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### Title: People of the Philippines v. Ramon Quiaoit, Jr.

#### Facts:

This case revolves around Ramon Quiaoit, Jr., accused of violating Article II, Section 5 of
Republic Act No. 9165, known as “The Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002.” The
accusation stemmed from an event on April 13, 2004, in Tarlac City, where Quiaoit allegedly
sold 0.851 grams of Methamphetamine Hydrochloride (Shabu) to a poseur buyer from the
police for PHP 500.00.

The Tarlac PNP, upon receiving a tip about drug sales at the Golden Miles bar, organized a
buy-bust operation. Quiaoit was spotted and later arrested following the transaction where
he supposedly sold Shabu to PO1 Mark Anthony Baquiran, the designated poseur buyer.
Subsequently, upon frisking at the camp, six more plastic sachets of substance similar to
those sold were found on Quiaoit. These were tested positive for Shabu.

Quiaoit denied the charges, presenting an alternate narrative that he was coerced into
buying Shabu from another, under police instructions, to entrap a certain August Medrano.
This narrative was his defense throughout the trial and appeals.

The Regional Trial Court of Tarlac City, Branch 65, found Quiaoit guilty, sentencing him to
life imprisonment and a PHP 500,000 fine. An appeal to the Court of Appeals affirmed this
decision, which led to the case’s elevation to the Supreme Court.

#### Issues:

1. Whether the accused was a victim of police instigation, thus rendering the operation
invalid.
2. Whether the defense of frame-up was substantiated.
3. Whether the prosecution failed to establish guilt by not properly identifying the corpus
delicti.
4. Whether Quiaoit’s guilt was proven beyond reasonable doubt.

#### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court dismissed the appeal, upholding the decision of the Court of Appeals
which affirmed the trial court’s ruling.

1. **On Instigation vs. Entrapment:** The Court differentiated between the two, reiterating
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established jurisprudence that entrapment is permissible while instigation is not. The Court
found Quiaoit’s claim of being instigated baseless as he participated willingly, without any
undue force from the poseur buyer.

2. **Regarding the Frame-Up Defense:** The Court noted the absence of any evidence to
suggest that the police officers were motivated by malice or had any reason to falsely
implicate Quiaoit.

3. **On Identifying the Corpus Delicti:** The Court clarified that the sachet marked “RID 1,”
which  was  sold  to  PO1 Baquiran  during  the  operation,  was  adequately  identified  and
differentiated from the others found upon Quiaoit during his apprehension.

4.  **On Proving Guilt  Beyond Reasonable Doubt:** The Court found that the elements
necessary  for  a  sale  of  illegal  drugs  were present  and properly  established,  affirming
Quiaoit’s conviction.

#### Doctrine:

The  Supreme  Court  reiterated  the  distinction  between  entrapment  and  instigation,
condemning  the  latter  while  recognizing  the  validity  of  the  former  when  conducted
properly.

#### Class Notes:

– **Entrapment vs.  Instigation:** Entrapment is a legal and permissible means for law
enforcement to catch law violators in the act. Instigation, whereby the instigator coaxes
someone to commit a crime they otherwise would not have, is condemned.
– **Buy-Bust Operations:** Proper identification and the presentation of the corpus delicti
(the illegal drug) in court are crucial in establishing the perpetration of the crime.
– **Defense of Frame-Up:** A common but difficult to prove defense, requiring substantial
evidence of ill motive on the part of law enforcers.
– **Proving Illegal Drug Sale:** Essential elements include proving the transaction took
place and presenting the illicit drug as evidence.

#### Historical Background:

The case reflects the strict enforcement of the Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002
in the Philippines, highlighting the procedural and substantive safeguards in place aimed at
ensuring that suspects’ rights are respected in operations targeting illegal drug trade.


