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### Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Reynaldo Belocura y Perez

### Facts:
On March 22, 1999, Chief Inspector Ferdinand Ortales Divina of the Western Police District
(WPD), receiving an anonymous tip about a planned robbery, set up an operation along
Lopez Street, Tondo, Manila. The police team, including Divina and PO2 Eraldo Santos,
noticed a jeep with a spurious government plate, driven by Belocura, a police officer. Upon
trying to stop him, Belocura sped off but was eventually blocked by the police. During the
ensuing search, PO2 Santos discovered a red plastic bag under the driver’s seat containing
two bricks of marijuana.

Belocura was arrested and subsequently charged with illegal possession of marijuana under
Republic Act No. 6425, as amended by Republic Act No. 7659. At his trial, the prosecution
relied  on  the  testimonies  of  Divina  and  SPO1  Gregorio  P.  Rojas.  However,  Belocura
maintained that he was set up due to a previous altercation involving a suspect connected to
a superior. He argued the physical impossibility of the marijuana bricks being found under
the driver’s seat and challenged the validity of the warrantless search.

### Issues:
1. Whether Belocura’s warrantless arrest and the subsequent search of his vehicle were
valid.
2. Whether the prosecution’s evidence was sufficient to prove Belocura’s guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt.
3. Whether the chain of custody of the illegal drugs was adequately demonstrated.

### Court’s Decision:
1. **Validity of Warrantless Arrest**:
The arrest was deemed lawful as Belocura was caught in flagrante delicto violating a traffic
rule by using a fake government plate, falling under the exception for warrantless arrests
per Section 5, Rule 113 of the Rules of Court. Consequently, the incidental search of his
vehicle was justified to ensure the safety of the arresting officers.

2. **Sufficiency of Evidence**:
Despite the justified arrest and search, the Court found that the prosecution failed to prove
Belocura’s guilt beyond reasonable doubt. Chief Inspector Divina’s testimony established
that PO2 Santos was the one who found the marijuana bricks. SPO1 Rojas admitted only
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hearing about the drugs and not witnessing the discovery directly. The Court noted that
without Santos’s testimony, there was no direct evidence of Belocura’s possession of the
marijuana.

3. **Chain of Custody**:
The prosecution could not establish a continuous chain of custody of the marijuana bricks.
Without  PO2  Santos’  testimony  and  a  clear  linkage  between  the  seizure  and  the
presentation of the drugs in court, the integrity and identity of the corpus delicti were
compromised. This deficiency rendered the evidence inadmissible.

### Doctrine:
To secure a conviction for illegal possession of drugs, the prosecution must unequivocally
establish the chain of custody. Any break in this chain can result in doubts about the origins
and integrity of the evidence, warranting acquittal. Evidence obtained through warrantless
arrest and search must also meticulously adhere to legal standards ensuring constitutional
protections against unreasonable searches and seizures.

### Class Notes:
– **Crime Elements (Illegal Drugs)**:
1. Possession of the drug.
2. Lack of legal authority to possess it.
3. Conscious possession.

*Essential Principles*:
– **Chain of Custody Rule**: Evidence must be accounted for from the time of seizure to
presentation in court.
– **Warrantless Arrest Rule**: Valid under certain conditions (in flagrante delicto, escapee,
hot pursuit).
– **4th Amendment Protections**: Evidence obtained via illegitimate means cannot be used
in court (fruit of the poisonous tree).

*Statutes and Rules Cited*:
– **Section 2, Article III, 1987 Philippine Constitution**: Protection against unreasonable
searches and seizures.
– **Section 5, Rule 113, Rules of Court**: Conditions for lawful warrantless arrest.
– **Section 3(2), Article III, 1987 Philippine Constitution**: Exclusionary rule for illegally
obtained evidence.
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– **Republic Act No. 6425 (Dangerous Drugs Act of 1972)**: Legal framework for drug-
related offenses.

### Historical Background:
This case sheds light on the complex interplay between law enforcement procedures and
constitutional rights. Historically, the Philippine judicial system has wrestled with balancing
effective policing and strict adherence to constitutional mandates, particularly regarding
individual  rights  against  unlawful  search  and  seizure.  This  decision  underscores  the
continued vigilance required to uphold civil liberties even when combating serious crimes
like drug trafficking.


