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**Title:** **Mangubat vs. Herrera: A Case of Professional Misconduct and Disbarment**

**Facts:**

This administrative case originates from a disbarment complaint filed by Abner Mangubat
against Atty. Reynaldo L. Herrera for multiple alleged violations of the Code of Professional
Responsibility (CPR) and the Rules of Court. The intricate series of events unfolds in the
backdrop of a legal dispute over a piece of land (covered by TCT No. 6337) initially involving
Gaudencio Mangubat, Orlando Seva, Belen Morga-Seva, and the Development Bank of the
Philippines (DBP), and later entangling the heirs of Aurelia Rellora Mangubat.

Gaudencio, represented by Atty. Herrera, entered into a compromise agreement with Belen
and the DBP’s counsel in 2001, agreeing to transfer TCT No. 6337 to Belen upon payment.
Despite efforts, the execution faced delays and was followed by Gaudencio’s death in 2002,
complicating the case further.

Abner  Mangubat,  stepping  in  for  his  late  father,  sought  to  nullify  the  long  overdue
compromise agreement, only to face opposition in unexpected quarters. Atty. Herrera’s
contentious role in the proceedings included erroneous representation, unauthorized legal
actions, and conflict of interest, particularly evident in his involvement with the execution of
a  conditional  sale  of  a  portion  of  the  disputed  land  to  third  parties  and  the  delayed
remittance of funds received pursuant to the compromise agreement.

The case journeyed through various legal challenges, including motions filed regarding the
substitution of plaintiffs and the mishandling of the settlement funds, eventually culminating
in the disciplinary proceedings against Atty. Herrera for his professional misconduct.

**Issues:**

1. The unauthorized representation of heirs by Atty. Herrera.
2. The non-disclosure of Gaudencio Mangubat’s death to the court in a timely manner.
3. Engaging in legal actions without proper authority or against the interests of the heirs.
4. Mismanagement and delayed turnover of settlement funds received.
5. Conflict of interest concerning Atty. Herrera’s drafting and notarizing of deeds against
his clients’ interest.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court, after deliberation, found Atty. Herrera liable for his violations against
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the CPR, Canons of Professional Ethics (CPE), and the Rules of Court. The Court determined
that Atty. Herrera’s actions—ranging from misrepresentation, handling the case without
proper authority, to conflict of interest—merited disbarment. Each issue highlighted Atty.
Herrera’s disregard for the professional standards expected of a lawyer, culminating in the
decision to disbar him, thereby ensuring that only individuals who uphold the integrity and
honor of the legal profession are allowed to practice law.

**Doctrine:**

The  decision  reiterates  the  significance  of  ethical  standards  in  the  legal  profession,
emphasizing the duty of lawyers to act with honesty, diligence, and fidelity to their clients
and the court. It underscores the principle that lawyers must avoid representing conflicting
interests without the consent of all concerned and the necessity of prompt accountability for
funds received on behalf of clients.

**Class Notes:**

–  **Representation without  Authority:**  Lawyers  must  possess  explicit  authorization to
represent a party, particularly in cases involving multiple heirs or interests.
– **Notification of Client’s Death:** Counsel is obligated to inform the court of a client’s
death promptly to avoid misrepresentations.
– **Conflict of Interest:** Lawyers are prohibited from representing conflicting interests
without written consent from all parties involved.
– **Accountability for Client’s Funds:** Lawyers are trustees of their clients’ money and
must avoid commingling funds while ensuring timely and accurate accounting.

**Historical Background:**

This case underscores the perennial challenges in legal ethics and professional conduct,
particularly in representing clients’ interests, handling client funds, and the prohibition
against conflict of interest. It serves as a reminder of the consequences of professional
misconduct and the judiciary’s role in maintaining the legal profession’s integrity.


