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Title: Xiuquin Shi, et al. vs. People of the Philippines

Facts:
Xiuquin Shi alias Kim Sy, Sunxiao Xu alias William Chua, and Wenxian Hong alias Andy
Hong were charged under Philippines’ Republic Act No. 9165 (Comprehensive Dangerous
Drugs Act of 2002) following a buy-bust operation on April 18, 2010, in Parañaque City. The
operation yielded more or less 7,006.68 grams of Methamphetamine Hydrochloride (shabu).
Shi  and her  co-accused were  apprehended after  selling  496.73 grams of  shabu to  an
undercover officer, SPO3 Elmer Corbe. The operation was prepared after receiving a tip
regarding Chua’s illegal activities, leading to a coordinated buy-bust operation with the
Philippine Drug Enforcement Agency (PDEA) and Southern Police District.

The defendants were assisted by interpreters and counsel during the arraignment where
they all pleaded not guilty. The prosecution presented the arresting officers and chemists
who confirmed the substance was shabu. The defense, meanwhile, claimed frame-up and
extortion, alleging they were abducted and forced to pose with the seized drugs.

The trial court convicted Chua and Hong for both the sale and possession of shabu, while
Shi was acquitted for the sale but found guilty of possession. The decision was based on the
proven conspiracy among the accused, dominion over the drugs, and the apprehending
officers’ adherence to the chain of custody rule despite some procedural lapses. The court
dismissed the defense of denial  and frame-up, finding no ill  motive on the part of the
arresting officers.

The Court of Appeals affirmed the convictions, dismissing the allegations of improper buy-
bust operation, handling, and marking of the seized drugs. It noted the procedural lapses
did not compromise the integrity of the seized items or the validity of the operation.

Issues:
1. Whether the procedural lapses in the chain of custody rule invalidate the seizure and
conviction.
2. Whether the accused’s defense of frame-up and lack of possession and control over the
seized drugs warrant acquittal.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petitions, affirming the Court of Appeals and trial court’s
rulings. It stressed the prosecution sufficiently established illegal sale and possession of
dangerous drugs, and the chain of custody was substantially complied with, maintaining the
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integrity of the seized items. The Court emphasized minor procedural lapses given the
operational  realities  do  not  necessarily  vitiate  the  arrests  or  the  seizure  of  evidence,
provided the integrity of the seized items is preserved. It found no evidence supporting the
defense’s claims of frame-up or extortion that could overturn the presumption of regularity
in the performance of official duties.

Doctrine:
In  prosecutions  for  illegal  sale  and  possession  of  dangerous  drugs  under  RA  9165,
compliance with the chain of custody requirement is crucial to ensure the integrity of the
seized drugs. However, substantial compliance suffices especially when minor procedural
lapses are justified and do not prejudice the accused, thereby preserving the evidentiary
value of the seized items.

Class Notes:
– Chain of Custody Rule: Ensures the integrity of the seizure and handling of the illegal
drugs from the moment of seizure to presentation in court.
– Constructive Possession: Possession not only actual but also includes situations where one
has dominion or control over the drug or the place it is found.
– Frame-up Defense: A common defense that requires clear and convincing evidence to
substantiate.
– Regularity Presumption: Presumes the regular performance of official duties absence of
proof to the contrary.
– Substantial Compliance: Recognized in operational realities, provided the integrity and
evidentiary value of the seized evidence are properly preserved.

Historical Background:
The case underscores the Philippine judiciary’s  acknowledgment of  the challenges and
realities law enforcement faces in narcotics operations under RA 9165, balancing strict
procedural requirements against operational practicalities to ensure justice and adherence
to the rule of law.


