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**Title:** Cambaliza vs. Cristal-Tenorio, A.C. No. 478 Phil. 378 (2003)

**Facts:**
1. **Initial Complaint:** On May 30, 2000, Ana Marie Cambaliza filed a verified complaint
for disbarment against Atty.  Ana Luz B. Cristal-Tenorio with the Integrated Bar of the
Philippines (IBP) Committee on Bar Discipline. Cambaliza, a former employee of Cristal-
Tenorio,  alleged  deceit,  grossly  immoral  conduct,  and  malpractice  or  other  gross
misconduct.

2. **Allegations:**

– *Deceit:* Cristal-Tenorio represented herself as married to Felicisimo R. Tenorio, Jr., who
was  allegedly  already  married.  The  respondent  had  different  false  marriage  records
supporting their relationship.
– *Grossly Immoral Conduct:* Cristal-Tenorio disseminated derogatory statements about
Makati City Councilor Divina Alora Jacome.
– *Malpractice or Gross Misconduct:* Cristal-Tenorio allowed her non-lawyer husband to
practice law, converted client funds prompting an estafa case, and threatened Cambaliza.

3. **Respondent’s Defense:** Cristal-Tenorio denied the allegations. She asserted that:

– She was legally married to Felicisimo Tenorio, Jr.
– She did not disseminate derogatory information against Councilor Jacome.
– She conducted her law practice properly without involving her husband in legal practice.
The estafa case was dismissed, and she denied the threat against Cambaliza.
– The disbarment complaint was retaliatory and politically motivated.

4. **Proceedings Before IBP:**

– An Investigating Commissioner was appointed.
– Parties agreed to use complaint, answer, and affidavits as their direct testimonies.
–  Further  evidence  was  presented  and  contested,  including  letters  and  IDs  showing
Felicisimo R. Tenorio, Jr.’s involvement in legal activities.

5. **Commissioner’s Findings:** The Investigating Commissioner found evidence lacking for
deceit and grossly immoral conduct but recommended reprimand for cooperating in the
unauthorized practice of law by her husband.

6. **IBP Board of Governors:** They modified the recommendation, increasing the penalty
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to a six-month suspension from practice with a warning for future offenses.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether  respondent  Atty.  Ana  Luz  B.  Cristal-Tenorio  engaged  in  deceit  by
misrepresenting  her  marital  status.
2.  Whether the respondent exhibited grossly immoral conduct by spreading derogatory
information.
3.  Whether the respondent was guilty  of  malpractice or gross misconduct in office by
allowing her non-lawyer husband to practice law.
4. Whether the procedural integrity of the complaint was undermined by the complainant’s
withdrawal request.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Deceit & Grossly Immoral Conduct:** The Supreme Court agreed with the IBP that
there was insufficient evidence to substantiate these charges.

2. **Unauthorized Practice of Law:** The Court found the respondent guilty of assisting in
unauthorized practice of law, citing evidence such as:

– Letterhead listing non-lawyers as senior partners.
– An ID card misrepresenting Felicisimo R. Tenorio, Jr. as a lawyer.
– Her acknowledgment during cross-examination.

The Court emphasized that a lawyer must not assist a non-member in practicing law to
protect public interest and maintain professional standards.

3. **Procedural Justification:** The Court concurred with the IBP’s decision not to act on
Cambaliza’s  withdrawal  request,  reiterating  that  disciplinary  proceedings  are  public
concerns and must proceed if substantiated, independent of the complainant’s withdrawal.

**Doctrine:**
The case reinforced that:
–  Disbarment  or  suspension  of  a  lawyer  can  proceed  irrespective  of  a  complainant’s
withdrawal if misconduct is proven.
– Canon 9 and Rule 9.01 of the Code of Professional Responsibility prohibit a lawyer from
assisting in the unauthorized practice of law.
–  Misrepresenting non-lawyers  as  partners  or  legal  practitioners  is  a  serious  violation
warranting suspension.
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**Class Notes:**

– **Key Elements & Concepts:**
– **Canonical Reference:** Canon 9, Rule 9.01 – Prohibition against unauthorized practice
of law.
– **Unauthorized Practice:** Identifying one’s self or associates as lawyers without proper
qualification or authorization is prohibited.
– **Disciplinary Proceedings:** These are for public welfare and can proceed regardless of
private interests or complaints withdrawal.

– **Legal Citations:**
– Canon 9, Code of Professional Responsibility
– Rule 9.01, Code of Professional Responsibility

**Historical Background:**
This case occurred during a period of revalidation of professional ethics in the Philippine
legal  community,  highlighting how disciplinary measures safeguard public  interest  and
integrity  within  the  legal  profession.  Disciplinary  actions  ensure  that  only  qualified
individuals, subjected to rigorous ethical standards and professional scrutiny, practice law.


