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FERNANDO, J.:

Close upon the heels of a resolution of this Court requiring Atty. Manuel M. Paredes, counsel de officio for
appellant Fernando Lata, to show cause why he should not be suspended from the practice of the law for failure to
file appellant's brief in time, this Court, in a similar disciplinary proceeding,[1] had decreed such a suspension
from the practice of the law in the case of a respondent attorney named therein, who after filing motions for
extension numbering seventeen would seek to be excepted from submitting appellant's brief on the ground that his
client had escaped. Such a penalty was deemed appropriate because as far back as the thirteenth extension
granted, he had informed this Court that he had already finished a brief, only he was at the stage of making the
appropriate corrections. Such misrepresentation coupled with his lack of understanding of the appropriate rule,[2]
requiring where a death penalty is imposed, irrespective of any appeal made, that this Court review such
judgment, the alleged excuse not sufficing therefore to justify the failure on the part of the counsel de oficio to file
the brief for the condemned man, did call for such drastic action. Here, however, respondent attorney did file
together with his explanation dated February 8, 1972, the brief for appellant Fernando Lata. Suspension might
therefore be too severe a penalty. That does not mean, however, that he has totally atoned for the failing justly
imputable to him.

On January 1, 1972 there was a motion by respondent counsel de oficio for further extension to file appellant's
brief. It was the twenty-seventh of its kind. As far back as November 11, 1970, he did start tiling motions of such
character always predicated on his being too busy to attend, as he should, to his duty as such counsel de oficio.
This is the explanation in his pleading of February 8, 1972: "That the successive and numerous motions for
extensions of time filed by the undersigned were brought about and became necessary in view of the fact that this
case which is for Murder, is quite lengthy and voluminous; the decision under appeal itself, the original records
from the lower court and even the transcript of the stenographic notes are lengthy; the issues involved are difficult
and intricate which needed considerable study, plus the added fact that the undersigned has also been quite very
busy as a law practitioner during the past year in connection with other cases which are equally urgent and
important, coupled with the circumstance that undersigned has also been assigned as counsel de oficio in another
murder case, G.R. No. L-31224, emanating from the Court of First Instance of Northern Samar, and the brief for
one of the appellants in the latter case will be submitted sometime next week; that therefore, the undersigned was
constrained to request for extensions more than usual, and he is very appreciative of the fact that this Hon. Court
has been lenient and considerate to him in this regard; * * *."[3] He begged for "the kind indulgence and
forgiveness of this Court" as well as offering "his sincerest apology for his shortcoming, * * * promising that said
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omission will not be repeated in the future; * * *.[4] Moreover, he would add therein "as a sign of good faith and
compliance," that he was submitting and filinf "simultaneously with this explanation, the appellant's brief for
appellant Fernando Lata and requests the admission thereof."[5]

There is no question about the admission of the twenty-page brief prepared for appellant Fernando Lata.
Moreover, a cursory perusal thereof would indicate that respondent counsel de oficio did take pains in the defense
of his client's cause. It is to be regretted, however, that it took him more than fifteen months before he could
comply with the responsibility that every member of the bar when given the opportunity should try to live up to
within the most expeditious time at his disposal. He did ignore the fact that the interest of the accused in capital
offenses should elicit from the utmost that lies within his capabilities. Only thus may he comply with the trust
reposed in him. Nor is it any whit less where he is called upon to assist in a de oficio capacity.

As a matter of law, such designation is even more exacting. The honor of the profession itself is at stake. It is a
proud boast of the ancient and honorable calling of the law that its votaries worship not at the altar of money but
of service — dedicated and indispensable service to assure that justice be fairly and knowledgeably administered.
The thought of gain should not therefore be paramount. Counsel de oficio must always keep that in mind. He can
feel proud that his being chosen to act as such is a manifestation of confidence on the part of the bench. He should
be the last, therefore, to neglect in any wise what is expected of him. Under all the circumstances disclosed, the
conduct of respondent counsel de oficio did not measure up to that standard. He had partially mitigated his
failings by the filing of a brief that on its face betrays diligence and effort. That is not enough, however, for
complete exculpation.

WHEREFORE , respondent Manuel M. Paredes is hereby admonished. He should take the utmost care to prevent
a repetition of an incident of this nature. He should be more attentive to his duties as a member of the bar and an
officer of the court. Let a copy of this resolution he spread upon his record.

Concepcion, C.J., Reyes, J.B.L., Makalintal, Zaldivar, Castro, Teehankee, Barredo, Villamor, and Makasiar, JJ.,
concur.

[1] People of the Philippines vs. Daban y Ganzon, L-31429, Jan. 31, 1972. Sixto P. Demaisip, respondent.

[2] Section 9 of Rule 122.

[3] Explanation with Motion for Admission of Appellant's Brief for Appellant Fernando Lata, par. 3, pp. 1 and 2.

[4] Ibid, par. 5.

[5] Ibid, par. 6.
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