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### Title:
**People of the Philippines vs. Restituto B. Bocalan**

### Facts:
On the evening of November 2, 1982, at approximately 8:15 PM, Restituto B. Bocalan, along
with Jaime P. Fernandez and Rodelio C. Exala, was stopped at a police checkpoint in Cavite
City. The inspection was part of routine checks for unlicensed firearms and other prohibited
items. Upon inspection of the vehicle by Pfc. Ricardo Galang, a suspicious black leather bag
was spotted inside the jeep, leading to its search and the discovery of over two kilos of
marijuana. Subsequently, the three individuals were taken to the police station for further
investigation.

Following the investigation, the three individuals were charged with violating Section 4,
Article II, of R.A. 6425, as amended (“The Dangerous Drugs Act of 1972”). After the trial,
Bocalan was found guilty as the principal offender and sentenced to life imprisonment and a
fine. His co-accused were convicted as accomplices with lighter sentences. Bocalan’s guilt
was  affirmed  by  the  Supreme  Court,  focusing  on  the  legal  issues  surrounding  the
warrantless search which led to the seizure of the prohibited drug.

### Issues:
1. Whether the warrantless search of the vehicle and the seizure of the marijuana were
lawful.
2. Whether Bocalan’s contention regarding the ownership of the marijuana, attributing it
solely to Exala, affects his culpability.
3. Whether Bocalan waived his right against unreasonable search and seizure.
4. Whether the discrepancies in the testimonies of the prosecution’s witnesses affect the
validity of the search and the veracity of the charges.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court affirmed the conviction, rejecting Bocalan’s contentions. The Court held
that:
1.  The  suspicious  circumstances  and  the  unusual  behavior  of  the  vehicle’s  occupants
provided reasonable ground for the police to conduct the search without a warrant.
2. Ownership of the prohibited drug was immaterial to the charge of illegal transportation of
prohibited drugs under the law.
3. By not objecting to the admissibility of the evidence from the outset, Bocalan was deemed
to have waived his right against the warrantless search.
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4. Discrepancies in the testimonies of witnesses were deemed minor and did not detract
from the overall legality of the search and the credibility of the prosecution’s case.

### Doctrine:
This case reaffirmed the doctrine that warrantless searches at checkpoints are permissible
under Philippine law, under specific circumstances that provide probable cause, such as
visible indicators of criminal activity or behavior that arouses suspicion. It also reiterated
the principle that the legality of a search can be waived by the failure to object to the search
at the earliest opportunity.

### Class Notes:
– Warrantless Searches: Allowed under specific conditions where there is probable cause or
in situations like routine checkpoints established for public safety purposes.
– Waiver of Rights: Non-objection to the admission of evidence obtained from a warrantless
search at the earliest opportunity constitutes a waiver of the right against unreasonable
search and seizure.
– Ownership vs.  Transportation:  Under R.A.  6425 (The Dangerous Drugs Act of  1972),
ownership of a prohibited drug is immaterial  when charged with the transportation or
distribution of the same.

### Historical Background:
This case is set against the backdrop of Philippine efforts to curb illegal firearms and drug
trafficking during the early 1980s. Routine checkpoints, such as the one involved in this
case, were part of broader measures implemented to address these problems. The legal
questions raised by Bocalan’s  appeal  echo other landmark cases worldwide where the
balance between public safety and individual rights has been scrutinized and continues to
be a relevant issue in discussions on law enforcement and civil liberties.


