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FERNANDO, J.:

Petitioner Philippine Constitution Association, joined by other petitioners[1] all delegates to the 1971
Congtitutional Convention, suing in their capacity as such as well as citizens and taxpayers, filed this mandamus
proceeding on May 15, 1971 praying that a writ be issued ordering respondents Cornelio T. Villarea, in his
capacity as Speaker of the then House of Representatives, the Chief Accountant thereof, as well as its Auditor, to
inspect and examine the books, records, vouchers and other supporting papers of the House of Representatives
that have relevance to the alleged transfer of P26.2 million from various executive offices to the House of
Representatives as well as its books, records, vouchers and other supporting papers dealing with the original
outlay of the P39 million as appropriated for the 1969-1970 fiscal year. On May 19, 1971, this Court adopted a
resolution of the following tenor: "The respondents are hereby required to file an answer to the petition for
mandamus within 10 days from notice hereof, and not to move to dismiss the petition."[2] There was, on June 16,
1971, an answer and motion to dismiss on behalf of respondents seeking the dismissal of the suit on the ground of
lack of jurisdiction under the theory of separation of powers, absence of a cause of action, lack of legal
personality to sue, non-joinder of indispensable parties as well as the mischievous consequences to which a suit of
such character would give rise. Subsequently, there was areply by petitioners on June 26, 1971 and a rejoinder by
respondents on June 28, 1971. There was even a surrejoinder by respondents on July 6 of the same year, as well as
areply thereto on the very same day. Then came the hearing on August 4, 1971.

There is no need, however, to pass on the merits of the various legal issues raised as in accordance with the ruling
in Philippine Constitution Association, Inc. vs. Gimenez,[3] promulgated on February 28, 1974, a suit of this
character has become moot and academic with the effectivity of the present Constitution and the consequent
abolition of the House of Representatives. It may not be amiss to quote the excerpt from the resolution declaring
moot and academic the above case against Auditor General Gimenez: "Parentheticaly, it is to be observed that
such difficulty need not attend a petition of this character if filed now in view of the specific provision in the
present Constitution: "The records and books of accounts of the National Assembly shall be open to the public in
accordance with law, and such books shall be audited by the Commission on Audit which shall publish annually
the itemized expenditures for each Member."[4]

WHEREFORE, the above petition is declared moot and academic.

Zadivar, Chairman, Barredo, Antonio, and Fernandez, JJ., concur.
Aquino, J., took no part.
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[1] The other petitioners were Salvador Araneta, Juan V. Borra, Jose Nuguid, Jose Nolledo and Ramon A.
Gonzales.

[2] Resolution dated May 18, 1971.
[3] L-21786.

[4] 1bid, Citing Article V111, Section 8, par. (2) of the Constitution.
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