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Title: Elenita C. Fajardo vs. People of the Philippines, G.R. No. 186066

Facts:
1. Incident Background: On August 28, 2002, in Kalibo, Aklan, several law enforcement
officers responded to a citizen complaint regarding armed individuals firing weapons at
Elenita Fajardo’s residence.

2.  Surveillance and Encounter:  Police observed individuals,  including petitioner Elenita
Fajardo and Zaldy Valerio, in possession of firearms. Valerio fired at the police, then both
Fajardo and Valerio retreated into Fajardo’s house.

3. Search Warrant and Confiscation: Authorities cordoned the house, and based on spotted
firearms activities, applied for a Search Warrant which was executed on the same day,
yielding firearms and ammunition.

4. Initial Judicial Outcome: During a search conducted by virtue of a warrant, two receivers
from a .45 caliber pistol were discarded by Valerio from the roof and later retrieved by the
police.

5. Criminal Information: Both Fajardo and Valerio were charged with illegal possession of
firearms under P.D. No. 1866, amended by R.A. No. 8294, based on the items found in
Fajardo’s home.

6.  Trial  Court  Proceedings:  After  Fajardo and Valerio’s  plea of  not  guilty,  they raised
procedural issues about the search warrant’s validity and their arrests.

7. RTC Decision: The RTC found Fajardo guilty of illegal possession of firearms, sentencing
her to prison and a fine, rejecting defenses about search warrant validity and procedural
lapses.

8. Appeal to Court of Appeals: Fajardo appealed, contesting the search warrant’s validity
and possessing the confiscated items.

9. CA Ruling: The CA nullified the search warrant due to procedural defectiveness but
upheld the seizure under the plain view doctrine, affirming Fajardo’s guilt for possession of
a firearm part.

10. Supreme Court Petition: Fajardo contested the CA ruling, asserting that her conviction
was unsupported given the invalidity of the search warrant and procedural lapses.
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Issues:
1. Was the search and seizure conducted under the search warrant valid?
2. Can the plain view doctrine be appropriately applied to justify the seizure of firearm
parts?
3. Was there sufficient evidence linking Elenita Fajardo to the possession of firearm parts
warranting conviction?

Court’s Decision:
1.  Invalidity  of  Search  Warrant:  The  Court  recognized  defects  in  the  search  warrant
nullifying its issuance.

2. Application of Plain View Doctrine: Despite the warrant’s invalidity, the Court found the
police seizure of firearm parts legitimate under the plain view doctrine.

3. Insufficient Evidence of Direct Possession: The Supreme Court acquitted Fajardo due to
inadequate proof beyond reasonable doubt linking her to the possession of firearm parts. No
direct or circumstantial evidence sufficiently tied Fajardo to the illicit possession.

Doctrine:
The Supreme Court emphasized the plain view doctrine. For evidence to be admissible, it
must be discovered inadvertently by officers who legally occupy a vantage position. Clear
evidence must  exist  to  establish possession beyond a reasonable doubt  when applying
statutory provisions related to firearm possession, elucidating principles around physical
and constructive possession.

Class Notes:
– Illegal possession of firearms typically requires lack of authority and intent to possess.
– Mere physical  or constructive possession suffices under P.D. No. 1866, yet intent to
possess distinguishes genuine culpability.
– Procedural defects on search warrant issuance can nullify resultant searches but may be
circumvented by exceptions such as the plain view doctrine.
– Plain view doctrine necessitates that officers legally be in a position to view seized items.

Historical Background:
During the early 2000s, the Philippines intensified efforts against illegal firearms as post-
Marcos political violence peaked, leading to stricter enforcement of gun laws underscored
by  legislative  reforms like  R.A.  No.  8294,  modifying  P.D.  No.  1866 to  categorize  and
penalize possession based on firearm power, amid nationwide disarmament campaigns.


