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**Title:** *People of the Philippines vs. Ricardo Alunday: A Case Analysis on Illegal
Cultivation of Marijuana*

**Facts:**

The case against Ricardo Alunday commenced with the filing of two informations on August
7, 2000, for violating Section 9 of the Republic Act No. 6425, or the Dangerous Drugs Act of
1972, and Section 1 of Presidential Decree No. 1866, related to the unauthorized possession
of a high-powered firearm. Specifically, Alunday was accused of cultivating marijuana plants
in a 10-hectare plantation in Mount Churyon, Betwagan, Sadanga, Mountain Province.

Following a plea of not guilty for both charges, a joint trial  was conducted where the
prosecution and defense presented their evidence. The prosecution built their case through
the testimony of several police officers involved in the operation, intelligence reporting, and
the forensic analysis of the seized marijuana plants, confirmed to be marijuana.

The  defense,  including  Alunday  himself,  his  aunt,  and  his  daughter,  contested  the
accusations,  asserting  Alunday  was  in  the  area  to  retrieve  lumber  and  was  wrongly
apprehended.

Subsequently, the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Bontoc, Mountain Province, found Alunday
guilty of illegal cultivation of marijuana while acquitting him for the illegal possession of
firearms. Alunday appealed the conviction to the Court of Appeals, which affirmed the RTC’s
decision. Further elevating the matter to the Supreme Court recapped similar arguments
centering on the validity of the arrest and the sufficiency of evidence proving guilt.

**Issues:**
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in crediting the prosecution’s evidence despite claims
of inadmissibility due to an alleged unlawful arrest.
2. Whether the evidence presented was sufficient to establish Alunday’s guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt for the crime of illegal cultivation of marijuana.

**Court’s Decision:**
The Philippine Supreme Court upheld the decisions of both the lower court and the Court of
Appeals. It dismissed the claim of an unlawful arrest, citing the legal bases for warrantless
arrests under Philippine law, specifically when the person is caught committing a crime in
flagrante delicto, which applied to Alunday’s situation. The Court further emphasized the
credibility  of  the  witnesses  and the  regularity  of  the  police  operation,  reinforcing the
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evidence’s reliability. Consequently, Alunday’s conviction for illegal cultivation of marijuana
was affirmed based on the substantive evidence presented.

**Doctrine:**
The Supreme Court reiterated the doctrine regarding the legality of warrantless arrests,
particularly when the suspect is caught in the act of committing a crime (in flagrante
delicto), and the principle that factual findings from trial courts, which have the unique
advantage of directly observing witness demeanor, generally carry significant weight in
appellate review unless there are compelling reasons suggesting a misapprehension of
facts.

**Class Notes:**

– Warrantless Arrest: Legal if the person is caught in the act of committing the offense in
the presence of the arresting officers.
–  Burden  of  Proof  in  Criminal  Cases:  The  prosecution  must  establish  guilt  beyond  a
reasonable doubt.
– Credibility of Witnesses: Generally, deference is given to trial court assessments unless
glaring errors or biases are evident.
– Role of Forensic Evidence: Critical in substantiating the charges related to illegal drug
cultivation.
– Appeal Process: Highlights the procedural posture from trial court to the Supreme Court,
emphasizing the importance of raising legal issues timely.
– Doctrine of Irregularity of Arrest: An accused’s failure to promptly challenge jurisdiction
due to an alleged irregularity in arrest constitutes a waiver of such claim.

**Historical Background:**
The enforcement of laws against illegal drug cultivation, possession, and use remains a
significant  public  policy  concern  in  the  Philippines.  The  case  of  People  vs.  Alunday
exemplifies the judiciary’s role in adjudicating alleged violations under the comprehensive
Dangerous Drugs Act of 1972 and subsequent legislation aimed at curbing drug-related
crimes.  This  legal  battle also reflects the procedural  intricacies involved in the justice
system, from arrest to prosecution and eventual appeal in higher courts, underscoring the
importance of procedural compliance and substantive evidence in securing a conviction.


