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Special Rapporteur on the Promotion and Protection of the Right to 
Freedom of Opinion and Expression and has served in such 
capacity until the present. The mandate of this Office was defined 
under UN Human Rights Council) Resolution 7/36 as follows:1 

 
(a) To gather all relevant information, wherever it may occur, relating to 

violations of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, discrimination 

against, threats or use of violence, harassment, persecution or intimidation 

directed at persons seeking to exercise or to promote the exercise of the right 

to freedom of opinion and expression, including, as a matter of high 

priority, against journalists or other professionals in the field of 

information; 

 

(b) To seek, receive and respond to credible and reliable information from 

Governments, non- governmental organizations and any other parties 

who have knowledge of these cases; 

 

(c) To make recommendations and provide suggestions on ways and means 

to better promote and protect the right to freedom of opinion and expression 

in all its manifestations; and  

 

(d) To contribute to the provision of technical assistance or advisory 

services by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for 

Human Rights to better promote and protect the right to freedom of 

opinion and expression. 

 
3. Movant Irene Khan is preeminently qualified to provide opinions 

on issues relevant to the instant case to assist the Honorable Court 
to reach its decision as can be discerned from her professional 
engagements as follows:2 

 
An internationally recognized advocate for human rights, gender 
equality and social justice, Irene Khan teaches at the Graduate 
Institute of International and Development Studies in Geneva, and 
is co-author of The Unheard Truth: Poverty and Human Rights, 
which has been published in seven languages. 

 
Ms. Khan was Secretary General of Amnesty International from 
2001 to 2009. Under her leadership, Amnesty strengthened its work 
on political and civil rights, especially in the context of counter-
terrorism and armed conflicts, while also expanding its mandate to 
include economic, social and cultural rights. The first woman to 

 
1 A/HRC/RES/7/36 Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to 
freedom of opinion and expression 
2 https://www.ohchr.org/en/special-procedures/sr-freedom-of-opinion-and-expression/ms-irene-khan 
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head Amnesty International, she launched its first global campaign 
to stop violence against women and girls. 

 
From 2012 to 2019, Ms. Khan headed the International 
Development Law Organization (IDLO), the only 
intergovernmental organization exclusively devoted to the rule of 
law and sustainable development. In that capacity she co-convened 
the UN Conference in Preparation of the Review of SDG 16 in 2019, 
the High Level Group on Justice for Women in 2018 and the 
Conference on Rule of Law in Africa in 2016. She expanded 
programs on access to justice and championed Sustainable 
Development Goal 16 on peace, justice, access to information and 
effective institutions. 

 
As Consulting Editor of The Daily Star in Bangladesh from 2010 to 
2011, Ms. Khan covered human rights, democracy and gender 
issues and supported independent media. She was Visiting 
Professor at the State University of New York Law School in 2011 
and Chancellor of Salford University in the UK from 2009 to 2015. 

 
She began her professional career with the UN High Commissioner 
for Refugees, working for 21 years at headquarters and in various 
country operations, including Chief of Mission in India and Deputy 
Director, Division of International Protection. 

 
Ms. Khan collaborates with the Columbia Global Freedom of 
Expression program, including as a member of the Jury of the 
Global Freedom of Expression Awards. She was a member of the 
World Bank Gender Advisory Council, the UNAIDS High Level 
Panel on HIV Prevention and Human Rights, and the UN Global 
Compact Advisory Council. She sits on the governing boards of the 
Overseas Development Institute (UK), BRAC (Bangladesh) and 
Barefoot Law (Uganda). 

 
Ms. Khan has received several awards, including the Sydney Peace 
Prize in 2006, for her contribution to human rights. Born in 
Bangladesh, she studied at Manchester University and Harvard 
Law School. 

 
4. Since its creation in 1993, the United Nations Special Rapporteur on 

the Promotion and Protection of the Right to Freedom of Opinion 
and Expression has analyzed and made recommendations to the 
then UN Commission on Human Rights and now the UN Human 
Rights Council, providing expert recommendations on ways and 
means to better promote and protect the right to freedom of opinion 
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and expression in all its manifestations.  
 

5. Movant Irene Khan recalls in her written submission the relevant 
principles of international law on the rights of journalists as 
summarized in her 2022 report to the UN General Assembly on 
“Reinforcing media freedom and the safety of journalists in the 
digital age” as follows:3 

 
The right to freedom of opinion and expression provides the 
international legal basis for uncensored and unhindered news 
media, and the right of journalists to work safely and without fear. 
This right is enshrined in article 19 of both the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights, which state that everyone is entitled to seek, receive 
and impart information and ideas of all kinds regardless of frontiers 
through any media of their choice, and is reaffirmed in regional 
instruments. It encompasses the right to information, provides an 
expansive understanding of protected expression – whether true, 
false, offensive or enlightened – and anticipates the continued 
development of media, including new technologies that enable data 
to cross borders in an instant. 

 
The Human Rights Committee has called on States to consider 
abolishing criminal defamation. Nevertheless, criminal laws 
against defamation persist in 160 countries in the world, including 
some in the European Union, a strong champion of media freedom. 
The Special Rapporteur repeats her call for a global ban on the 
criminalization of defamation and seditious libel online and offline. 

 
6. Given the relevance of the issues discussed in herein movant’s 

written submission and the fact that the Republic of the Philippines 
is subject to the obligations set out in the International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights and therefore required to take steps to 
protect the rights of journalists, it is respectfully submitted that 
herein movant’s brief will provide this Honorable Court with a 
greater understanding of the role of journalists and the special 
protection that all Member States must accord. 

 
7.  While traditionally, in this jurisdiction, Amicus briefs are solicited 

by the Honorable Supreme Court itself, not volunteered, the 
Amended Rules of Court as well as the Internal Rules of the 
Supreme Court do not, however, prescribe specific requirements as 
to the submission and admission of Amicus Curiae briefs. 

 
3 A/HRC/50/29 at para. 10. 
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8. Furthermore, while tradition and technical regulations may find 

value in certain processes of the Honorable Supreme Court, the 
court of the last resort in this country, the same may give way to 
serve the substantial ends of justice.  

 
9. The High Court, writing through J. Inting in the case of  Latogan v. 

People of the Philippines, G. R. No. 238298, January 22, 2020 had 
the instance to state:  

 
The Court is fully aware that procedural rules are not to be simply 

disregarded as they insure an orderly and speedy administration of 

justice. Nonetheless, it is equally true that courts are not enslaved 
by technicalities. They have the prerogative to relax compliance 
with procedural rules of even the most mandatory character, 
mindful of the duty to reconcile both the need to speedily put an 
end to litigation and the parties' right to an opportunity to be 
heard. Cases should be decided only after giving all parties the chance to 

argue their causes and defenses. Technicality and procedural 

imperfection should, as a rule, not serve as bases of decisions. In that 

way, the ends of justice would be served4. [Emphasis supplied] 
 

10. As to the propriety of intervention, it is submitted that the 
intervention for the purpose of submitting an Amicus Curiae Brief 
is proper and is not pregnant of any prohibitive implications.  

 
11. It is most respectfully submitted that the permission to intervene is 

subject to the sound discretion of the court, and considering the 
circumstances of the intervenor-movant herein, the exercise of 
which will not unduly delay or prejudice the adjudication of the 
rights of the original parties and that her opinion can best be read 
in the instant case.  

 
12. In the discourse on human rights involved herein, the Supreme 

Court of the Philippines have always been in the forefront of 
protecting inalienable and basic human rights.  This year, in 
celebration of the Human Rights Day, it even unveiled a marker at 
the lobby of the highest court of the land that memorializes the 
adoption of Universal Declaration of Human Rights 74 years ago.  
Citing Senior Associate Justice Marvic M.V.F. Leonen, chairperson 
of the SC’s Committee on Human Rights, he said that “human 
rights “consist not only of a penumbra of autonomies for the 

 
4 Latogan v. People of the Philippines, G.R. No. 238298, January 22, 2020 
 



6 
 

individual—it can also be framed as part of our duties to each 
other, our communities, and our societies.”5 

 
13. Time and again, the Honorable Supreme Court in a catena of cases 

has put value in the recognition, preservation and protection of 
human rights. Not only the domestic laws, rules and practices were 
interpreted to put effect to the inalienable and fundamental human 
rights but even the international law as domesticated by virtue of 
incorporation clause, treaty commitments and customary practices 
have been adopted and observed, that is ---to protect the 
fundamental freedom of speech, expression and of opinion.  

 
14. This written intervention as amicus curiae will not prejudice the 

rights of the parties but, on the contrary, it will help to ensure 
universal protection of human rights. Given the broad impact of 
the Supreme Court’s decision on the ability of the media to function 
in the Philippines, and in the ability of the public to access 
information shared by the media, especially online, the movant’s 
intervention here is wholly appropriate. 

 
15. In the performance of her mandate, the Special Rapporteur is 

accorded certain privileges and immunities as expert on mission 
for the United Nations pursuant to the Convention on the 
Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations, adopted by the 
United Nations General Assembly on 13 February 1946. 

 
16. Should leave to intervene be granted by the Supreme Court of the 

Philippines, this intervention will be made on a voluntary basis 
without prejudice to, and should not be considered as a waiver, 
express or implied, of the privileges and immunities of the United 
Nations, its officials and experts on mission, pursuant to the 1946 
Convention on the Privileges and Immunities of the United 
Nations, to which the Philippines is a Party since 28 October 1947. 
Authorization for the positions and views expressed by the Special 
Rapporteur, in full accordance with her independence, were 
neither sought nor given by the United Nations, the Human Rights 
Council, the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, 
or any of the officials associated with those bodies.  

 

 

5 Panaligan, Rey. SC assures ‘judiciary’s respect, protection of Filipinos’ human rights’ 
– CJ Gesmundo December 10, 2022. https://mb.com.ph/2022/12/10/sc-assures-
judiciarys-respect-protectionof-filipinos-human-rights-cj-gesmundo/  Accessed 
December 21, 2022 

https://mb.com.ph/2022/12/10/sc-assures-judiciarys-respect-protectionof-filipinos-human-rights-cj-gesmundo/
https://mb.com.ph/2022/12/10/sc-assures-judiciarys-respect-protectionof-filipinos-human-rights-cj-gesmundo/
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17. A copy of the Amicus Curiae Brief is hereto attached for reference 
by this Honorable Court as Annex B.  

 
18. As herein movant is currently resident in Bangladesh, it is further 

requested that all notices and processes of this Honorable Court 
be directed to undersigned counsel at his address indicated herein 
below. 

 
 

PRAYER 
 In the light of the foregoing, it is most respectfully PRAYED of 
this Honorable Supreme Court: 

1. TO GRANT the MOTION FOR INTERVENTION for the 
UNITED NATIONS SPECIAL RAPPORTEUR ON THE 
PROMOTION AND PROTECTION OF THE RIGHT TO 
FREEDOM OF OPINION AND OF EXPRESSION - IRENE 
KHAN TO APPEAR as AMICUS CURIAE; 

2. TO ISSUE AN ORDER CONSIDERING and ADMITTING the 
AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF of Irene Khan; 

3. TO FURNISH MOVANT-IN-INTERVENTION with copies of 
all pleadings, motions, papers, processes etc. regarding the 
instant case at the address stated hereunder and/or by 
electronic means. 

4. ISSUE SUCH OTHER RELIEFS just and equitable as may be 
warranted by the circumstances of the herein proceedings.  

 
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED.  
June 5, 2023.  
City of Makati for Manila, Philippines.   

 
TATON LAW OFFICE 
234 Mile Long Building 

Amorsolo cor. VA Rufino Sts., Legazpi Village 
Makati City 1230 Philippines  

Telephone No. (02)85244105/ 09560589057 
Email: tatonlawoffice@gmail.com/ associate@tatonlaw.com 

    
                             By:   

 
RODEL A. TATON 

Attorney’s Roll No. 49939 
IBP Lifetime No. 1055743, January 4, 2017, Iloilo Chapter 

PTR No. 5544426, January 3, 2023, Oton, Iloilo 
MCLE Exemption No. VII-Acad003131, November 12, 2021 

Email: rodeltaton@gmail.com 

mailto:rodeltaton@gmail.com
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ARNEL Q. GARDE 
Attorney’s Roll No. 76680 

IBP No. 257611, January 2, 2023, RSM Chapter 
PTR No. 0862647, January 4, 2023, Manila City 

MCLE Compliance (Newly Admitted) 
Pursuant to MCLE Governing Board 

Order No. 1  s. 2008 
Email: agarde.law@gmail.com 

 
 

SHIELA ARBOLEDA MAGNO 
Attorney’s Roll No. 86382 

IBP No. 335584, May 4, 2023, Aklan Chapter 
PTR No. 8401373, May 10, 2023, Kalibo, Aklan 

MCLE Compliance (Newly Admitted) 
Pursuant to MCLE Governing Board Order No.1 s.2008 

Email: shielaarboledamagno@gmail.com 
 
 

VANESSA MARIE G. OYOS 
Attorney’s Roll No. 86784 

PTR No. 1201557 6.5.2023 Manila 
IBP No. 347540, May 19, 2023, RSM Chapter 

MCLE Compliance (Newly Admitted) 
Pursuant to MCLE Governing Board Order No.1 s.2008 

Email: vanessamarieoyos@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 

 
 

COPY FURNISHED: 

 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL  
134 Amorsolo Street, Legaspi Village 
Makati City 
 
 

NOTICE OF HEARING 
 
THE CLERK OF COURT 
SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILIPPINES 

mailto:agarde.law@gmail.com
mailto:shielaarboledamagno@gmail.com
mailto:vanessamarieoyos@gmail.com
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Padre Faura Street, Ermita Manila 
 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR GENERAL 
134 Amorsolo Street, Legaspi Village, Makati City 
 
Greetings! 
 
 Please submit the foregoing MOTION for the consideration and 
approval of the Honorable Court upon receipt hereof or as soon as counsel 
may be heard. 
 
        RODEL A. TATON 
 

 






















































