’s  actions  spanned  unauthorized  representation,
misrepresentation of ownership and heirship, and alleged falsification of court submissions,
igniting a legal struggle that exposes the delicate balance between professional ethics and
personal interests in legal practice.

### Issues

1. Whether respondents Atty.  Evelyn Brul-Cruz and Atty.  Gracelda N. Andres exhibited
grave misconduct violating the Code of Professional Responsibility (CPR).
2. The legitimacy of Atty. Evelyn’s claim of ownership over the contested properties.
3. The authorization of Atty. Gracelda’s representation in legal matters while being a public
employee.

### Court’s Decision

The Supreme Court modified the recommendations of the Office of the Bar Confidant (OBC),
finding both respondents administratively liable. Atty. Evelyn Brul-Cruz was suspended from
law practice for six months for grave misconduct, including the deceitful claim of property
ownership and misrepresentation in court documents. Atty. Gracelda N. Andres received a
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reprimand for  the unauthorized practice  of  law,  reflecting a  leniency due to  her  non-
deceptive intentions and the absence of prior administrative cases against her.

### Doctrine

The  Court’s  decision  firmly  reiterated  that  the  legal  profession  demands  the  highest
standards of honesty and integrity. Lawyers must act with candour, fairness, and good faith
in all their dealings, especially with the courts, to maintain public confidence in the legal
profession.

### Class Notes

– Inheritance Law: The importance of completing judicial or extrajudicial settlement before
asserting ownership over inherited properties.
–  Legal  Ethics:  Emphasizes  lawyers’  obligation  to  uphold  the  truth,  avoid  deceit,  and
maintain the dignity of the legal profession as highlighted by Canons 1, 7, and 10 of the
CPR.
–  Unauthorized  Practice:  Highlights  the  prohibition  against  government  employees
engaging  in  private  practice  without  proper  authorization,  aligning  with  civil  service
regulations and ethical standards.

### Conclusion

Cruz v. Brul-Cruz and Andres underscores the paramount importance of ethical integrity in
the legal profession, holding lawyers to the highest standards of conduct both inside and
outside the courtroom. It affirms that personal interests, especially those intertwining with
family disputes over inheritance, must not override the duties owed to the court and society.


