G.R. No. 147589. June 25, 2003 (Case Brief / Digest)

Title: Ang Bagong Bayani-OFW Labor Party vs. Commission on Elections

Facts:

The case initiated from the conduct of the party-list elections in the Philippines, where
various party-list participants filed Motions for proclamation with the Supreme Court,
asserting their eligibility for proclamation based on their party-list election performance.
The central question was whether candidates not previously proclaimed should be declared
winners based on the guidelines set by the Supreme Court’s decision on June 26, 2001, and
the unique parameters of the Philippine party-list system.

The procedural journey to the Supreme Court involved several significant steps:

1. On June 26, 2001, the Supreme Court decided on consolidated cases establishing
guidelines for determining party-list winners. It directed the Commission on Elections
(Comelec) to evaluate the qualifications of party-list participants.

2. The Court issued a Temporary Restraining Order (TRO) preventing the Comelec from
proclaiming winners until compliance with the guidelines was reported.

3. Comelec submitted its First Partial Compliance Report on July 27, 2001, recommending
several groups as qualified based on these guidelines while disqualifying others.

4. Following additional deliberations and inputs from the Office of the Solicitor General, the
Court eventually accepted amendments to the initial compliance report, leading to the
proclamation of a number of party-list groups as winners.

5. Subsequently, Comelec submitted its Second and Final Partial Compliance Reports,
further evaluating party-list groups and presenting recommendations on their qualification
based on the Court’s guidelines.

6. Controversies arose concerning the votes obtained by disqualified party-list candidates,
leading to extensive legal debates on whether these votes should be considered in
determining the winning parties.

Issues:

1. Whether additional party-list candidates, beyond those previously proclaimed, qualify as
winners based on the guidelines established by the Supreme Court.

2. The legal effect of disqualifications on the total votes cast for the party-list system,
specifically if votes for disqualified parties should be deducted from the total.

3. The applicability of principles in Labo vs. Comelec and Grego vs. Comelec to party-list
elections.

Court’s Decision:

© 2024 - batas.org | 1



G.R. No. 147589. June 25, 2003 (Case Brief / Digest)

The Supreme Court held that only parties garnering a minimum of two percent of the total
valid votes cast for the party-list system are qualified to have a seat in the House of
Representatives. It clarified that votes for disqualified party-list groups should be deducted
from the total votes cast, effectively lowering the threshold for attaining the two percent
minimum vote requirement for other parties. Consequently, the Court identified additional
party-list winners based on the recalculated total valid votes.

Doctrine:

The case reiterates the eight-point guideline for determining party-list winners and the
unique parameters of the Philippine party-list system, including the twenty percent
allocation, two percent threshold, three-seat limit, and proportional representation. It also
established that votes for disqualified party-list candidates should not be counted towards
the total votes cast for the purpose of determining party-list winners.

Class Notes:

- The twenty percent allocation, two percent threshold, three-seat limit, and proportional
representation are crucial elements of the Philippine party-list system.

- In determining party-list winners, votes for disqualified candidates should be excluded
from the total votes cast.

- The principles in Labo vs. Comelec and Grego vs. Comelec regarding the effects of a
candidate’s disqualification do not apply to party-list elections.

Historical Background:

This case underscores the complexities and challenges of implementing the party-list system
in the Philippines, intended to enable marginalized and underrepresented sectors to secure
representation in Congress. The evolving jurisprudence clarifies the operationalization of
this system, addressing ambiguities and ensuring that the system fulfills its constitutional
objectives.
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