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PER CURIAM:

This is a petition for suspension and disbarment from the practice of law on the ground of negligence and
malpractice of Atty. Leonardo B. Antonio who was admitted to the bar on March 12, 1971.

Sometime in May 1981, petitioner retained the services of Atty. Antonio as her counsel in connection with civil
case docketed as CA-G.R. No. 62250, "Heirs of Rita Reyes vs. Brigido Valencia", then on appeal with the Court
of Appeals. The Court of Appeals had rendered a decision on February 27, 1981 adverse to plaintiffs, one of
whom was the petitioner. The Court of Appeals granted Atty. Antonio's motion for extension to file a Motion for
Reconsideration on April 22, 1981 and giving petitioner up to May 27, 1981 to file the motion. On May 26, 1981,
Atty. Antonio filed another motion for extension which was granted. On June 26, 1981, respondent filed the
Motion for Reconsideration which the Court of Appeals denied on July 27, 1981. Respondent failed to file the
appeal within the 15-day period from receipt of the denial by the Court of Appeals. The adverse decision of the
Court of Appeals became final; hence, this petition for disbarment.

The case was referred to the Bar Confidant as Adm. Case No. 2473 for evaluation, report and recommendation. In
his comments to the petition for disbarment, respondent claimed that the appeal was not perfected within the
15-day period because:

(1) Petitioner failed to furnish and deliver to him all the necessary documents;

(2) Petitioner was nowhere to be found when she was needed and she could not be contacted;

(3) Respondent had to send petitioner to Davao City to get some documents, and by the time she returned, the
period for appeal had expired.

A careful scrutiny of the records discloses the following:

(1) Respondent claims that the records of the case were incomplete yet the complete records were turned over
to respondent by the CLAO counsel when his services were retained by petitioner;

(2) Respondent asked for extension of time to file a motion for reconsideration be­cause the records were
voluminous;

(3) Respondent blames petitioner for not returning on time from Davao City yet in his Answer to the
letter-complaint of petitioner, Guiang (petitioner) was in her house a week or so before the lapse of the pe­riod
for appeal. He could have informed petitioner that the period for filing the appeal was soon to lapse or he could
have adopted steps to prevent default.

(4) In his entry of appearance before the Court of Appeals, he complained that important documents were still
with the CLAO lawyer in Manila, which was not true because the CLAO lawyer turned over the complete
records to him.
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If it were true that the records furnished by the CLAO counsel were incomplete, respondent should have requested
for the copies of the missing records from the Court of Appeals, where the originals were kept.

We take note of the fact that the intended appeal to the Supreme Court could only raise questions of law, and
petitioner may not raise questions of fact nor present new or additional facts which are evidentiary in nature.

The Bar Confidant found the respondent guilty of negligence and malpractice for violating Rule 18.03, Canon 18
of the Code of Professional Responsibility which provides:

"A lawyer shall not neglect a legal matter entrusted to him and his negligence in connection therewith shall
render him liable."

Added to this offense are the highly improper statements in respondent's pleadings describing his client's case as
"hopeless or beyond legal remedy" after neglecting to file the appeal on time.

No formal, trial-like, hearing was conducted by the Bar Confidant wherein Atty. Leonardo B. Antonio could have
been given an opportunity orally to explain his side. However, written comments on the administrative complaint
clearly present to the Court his reasons for his omission in attending to his client's cause. All the material facts are
on record, thus this case can be decided without need for a trial-type hearing.

We find the recommendation of the Bar Confidant holding the respondent guilty of negligence and malpractice, in
violation of the code of Professional Responsibility, to be well-taken.

Accordingly, the Court RESOLVED to suspend respondent from the practice of law for six (6) months effective
upon receipt of this decision. Let this Resolution be spread on the personal record of respondent Atty. Leonardo
B. Antonio in the Office of the Bar Confidant and copies thereof furnished to all courts of the land.
SO ORDERED.

Narvasa, C.J., (Chairman), Feliciano, Regalado, Nocon, and Campos, Jr., JJ., concur.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library Adm. Case No. 2473. February 03, 1993

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 2 of 3

Bar review courses, mock exams and a study planner that keeps you on pace - batas.org



ABOUT BATAS.ORG

Study smarter at BATAS.org
The Philippine bar review and law-school companion built around how your brain actually remembers.

The complete Philippine law library - free for everyone.
More than 100,000 Supreme Court decisions, Republic Acts, and executive issuances - full-text searchable, browsable
by category and year, and always free. No paywall, no login. This PDF came from it.

Audio case-brief lectures.
Any decision becomes a podcast-style lecture - facts, issues, ruling, and doctrine - with read-along highlighting and a
hands-free presentation mode. Study while commuting, working out, or resting your eyes.

Bar review built on the science of memory.
Complete, sequenced courses for all eight bar subjects, narrated like podcasts and reinforced with retrieval practice and
spaced review - the study techniques with the strongest evidence behind them.

The full law-school curriculum.
One subscription unlocks the entire J.D. curriculum - every subject, every lesson, with your progress tracked down to
the paragraph so you can pick up exactly where you left off, on any device.

Mock exams that tell you where you stand.
Timed multiple-choice exams graded instantly, with per-subject score breakdowns and focus suggestions that point you
at your weakest topics first.

A study planner that keeps you on pace.
Set your schedule and BATAS tells you every day whether you are on track for bar day - and exactly which lesson to
take next.

Start free at https://batas.org
The law library is free forever - and your first lesson is one click away.

The text of this document is an official public record and remains in the public domain. Formatting, presentation, and compilation © 2026
batas.org.

Downloaded free from the batas.org Law Library. Share it freely - the library is free for every law student, bar reviewee, and practitioner.

BATAS.org - Philippine Law Library Adm. Case No. 2473. February 03, 1993

© 2026 batas.org  ·  Philippine Bar Review & Law-School Companion Page 3 of 3

Study hands-free: podcast-style lessons with read-along highlighting - batas.org


