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Republic of the Philippines
Supreme Court
Manila

THIRD DIVISION

NOTICE

Sirs/Mesdames:
Please (ake notice that the Court, Third Division, issued o Resofution
dated June 15, 2022 which reads as follows:

“A.C. No. 11896 [Formerly CBID Case No. 18-5673J(Atty.
Fernando C. Campos, Cemplainunt vs. Atty. Reina Villa-Guro and
Alty. Kiristian . Barzaga, Respondents). — This resolves the
disbarment  Complaint!  filed by Atty. Fernando €. Campos
(complainani) agminst Atty. Reina M. Villa-Guro (Atty. Villa-Gure) and
Alty. Kristian . Barzaga {Atty. Barzaga) {collectively, respondents) for
alleged vielalions of the Code of Professional Responsibility {CPR).

A big house purporiedly owned by Congresswoman Jennifer
Austria-Barzaga (Congresswoman Austria-Barzapa) was being
constructed at the Orchard Goll and Country Club, Dasmarifias City,
Cavile.* Complainant, finding no building permit displayed at the
consiruction site, decided to write a Letter® dated December 23, 2016
agking the city building official of Dasmarifias Cily, Cavitc to submit the
lollowing mmformation to him, within 15 days from receipt of his letter:
(1} the pame and address ol the owncr of the house; {(2) the size of ihe
house; (3) the number of [oors; (4) the estimated cost, (5} the iransfer
certificate of tille (I'CT); and (6) other information as required by the
National Building Code* Acting as legal consultants, respondents
informed complainant through a Letler® dated January 24, 2017 thal per
records of the Building Office, and contrary to his allegations, there is
neither a building constructed nor any properly registered under the
name of Congresswoman Austria-Barsaga in the country club. Ancnt the
other picccs of information that complainant sought te eliclt, respondents
informed the latter thal they could not provide them considering the property
owner’s right to privacy, safety, and security.®

Hence, the complaint.
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Complainant alleged that respondents, in refusing to furish him with
a copy of the building permit, the construction plans, and the owner’s TCT,
among others, committed conccalmeni of evidence in violation of Rules
1.01,71.02,%1.03,° and 1.04'", Canon'1 of the CPR.%!

in their Answer," respondents denied, among others, complainant’s

allcgations against them and explained that only the property owner or
his/her duly authorized representative can obtain a copy of the building
permit together with the other plans and building documents from the

Building Office.”

In iis Report and Recommendation'* dated December 19, 2019, the
Investigating Commissioner found neothing anomalous in the Answer' of
respondents to complainant’s Letter,’® and accordingly, recommended the
dismissal of the Complaint'? for uiter lack of merit.'® Then, on April 10,
2021, the Integrated Bar of the Philippines (IBP) Boeoard of Governors
resolved to adopt the Investigating Commissioner’s findings and
recommendation after finding that it was fully supported by the evidence on
record and the applicable laws and rules.””

The Issue

The issue to be resolved in this case 15 whether respondents should be
held administratively liable.

The Cowrts Ruling

The Court adopis the findings and the recommendation of the IBP
Board of Governors to dismiss the instant disbarment Complaint®® against
respondents. '

In disbarment proceedings, complainants bear the burden of proving

Bule 1.01 — A lawyer shall not engage In enlaw(ul, dishonest, irmmoral or deceitln! conduct.

Rule 102 — A lawyer shall not coumsel or abet activitics ahmed at deffance of the law or af lessening
conlidenee in the lepal system.

* Bule 1.03 A Jawyer shall not, lir any comupt motivs or inkerest, CMCOUTAES any suit or proceciling or
delsy any man’s cause.

Eule 1.04 A lawver shall encowrage s cliemts to avold end or setle a comfroversy if it will admit of a
tair setilcment,
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the allegations in their complaints by substantial evidence.”' Reliance on
mere allegations, conjectures and supposition of an attorney’s alleged acts,
absent proof by substantial evidence, cannot be given credence,” as in this
case.

Contrary to complainant’s bare and unsubstantiated allegations, there
is nothing sinister in respondents’ refusal to grant his request to which he is
not legally entitled. As correctly reasoned by respondents, the Building
Office cannot just give copies of the property owner’s names, building plans,
and specifications, as well as their TCT, among others, to total strangers
such as complainant. Otherwise, the property owner’s privacy, security, and
safety would be compromised.*

While the Court will not hesitate to mete out proper disciplinary
punishment upon lawyers who are shown to have failed to live up to their
sworn duties, it will also not hesitate to extend its protective arm to lawyers
when the accusation against them is not indubitably proven.?!

WHEREFORE, the disbarment complaint against Atty. Reina Villa-
Guro and Atty. Kristian G. Barzaga is DISMISSED for utter lack of merit.

The Notice of Resolution in CBD Case No. CBD-2021-04-08 dated
April 10, 2021 of the Integrated Bar of the Philippines Board of Governors
transmitted through letter dated November 17, 2021 by Atty. Avelino V.

Sales, Jr.,, Director for Bar Discipline, together with the records of the case
and flash drive file, is NOTED.

SO ORDERED.”

By authority of the Court:

My SR DY
MISAEL DOMINGO C. BATTUNG I11

Division Clerk of Court \“5 4 f / 5
TE:

Atty. Fernando C. Campos
Complainant

Mo. 2 Orchard Avenue

Orchard Golf & Country Club
City of Dasmarinas, 4114 Cavite

Philippine School of Business Administration, Inc-Quezon City v Aty Paulino, A.C. No. 12947
(Notice). February 10, 2021, citing Alag v Amy Senupe, Jr. A.C. No. 12115, October 13, 2018,

Villanueva v. Marcaida, A.C. No. 11034 (Notice), February 14, 2022, citing Tan v Aty dlvarico. A.C.
Mo, 10933, November 3, 2020,

* Rollo, p. 46.

Anacin v, Any. Salonga, A.C. No. 8764 (Notice), January 8, 2020, citing Aty Guanzon v. Ay Dojillo,
838 Phil. 228, 235 (2018).
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Ay, Fernando C. Campas
Bohol Mansions

No. 43 Bohol Avenue
110 Quezom City

Attys. Being Villu-Churo and Kristian G

Rarraga

Respondonrs

Legal Office of the Mayor of the Crty of Thasmannas
City of Dasmarionas,

4114 Cavie

Atey, Amor ' Entila

Assistanl Bar Comlidant

QITICE OF TIIE BAR CONETDANT
Supreme Court, Manilz

Agry. Avelino V. Sales, Jr.

Lirector for Bar Discipline

INTEGRATED BAR OF TIIE PIIILIFPINES
Dona Jalia Vargas Avenne

Crtigas Cenfer, 1600 Pasig City

JUDICIAL & BAR COUNCIL
Sueprems Court, Manila

FIILIFFINE JUDICTIAL ACADEMY
Kesearch Publications and Tankages (Ofhce
Supreme Court, Mamla

fresearch_philjaid yahoo.com)

PUBLIC INFORMATION OFFICE
Supreme Couert, Manila
[For mpleading pursuant to AW 12-7-1-5C7

LIBEARY SERVICES
Sopretne Couwrt, Manila

A.C, No, 11894
A "'jﬁ

A.C. No. 118%
[Formerly CBD Case No. 18-3673]
June 13, 2022
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