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Title: Alfredo Hilado et al. v. The Court of Appeals et al., G.R. No. 163155

Facts:
– Roberto S. Benedicto, a known sugar magnate, passed away intestate on May 15, 2000. He
was survived by his wife Julita Campos Benedicto, who later became the administratrix, and
his only daughter Francisca Benedicto-Paulino.
– At his death, Benedicto was involved in two pending civil  cases in Bacolod City RTC
Branch 44: Civil Case No. 95-9137 filed by Alfredo Hilado and Civil Case No. 11178 filed by
Lopez Sugar Corporation and First Farmers Holding Corporation.
– On May 25, 2000, Julita Campos Benedicto filed for letters of administration at the Manila
RTC, Branch 21. The court issued the letters on August 2, 2000.
– On January 2001, Julita submitted an inventory listing liabilities from the two pending
cases as part of the estate.
– Petitioners sought to intervene in the intestate proceedings by requesting deadlines for
the submission of estate inventory, annual accounting, and furnishing copies of all court
processes. The Manila RTC denied their motions, ruling they were not interested parties
under the Rules of Court to intervene.
– Their appeal and subsequent motion for reconsideration were both denied by the Court of
Appeals, leading to the present petition before the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1. Do petitioners qualify as “interested parties” under the Rules of Special Proceedings to
intervene in intestate proceedings?
2. Are petitioners entitled to be furnished copies of all court processes and pleadings in the
intestate proceedings?
3.  Should  the  intestate  court  mandate  deadlines  for  the  submission  of  a  verified  and
complete inventory and annual accounting by the administratrix, as prayed by petitioners?

Court’s Decision:
1. **Interested Parties in Intestate Proceedings:**
The Supreme Court differentiated between intervention per Rule 19 (Civil Procedure) and
participation under the Rules on Special Proceedings. The court agreed with the lower
court’s ruling that petitioners’ claims were contingent and therefore did not support the
right to intervene under Rule 19. However, the Rules on Special Proceedings allow those
with contingent claims certain participatory rights to protect their interests, albeit specific
to instances laid out in the rules.
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2. **Furnishing of Court Processes:**
The court reasoned that granting petitioners access to all court processes was impractical
and would unduly complicate proceedings. Instead, it upheld that petitioners had the right
to access court records, aligning with the ruling in a previous related case (Hilado v. Judge
Reyes).

3. **Deadlines for Inventory and Annual Accounting:**
The court acknowledged that compelling submission of inventory, verified accounts, and
appraisals is crucial but ruled petitioners, as parties with contingent claims, do not have the
legal standing to enforce these duties. These tasks fall under the estate administration’s
regulatory measures, providing protection under Rule 88 for contingent claimants.

Doctrine:
1. **Intervention in Special Proceedings vs. Ordinary Civil Proceedings:**
The legal interest required for intervention in civil cases under Rule 19 must be actual and
material. For special proceedings, those with contingent claims can participate in specific
instances to protect their interests without broad intervention rights.

2. **Creditor’s Rights in Estate Proceedings:**
Creditors with pending claims can access court records and are entitled to notices under
specific  rules.  Petitioners  must  protect  their  interest  through  established  special
proceedings  like  complaints  about  the  concealment  of  assets.

Class Notes:
– **Special Proceedings and Intervention:**
– Rule 19 does not extend to creditors with contingent claims in intestate proceedings.
– Rule 135, Sec. 2 allows inspection of court records by interested persons and extends
rights under rules governing estate settlements.

– **Creditors’ Rights in Estate Settlements:**
–  Sec.  1,  Rule  83,  and Sec.  8,  Rule  85 emphasize  the administrator’s  duty  to  submit
inventory and accounts.
– Rule 88 provides protection against asset dissipation.

Historical Background:
– **Case Context:**
The case highlights complexities in estate settlements,  particularly involving high-value
estates with significant litigation. After Roberto Benedicto’s death, managing administrated
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liabilities,  especially  from  ongoing  civil  disputes,  proved  legally  intricate,  requiring
balancing creditors’ rights and the expeditious settlement of the decedent’s estate.


