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A rather drizzling and overcast Monday morning to all of
you!

We could certainly have hoped for better weather
conditions for today's flag ceremony and the eventful launch of
the "Codes and References for the Public Attorney's Office",
but, in my mind, perhaps the fickle tendencies of our local
weather patterns present the best allegorical demonstration of
what these Codes and References stand for.

They stand for one thing, that is, the quest to do what is
best for public service under any and all conditions. As they
say, come rain or shine, high hail or thunderstorms.

By setting down in writing these codes and references and
publishing them - with, of course, the invaluable assistance and
support of the U.S. Agency for International Development,
Philippine Mission, and the American Bar Association Rule of
Law Initiative - a sense of transparency and accountability has
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been achieved. Transparency and accountability. Two words
which, at this point in the history of Philippine governance, are
perhaps the most invoked, the most discussed and debated
about but, above all, the two things that the Filipino people
deserve the most.

You, our public attorneys, are perhaps the best witnesses
to the hardships that ordinary Filipinos go through when they
are forced to face the complexity of what we call our Philippine
Justice System. They are forced to wait for years on end for
their legal battles to be resolved, as courts veritably dictate the
pace, not just of their case, but virtually their lives, as the threat
of not achieving justice hang above their head year, after year,
after year. They are forced to wait, to languish and suffer, for
they face the harsh reality that they have neither the means, nor
the influence, nor the connections, to ensure the speedy and
favorable resolution of their cases. For them, they have no
choice but to accept that Lady Justice is blind, perhaps even
deaf and numb.

Yet, here we discover, that as the cases of ordinary folks
remain pending for years, even decades, in court dockets, there
are those special VIPs, who are able to obtain remedies, not just
unseemingly fast, but also under very questionable
circumstances. We discover, too, that the highest magistrate of
the land is amassing wealth, from sources yet unknown,
without even accounting for the same in his Statements of
Asset, Liabilities and Networth (SALN), in direct violation of
the Constitution and the laws he had sworn to uphold.

With his words, he has expressed that he is willing to face
the charges against him. He says he does not fear the truth. Yet
he has proven over and over again, through his actions, that his
words are wind, for he has failed to translate them into
anything concrete that the Filipino people can rely on.

Instead of allowing the impeachment court the freedom to
discharge its solemn mandate under the Constitution, he has
done the ethically unthinkable and asked his own Supreme

2



Court to issue a Temporary Restraining Order to prevent the
truth from coming out, to deny the Filipino people the means to
demand his accountability.

How was the truth served, then? They delude themselves
into thinking that they can make the people believe that justice
is being served under these circumstances.

If anything, the people are intelligent enough to know that
they must have good reasons for desperately seeking to
suppress the release of information about the Chief Justice's
foreign currency deposits.

If anything, they have merely fueled the distrust of the
Filipino people.

Therefore, we have to ask, how is the overriding
constitutional principle that "public service is a public trust"
being served under these circumstances? The fact is that it is
not. By encroaching into the jurisdiction of the impeachment
court, they have succeeded in courting doubt and suspicion, the
most lamentable aspect of which is that such doubt and
suspicion is no longer leveled against an individual anymore,
but against an entire institution. The Chief Magistrate, in his
desperate bid to save himself, has placed the very institution he
claims to be protecting in a compromising situation.

We, as lawyers, as advocates for justice for those who are
economically disadvantaged, have relied on one thing and one
thing only: the primacy of our Constitution, which was framed
to ensure that all public officials, no matter the loftiness of the
position they hold, shall all bow down to the sovereign Filipino
people; that sovereignty resides in the people and all
government authority emanates from them; that public office is
a public trust.

Those are the very principles that underscore the
constitution of impeachment courts, and the reason why
impeachment proceedings are considered sui generis in
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character, which makes the Supreme Court's interference not
just unethical, but also subversive to the Constitution. The
precedent created is one that virtually absolves members of the
Supreme Court from any accountability whatsoever, including
by impeachment, by making impeachment proceedings and
cases always subject to the review of the Court. Members of the
Court are removable from office only by impeachment. If the
power of judicial review would include every instance of
impeachment of a sitting Justice, then, following the precedent
cases of Davide and Corona, no member of the Court can ever
be impeached, hence removed from office, and most
importantly, made accountable for their actions as public
officers.

Judicial review of impeachment proceedings therefore
make Supreme Court Justices the only class of officers which
cannot be held accountable to the public, and the only class of
public officials that cannot be removed from office by any
method whatsoever, including impeachment.

It is difficult to comprehend how the Supreme Court could
justify its interference knowing that it cannot hope to honestly
hurdle the "[w]ell-known ... judicial norm that 'judges should
not only be impartial but should also appear impartial.'" Thus,
if there were an apropos time for the Supreme Court to exercise
judicial restraint in passing upon a political question that is best
left to the wisdom of another tribunal, deference to the progress
of an impeachment proceeding ought to have been it.

In truth, I fear that issuing rules and codes such as those
we are launching today - with their references to the Anti-Graft
and Corrupt Practices Act, to the Act Establishing a Code of
Conduct and Ethical Standards for Public Officials and
Employees, to the Canons of Professional Ethics and Code of
Professional Responsibility, etc. - might only serve to reinforce
the idea of a double standard in the application of laws and
rules. That though ordinary people and lower-ranking public
servants can expect to be strictly held to the tenets of these legal
documents, there are those who have successfully wrapped
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themselves in the protection of empty legal rhetoric and in the
guise of lofty constitutional principles, so as to become virtually
unimpeachable, and unaccountable.

Yet, I believe that the solution is not to give in to the
corrupted interpretation of transparency and accountability,
but, instead, to work together to ensure that everyone,
including the Chief Justice, adheres to the principle that public
office is not a right, but a privilege that is accorded only to those
who, by their competence and integrity, deserve to be vested
with the public's trust. Just as there is no room for the
dishonest and corrupt in the Public Attorney's Office, there is
even greater reason to ensure that there is none in the highest
judicial tribunal of the land. The Filipino people deserve no
less.

Thank you.
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