G.R. No. 90083. October 04, 1990 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title
Maglasang vs. People of the Philippines: A Case of Legal Decorum and Professional Ethics

### Facts

On June 22, 1989, Atty. Marceliano L. Castellano, representing Khalyxto Perez Maglasang,
filed a petition for certiorari against the People of the Philippines and Presiding Judge
Ernesto B. Templado of the San Carlos City Court, Negros Occidental. The Supreme Court
dismissed the petition on July 26, 1989, due to non-compliance with Circular No. 1-88,
specifically the non-payment of required legal fees and the failure to attach necessary case
documents.

A motion for reconsideration was filed on September 9, 1989, after rectifying the payment
issue, but it still lacked the mandated documents. Consequently, the Court with finality
denied this motion on October 18, 1989. Later, a complaint accusing the justices of bias and
ignorance was filed by Atty. Castellano on behalf of Maglasang with the Office of the
President on December 19, 1989. This move prompted the Supreme Court to require Atty.
Castellano to show cause why he should not be punished for contempt or dealt with
administratively for improper conduct, to which Atty. Castellano responded with defiance
and criticism of the Court’s practices.

### Issues

1. Whether Atty. Marceliano L. Castellano’s actions of filing a baseless complaint against the
justices for their decision on the petition for certiorari and his subsequent responses were in
violation of legal ethical standards.

2. Whether Atty. Castellano’s conduct constituted contempt of court.

### Court’s Decision

The Supreme Court found Atty. Castellano guilty of contempt of court and improper
conduct. The Court highlighted his failure to comply with procedural requirements for the
petition and criticized his unfounded allegations against the justices. The Court emphasized
the importance of respect toward judicial decisions and the impropriety of attributing unjust
motives to judges without evidence. Atty. Castellano was fined P1,000 or faced ten days of
imprisonment for non-payment and was suspended from practicing law for six months, with
a warning for more severe consequences for future misconduct.

### Doctrine
This case reiterated the doctrine on the importance of legal professionals maintaining the
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highest standard of respect and decorum toward the judiciary, emphasizing that criticisms
must be bona fide and within the bounds of decency. Additionally, it underscored the
principle that lawyers are primarily officers of the court, responsible for the fair
administration of justice, over and above their obligations to their clients.

### Class Notes

1. **Circular No. 1-88 Compliance:** Lawyers must strictly comply with procedural
requirements, including payment of legal fees and submission of necessary documents, in
court petitions.

2. **Respect for Judiciary:** Lawyers must observe and maintain due respect toward courts
and judicial officers, abstaining from scandalous, offensive, or menacing language (Canon
11, Code of Professional Responsibility).

3. **Proper Criticism:** Criticisms against the court or its members must be bona fide,
avoiding slander or intemperate feedback that encroach upon the decency and propriety
expected of legal professionals.

4. *Contempt of Court:** Actions or words by lawyers that disrespect the court or challenge
its integrity may constitute contempt of court, warranting disciplinary action.

5. **Role of Legal Professionals:** Lawyers are officers of the court, tasked with the
administration of justice. Their conduct, both in and out of court, should reflect this primary
responsibility over their allegiance to their clients.

### Historical Background

This case emerged during a period of significant political and judicial transition in the
Philippines, following the restoration of democratic institutions after the Martial Law era
under Ferdinand Marcos. Tensions between the administration of President Corazon Aquino
and remnants of the previous regime highlighted the judiciary’s critical role in upholding
legal and ethical standards amidst socio-political changes. The case exemplifies the
judiciary’s efforts to maintain its integrity against baseless accusations and emphasizes the
responsibility of legal practitioners to uphold the highest standards of professional conduct.
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