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Title:
Chavez vs. Viola, 273 Phil. 206 (1990)

Facts:
1. On May 9, 1990, Teodoro I. Chavez submitted a letter-complaint to the Supreme Court
seeking the disbarment or other penalty of Atty. Escolastico R. Viola for gross misconduct or
malpractice.
2. The complaint detailed that Atty. Viola represented Felicidad Alvendia, Jesus Alvendia,
and Jesus Alvendia, Jr. in Civil Case No. 3330-M before the Court of First Instance (CFI) of
Bulacan against  Teodoro Chavez (complainant),  Lucia dela Cruz,  Alpon dela Cruz,  and
Eugenio dela Cruz, for issues related to public land in Barrio Baluarte, Bulacan.
3. Viola claimed in 1966 that his clients held Foreshore Lease Applications Nos. V-1284 and
2807 and that lease contracts were executed in their favor by the Secretary of Agriculture
and Natural Resources. He asked that the Alvendias be declared bona fide lessees of the
disputed land.
4.  On  October  2,  1969,  the  CFI  dismissed  the  complaint  for  non-appearance  of  the
Alvendias.
5. Republic Act No. 470, enacted on June 18, 1966, reserved the foreshore land (part of the
communal fishing ground) for public use, affecting the land the Alvendias occupied.
6. On November 8, 1977, Viola filed an Amended Application for Original Registration of
Title in Land Registration Case (“LRC”) No. 3711-M for the spouses Alvendias, claiming
them as owners of the land acquired from Teresita Vistan in 1929.
7. Chavez alleged that Viola filed the amended application falsely, knowing his clients were
lessees, thus promoting a fraudulent registration.
8.  Viola argued that he inherited the case from Atty.  Montesclaro and believed in the
Alvendias’  right  to  apply  for  registration.  He  later  sought  dismissal  of  the  complaint,
emphasizing reliance on advice from the Bureau of Lands and his good faith in continuing
the case.
9. The case was referred to the Solicitor General for investigation. Viola’s motion to dismiss
was referred but denied.
10.  The Solicitor  General’s  report  in  1990 concluded that  Viola  knowingly  made false
statements and violated his oath as a lawyer by alleging two contradictory positions in
different pleadings without proper explanation.

Issues:
1. Whether Atty. Escolastico R. Viola committed gross misconduct by knowingly making
false statements and filing a fraudulent application for land registration.
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2. Whether Viola’s actions violated his oath as a lawyer and Canons of Professional Ethics,
which mandate candor and honesty towards the courts.

Court’s Decision:
1. **Gross Misconduct**: The Supreme Court found that Viola committed gross misconduct
by making false statements and promoting a fraudulent application. His conflicting claims —
first  that  the  Alvendias  were  lessees  and later  that  they  were  owners  — were  found
misleading  without  a  valid  explanation  for  the  discrepancy.  This  violated  the  ethical
standards expected of lawyers.

2. **Violation of Lawyer’s Oath and Ethical Canons**: The Court emphasized the importance
of honesty and candor from lawyers to ensure the proper administration of justice. Viola’s
actions were seen as a breach of his duties, and his excuse of inheriting the case and acting
on advice from the Bureau of Lands was dismissed as inadequate.

Doctrine:
– **Candor and Honesty**: A lawyer owes the highest duty of candor and honesty to the
courts. Misleading or false statements undermine the judicial process and constitute serious
professional misconduct.
– **Practice of Law as a Privilege**: The practice of law is a privilege, not a right. Lawyers
must  adhere to  the highest  ethical  standards,  as  the privilege is  contingent  upon the
continuous possession of qualifications and moral integrity.

Class Notes:
– **Key Concepts**:
– Gross Misconduct, Lawyer’s Oath, Canons of Professional Ethics, Candor and Honesty.
–  Canon 22 (later Canon 10,  Code of  Professional  Responsibility):  “A lawyer’s  conduct
should be characterized by candor, fairness, and good faith to the courts.”

– **Statutory Provision**:
– Republic Act No. 470: Reserving land for communal fishing, impacting foreshore lease
applications.

– **Application**:
– Misrepresentation in legal pleadings is grounds for suspension or disbarment.
– Legal strategy must not compromise integrity or mislead judicial proceedings.

Historical Background:
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The case  highlights  the  strict  expectations  from legal  professionals  in  the  Philippines,
anchored on principles that prioritize the integrity of the judiciary over the client’s interests.
This underscores the shift towards stringent ethical practices in a time when the legal
system began reinforcing accountability among its practitioners.


