
G.R. No. L-47883. March 25, 1978 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

Title: Lakas ng Bayan (LABAN) vs. Commission on Elections & Nacionalista Party

**Facts:**
1. **Petition Introduction:**
– Lakas ng Bayan (LABAN) filed for prohibition and certiorari to enjoin the Commission on
Elections (Comelec) from recognizing the Nacionalista Party (NP) as a separate political
entity for the upcoming Interim Batasang Pambansa elections on April 7, 1978.
– LABAN sought to nullify Comelec’s decision, arguing that NP was virtually absorbed by
Kilusan ng Bagong Lipunan (KBL) and should not separately appear on the ballot.

2. **Petitioner’s Arguments:**
–  LABAN claimed that  listing  NP on  the  ballot  advantages  KBL candidates,  who also
belonged to NP.
–  Alleged  ballot  configuration  featuring  NP  centrally  and  prominently  promotes  KBL
candidates, and creates misleading multiplicity in the ways KBL candidates could be voted
upon (6 ways).

3. **Harassment and Discriminations Claims:**
– Claimed Comelec abandoned its constitutional duty for impartiality, giving KBL undue
electoral advantage.
– Asserted consequential effects included NP acting only through KBL, potentially utilizing
double resources for campaign ads and watchers.

4. **Procedural Posture:**
– The petition was initially dismissed by Comelec in Election Case No. 1978-3.
– LABAN then sought Supreme Court intervention to reverse Comelec’s decision.

5. **Respondent’s Defense:**
–  NP  claimed  constitutional  and  historical  legitimacy,  independence,  and  denied
propagandist  intent  in  ballot  placement.
– Hinted that legal provisions don’t restrict multiple political endorsements of the same
candidates.

6. **COMELEC’s Procedures and Actions:**
– Comelec issued Resolution No. 1289 to address spending limits, airtime, and watchers for
parties with common candidates.
– Ensured compliance with fairness in campaign resources and representation.
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7. **Sample Ballots and Legal Considerations:**
– Comelec revised ballot layouts to mitigate LABAN’s concerns about central positioning
and cumulative advantages.

**Issues:**
1. Did the Comelec’s listing of NP as a separate entity violate the Election Code, particularly
Section 140, which prohibits a candidate from being listed in multiple tickets?
2. Did the Comelec gravely abuse its discretion in allowing NP to adopt the entire slate of
KBL candidates?

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Ballot Positioning and Equal Treatment:**
– The Court noted that Comelec rectified issues by modifying the ballot layout and issuing
guidelines on campaign resources, thereby addressing initial grievances.

2. **Issue of Multiplicity:**
– Supreme Court pointed out that Section 140 of the Election Code is to prevent voter
confusion when different sets of candidates are presented by several parties – not applicable
when the same set is used by multiple parties.
– The provision was meant to avoid fragmentation and confusion, which did not occur in this
case.

3. **Coalition Practices:**
– Acknowledged that coalitions and supporting identical slates are part of the parliamentary
system.
– The Court  stressed that  political  realities  under the New Society justified improving
parties’ organizational strategies.

4. **Legal Interpretation:**
– The Court concluded Section 140 allows multiple nominations, maintaining harmony with
freedom of political association and effective governance.
– Determined that Comelec’s actions were within legal bounds and did not constitute grave
abuse of discretion.

5. **Specific Procedures:**
– Confirmed that separate listings did not inherently ensure undue advantage within the
structure provided by Comelec.
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**Doctrine:**
1. **Section 140 of the Election Code:**
– A candidate may only belong to one ticket if multiple sets of candidates are presented.
– Identical sets of candidates supported by multiple entities are permissible.

2. **Fairness in Elections:**
– Comelec is tasked with ensuring equal campaign opportunities.
–  Resolutions  addressing  expenditure,  airtime,  and  watchers  aim for  fairness,  even  in
complex coalition situations.

**Class Notes:**
1. **Section 140 Election Code:**
– Essential in understanding coalition politics and ticket nominations.
– Limits multi-ticket candidacies to avoid confusion but permits identical candidate support
by different groups.

2. **Coalition Functionality:**
– Parliamentary system and coalitions need dynamic interpretations.
– Multiple party supports for one slate aligns with broader governance practices.

**Historical Background:**
– This case occurred during the martial law era and the establishment of the New Society
under Ferdinand Marcos. Political activities and party identities had been suspended or
transformed.
–  The  KBL,  conceptualized  as  an  umbrella  political  organization,  represented  a  broad
coalition including traditional parties, altered political alignments and election strategies
under a controlled political environment.

The Supreme Court aimed to balance legal principles with contemporary political realities
while adhering to the letter and spirit of electoral laws. This decision underscores the need
for evolving interpretations aligned with socio-political reforms and practical governance
structures.


