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Expanding The Powers of The Commission on Appointments:
An Unconstitutional Effort.
·.
(

Exequiel B. Javier
An expansion of the confrrming powers of the Commission on Appointments is unconstitutional for the primary reason that it shall run counter to
Section 16 of Article VII of the New Constit;;Ition. Allow me to elaborate
further on the unconsti_~utionality of such.
First, Section 16 of Article VII of the Constitution provides:
The President sha11 nominate and, with the consent of the
Commission on Appointments, appoint• the heads of the executive
departments, am_bassadors, other public ministers and consuls, or
officers of the .armed forces from the rank of colonel or naval captain, and other officers whose appointments are vested in h:i.rn in
the Constitution. He shall also appoint all other officers of the
government whose appointments are not otherwise provided by
law, and those whom he may be authorized by law to ·appoint.
The Congress may, by law, vest the appointment of other officers lower in rank in the President alone, in the courts, or in the
··heads of departments, agencies, commissions, or boards."
The text of this provision is clear_ Confmnation by the Commission on
Appointments is required only for the heads of executive departments, ambassadors, public ministers, consuls, officers of the armed forces from the
rank of colonel or naval captain, and other officers whose appointments are
vested in the President by the Constitution, such as the members of the various Constitutional Commissions. With resp~ct to the other officers whose
appointments are not otherwise prov!ded for by law and to those whom the
President may be authorized by law to appoint, no confirmation by the
Commission on Appointments is required. Had it been the intention to allow
Congress to expand the list of officers whose appointments must be confmned by the Commission on Appointments, the Constitution would have said
so by adding the phrase ••and other officers required by law·• at the end of
·the first sentence, or the phrase, '"with~the consent of the Commission on
Appointments') at the end of the second sentence. Evidently our Constitution has omitted to provide for such additions.
Since the language of this provision is clear, there is no room for interpretation.
What it ('the Constitution') says according to the text of
the pro._~ision to be construed compels acceptance and negates the

