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**Title:** _Gregory Alan F. Bautista vs. Philippine College of Criminology, Inc. et al.: A Case
of Forum Shopping and its Consequences_

**Facts:**
The case revolves around the internal dispute within the Philippine College of Criminology,
Inc., primarily focusing on the succession of the presidency after the death of its founder,
Supreme Court Associate Justice Felix Angelo Bautista. Eduardo Sr.,  the successor and
father of the involved parties, appointed through Presidential Order No. 1, Gregory Alan F.
Bautista as his successor. This order was backed by a Certificate of Acquiescence signed by
Gregory and his siblings, acknowledging and agreeing to the succession plan.

Following  Eduardo  Sr.’s  death,  Gregory  assumed  the  role  of  President  and  Board
Chairperson. However, disputes arose leading to inquiries made by Rodolfo and Cecilia
Bautista regarding the calling of a board meeting, which eventually led to a reorganized
board and election of Cecilia as the President, effectively ousting Gregory.

Gregory filed two actions in response: a Quo Warranto Petition, seeking his reinstatement,
which was dismissed due to lack of form and substance; and a Complaint for Specific
Performance, arguing for his rights based on the Certificate of Acquiescence against the
petitioner-siblings, aiming to invalidate the resolution expelling him from the board and to
declare him as an active board member.

The initial dismissal of Gregory’s Complaint on grounds of forum shopping and lack of merit
by  the  Regional  Trial  Court  was  overturned  by  the  Court  of  Appeals,  leading  to  the
escalation of the dispute to the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in reinstating Gregory Alan F. Bautista’s Complaint
for Specific Performance, thereby disregarding the principle of forum shopping.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court reversed the Court of Appeals’ decision, reinstating the Regional Trial
Court’s dismissal of Gregory’s Complaint on grounds of forum shopping. The Supreme Court
elucidated that forum shopping occurs when actions involve fundamentally similar violations
of  the  same right-duty  correlation,  potentially  leading  to  conflicting  interpretations  of
similar incidents hence unnecessarily taxing judicial resources. The Court emphasized the
essence of forum shopping – identity in parties, rights or causes of action, and reliefs sought
– commenting that absolute identity in these aspects is unnecessary for determining forum



G.R. No. 242486. June 10, 2020 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 2

shopping.  Through  this  lens,  the  Court  examined  Gregory’s  consecutive  actions  and
deduced a substantial overlap in the identity of parties, causes of action, and the nature of
reliefs  sought  between  the  Quo  Warranto  Petition  and  the  Complaint  for  Specific
Performance, concluding Gregory engaged in forum shopping, thus meriting the dismissal of
his complaint.

**Doctrine:**
The case reiterates  the doctrine that  forum shopping exists  when there is  identity  or
substantial overlap in parties, rights or causes of action, and reliefs sought between two or
more actions, signaling a misuse of judicial resources and procedures. Absolute identity is
unnecessary; substantial similarity suffices for forum shopping to be established.

**Class Notes:**
– **Forum Shopping:** Initiating multiple legal actions based on the same cause of action,
involving  the  same  parties,  seeking  similar  reliefs,  resulting  in  an  abuse  of  judicial
resources.
– **Quo Warranto Petition:** A legal action questioning the right of a person to hold a public
or corporate office.
– **Specific Performance:** A legal remedy where the court orders a party to perform a
specific act, typically what is stipulated in a contract.
– **Litis Pendentia:** The concept that a legal action is pending and thus cannot be initiated
again until it is resolved.
– **Res Judicata:** A matter that has been adjudged by competent court and therefore
cannot be pursued further by the same parties.
– **Certificate of Acquiescence:** A document where parties acknowledge and agree to a
certain provision, in this case, the succession of the presidency within the corporation.

**Historical Background:**
The  dispute  highlights  the  complexities  of  corporate  governance  within  family-owned
institutions,  especially  in  the  context  of  succession  and  management  roles.  The  case
provides an insightful engagement with the legal nuances of corporate disputes, succession
planning, and the implications of forum shopping within the Philippine judicial system.


