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## Title:
People of the Philippines vs. Medario Calantiao y Dimalanta

## Facts:
On November 11, 2003, Medario Calantiao y Dimalanta was involved in an incident wherein
his companion fired shots during a traffic dispute, prompting a report to the police by a
certain  Edwin  Lojera.  Police  officers  PO1  Nelson  Mariano  and  PO3 Eduardo  Ramirez
responded and, upon encountering the suspects at 5th Avenue corner 8th Street, Caloocan
City, a chase ensued. Calantiao was caught and frisked by PO1 Mariano, who found a black
bag containing two bricks of dried marijuana and a magazine of super 38 stainless with
ammunition. The items were turned over and marked at Bagong Barrio Police Station and
subsequently confirmed as marijuana in a PNP Crime Laboratory analysis.

Calantiao was charged under Section 11, Article II of Republic Act No. 9165 for illegal
possession of dangerous drugs. He presented a defense claiming the case stemmed from a
traffic argument, resulting in a physical altercation with police who then framed him by
planting the drugs. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found him guilty, sentencing him to life
imprisonment and a fine of Php 500,000.

Calantiao  appealed,  arguing  errors  such  as  inadmissible  seizure  of  evidence,  non-
compliance with custodial requirements for seized items, and a broken chain of custody. The
Court of Appeals upheld the RTC decision. The case was escalated to the Supreme Court,
where Calantiao reiterated his appeal on similar grounds.

## Issues:
1. Whether the marijuana seized from Calantiao could be admitted as evidence, given the
circumstances of its discovery and seizure.
2. Whether there was compliance with legal requirements for custody and procession of
seized dangerous drugs.
3. Whether the chain of custody for the seized marijuana was maintained.

## Court’s Decision:
**1. Admissibility of Seized Marijuana:**
The Supreme Court upheld the admissibility of the marijuana, affirming its valid seizure
during a lawful arrest. The Court emphasized that searches incidental to a lawful arrest are
permissible even without a warrant, particularly for ensuring officer safety and preserving
evidence. The Court found that the apprehending officers were within their rights to search
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Calantiao and his immediate possessions, including the black bag where the marijuana was
found. The Court dismissed Calantiao’s reliance on the Plain View Doctrine, clarifying it was
unnecessary since the search was directly related to his arrest for firing at officers.

**2. Compliance with Custodial Requirements:**
The Court acknowledged that stringent requirements for inventory and documentation of
seized drugs are part of Republic Act No. 9165. However, it pointed out that non-compliance
does not automatically invalidate the seizure as long as the integrity and evidentiary value
of the seized items are preserved. The Court found the prosecution had established a clear
chain of custody from seizure to laboratory analysis.

**3. Chain of Custody:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the integrity of the chain of custody, noting that the marijuana
was consistently documented from the point of seizure through forensic analysis. It ruled
that the chain was maintained, and there was no evidence of tampering or bad faith by the
apprehending  officers.  The  decision  underscored  that  Calantiao’s  argument  was  an
afterthought, with his defense largely centered on denial and claims of a frame-up, which
lacked substantiated evidence.

## Doctrine:
The case reaffirms the permissibility of warrantless searches and seizures incident to a
lawful arrest, allowing the seizure of evidence within the arrestee’s immediate control. It
emphasizes that procedural imperfections in inventory and documentation of seized items
under RA 9165 do not erode the admissibility of evidence if its integrity is well-preserved.
Furthermore, the presumption of regularity in the performance of official duties remains
unless substantial contrary evidence is presented.

## Class Notes:
– **Warrantless Search:** Defined under Section 13, Rule 126 of the Revised Rules of
Criminal Procedure as permissible for ensuring officer safety and evidence preservation.
– **Chain of Custody:** Critical in drug-related cases under RA 9165, Section 21 and its
IRR, requiring physical inventory and photograph documentation, ensuring items’ integrity.
– **Plain View Doctrine:** Does not apply if the search is incident to a lawful arrest where
the search was deliberate and not inadvertent.

## Historical Background:
The case exemplifies law enforcement challenges and judicial  scrutiny under RA 9165,
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known as the Comprehensive Dangerous Drugs Act of 2002, in the context of Philippine
judicial  principles  on  arrest,  search,  and  seizure.  The  historical  rigor  emphasizes
safeguarding constitutional rights while ensuring the efficacy of anti-drug law enforcement.


