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### **Title: People of the Philippines vs. Rafael Licera**

### **Facts:**

On December 3, 1965, the Chief of Police of Abra de Ilog, Occidental Mindoro, filed a
complaint  against  Rafael  Licera for  illegal  possession of  a  Winchester  rifle,  Model  55,
Caliber  .30.  The  municipal  court  convicted  Licera  on  August  13,  1966,  imposing  an
indeterminate penalty ranging from five years and one day to six years and eight months of
imprisonment.

Licera appealed to the Court of First Instance of Occidental Mindoro, where his case was
jointly  tried  with  another  case  against  him for  assault  upon an  agent  of  a  person in
authority,  both  cases  arising  from the  same incident.  On  August  14,  1968,  the  court
acquitted him of the assault charge but convicted him for illegal possession of a firearm,
sentencing him to five years of imprisonment and ordering the forfeiture of the Winchester
rifle.

Licera’s appeal to the Court of Appeals was forwarded to the Supreme Court as it involved a
pure question of law regarding the legality of his possession of the firearm.

### **Issues:**

The primary issue was whether Licera’s appointment as a secret agent by the Governor of
Batangas, which allegedly exempted him from the requirement of obtaining a license for his
firearm, should be considered valid under the prevailing law and jurisprudence.

### **Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court reversed the judgment of conviction based on Licera’s right to possess
the Winchester rifle under his appointment as a secret agent. The court referred to the case
“People vs. Macarandang,” which recognized secret agents as peace officers exempt from
the requirements of obtaining firearm licenses. It was determined that this rule was part of
the legal system and jurisprudence at the time of Licera’s appointment and at the time of his
apprehension. The subsequent “People vs. Mapa” decision, which revoked the Macarandang
rule,  was  deemed  not  to  apply  retroactively  to  Licera’s  situation.  Hence,  Licera  was
acquitted of the illegal possession of the firearm charge.

### **Doctrine:**
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The crucial doctrine established in this case is that judicial interpretations of laws form an
integral part of the legal system and are deemed to be contemporaneous expressions of
legislative intent. Furthermore, it reiterates the principle that new doctrines, especially in
penal law, should operate prospectively and not prejudice parties who relied on the old rule.

### **Class Notes:**

1. **Judicial Decisions as Part of the Legal System:** Judicial interpretations of laws by the
Supreme Court form part of the Philippine legal system as expressions of legislative intent.

2.  **Prospective  Application  of  New  Doctrines:**  In  penal  law,  new  doctrines  or
interpretations should not adversely affect parties who relied on previously established
rules.

3. **Exemption for Peace Officers:** Certain appointments or designations, such as that of a
secret agent, can place individuals within the category of ‘peace officers’ exempting them
from the requirement to obtain a license for firearm possession, depending on the prevailing
jurisprudence at the time.

4. **Statutory and Jurisprudential References:**
– **Revised Administrative Code, Section 879:** Relates to the exemption of peace officers
from the requirement of obtaining firearm licenses.
– **People vs. Macarandang (L-12088, December 23, 1959):** A pivotal case that served as
the basis for Licera’s legal defense.
– **People vs. Mapa (L-22301, August 30, 1967):** The case that revoked the Macarandang
ruling but was determined not to apply retroactively to Licera.

### **Historical Background:**

This case falls within a period of evolving jurisprudence related to firearm possession in the
Philippines. The Macarandang and Mapa cases represent contrasting poles of this evolution,
with the former granting exemptions to “peace officers” for firearm possession and the
latter revoking such exemptions. The Supreme Court’s decision in Licera’s case reflects the
principle  that  law should provide for  the foreseeability  of  actions’  legal  consequences,
adhering to fair play, especially in penal matters. The ruling underscores the judiciary’s role
in clarifying the contours of legal principles and their application to ensure justice and legal
certainty.


