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### Title:
Hongkong & Shanghai Banking Corporation vs. Aldecoa & Co., et al.

### Facts:
This  case  revolves  around  the  indebtedness  of  the  defendant,  Aldecoa  &  Co.,  to  the
Hongkong & Shanghai Banking Corporation and the efforts to enforce the liability of other
defendants as partners for this debt, along with the foreclosure of certain mortgages.

Aldecoa & Co., reorganized in December 1896 with the widow Isabel Palet as a partner,
alongside her children as industrial  partners,  secured credit  from the plaintiff  bank in
February 1906 and provided additional real property as security.  Over time, additional
securities  were provided,  including the right  of  mortgage on various properties.  Upon
liquidation in December 1906, various transactions were made to attempt satisfaction of the
debts including injunction bonds, shareholder mortgages, and property mortgages, yet the
firm and additional defendants failed to meet payment obligations.

The litigation journey began with an action against the bank by Joaquin, Zoilo, and Cecilia
seeking  a  declaration  of  invalidity  over  their  partnership  agreements  and  mortgages,
leading  to  a  complex  legal  battle  over  the  enforcement  of  debts,  mortgages,  and
partnerships.  This  case  in  question  landed  in  the  Supreme  Court  after  appeals  from
judgments favoring the plaintiff bank and motion denials concerning the legality of the
debted obligations and the foreclosure of mortgaged properties.

### Issues:
1. Whether Aldecoa & Co. and additional defendants (including the intervenor, Urquhart,
and the Aldecoa children) are liable for the debts to the plaintiff bank.
2. The validity and enforceability of the mortgages provided as security for the debts.
3. The legal standing and preferential rights of the intervenor, Urquhart, in the liquidation
and claims against Aldecoa & Co.
4. The impact of familial and business relationships on the liability and rights concerning
Aldecoa & Co.’s debts.

### Court’s Decision:
The Court held that Aldecoa & Co. and certain defendants were liable for the debts to the
plaintiff bank, supporting the enforcement of the mortgages as collateral for these debts.
The legal maneuvers attempted by the various parties, including the emancipation of the
Aldecoa children and the invalidation of partnership agreements, were largely dismissed,
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indicating their liability. The Court also rejected Urquhart’s interventions for preferential
claims against the company, underscoring the primary obligations to the bank. The decision
addressed  each  matter  distinctly,  reaffirming  obligations  under  the  mortgages  and
disqualifying arguments against the bank’s claims.

### Doctrine:
The decision reiterates the principle that industrial partners, like capitalistic partners, are
liable for the debts of their firm. Additionally, it upholds the enforceability of mortgages as
security for debts, even against complex claims of invalidity and preferential rights.

### Class Notes:
– **Industrial vs. Capitalistic Partners:** Both types of partners in a general mercantile
partnership are liable with their property for firm debts.
– **Mortgage as Security:** Mortgages given as security for debts are enforceable, subject
to legal formalities.
– **Parental Authority and Liability:** Actions taken by parents on behalf of minor children,
including entering partnerships, carry legal obligations and ramifications.
– **Liquidation and Intervention Rights:** A liquidator’s claims against a company’s estate
are subject to the prioritization of secured debts.

### Historical Background:
This  case  highlights  the  complexities  of  business  partnerships,  parental  authority  in
business dealings,  and the enforceability  of  financial  obligations against  a backdrop of
changing family dynamics and liquidation proceedings. The legal processes demonstrate the
intricacies of Philippine commercial law, especially concerning liabilities, securities, and the
rights of creditors versus shareholders and partners.


