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(5) the name and address of each principal;
{6) the competent evidence of identity as defined by these

Rules if' the signatory is not personally known to the
notary:

(7) the name and address of each credible witness sweating
to or affirming the person’s identity;

(8) the fee charged for the notarial act;

(9) the address where the notarization was performed if not

i the notary’s regular place of work or business; and
(10) any other circumstance the notary public may deem of
significance or relevance.

Here, Atty. Gonzales readily admitted that he failed to record the
Director’s Certificate in his notarial register. Moreover, he admitted that
he failed to provide the instrument with different notarial details and
assigned it with the same entries as the Deed of Sale he notarized the day

prior, viz.: “Document No. 305; Page No. 62; Book No. X; Series of
1998.”

As an excuse, Atty. Gonzales attributes to his former secretary the
negligent assignment of erroneous notarial details on the Director’s

Certificate, and the failure to record the instrument in the notarial
register.

It 1s well-settled that failure to make entry in the notary public’s
notarial register concerning his notarial acts violates his duty under the
Code of Professional Responsibility to uphold and obey the laws of the
land and to promote respect for law and legal processes. Moreover, Atty.
Gonzales’ delegation to his former secretary of his notarial function of
recording entries in his notarial register is a clear contravention of the
explicit provision of the notarial rules that such duty must be fulfilled by
the notary public himself and not by anyone else. This is a direct
violation of Rule 9.01, Canon 9 of the Code of Professional
Responsibility which provides that:

Rule 9.01 — A lawyer shall not delegate to any unqualified
person the performance of any task which by law may only be
performed by a member of the Bar in good standing,.

Being the one charged by law to record in the notarial register the
necessary information regarding documents or instruments being
notarized, Atty. Gonzales cannot evade liability by passing the
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negligence to his former secretary and invoke good faith. Failure to enter
a notarial act in one’s notarial register and the assignment of erroneous
notarial details in a notarized instrument constitute dereliction of a
notary public’s duties which warrants the revocation of a lawyer’s

commission as a notary public.”” Section 1(b)(2), Rule XI of the 2004
Rules on Notarial Practice is explicit:

RULE XI
REVOCATION OF COMMISSION AND DISCIPLINARY
SANCTIONS

SECTION 1. Revocation and Administrative Sanctions. —
XNXX
(b) In addition, the Executive Judge may revoke the

commission of, or  Impose appropriate administrative sanctions
upon. any notary public who:

XXXX

(2) fails to make the proper entry or entries in his notarial
register concerning his notarial acts;

The Court reminds Atty. Gonzales that a notary public must
observe the highest degree of compliance with the basic requirements of
notarial practice in order to preserve public confidence in the integrity of
the notarial system.”® The notarization of public documents is vested
with substantive public interest. Courts, administrative agencies, and the
public at large must be able to rely upon the acknowledgment executed
by a notary public and appended to a private instrument. Atty. Gonzales'
failure to strictly comply with the rules on notarial practice sertously
undermines the dependability and efficacy of notarized documents.

Jurisprudence provides that a notary public who fails to discharge
his duties as such is meted out the following penalties: (1) revocation of
notarial commission; (2} disqualification from being commissioned as

notary public; and (3) suspension from the practice of law--the terms of
which vary based on the circumstances of each case.”

Under the circumstances, the Court finds the revocation of Atty.
Gonzales’ notarial commission, disqualification of his notarial
®d

' Roa-Buenafe v. Atty. Lirozan, supra note 26, citing Heirs of Pedro Alilano v. Ay, Examen, 756
Phil. 608 {2015},

Bakidol v. Atty. Bilog, AC No, 11174, June 10, 2019, citing Sappayvani v Gasmen, 768 Phil, 1, 9
(2015).
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