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Title: **Metropolitan Traffic Command West Traffic District vs. Hon. Arsenio M. Gonong and
Dante S. David**

Facts:
Dante S. David, a lawyer, filed a complaint on August 10, 1989, alleging that Metropolitan
Traffic Command personnel removed the rear license plate of his car while it was parked on
Escolta Street, claiming the act was unauthorized as there was no existing law or ordinance
permitting such removal. David sought a permanent injunction against the practice and
requested a temporary restraining order (TRO). A TRO was issued by Judge Arsenio M.
Gonong on August 14, 1989, followed by hearings and the grant of a writ of preliminary
injunction on August 25. The Resolution of the case hinged on whether there was a law or
ordinance that authorized the removal of license plates from illegally parked vehicles. The
respondent judge ruled in favor of David, citing the absence of legal foundation for the
removal and alluding to the practice as a potential  source of  corruption among traffic
enforcers.  The Metropolitan Traffic Command filed a petition with the Supreme Court,
asserting that the practice was authorized under existing law (LOI 43) and challenging the
trial court’s decision.

Issues:
1. Whether LOI 43 or any other law or ordinance authorizes the removal and confiscation of
vehicle plates for illegally parked vehicles.
2.  The  appropriateness  of  the  remarks  made  by  the  trial  judge  regarding  potential
corruption among traffic enforcers.
3. The legal standing and connotation of vehicle license plates in relation to property rights
and due process.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court  dismissed the petition,  affirming the trial  court’s  decision that  no
existing law or ordinance, including LOI 43, expressly authorizes the removal of vehicle
plates of illegally parked vehicles. It clarified that LOI 43 pertains to vehicles that have
stalled due to involuntary causes, not for those deliberately parked in violation of traffic
laws. The Court also addressed, albeit indirectly, the issue of alleged corruption among
traffic  enforcers  mentioned by the trial  court,  highlighting the need for  authorities  to
investigate such claims seriously.  The decision also emphasized the importance of  due
process and legal authorization in the imposition of penalties for traffic violations.

Doctrine:
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The Supreme Court elucidated on the scope of LOI 43, clarifying it applies solely to vehicles
that stall in public streets due to involuntary circumstances, and not to vehicles intentionally
parked in violation of traffic regulations. It reinforced the principle that penalties for traffic
violations, including the removal of vehicle plates, must be explicitly authorized by law or
ordinance.

Class Notes:
– LOI 43 applies to vehicles that stall on public streets due to involuntary reasons.
– Due process must be observed in imposing penalties for traffic violations.
– Legal authorization is required for the removal and confiscation of vehicle license plates.
– Traffic enforcers’ actions must be backed by explicit legal provisions to avoid accusations
of arbitrariness or corruption.

Historical Background:
This case illustrates the contentious nature of traffic management practices in Metro Manila
during the late 20th century. It highlights the legal challenges faced by traffic enforcement
agencies in implementing measures to maintain order on the roads, underscored by the
public’s scrutiny of such practices for potential abuse of authority. As such, it served as a
landmark ruling that  clarified the limitations of  traffic  enforcement actions concerning
vehicle regulations and due process rights, emphasizing the need for clear legal frameworks
to guide the imposition of traffic-related penalties.


