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EXPLANATORY NOTE

Article XVI, Section 6 of the 1987 Constitution provides that;

“The State shall establish and maintain one police force, which shall 
be national in scope and civilian in character, to be administered and 
controlled by a national police commission. The authority of local 
executives over the police units in their iun.sdiction shall he 
provided bv law.”

Pursuant to said Constitutional provision. Congress enacted Republic Act No. 
6975, otherwise known as the "Department of the Interior and Local Government Act of 
1990’' which was subsequently amended by Republic Act No. 8551 or the "Philippine 
National Police Reform and Reorganization Act o f1998".

Under said laws, governors and mayors are considered as deputized 
representatives of the National Police Commission in their respective territorial 
jurisdiction. Hence, governors are given the power to choose their Provincial Director, 
while mayors have the authority to select their Chief of Police.

However, controversies in the past developed a public perception that conflict of 
interest arises when Provincial Directors and Police Chiefs end up being indebted to local 
chief executives because of the latter’s appointive authority.

While the constitutionality of such appointive jurisdiction is a settled question, 
nothing prevents the Congress from reviewing the wisdom and logic behind said policy
m order to further enhance police professionalism and to isolate the police service from 
political domination.1

In addition, as recognized by the Supreme Court in the Citizen Carpio ruling, it 
would not be advisable to give full control of the police to the loeal executives, to wit: ’

1 Jose S. Andaya vs. Regional Trial Court, Cebu City, G. R. No. 126661, December 3,1999










