G.R. No. 234448. November 06, 2018 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title:** Private Hospitals Association of the Philippines, Inc. vs. Executive Secretary
Medialdea and Acting Secretary of Health - [842 Phil. 747]

**Facts:**

1. Batas Pambansa Bilang 702 was enacted in 1984 to prohibit demands for deposits or
advance payments for the treatment of patients in hospitals in emergencies.

2. In 1997, Republic Act No. 8344 amended BP 702, expanding the definition of unlawful
acts by hospitals and increasing penalties for violations.

3. Despite legislative measures, hospitals continued to refuse initial emergency medical
treatment due to non-payment or demand for deposits.

4. Republic Act No. 10932 was enacted in 2017 to further address this issue by enhancing
penalties and expanding responsibilities and liabilities of hospitals and practitioners,
introducing sections that mandated immediate care for emergency cases, prescribed
penalties, and included reimbursement provisions for indigent patients.

**Procedural History:**

- The Private Hospitals Association of the Philippines, Inc. (PHAPi) filed a petition for
certiorari and prohibition, challenging certain provisions of R.A. No. 10932 for contravening
rights to due process, equal protection, and presumption of innocence.

- PHAPI argued it faced threat of injury from the imminent implementation of the law’s
provisions that affected its members.

- Respondents, represented by the Office of the Solicitor General (OSG), moved to dismiss
for lack of an actual case or controversy, lack of legal standing, and prematurity.

**[ssues:**

1. Whether PHAPi had legal standing to file the petition.

2. Whether an actual case or controversy existed for the court’s exercise of judicial review.
3. Whether R.A. No. 10932’s provisions (particularly Sections 1, 4, 5, 7, and 8) violate
constitutional rights such as due process, equal protection, and presumption of innocence.

**Court’s Decision:**

- **Legal Standing and Actual Controversy**: The Court dismissed the petition, finding no
actual controversy or injury demonstrated by PHAPi. The association failed to show it was
directly threatened by the law since it is not a hospital or medical practitioner but merely an
association thereof. Additionally, there was no direct indication that members of PHAPi
authorized it to bring forth the suit on their behalf.
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- **Constitutional Challenge**: The Court noted that without an actual injury or a clear
demonstration of an emergent threat affecting PHAPi's members directly, the provisions of
R.A. No. 10932 could not be adjudged unconstitutional on a speculative basis.

**Doctrine:**

- The requirement of an actual case or controversy is crucial for the Court to exercise
judicial review. Hypothetical or anticipatory claims do not suffice to challenge the
constitutionality of a statute.

- For an association to have standing, it must show a substantial interest affected by the law
and explicit authorization from its members if it seeks to file a case on their behalf.

**Class Notes:**

- **Standing**: Legal capacity to bring a lawsuit must involve a direct, significant relation to
the law being challenged. An association needs explicit authorization to file on behalf of its
members.

- ¥Judicial Review Requirements**: Includes an actual case, standing, raised at earliest
opportunity, and constitutionality being the case’s core concern.

- *Expanded Jurisdiction**: Courts can entertain a broader spectrum of cases under grave
abuse of discretion by government branches.

**Historical Background:**

The case arose against a backdrop of persistent issues in healthcare access where hospitals
frequently demanded deposits before medical services, directly impacting emergency
medical care accessibility in the Philippines, especially for the indigent population.
Legislative efforts have continuously evolved to curb this practice, culminating in a
contested statutory framework reinforcing the right to emergency health care without
financial prerequisites.
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