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### Title:
Valentin L. Legaspi vs. Civil Service Commission

### Facts:
Valentin L.  Legaspi  filed a special  civil  action for Mandamus against  the Civil  Service
Commission (CSC) after it denied his request for information regarding the civil service
eligibilities of Julian Sibonghanoy and Mariano Agas, who were employed as sanitarians in
the Health Department of Cebu City. Legaspi argued that the Constitution guaranteed his
right to such information and that he lacked any other plain, speedy, and adequate remedy
to obtain it. The case reached the Supreme Court after procedural objections were raised by
the Solicitor General, questioning Legaspi’s legal standing and the CSC’s ministerial duty to
provide the requested information.

### Issues:
1. Whether Valentin L. Legaspi has the legal standing to file the case.
2. If there is a constitutional right to information on matters of public concern.
3. Whether the CSC has a ministerial duty to disclose the information requested by Legaspi.

### Court’s Decision:
1. **On Legal Standing**: The Supreme Court held that when the question involves a public
right, and the objective is to procure the enforcement of a public duty, the people are
regarded as the real party in interest. Consequently, Legaspi, being a citizen and thus part
of “the public”, had the legal standing to file the case.
2. **Constitutional Right to Information**: The Court affirmed that the right of the people to
information  on  matters  of  public  concern  is  a  fundamental  right  guaranteed  by  the
Constitution. It emphasized that such right was operative without the need for any ancillary
act of the Legislature.
3. **Duty of the CSC**: The Court ruled that government agencies are without discretion in
refusing the disclosure of, or access to, information of public concern. It held that the CSC
had  a  duty  to  disclose  information  regarding  the  civil  service  eligibilities  of  Julian
Sibonghanoy and Mariano Agas, as their eligibilities pertain to a matter of public concern
without any law exempting such information from public disclosure.

### Doctrine:
The decision establishes the doctrine that the right of the people to access information on
matters of public concern is guaranteed under the Constitution, and government agencies
must provide such information unless there are lawful exceptions. Furthermore, even in the
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assertion of public rights, a citizen has legal standing to file a Mandamus proceeding when
it seeks to procure the enforcement of a public duty.

### Class Notes:
– **Public Right and Duty**: The principle that citizens have a right to access information on
matters  of  public  concern,  and  the  corresponding  duty  of  the  state  to  provide  that
information, unless specifically exempted by law.
– **Legal Standing in Public Right Cases**: A citizen’s right to file a lawsuit is recognized
when it pertains to the assertion of a public right and seeks the enforcement of a public
duty, establishing the citizenry as the real party in interest in such cases.
– **Mandamus as a Remedy**:  Mandamus is a judicial  remedy that can be invoked to
compel a government agency to perform a ministerial duty, notably in cases involving the
public’s right to information.

Most Relevant Legal  Statute or Provision:  Article III,  Section 7 of  the 1987 Philippine
Constitution, which explicitly guarantees the right of the people to information on matters of
public concern and the government’s duty to provide access to such information, subject to
conditions prescribed by law.

### Historical Background:
The case represents a critical juncture in the Philippine legal system’s acknowledgment and
enforcement of the constitutional right to information, echoing prior decisions while setting
a precedent for the accessibility of information held by government entities. The Supreme
Court’s decision in Legaspi vs. CSC built upon principles established in earlier cases like
Tanada vs. Tuvera, further entrenching the people’s right to information as an instrumental
part of democratic governance and public transparency in the Philippines.


