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**Title:** Agata Mining Ventures, Inc. vs. Heirs of Teresita Alaan: A Philippine Supreme
Court Case on Eminent Domain by Mining Operators

**Facts:**
The case revolves around a parcel of land owned by the respondents (Heirs of Teresita
Alaan) located in Tubay, Agusan del Norte, and Agata Mining Ventures, Inc. (petitioner).
Minimax  Mineral  Exploration  Corporation  entered  into  a  Mineral  Production  Sharing
Agreement (MPSA) with the Republic of the Philippines on May 26, 1999, and subsequently
entered into an Operating Agreement with the petitioner on June 20, 2014. The petitioner
aimed to use the land for a sedimentation pond necessary for their mining operations but
the respondents refused the offer made for their land. Consequently, the petitioner filed a
complaint for expropriation with the RTC on December 4, 2014, which led to the RTC
issuing  a  Writ  of  Possession  favoring  the  petitioner.  The  respondents’  motions  for
reconsideration were denied, leading them to file a petition for certiorari with the Court of
Appeals, which reversed the RTC’s decisions, stating that the petitioner, being a private
entity, does not have authority to expropriate the subject property. The petitioner then filed
a Petition for Review on Certiorari with the Supreme Court.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the petitioner has the authority to file a complaint for expropriation of the
subject property.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Supreme Court ruled in favor of the petitioner, stating that qualified mining operators
do have the authority to exercise the power of eminent domain, as supported by various
pieces of legislation (Commonwealth Act No. 137, P.D. No. 463, P.D. No. 512, and R.A. No.
7942). The Court highlighted that mining activities involve a public use or benefit, for which
the power of eminent domain may be exercised. Consequently, the Court reversed and set
aside the decisions of the Court of Appeals and upheld the Writ of Possession issued by the
RTC. The Court also ordered the trial court to proceed with the complaint for expropriation,
specifically  focusing  on  whether  the  Operating  Agreement  between the  petitioner  and
Minimax was duly approved by the DENR Secretary.

**Doctrine:**
The Supreme Court in this decision reiterated the doctrine that qualified mining operators
are authorized to exercise the power of eminent domain for public use or benefit, subject to
the approval and guidelines established by the governing legislation.
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**Class Notes:**
– Eminent domain is the power of the state or its delegate to take private property for public
use with just compensation.
–  Qualified mining operators are among the delegates authorized by Philippine law to
exercise eminent domain under specific circumstances.
– The transfer or assignment of mining rights, including the authority to exercise eminent
domain, is permissible under Philippine law, subject to government approval.
– The legal process for expropriation involves determining the authority and propriety of the
use of eminent domain and the assessment of just compensation.
– Essential statutes and provisions:
– R.A. No. 7942 (Philippine Mining Act of 1995), Sections 20, 23, 25, and 76.
– Commonwealth Act No. 137, P.D. No. 463, P.D. No. 512.

**Historical Background:**
The  decision  delved  into  the  evolution  of  mining  laws  in  the  Philippines,  from
Commonwealth Act No. 137 to R.A. No. 7942 (Philippine Mining Act of 1995), highlighting
the  legal  recognition  and  framework  for  the  utilization  of  private  lands  for  mining
operations. This historical overview demonstrates the legislative intent to promote mining
operations for the public benefit while ensuring just compensation and proper procedures
for affecting landowners.


