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Title: Alemany et al. v. Judge Sweeney

Facts:
In the original action before the Supreme Court, Jose E. Alemany and his co-petitioners
brought a case against John C. Sweeney, a Judge of the Court of First Instance of Manila.
After the Supreme Court overruled a demurrer to the complaint filed by the petitioners, the
respondent Judge Sweeney answered the complaint. However, the petitioners moved to
strike out this answer on the grounds that it neither admitted nor denied the facts set out in
the complaint nor did it allege any new facts. The procedural posture of this case was
unique as it dealt with the appropriateness of Sweeney’s answer to the original complaint
and its compliance with procedural rules.

Issues:
1. Whether the answer filed by the respondent sufficiently addresses the allegations in the
petitioners’ complaint as required by procedural law.
2. What is the proper course of action when an answer fails to admit or deny the facts in the
complaint and instead focuses on legal arguments?

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petitioners’ motion to strike out the answer. Justice Willard
found that the answer must be construed as tacitly admitting all the allegations of the
complaint due to Section 94 of the Code of Civil  Procedure. It  implies that a material
allegation in the complaint  not  expressly  denied is  deemed admitted.  Hence,  the tacit
admission is equivalent to an express admission, which cannot be stricken out as irrelevant.
The Supreme Court suggested that in cases where an answer states no defense, the most
expeditious method would be to place the case on the calendar for trial on its merits. In
such a situation, the only question to determine would be whether, based on the facts stated
in the complaint, the plaintiff was entitled to judgment.

Doctrine:
This case reiterates the procedural rule that material allegations of the complaint, which are
neither generally nor specifically denied in the answer, are deemed admitted. Such tacit
admissions serve as the legal equivalent of an express admission.

Class Notes:
– Material Allegation: Any essential statement in a pleading that is crucial for the plaintiff’s
claim or defense purposes.
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– Tacit Admission: Failure to deny an allegation in the complaint is considered as admitting
that allegation.
– Code of Civil Procedure, Section 94: Establishes that allegations not denied are treated as
admitted.
– Expeditious Trial  Method: In instances where the answer includes no defense to the
complaint, it may be more efficient to proceed directly to trial to decide on the merits of the
plaintiff’s case.

Historical Background:
The Alemany et al. v. Judge Sweeney case reflects the judicial process in the early 20th
century Philippines under the American colonial period. The legal framework of the time
was influenced by the American legal system, which is evident from the reference to the
Code of Civil Procedure—a codification of procedural law that governed civil litigation. This
case demonstrates the Supreme Court’s  role in ensuring that  lower court  proceedings
adhere to established procedural standards and highlights the necessity for litigants to
follow such procedures to ensure the fairness and integrity of the judicial process.


