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### Title: Jaime D. Dela Cruz vs. People of the Philippines

### Facts:
Petitioner Jaime D. Dela Cruz, a Police Officer 2 of the Philippine National Police assigned in
the Security Service Group of the Cebu City Police Office, was arrested and charged with
the  use  of  dangerous  drugs  (methamphetamine  hydrochloride,  commonly  known  as
“Shabu”)  in  violation  of  Section  15,  Article  II  of  the  Republic  Act  No.  9165  (The
Comprehensive  Dangerous  Drugs  Act  of  2002)  following  an  entrapment  operation
conducted by the National Bureau of Investigation (NBI) in Cebu City on January 31, 2006.
This operation was initially sparked by a complaint alleging extortion. Following his arrest,
Dela Cruz tested positive for the use of the said drug. Throughout the legal proceedings,
from the Regional Trial Court (RTC) to the Court of Appeals (CA), Dela Cruz objected to the
legal basis of the drug testing and his arrest. Eventually, he filed a Petition for Review on
Certiorari to the Supreme Court, arguing the illegality of the drug test conducted upon him,
among other issues.

### Issues:
The  legal  issue  addressed  by  the  Supreme Court  centered  on  whether  the  drug  test
conducted on Dela  Cruz  was  sanctioned by  existing  law or  jurisprudence,  particularly
focusing on the requirements and application of Section 15, Article II of RA 9165.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court reversed the previous judgments of both the CA and the RTC, acquitting
Dela Cruz.  The Court  ruled that  Section 15 of  RA 9165 does not  apply to individuals
apprehended or arrested for any crime outside the scope of the specific unlawful acts
enumerated  under  Article  II  of  the  said  law.  Therefore,  a  drug  test  cannot  be
indiscriminately conducted on all persons apprehended or arrested, emphasizing that such
an interpretation would infringe upon constitutional rights against unreasonable searches
and invasions of privacy.

### Doctrine:
The case established or reiterated the doctrine that the mandatory drug testing provision in
RA 9165 (Section 15, Article II) specifically applies only to those apprehended or arrested
for  the  unlawful  acts  stipulated  under  Article  II  of  the  same act.  It  underscored  the
significance of interpreting statutory provisions within their clear intents and bounds to
prevent violations of constitutional rights, particularly the right against self-incrimination
and the right to privacy.
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### Class Notes:
– **Key Concepts**: Custodial Investigation, Constitutional Right Against Self-Incrimination,
Right to Privacy, Mandatory Drug Testing.
– **Statute Cited**: Republic Act No. 9165, Sections 15 and Article II.
–  **Application**:  The  Supreme  Court  clarifies  that  only  individuals  apprehended  or
arrested for offenses directly related to dangerous drugs as specified in RA 9165 are subject
to  mandatory  drug  testing.  This  interpretation  serves  to  protect  constitutional  rights,
recognizing  the  delicate  balance  between  law  enforcement  objectives  and  individual
freedoms.

### Historical Background:
The Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002 (RA 9165) was enacted to curb drug
trafficking and abuse in the Philippines and included provisions for the rehabilitation of
drug users.  Jaime D.  Dela  Cruz  vs.  People  of  the  Philippines  underscores  the  judicial
system’s role in interpreting laws in a manner that harmonizes law enforcement goals with
the constitutional rights of individuals, reflecting an ongoing dialogue in legal jurisprudence
between public safety and civil liberties.


