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### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Allen Udtojan Mantalaba

### Facts:

In  Butuan  City,  the  Task  Force  Regional  Anti-Crime  Emergency  Response  (RACER)
organized  a  buy-bust  operation  upon  receiving  information  about  Allen  Mantalaba’s
involvement  in  selling shabu.  On October  1,  2003,  police  officers  with  marked money
engaged in a transaction with Mantalaba, resulting in his arrest and the seizure of shabu.
Following laboratory tests confirming the substance as methamphetamine hydrochloride
and Mantalaba’s contact with marked money, he was charged with violations of Sections 5
and 11  of  RA 9165 for  selling  and  possessing  dangerous  drugs,  respectively.  Despite
pleading not guilty, the Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Mantalaba guilty, imposing the
penalty of reclusion perpetua for selling shabu and prision mayor for possession. The Court
of Appeals upheld the RTC’s decision without modifications.

### Issues:

1. Was the actual sale of dangerous drugs established beyond reasonable doubt?
2. Was the chain of custody of the seized drugs maintained, preserving their integrity and
evidentiary value?
3. Did the appellate court err in convicting Mantalaba despite alleged procedural lapses in
the buy-bust operation?

### Court’s Decision:

The Supreme Court affirmed the CA’s decision with modifications regarding the imposed
penalties. It held that the prosecution successfully established the sale of dangerous drugs
and  maintained  the  chain  of  custody.  The  Court  also  found  no  merit  in  Mantalaba’s
argument about procedural lapses in the buy-bust operation, emphasizing the legal sanction
of buy-bust operations as a method of apprehending drug offenders. Moreover, the Court
considered Mantalaba’s minority at the time of the arrest, modifying the penalty based on
the provisions of RA 9344, adjusting the prison terms to account for his age.

### Doctrine:

The  decision  reiterated  the  principle  that  in  drug-related  crimes,  the  proof  of  the
concurrence of all elements of the offense, such as the identity of the buyer and seller, the
object  and consideration  of  the  sale,  and the  delivery  of  the  thing  sold  and payment
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therefor, is crucial for conviction. It also underscored the legitimacy of buy-bust operations
as  a  method  for  apprehending  drug  offenders.  Furthermore,  the  case  highlighted  the
importance of properly maintaining the chain of custody of seized drugs to ensure their
integrity and evidentiary value.

### Class Notes:

– **Chain of Custody** in drug cases requires that the seized items must be immediately
marked, inventoried, and photographed to preserve their integrity and evidentiary value.
– **Buy-Bust Operations** are sanctioned legal procedures for apprehending drug sellers in
the act, with the sale’s elements and procedural execution critical for uphold convictions.
– **Minor Offenders’ Sentencing** under RA 9344 (Juvenile Justice and Welfare Act) allows
for  the  suspension  of  sentences  for  minor  offenders,  emphasizing  rehabilitative  over
punitive measures.

### Historical Background:

This case reflects the stringent legal framework in the Philippines against the illegal sale
and  possession  of  dangerous  drugs,  emphasizing  law  enforcement’s  role  in  societal
protection against drug-related crimes. It also illustrates the evolving consideration of youth
offenders within the legal system, transitioning toward rehabilitation and considering the
offender’s age in sentencing decisions.


