G.R. No. 222678. October 17, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
Joanne Kristine G. Pimentel vs. Reynaldo Adiao, Cristy Adiao-Nieves, and Christian Adiao: A
Case of Procedural Lapses and Judicial Discretion

### Facts:

Joanne Kristine G. Pimentel entered into a Construction Agreement on October 6, 2011,
with Reynaldo Adiao and his successor, Christian Adiao, for the renovation of her bungalow
in Las Pinas, for PHP 1,150,000. Despite paying PHP 1,200,000, the project remained
incomplete. Cristy Adiao-Nieves, who signed an acknowledgment receipt for an additional
amount paid to Reynaldo, was also implicated in the dispute. Joanna sought damages for the
delay and the incomplete work in the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Las Pinas City.

Respondents contested the claims, with Reynaldo asserting the project’s completion per the
agreement and Cristy denying involvement. The RTC dismissed Joanna’s complaint due to
the late submission of her Pre-Trial (PT) brief, a procedural lapse. Joanna’s motion for
reconsideration was denied, prompting an appeal to the Court of Appeals (CA), which
affirmed the RTC’s decision. Joanna then appealed to the Supreme Court claiming errors in
the lower courts’ application of procedural rules.

### [ssues:
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in dismissing Joanna’s complaint due to her failure to
submit a PT brief on time.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court reversed the CA’s decision, highlighting the court’s authority to excuse
compliance with procedural rules under special circumstances. It noted Joanna’s proactive
stance in prosecuting her case, the preparatory work done during the pre-trial, and both
parties’ failure to strictly comply with procedural requirements. The Court emphasized the
importance of adjudicating cases on their merits rather than on technicalities, ensuring
justice and fairness.

### Doctrine:

The decision reaffirmed the doctrine that procedural rules may be relaxed or suspended in
the interest of justice. It cited “Bank of the Philippine Islands v. Dando” and “Sanchez v.
Court of Appeals,” which recognized the court’s discretion to prioritize substantive rights
over procedural imperfections when the circumstances demand flexibility.

##4# Class Notes:
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- **Mandatory vs. Discretionary Procedures:** The use of “shall” implies a mandatory
procedure, yet courts may relax such mandates in special circumstances.

- **Balance of Justice and Procedure:** Courts aim to adjudicate based on merits, not
technicalities, underscoring the principle of fairness.

- **Role of Pre-Trial Brief:** Essential for organizing the trial process, but its absence can
be excused if justice requires.

- *Liberal Construction of Rules:** Procedural rules should facilitate justice (Rule 1, Sec. 6,
Rules of Court), allowing for their liberal interpretation under certain conditions.

### Historical Background:

This case illustrates the evolving Philippine jurisprudence regarding the balance between
procedural rigor and substantive justice. It underscores the judiciary’s commitment to
decide cases on their actual merits, reflecting a pragmatic approach to legal disputes.
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