A.C. No. 9116. March 12, 2014 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
**Figueroas and Victoria vs. Atty. Diosdado B. Jimenez: A Case of Professional Negligence**

### Facts:

Congressional Village Homeowner’s Association, Inc. was represented by the Law Firm of
Gonzalez Sinense Jimenez and Associates, with Atty. Diosdado B. Jimenez as the handling
lawyer, in a civil suit filed by the Spouses Federico and Victoria Santander on January 7,
1993. The suit concerned a concrete wall that allegedly infringed upon the Santanders’ right
of way and violated a Quezon City ordinance. The Regional Trial Court ruled in favor of the
Santanders on October 4, 1996. Upon appeal, on February 5, 1999, the Court of Appeals
dismissed it due to the expiration of the period to file the appellant’s brief by 95 days before
the first extension request.

On April 11, 2007, Figueras and Victoria filed a Complaint for Disbarment against Atty.
Jimenez for his negligence in handling the appeal and breach of professional duties. Atty.
Jimenez contested the allegations, attributing the mishandling to an associate in his firm
and argued that the complaint was retaliation for personal disagreements. The IBP
Committee on Bar Discipline recommended suspension for three to six months, modified by
the Board of Governors to a six-month suspension. This decision was upheld upon
reconsideration, prompting Atty. Jimenez to appeal to the Supreme Court.

### Issues:

1. Whether Atty. Jimenez was administratively liable for violation of Rule 12.03, Canon 12,
Canon 17, Rule 18.03, and Canon 18 of the Code of Professional Responsibility for his
handling of the appeal.

2. Whether the complainants had the personality to file the disbarment case.

3. Appropriateness of the penalty imposed by the IBP Board of Governors.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court denied Atty. Jimenez’s petition, upholding his administrative liability but
adjusting the suspension period to one month. The Court noted that disbarment proceedings
don’t require the complainant to be the lawyer’s client, emphasizing the public interest in
maintaining the legal profession’s integrity. The Court found Atty. Jimenez directly
responsible for the negligence in filing the requisite appellant’s brief, despite attributing the
failure to an associate. The adjusted suspension acknowledged the violation but considered
the totality of circumstances including the prolonged period before the disbarment
complaint was filed.

© 2024 - batas.org | 1



A.C. No. 9116. March 12, 2014 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Doctrine:

This case reiterated several doctrines:

- A lawyer must exert every effort to assist in the speedy administration of justice (Rule
12.04, Canon 12).

- A lawyer owes fidelity to the cause of his client (Canon 17).

- Negligence in handling a legal matter entrusted to a lawyer renders him liable (Rule
18.03, Canon 18).

- The right to file disbarment proceedings is not confined to clients.

### Class Notes:

Key elements for students:

1. **Professional Responsibility:** The lawyer’s duty to handle cases with diligence and the
responsibility for actions of subordinates within a law firm.

2. **Code of Professional Responsibility Violations:** Specific canons and rules violated
pertain to diligence, fidelity to the client, and the efficient administration of justice.

3. **Disbarment Proceedings:** The nature of disbarment as a public interest concern,
allowing any person to initiate proceedings.

4. **Statutes/Provisions:** Code of Professional Responsibility (Philippines) - Canon 12,
Rule 12.03, Canon 17, Rule 18.03, Canon 18.

### Historical Background:

This case underscores the significance of ethical adherence within the legal profession in
the Philippines and reinforces the procedural and substantive measures in place to address
failures in professional duties among practicing lawyers. It illustrates the balance between
individual accountability and procedural fairness while promoting the integrity and
competence expected in legal practice.
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