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Short Description
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Description


Tanada vs. Angara G.R. 118295 May 2, 1997 Facts:  Petitioners: Wigberto E. Tanada, et al.  Respondent: Edgardo Angara, et al.  The Petitioners argue that the WTO requires the Philippines to place national and products of member-countries on the same footing as Filipinos and local products and the WTO intrudes, limits, and /or impairs” the constitutional powers of both Congress and the Supreme Court. On April 15, 1994, the Secretary of the Department of Trade and Industry Respondent Rizalino Navarro had signed the Final Act Embodying the Results of the Uruguay Round of Multilateral Negotiations (Final Act, for brevity). By signing the act the Philippines had agreed to submit the WTO Agreement for the consideration of their respective competent authorities, to seek approval of the Agreement in accordance with their procedures, and to adopt the Ministerial Declarations and Decisions.  The President of the Philippines had sent two letters to the Senate. The first stated that “the Uruguay Round Final Act is submitted to the Senate. The second letter stated that “the Uruguay Round Final Act, the Agreement Establishing the World Trade Organization, the Ministerial Declarations and Decisions, and the Understanding on Commitments in Financial Services are hereby submitted to the Senate. It was for its concurrence pursuant to Section 21, Article VII of the Constitution.  On December 14, 1994, the Philippine Senate adopted Resolution No. 97 which resolves that the Senate concurs the ratification by the President of the Philippines of the Agreement Establishing the World Trade Organization.  On December 16, 1994, the President of the Philippines signed the Instrument of Ratification.  The petitioners filed for nullification of the WTO agreement on grounds of unconstitutionality. Issues: 1.) Whether or not the Court has Jurisdiction over the Controversy. 2.) Whether or not the Provisions of the WTO agreement and its three annexes contravene Section 19, Article II, and Sections 10 and 12, Article XII, of the Philippine Constitution Held: 1. Yes, the Judiciary has the duty to solve the dispute relating to an action of the legislative branch that infringes the Constitution. The Court’s jurisdiction to adjudicate the matters in the petition are set out in the 1987 Constitution. It states that the Judicial power includes the duty of the courts of justice to settle actual controversies involving rights which are legally demandable and enforceable, and to determine whether there has been a grave abuse of discretion amounting to lack or excess of jurisdiction on the part of any branch or instrumentality of the government.



2. No, the WTO Agreement’s provisions and its three annexes do not contravene the Section19, Article II, and Sections 10 and 12, Article XII of the Philippine Constitution. The respondents countered that the Charter’s provisions are not self-executing and are general policies, there nationalistic portions of the Constitution invoked by petitioners are related to other relevant provisions of Article XII, particularly Section 1 and 13, if read properly, the cited WTO clauses do not conflict with the Constitution and the WTO Agreement contains sufficient provisions to protect developing countries like the Philippines from the harshness of sudden trade liberalization. The Constitution maybe bias in favor of Filipino goods, services, labor and enterprises, but it recognizes the need for business exchange with the rest of the world on the bases of equality and reciprocity and limits protection of Filipino enterprises only against foreign competition and trade practices that are unfair. It does not intend to pursue an isolationist policy, and does not discourage the unlimited entry of foreign goods, services and investments into the country. Ruling: The Petition is dismissed for lack of merit
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