A.C. No. 12835. February 03, 2021 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: **Danilo Sanchez vs. Atty. Dindo Antonio Q. Perez: A Case of Professional Negligence
and Fiduciary Duty Breach**

Facts:

Danilo Sanchez, residing in the United States, authorized Atty. Dindo Antonio Q. Perez to
file a complaint against Peter Lim concerning an annulment of a contract, recovery of real
property possession, and damages on May 9, 2002, at the Regional Trial Court (RTC).
Following the file, Sanchez returned to the U.S., entrusting his legal matters to Atty. Perez.
The case encountered a significant setback when, on December 10, 2003, the RTC
dismissed the complaint due to Atty. Perez’s absence during the pre-trial conference.
Despite being granted reconsideration and rescheduling of the pre-trial, Atty. Perez missed
subsequent dates, leading to a re-dismissal. Unaware of these developments for years,
Danilo inquired about the case in 2008 through his cousin, only to learn of its dismissal. This
prompted a disbarment complaint against Atty. Perez with the Integrated Bar of the
Philippines (IBP), claiming negligence. Atty. Perez defended that he had taken steps
towards the case’s progress, had attempted withdrawal as counsel, and had communicated
this intention to Danilo. The IBP, upon review, initially recommended a six-month
suspension for Atty. Perez, later reduced to three months and eventually reinstated to six
months upon further reconsideration requests by Danilo.

Issues:

1. Whether Atty. Perez failed in his duty of diligence and competence as Danilo’s legal
representation.

2. Whether Atty. Perez’s communication with his client about the case status and his
intention to withdraw was sufficient and upheld his fiduciary duty.

3. The appropriate disciplinary action for Atty. Perez based on alleged professional
negligence.

Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court emphasized the fiduciary nature of the lawyer-client relationship,
requiring lawyers to maintain high standards of legal proficiency, attention, skill,
competence, and communication. The Court found Atty. Perez in violation of these
standards due to his absences at pre-trial hearings resulting in case dismissal, failure to
keep the client informed, and inadequate efforts to properly withdraw representation.
Consequently, it agreed with the IBP’s recommendation and suspended Atty. Perez from
practicing law for six months, emphasizing the importance of diligence, attention to
procedural requirements, and client communication in legal representation.
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Doctrine:

The decision underscores the doctrines that a lawyer’s duty of competence and diligence
includes attending scheduled hearings or conferences and informing clients about case
updates. The Court reiterated that negligence in these responsibilities renders a lawyer
liable under Rule 18.03 of the Code of Professional Responsibility (CPR). Furthermore, a
lawyer’s failure to effectively communicate with and properly withdraw from representing a
client violates the fiduciary trust at the core of the lawyer-client relationship, actionable
under Rule 18.04 of the CPR.

Class Notes:

- **Duty of Diligence:** Lawyers must actively manage their cases, attend hearings, and
progress the case to completion.

- **Client Communication:** Lawyers must keep clients informed of their case’s status,
actively update them, and respond to information requests in a timely manner.

- ¥*Withdrawal Procedures:** If withdrawing from a case, lawyers must obtain client
consent or court permission, properly notifying both the client and the court.

- **Disciplinary Action:** Lawyers found neglecting their duties or failing in their fiduciary
responsibilities can face suspension or disbarment.

Historical Background:

This case reflects the Supreme Court’s consistent stance on enforcing strict professional
standards among legal practitioners. Through disciplinary actions against attorneys like
Atty. Perez who breach their duty of diligence and fail in fiduciary responsibilities, the Court
enforces a higher threshold for legal representation quality, ensuring the integrity of the
legal profession and protecting the interests of the public and clients.

© 2024 - batas.org | 2



