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RESOLUTION 

PERCURIAM: 

This is a complaint for disbarment filed against respondents Attys. 
Domingo C. Laeno, Romeo R. Robiso and Reginaldo D. Bergado. 

•On official business . 
.. Designated Acting Chief Justice per Special Order No. 2644 dated March 15, 2019 . 
... On leave. 
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Atty. Laeno and the mother of complainant Atty. Ferdinand S. 
Agustin, Marcelina Agustin, agreed to the sale of a house and lot registered 
under E.M. Laeno and Associates for P6,500,000.00. In the agreement to sell 
and the completion of the sale thereof, Marcelina was represented by her 
daughter Perpetua. After the property was transferred in the name of 
Marcelina, Perpetua entered into a rental agreement with Atty. Laeno at 
P20,000.00 per month over the same property.' 

Later, Atty. Laeno started to miss rental payments and when asked, 
refused to vacate the premises. After Marcelina through her son Atty. 
Agustin instituted an ejectment case against Atty. Laeno, it was discovered 
that the sale of the above-mentioned property was covered by two (2) Deeds 
of Absolute Sale executed and signed by Atty. Laeno and both were 
notarized by Atty. Bergado. None of these documents reflected the true 
consideration of the property. One said it was for P2,000,000.00 and the 
other said it was for P2,500,000.00. The Investigating Commissioner of the 
Integrated Bar of the Philippines (IBP) is convinced that the undervalued 
consideration in the two deeds is to avoid payment of the proper taxes. 
Moreover, Atty. Laeno offered one of these bogus deeds as evidence before 
the Supreme Court. The Commissioner also noted that the other respondent, 
Atty. Bergado, allowed the said two deeds to be notarized although both 
refer to one and the same property; notarized at the same date since both 
documents bear the same notarial document number as Doc. 138; Page No. 
28; Book VII, Series of 2002.2 

In the ejectment case, Atty. Laeno denied dealing with Marcelina and 
recognized only Perpetua as the beneficial and absolute owner of the subject 
property. He further claimed that there is an unpaid balance of 
Pl ,500,000.00. According to the Commissioner, Atty. Laeno made it appear 
that Perpetua's loan with the wife of Atty. Laeno was connected with the 
consideration of the sale on the subject property as the unpaid portion. 3 

Furthermore, a certain Carolina Nielsen through Atty. Bergado filed a 
civil case against Perpetua, and several court orders in the case were 
annotated on Marcelina's title. There is also the case for the rescission of the 
sale to Marcelina where respondent Atty. Robiso was the counsel of Atty. 
Laeno.4 

In his evaluation, report and recommendation, The Investigating IBP 
Commissioner absolved Atty. Robiso from any administrative liability. The 
Commissioner, however, found Atty. Laeno guilty of misconduct for 
executing two (2) Deeds of Absolute Sale covering one ( 1) property and one J 

1 Rollo, p. 587. 
2 Id. at 77 and 85. 
' Id. at 588-589. 
•
1 Id. at 589. 
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( 1) transaction; instituting several suits as a ploy to avoid being evicted from 
the property despite a final adjudication in the ejectment suit; and knowingly 
introducing a bogus deed of sale as evidence. Similarly, Atty. Bergado is 
guilty of affixing his seal as a notary on the two (2) Deeds of Sale covering 
one and the same property, and of assisting in causing several annotations on 
Marcelina's property although the latter was never a party to the case. 

The IBP-Board of Governors (IBP-BOG), in affirming the findings of 
the Investigating IBP Commissioner, issued RESOLUTION NO. XX-2013-
464 on April 16, 2013. 

RESOLVED to ADOPT and APPROVE, as it is hereby unanimously 
ADOPTED and APPROVED, the Report and Recommendation of the 
Investigating Commissioner in the above-entitled case, herein made part 
of this Resolution as Annex "A ", and finding the recommendation fully 
supported by the evidence on record and the and the applicable laws and 
rules and.for violation o.fCanon 1, Canon 7, Canon 10, and Canon 12 o.f 
the Code of Professional Responsibility, Atty. Domingo C. Laeno is hereby 
SUSPENDED from the practice of law for two years. For violation of the 
notarial law and Canon 1 o.f the Code o.f Pro_fessional Re~ponsibility, Atty. 
Reginaldo D. Bergado's notarial commission is hereby REVOKED 
immediately if presently commissioned. Further, he is DISQUALIFIED 
from reappointment as Notary Public for two (2) years. For insufficiency 
of evidence, the case against Atty. Romeo R. Rabi.so is hereby 
DISMISSED. 5 (Emphasis and italics in the original) 

We agree with the IBP-Board of Governors' report and 
recommendation with regard to Atty. Laeno. We must, however, modify the 
penalty imposed against him by increasing the penalty to five (5) years. 

Atty. Laeno's acts of (i) executing two deeds of sale that covered one 
single property, (ii) indicating an undervalued consideration contrary to what 
was agreed on by the contracting parties, and (iii) offering one of these 
bogus deeds as evidence before the Court is exactly what is proscribed under 
the following Canons of the Code of Professional Responsibility: 

CANON 1 - A lawyer shall uphold the constitution, obey the laws of the 
land and promote respect for law and legal processes. 
xx xx 
CANON 7 - A lawyer shall at all times uphold the integrity and dignity of 
the legal profession x x x. 
xx xx 
CANON I 0 -A lawyer owes candor, fairness and good faith to the court. f 

5 Id. at 585-586. 
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Next, Atty. Laeno's resort to several suits against Marcelina and 
Perpetua to avoid eviction or cause the delay in the execution of an 
unfavorable judgment in an ejectment suit is likewise contrary to Canon 12. 

Canon 12 - A lawyer shall exert every effort and consider it his 
duty to assist in the speedy and efficient administration of justice. 

Certainly, he had a duty as an officer of the court to abide by the 
judgment rendered even if it was unfavorable to him. Therefore, a five (5) 
year suspension is appropriate to penalize his reprehensible transgressions. 
In Lazareto v. Atty. Acorda,6 We said: 

[Tl he ethics of the legal profession rightly enjoins every lawyer to act with 
the highest standards of truthfulness, fair play, and nobility in the course of 
his practice of law. x xx. 7 (Citations omitted) 

As regards to Atty. Bergado, it has come to the Court's attention that 
he is dead. A copy of his death certificate dated November 22, 2008 was 
attached as Exhibit 2 in the position paper of Atty. Laeno submitted on 
March 24, 2010,8 but was overlooked by the IBP Investigating 
Commissioner. 

WHEREFORE, Atty. Domingo C. Laeno is hereby SUSPENDED 
from the practice of law for five (5) years. For insufficiency of Evidence, the 
case against Atty. Romeo R. Robiso is hereby DISMISSED. 

Let copies of this Resolution be furnished to all cou1is, the Office of 
the Bar Confidant, and the Integrated Bar of the Philippines for their 
information and guidance. The Office of the Bar Confidant is directed to 
append a copy of this Resolution to respondent's record as member of the 
Bar. 

SO ORDERED. 

(on official business) 
LUCAS P. BERSAMIN 

Chief Justice 

'' A.C. No. 9603, June 16, 2015. 
7 Id. 
x Rollo. pp. 395 and 406. 
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