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**Title: People of the Philippines vs. Ma. Grace Lacson y Navarro**

**Facts:**
The case involves accused Elizabeth Nyambura Runana and Ma. Grace Lacson y Navarro,
charged with violation of Section 5, in relation to Section 26, Article II of the Republic Act
(R.A.) No. 9165 or the “Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002,” for attempting to
transport a significant amount of Methamphetamine Hydrochloride, known as Shabu. The
prosecution’s narrative stemmed from an entrapment operation on June 29, 2011, following
a tip about a drug operation involving the recruitment of drug couriers for transport to
Malaysia. The defense, however, painted a contrasting picture, with both accused providing
personal reasons for their presence at the scene without any connection to the alleged
crime.

The Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Manila found both Runana and Lacson guilty, a decision
which was subsequently upheld by the Court of Appeals (CA). Lacson, maintaining her
innocence, elevated the case to the Supreme Court of the Philippines.

**Issues:**
The Supreme Court was tasked with determining whether the CA erred in finding Lacson
guilty beyond reasonable doubt for violation of Section 5, in relation to Section 26, Article II
of R.A. 9165. Central  to this issue was whether the induced act of transportation was
established beyond reasonable doubt and whether the chain of custody requirement was
complied with, ensuring the integrity of the confiscated dangerous drugs.

**Court’s Decision:**
The  Supreme  Court  denied  Lacson’s  appeal,  affirming  the  CA’s  decision.  The  Court
underscored that the prosecution successfully demonstrated Lacson’s intent to transport the
drugs to Malaysia through drug couriers.

Crucially, the Court highlighted that all necessary procedural requirements under Section
21 of R.A. 9165 were successfully met by the apprehending officers, including immediate
inventory and photographing of the seized drugs in the presence of required witnesses,
which upheld the integrity and evidentiary value of the seized drugs. Furthermore, the
Court stressed compliance with the chain of custody requirements as critical in maintaining
the authenticity of the seized substances and supporting the charges against the accused.

**Doctrine:**
This case reiterates the critical  importance of  the chain of  custody requirement under
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Section 21 of R.A. 9165, affirming its role in ensuring the integrity of seized drug evidence.
It  also  highlights  that  the  attempt  to  transport  illegal  drugs,  even  without  actual
conveyance, merits the same penalty as actual transport under the law.

**Class Notes:**
Key elements central to drug-related offenses under R.A. 9165 include:
1. Actual or attempted act of selling, trading, delivering, or transporting dangerous drugs.
2.  Non-compliance  with  the  authorized  legal  processes  and  credentials  for  handling
dangerous drugs.
3. Mandatory observance of the chain of custody procedures to maintain the integrity of
seized substances, as outlined in Section 21 of R.A. 9165.

Applicable legal statute verbatim from R.A. 9165:
– Section 5: “The penalty of life imprisonment to death and a fine ranging from Five hundred
thousand pesos (P500,000.00) to Ten million pesos (P10,000,000.00) shall be imposed upon
any person, who, unless authorized by law, shall sell, trade, administer, dispense, deliver,
give away to another, distribute dispatch in transit or transport any dangerous drug…”

The Supreme Court’s ruling serves as a pivotal reference on stringent compliance with legal
mandates surrounding the handling, transport, and disposition of illegal drugs, underlining
the judiciary’s role in enforcing the legal frameworks that govern these acts.

**Historical Background:**
The decision highlights the judiciary’s continued emphasis on strict adherence to procedural
requirements in criminal justice, particularly in drug-related cases. It reflects the broader
legal and societal  challenges in combating illegal  drug trafficking and underscores the
importance of legal safeguards to ensure that the rights of individuals are protected while
enforcing anti-drug laws.


