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### Title:
**Juandom Palencia y De Asis vs. People of the Philippines: A Case of Illegal Possession of
Dangerous Drugs**

### Facts:
Juandom Palencia y De Asis (Palencia) was charged with illegal possession of dangerous
drugs under Section 11 of Republic Act No. 9165 (RA 9165), specifically for possessing a
sachet containing 0.01 gram of shabu. On April 21, 2008, upon receiving information about
illegal drug activities near Chicos in Barangay Looc, Dumaguete City, a team composed of
National  Bureau  of  Investigation  and  Philippine  Drug  Enforcement  Agency  officers
conducted  a  surveillance  and  entrapment  operation.  They  encountered  Palencia,  who
attempted to flee and swallow sachets he was holding. One sachet dropped, which was later
recovered and marked by the officers.

Palencia was arrested, and subsequent examination confirmed the substance was shabu.
However, his defense argued he was on his way to sell  cockfight meat when suddenly
apprehended and falsely  accused by the officers.  He denied drug possession,  claiming
evidence was planted. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Palencia guilty, emphasizing
that officers had sufficient basis for a warrantless arrest under the plain view doctrine. The
Court of Appeals affirmed the RTC’s decision.

### Issues:

1. Was there an unconstitutional aspect in Section 11 of RA 9165 and Section 21(a) of its
Implementing Rules and Regulations?
2. Was there a valid warrantless arrest and seizure?
3. Was the prosecution’s evidence, particularly the integrity and evidentiary value of the
seized drug, sufficiently preserved?

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court, upon review, acquitted Palencia due to the prosecution’s failure to
prove  guilt  beyond  reasonable  doubt.  It  critically  analyzed  the  chain  of  custody  and
determined significant lapses—specifically,  inadequate marking of the seized drugs and
inconsistent testimonies regarding the arrest and handling of evidence. The Court also
highlighted the importance of scrupulous scrutiny when only minuscule amounts of drugs
are involved and considered the disproportionate scale of the operation versus the yield,
hinting at the possibility of evidence planting.
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### Doctrine:

The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine that strict adherence to the chain of custody rule
is paramount in drug-related cases to ensure the integrity of the seized evidence. It also
emphasized that courts must employ heightened scrutiny in cases involving small quantities
of illegal drugs, considering the scale of law enforcement operations.

### Class Notes:

– **Illegal Drug Possession Elements**: (a) Possession of a prohibited drug, (b) Lack of legal
authority, (c) Conscious possession.
– **Chain of Custody Rule**: Crucial for proving the corpus delicti in drug cases. Must
demonstrate an unbroken trail accounting for the seizure, handling, custody, transfer, and
disposition of evidence.
– **Heightened Scrutiny Principle**: In drug cases involving tiny amounts, courts must
scrutinize the case facts critically due to the high risk of evidence tampering or planting.

### Historical Background:

This case reflects the procedural and evidential complexities in prosecuting drug-related
crimes under RA 9165 in the Philippines. It underscores the judicial system’s requirements
for  transparency  and  strict  adherence  to  legal  procedures  in  drug  possession  cases,
emphasizing  the  constitutional  rights  of  the  accused  and the  necessity  for  meticulous
evaluation of law enforcement operations, especially concerning the chain of custody of
seized drugs.


