G.R. No. 91107. June 19, 1991 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Mikael Malmstedt

### Facts:

Mikael Malmstedt, a Swedish national and the defendant-appellant in this case, was charged
with violating the Republic Act 6425, otherwise known as the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1972,
as amended. The series of events leading to his arrest commenced with his traveling to
Sagada, from where he intended to proceed to Baguio City, and eventually Manila to catch a
flight on May 13, 1989. On May 11, based on reports of vehicles from Sagada transporting
marijuana, a checkpoint was established at Kilometer 14, Acop, Tublay, Mountain Province.
Malmstedt was aboard a bus that was inspected at this checkpoint, where a bulge on his
waist caught the attention of NARCOM officers. The bulge turned out to be a pouch bag
containing four suspicious wrapped objects found to be hashish. Additionally, two traveling
bags owned by Malmstedt, containing teddy bears stuffed with hashish, were seized.
Following his arrest and subsequent investigation, Malmstedt was charged for violating
Section 4, Art. II of Republic Act 6425, as amended. He pleaded not guilty, asserting the
illegality of the search of his belongings and claiming the hashish was planted.

### Issues:

1. Whether the search of Malmstedt’s personal effects was illegal due to it being conducted
without a search warrant.

2. Whether the evidence obtained during the warrantless search is admissible.

3. Whether Malmstedt’s arrest was lawful.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the trial court’s decision, finding Malmstedt guilty beyond
reasonable doubt for violating the Dangerous Drugs Act. The Court ruled that:

1. The search was lawful as it was incidental to a lawful arrest within the circumstances
described.

2. The evidence obtained during the warrantless search was admissible since the search
was lawful under the circumstances, noting there was probable cause based on reports and
suspicious behavior.

3. Malmstedt’s arrest was deemed lawful as he was caught in flagrante delicto, possessing
prohibited drugs.

### Doctrine:
This case reiterated the doctrine that a warrantless search incidental to a lawful arrest is
permissible under the law. It emphasized the principle that probable cause for a warrantless
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search can be based on actual knowledge of committing a crime or based on reasonable
ground of suspicion supported by circumstances sufficiently warranting a cautious man’s
belief that the person arrested is committing a crime.

### Class Notes:

- ¥*Warrantless Search**: Lawful if incidental to a lawful arrest.

- **Probable Cause**: Defined as reasonable ground of suspicion, supported by
circumstances warranting a cautious person’s belief.

- **Flagrante Delicto**: A situation where the person is caught in the act of committing an
offense.

- **Admissibility of Evidence**: Evidence obtained from a lawful warrantless search is
admissible in court.

Relevant Legal Statutes:

- **1987 Philippine Constitution, Art. III, Sec. 2**: Right against unreasonable searches and
seizures.

- **Republic Act 6425 (Dangerous Drugs Act of 1972), as amended, Section 4, Art. II**:
Outlines the offense and penalties related to illegal drug possession.

- **Rule 113, Section 5 of the Rules on Criminal Procedure**: Provides instances when a
warrantless arrest is deemed lawful.

### Historical Background:

The People of the Philippines vs. Mikael Malmstedt is indicative of the stringent measures
taken by the Philippine government in the late 20th century to combat drug trafficking and
possession. It highlights the balance the judiciary seeks between upholding law
enforcement’s ability to perform their duties and protecting individual rights against
unreasonable searches and seizures.
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