G.R. No. 191366. December 13, 2010 (Case Brief / Digest)

### Title:
**People of the Philippines v. Arnold Martinez, et al. (Acquittal on Illegal Drug Possession
Due to Violation of Constitutional Rights and Procedural Lapses in Chain of Custody)**

### Facts:

In the City of Dagupan, on September 2, 2006, based on a report from a concerned citizen
about an ongoing pot session, police officers led by PO1 Bernard Azardon proceeded to
Rafael Gonzales’ house without a warrant, where they arrested Arnold Martinez, Edgar
Dizon, Rezin Martinez, and Rafael Gonzales. Seized from the premises were plastic sachets
with shabu residue and other drug paraphernalia. The RTC convicted the accused of
possessing dangerous drugs during parties or social gatherings under RA 9165, which the
CA affirmed, leading to the appeal before the Supreme Court.

### Issues:

1. Whether the warrantless arrest and ensuing search and seizure were lawful.

2. Whether the failure to strictly comply with Section 21 of RA 9165 regarding the custody
and disposition of seized drugs invalidated the arrest and custody of drugs.

3. Whether the accused’s guilt was proven beyond reasonable doubt.

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court reversed the CA’s decision, acquitted the accused, and underscored
several critical points leading to the decision:

1. **[llegal Arrest, Search, and Seizure**: The arrest and search were deemed illegal due to
lack of probable cause and a valid warrant, making the evidence obtained therein
inadmissible.

2. **Chain of Custody**: Non-compliance with the procedures outlined in Section 21 of RA
9165 for handling seized drugs was determined to compromise the integrity and evidentiary
value of the drugs purportedly seized from the accused.

3. ¥*Proof Beyond Reasonable Doubt**: Given the inadmissibility of the seized items and the
failure to establish an unbroken chain of custody, the prosecution failed to prove the guilt of
the accused beyond a reasonable doubt.

### Doctrine:

This case reiterates the doctrine that the legality of the seizure of items without a warrant
hinges on the legality of the arrest and that evidence obtained from an unlawful arrest and
search cannot be admitted. Moreover, strict adherence to the chain of custody requirement
in drug cases is crucial to ensure the integrity of the seized drugs used in court as evidence.
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### Class Notes:

- The constitutional guarantee against unreasonable searches and seizures mandates that
evidence obtained in violation of this right is inadmissible in any proceeding.

- The chain of custody in drug cases must be clearly established to prove the corpus delicti
beyond a reasonable doubt.

- Non-compliance with procedural requirements for handling seized drugs under Section 21
of RA 9165 casts doubt on the integrity and evidentiary value of the drugs, rendering them
inadmissible.

- The presumption of regularity in the performance of official duties does not apply if the
official act is irregular on its face, outweighed by the accused’s presumption of innocence.

### Historical Background:

This decision highlights the Philippine judiciary’s vigilance in upholding constitutional rights
against unreasonable searches and seizures and underscores the importance of procedural
compliance in the successful prosecution of drug-related crimes, emphasizing the necessity
of balance between effective law enforcement and the protection of individual liberties.
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