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Complainant,
Present:
LEONEN, J,
- Versus - Chairperson,

GESMUNDO,
CARANDANG,
ZALAMEDA, and
GAERLAN, JJ.

ATTY. BONIFACIO F. ARANJUEZ,

JR., Promulgated:

Respondent. March 9, 2020
S S S S - VEROTESNT ”
RESOLUTION
GAERLAN, J.:

The instant administrative case arose from a sworn Complaint-Letter
dated November 20, 2013' (Complaint-Letter) filed on November 26, 2013
by Adela Hernandez Violago (complainant) against Atty. Bonifacio F.
Aranjuez, Jr. (respondent) before the Supreme Court-Office of the Bar
Confidant (OBC) for alleged negligence in handling an ejectment suit filed
against E. Quiogue Extension Neighborhood Association, which
complainant was previously a member of.

This Court referred the administrative case to the Integrated Bar of the
Philippines (IBP) for the conduct of investigation, report and
recommendation, which was docketed as CBD Case No. 15-4627 .2

Version of Complainant

Complainant is a member of the E. Quiogue Extension Neighborhood
Association (Neighborhood Association) and one of the defendants in an
ejectment case entitled Estate of Francisco De Borja represented by Elisea
S. De Borja vs. Norberto Borja, et al., docketed as Civil Case No. 1352-10°

' Rollo, pp. 1-2.
? Id. at63.
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(Ejectment Case). Respondent represented the Neighborhood Association in
the Ejectment Case.*

As alleged by complainant, as of the time of the filing of the
administrative case, the Neighborhood Association had already lost before
the Municipal Trial Court and the Regional Trial Court. Thereafter,
respondent filed a petition for review before the Court of Appeals on behalf
of the Neighborhood Association.” Complainant claims that she was not
made aware of the status of their petition for review before the Court of
Appeals and that it was only after she and other members of the
Neighborhood Association inquired on October 16, 2013 that they
discovered that it was already dismissed by the Court of Appeals on July 25,
2013 due to several fatal defects.®

In dismissing the Petition for Review filed in the Ejectment Case, the
Court of Appeals in its Resolution’ promulgated on July 25, 2013, cited the
following five (5) material defects:

As filed, the present petition is infirmed with deficiencies, to wit:

1. Petitioners failed to attach pleadings and other material
portions of the record as would support the allegations of the petition such
as complaint, answer, position papers of the parties and appeal
memorandum;

2. The Verification and Certification on Non-Forum Shopping
executed and signed by petitioners Belle Cruz Delgado, Yolanda Reyes,
Fely Candichoy Pineda, Adela Hernandez, Virgilio Palero, Mariline
Amarillo and Teodoro Apolis, Jr. failed to comply with the Rules on
Notarial Practice (as amended by A.M. No. 02-8-13, SC, February 19,
2009) as the same does not contain a duly accomplished jurat for failure of
the affiants to present before the Notary Public at least one (1) current
identification document issued by an official agency bearing their
respective photographs and signatures showing competent evidence of
their identities. It also appears that Verification and Certification on Non-
Forum Shopping for Norberto Borja, Dominador Menguito, Jr., Ananias
Vergara, and Edina Gatpayat were executed and signed by other
individuals in their behalf without proof of authority submitted to this
Court for them to execute and sign for and in behalf of said individuals;

3. In the caption of the petition, Domingo Ignacio appeared as
petitioner but in the verification and certification on non-forum shopping,
his name appeared as Doming Ignacio;

ST At 151

Hacldiat 8.

Id. at 1.; a copy of the Resolution promulgated by the Court of Appeals on July 25, 2013 dismissing the
Petition for Review is attached as Annex “A” of the Complaint-Affidavit, id. at 7-10.
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