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Title: ALLIANCE OF NON-LIFE INSURANCE WORKERS OF THE PHILIPPINES, ET AL. vs.
HON. LEANDRO R. MENDOZA, ET AL.

Facts:
The  petitioners,  Alliance  of  Non-Life  Insurance  Workers  of  the  Philippines  (Alliance),
Bukluran ng Manggagawa na Umaasa sa Industriya ng Seguro Inc. (BMIS), and Movement
for the Upliftment of Non-Life Insurance, Inc. (MUNLI), sought to challenge the validity of
Department of Transportation and Communications (DOTC) Department Order No. 2007-28
integrating the issuance and payment of Compulsory Third Party Liability Insurance (CTPL
Insurance) with the Land Transportation Office (LTO) process. Through DO No. 2007-28,
CTPL Insurance became automatically issued upon vehicle registration or renewal, with the
goal to eliminate fake insurance policies. The DO was published on July 6, 2007, and filed
with the UP Law Center.

Petitioners filed a petition before the Court of Appeals (CA) docketed as CA-G.R. SP No.
104211 after the enactment of DO No. 2007-28. Notably, other related petitions were filed
in different courts, prompting concern about potential forum shopping. The CA dismissed
the petition due to the existence of forum shopping, prematurity, and lack of a cause of
action, noting other pending cases with similar parties and issues.

Issues:
1. Whether a petition for certiorari and prohibition is the correct remedy.
2. Whether petitioners have legal standing to bring the petition.
3. Whether the enactment of DOTr Department Order No. 020-18 mooted the petition.
4. Whether petitioners are guilty of forum shopping.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court resolved to deny the petition for being moot and academic due to the
issuance of  DOTr Department Order No.  020-18,  which effectively  superseded DO No.
2007-28  and  placed  insurance  qualification  determination  under  the  Insurance
Commission’s  authority.

Moreover, petitioners did not have the necessary standing to file the petition on behalf of
their respective members since they failed to sufficiently demonstrate that their members
authorized the filing of the case on their behalf or would incur direct injury. The petitioners
also committed forum shopping by filing multiple petitions in various courts, seeking the
same or related relief, thus abusing the legal processes and undermining judicial efficiency.
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Doctrine:
Implied repeals are not favored and can only occur when two laws are in irreconcilable
conflict, with the later law intended to abrogate the earlier one. Further, forum shopping is
prohibited and can be a ground for summary dismissal of cases with prejudice and direct
contempt.

Class Notes:
– A writ of certiorari can be issued to correct acts with grave abuse of discretion amounting
to lack or excess of jurisdiction.
– Legal standing requires (1) actual injury to the plaintiff, (2) a direct connection between
the alleged injury and the defendant’s action, and (3) redressability by the Court.
– Forum shopping involves filing multiple actions involving the same parties, rights, and
issues in different courts, aiming for a favorable ruling and constituting an abuse of the
judicial system.
– An implied repeal by irreconcilable inconsistency happens when two statutes on the same
subject are in direct conflict, such that both cannot be harmoniously enforced.

Historical Background:
This case demonstrates the evolving regulatory landscape regarding vehicle insurance and
the  integration  of  Compulsory  Third  Party  Liability  Insurance  within  the  Philippines’
transportation regulatory framework. The challenge to DOTC department orders and the
role of the Insurance Commission reflects historical and ongoing tensions between public
policy implementation, the protection of industry stakeholders’ interests, and the judiciary’s
role in resolving administrative disputes.


