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**Title:** Ramon Isidro P. Lapid and Gladys B. Lapid vs. Hon. Emmanuel D. Laurea et. al.

**Facts:** The case involves the Lapid spouses, Ramon and Gladys, who filed a complaint
for damages on behalf of their son, Christopher, against St. Therese of the Child Jesus, Inc.,
a private school, and its officials, in the RTC of Malabon, Metro Manila. The complaint
stemmed from an incident on November 5, 1997, when Christopher was suspended from
school without the parents’ prior knowledge, leading them to file a letter-complaint with the
DECS. The school  defended its  actions by presenting evidence of  previous disciplinary
issues  involving  Christopher.  The  matter  escalated  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  (CA)  and
subsequently to the Supreme Court due to procedural issues with the petitions filed by the
Lapids.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in dismissing the petition for certiorari filed by the
petitioners on the technical ground of not stating a material date.
2. Whether the procedural defect in the petition should be overlooked to serve substantial
justice, especially considering the involvement of a minor.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court upheld the resolutions of the Court of Appeals, affirming the dismissal
of the Lapids’ petition. The SC emphasized the importance of adhering to procedural rules,
specifically mentioning the requirement to state material dates in petitions under Rule 65 of
the Rules of Court. The Court held that failure to comply with these requirements justifies
the dismissal of a petition, underscoring the principle that negligence of counsel binds the
client. The Court recognized exceptions where procedural rules may be relaxed but noted
that petitioners offered no compelling justification for their non-compliance.

**Doctrine:** The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that adherence to the procedural
requirements of filing petitions, including stating material dates, is crucial to determining
the timeliness of a petition. This case underscores the principle that the rules of procedure
are designed to facilitate the orderly administration of justice and should not be disregarded
without compelling reasons.

**Class Notes:**
– **Material Dates in Petitions:** Rule 65 of the Rules of Court mandates that petitions for
certiorari must state three material dates to assess timeliness: the date when the contested
judgment/order was received, when a motion for reconsideration was filed, and when its
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denial was received.
– **Negligence of Counsel:** A client is bound by the actions, or in this case, the negligence
of their counsel, including failures in procedural compliance.
–  **Procedural  Requirements:**  The  Supreme  Court  emphasizes  the  importance  of
procedural rules in ensuring the efficient administration of justice, with exceptions made
only under compelling circumstances and with proper explanation.

**Historical Background:** This case reflects the Philippine judicial system’s balancing act
between  adhering  to  procedural  standards  and  achieving  substantial  justice.  It
demonstrates the strict application of procedural laws in the face of technical errors, even
in cases involving minors,  to prevent the undue clogging of  court  dockets and ensure
orderly legal processes.


