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Title: Paulo Castil y Alvero vs. People of the Philippines

Facts:
This case stemmed from an information charging Paulo Castil y Alvero (petitioner) with
violation of  Section 28,  paragraphs (a)  and (e)  of  Republic  Act  No.  10591,  for  illegal
possession of a firearm and live ammunition without proper authority. On July 10, 2015, in
Quezon City, Philippines, the petitioner was found in possession of a Norinco caliber 9mm
gun loaded with five live ammunitions without the necessary license/permit.

Upon arraignment, the petitioner pleaded not guilty. The prosecution’s version involves a
buy-bust operation targeting Sandra Young for illegal drug sales, during which petitioner
was encountered and eventually caught with the firearm following a chase and struggle. The
defense, however, presented a different narrative, claiming wrongful arrest without any gun
being found in the petitioner’s possession.

The Regional Trial Court found the petitioner guilty, emphasizing his possession of the
firearm without the necessary license. This decision was appealed to the Court of Appeals,
which affirmed the RTC’s judgment. The CA upheld the validity of the warrantless arrest
and search, pointing out the petitioner’s involvement in an illegal drug transaction and his
lack of a firearm license.

The case escalated to the Supreme Court on the basis of questioning the constitutionality of
the search conducted on the petitioner and the sufficiency of his admission regarding the
lack of firearm licensing.

Issues:
1. The validity of petitioner’s warrantless arrest and subsequent search.
2. Sufficiency of petitioner’s admission regarding the lack of a license to possess a firearm.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition, affirming the conviction for illegal possession of
firearms. It held that the warrantless arrest and search were valid, as the petitioner was
caught in flagrante delicto during a legitimate buy-bust operation. The Court also found the
petitioner’s  judicial  admission  regarding  the  lack  of  a  firearm  license  sufficient  for
establishing the second element of illegal possession of firearms.

Doctrine:
This  case  reiterates  the  admissibility  of  evidence  obtained  from a  warrantless  search
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incidental to a lawful arrest. It also underscores that a judicial admission on the lack of a
license to possess a firearm is an acceptable method of proving this element in illegal
possession of firearm cases under Republic Act No. 10591.

Class Notes:
– A valid warrantless arrest occurs when the person is  caught in flagrante delicto,  as
stipulated under Section 5, Rule 113 of the Rules of Court.
– A warrantless search incidental to a lawful arrest is considered a reasonable exception to
the requirement of a search warrant.
– Judicial admissions made by a party during the course of proceedings are binding and do
not  require  proof,  precluding the  need for  a  negative  certification from authorities  to
establish a lack of licensing in illegal possession of firearms cases.

Historical Background:
The enactment of Republic Act No. 10591, known as the “Comprehensive Firearms and
Ammunition Regulation Act,” signifies the Philippine government’s initiative to enhance
regulation and control over the possession and use of firearms and ammunition to ensure
public safety and prevent gun-related crimes. This case exemplifies the legal processes and
standards applied in the prosecution and adjudication of offenses under this legislation,
highlighting the judiciary’s role in interpreting and applying its provisions.


