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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Patricio Honasan y Grafil (G.R. No. 224290)

**Facts:**
1. On July 27, 2010, the PDEA and police operatives conducted a test-buy operation against
Patricio Honasan y Grafil, Noel Carpio (a.k.a. “Owie”), and Bonifacio Oseo (a.k.a. “Yakoy”)
at Zone 8, Bulan, Sorsogon City.
2. The test-buy operation led to a successful purchase of shabu from Noel and Bonifacio.
3. A follow-up buy-bust operation was arranged, with I01 Arnel Estrellado acting as the
poseur-buyer, accompanied by other arresting officers.
4. During the operation, I01 Estrellado allegedly purchased two sachets of shabu from
Patricio Honasan and Bonifacio, leading to Honasan’s arrest. Noel and Bonifacio escaped.
5.  The  operation’s  items  were  processed,  and  tests  confirmed  the  presence  of
methamphetamine  hydrochloride.
6. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) convicted Honasan for illegal sale and possession of
shabu, leading to life imprisonment and the indeterminate penalty of twelve years and one
day to fifteen years, respectively.
7. Honasan appealed the conviction, challenging the evidence handling, the legality of his
arrest, and the identity of the drugs as evidence.

**Procedural Posture:**
1. Honasan was charged on August 23, 2010, tried in the RTC, and convicted on December
9, 2016.
2. On appeal, the Court of Appeals (CA) affirmed the RTC’s decision with modifications on
February 22, 2018.
3.  Honasan further appealed to the Supreme Court raising procedural  and substantive
issues about the handling of evidence and questioning his identity as a perpetrator.

**Issues:**
1. **Legality of Arrest** – Whether the arrest and subsequent seizure of evidence from
Honasan were conducted lawfully.
2. **Chain of Custody and Evidence Handling** – Whether the requirements for chain of
custody as dictated by R.A. No. 9165 were properly observed, especially determining the
integrity and identity of the seized illegal drugs.
3. **Sufficiency of Evidence on Identity** – Whether Honasan’s identity as the seller of
illegal drugs was sufficiently established.

**Court’s Decision:**
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1. **Illegal Arrest and Insufficient Identity Establishment:**
– The Supreme Court found procedural errors in the chain of custody and handling of
evidence.  Specifically,  there  was  inadequate  marking  and  identification  of  the  seized
sachets to reliably identify which came from Honasan.
– Testimonies showed inconsistencies and failure to distinguish identities in handling drug
evidence, undermining the reliability of the accusations directly against Honasan.

2. **Chain of Custody Flaws:**
– The Court noted the absence of a chain of custody form and DOJ representative during the
seizure,  making the law enforcement process irregular and insufficient  to  establish an
unbroken chain of custody.

3. **Acquittal Due to Doubt on Corpus Delicti:**
– Given the lapses and the absence of explanations by the state for these procedural lapses,
the  Supreme  Court  overturned  the  CA’s  ruling  and  acquitted  Honasan,  ordering  his
immediate release unless held for other legitimate causes.

**Doctrine:**
– **Strict Compliance with R.A. 9165 Chain of Custody Rule:** The decision reiterates the
necessity  of  strict  adherence  to  the  chain  of  custody  requirements  in  drug  cases,
emphasizing the precise identification, handling, and preservation of evidence from the
point of seizure through analysis and in-court presentation.

**Class Notes:**
– **Chain of Custody in Drug Cases:** Ensures evidence’s integrity and identity from seizure
to presentation in-court.
–  **Legal  Arrests:**  Accused  in  drug  cases  can  challenge  their  arrest  if  flaws  in  the
operation compromise evidence reliability.
– **R.A. No. 9165 Provisions:**
– Witness requirements for inventory (police, accused, DOJ/media/elected official).
– Marking of seized items distinctively during each procedural stage.

**Historical Background:**
– **R.A. No. 9165 Context:** Enacted as the Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002
to combat drug proliferation with stringent procedural requirements for handling drug-
related  arrests  and  evidence  to  prevent  abuses  such  as  evidence  planting.  This  case
underscores the strict judicial oversight over law enforcement practices in Dangerous Drugs
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cases to safeguard accused individuals’ rights against illicit procedural exercises.


