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Who else?
I fand] the arresting team, ma’am.

Who else?
@BADONG, ma’am?

You mentioned that pictures were taken?
Yes, ma’am.,

Of what?
Of the evidence, ma’am.” {(Emphases supplied)

PO1 Arcamo also testified as part of the arresting team, viz.:

ATTY. HERRERA:

Q The inventory taking took place in Brgy. Sta. Lucia?

A Yes, ma’am.

Q But the incident happened in Brgy. Kabayanan,

A Yes, (ma’am].

Q Despite the fact that the [buy-bust] operation took placed in
Brgy. Kabayanan, the inventory taking took placed in Brgy.
Sta. Lucia?

A Yes, ma’am.

COURT:
(to witness)

Q The buy bust operation happened in Brgy. Kabayanan but the
inventory taking took placed in Brgy. Sta. Lucia?

A Yes, your honor.

XXXX

4TH ACP PAULINO:

Q

A

The testimonies of the arresting officers and investigating officer here
revealed how the chain of custody rule has been blatantly disregarded and

Only if you know, why was the inventory done in another
barangay not in Brgy. Kabayanan?

Because Brgy. Sta. Lucia is nearer than the barangay hall of
Brgy. Kabayanan, [ma’am].” (Emphases supplied)

seriously breached.

To begin with, the marking of the seized items was not done
immediately at the place of arrest, but at a barangay hall which is not one of

the allowed alternative places contemplated under the outlined procedure.”
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TSN, September 17, 2010, pp. 17-22.
TSN, March 24, 2011, pp. 18-19.

See People v. Tomawis, 830 Phil. 385, 406 (2018).
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police station was not properly accounted for.”

Arresting officer PO1 Tejada testified:

4th ACP PAULINO:

After the pictures were taken, where were it brought?
In San Juan Police Station, ma’am.

Who turned over the evidenee?
We turned it over to Antazo, ma’am.

If you know what did Antazo do with the plastic sachets?
He prepared report for PDEA, ma’am.

For what purposes?
To determine whether the specimens are shabu, ma’am.

Who turned over the evidence to the PDEA?
“kami kami din po,” ma’am.
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You said “kami-kami lang po nagdala sa PDEA,” who were with
you at that time?

A I was with Arganoza, Arcamo and Primicias, ma’am.? {Emphases
supplied)

On the other hand, investigating officer PO2 Antazo testified:

4™ ACP PAULINO:

Q Mr. Antazo, it has been admitted by the defense that you prepared
the request for laboratory examination on the two pieces of heat-
sealed transparent plastic sachets each containing white crystalline
substance. What did you do with the requests and the submitied
specimens, if any?

A I gave the request to Joniseph Arcamo and the specimens were
also with him because 1 never got hold of the submitted
specimens, ma’am.

KX XX

Q Did you get hold of the evidence?
A No, ma’am.”’ (Emphases supplied)

It is apparent from the inconsistent testimonies of POl Tejada and
PO2 Antazo that there has been a glaring breach in the chain of custody
during the purported turnover of the seized items from the arresting officers
to investigating officer PO2 Antazo of San Juan Police Station. Contrary to
POl Tejada’s claim that the seized items were turned over by them

. people v. Gayoso, 808 Phil. 19, 32-33 (2017).
* TSN, September 17, 2010, pp. 31-32.
7OTSN, April 19,2010, pp. 6, 9.
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