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Title: The People of the Philippines vs. Amado V. Hernandez, et al. (Rebellion with Multiple
Murder, Arsons, and Robberies)

Facts:
The case involves two consolidated criminal cases, the People vs. Amado V. Hernandez, et
al. (Criminal Case No. 15841, G.R. No. L-6025) and the People vs. Bayani Espiritu, et al.
(Criminal Case No. 15479, G.R. No. L-6026). In the first case, Amado V. Hernandez along
with others were charged with rebellion with multiple murders, arsons, and robberies for
aiding the Hukbong Mapagpalaya ng Bayan (HMB or Huks), an armed communist guerrilla
movement. Hernandez and his co-defendants were accused of conspiring with high-ranking
officers or members of the Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP), which had been
actively engaged in armed rebellion against the Government of the Philippines from around
March 15, 1945, onwards.

The Information asserted that Hernandez and his co-conspirators supported the aims of the
communist rebellion, including conducting armed raids and committing acts of murder,
pillaging, and arson. Hernandez was accused of being a member of the CPP, holding aliases,
receiving communist publications, and serving as the President of the Congress of Labor
Organizations (CLO), allegedly a communist front organization. The second case involved
similar charges against Bayani Espiritu, Teopista Valerio, and others who were accused of
collaborating with the CPP and HMB, spreading terrorism, and committing acts of murder
and arson amongst others.

These cases were tried jointly by the Court of First Instance of Manila, which rendered a
judgment convicting the defendants. The appellants filed their respective appeals leading to
a Supreme Court decision.

Issues:
1. Whether mere membership in the Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP) constitutes
criminal liability, specifically for the crime of rebellion.
2. Whether the defendants’ involvement with the Congress of Labor Organizations (CLO)
implied engagement in acts of rebellion.
3. Whether the defendants committed or conspired to commit the crime of rebellion as
charged in the consolidates cases.

Court’s Decision:
In G.R. No. L-6025, the Supreme Court acquitted Hernandez, Cruz, Racanday, and Genaro
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de  la  Cruz  for  lack  of  concrete  evidence  connecting  them to  the  actual  rebellion  or
conspiracy to commit the crime of rebellion. The court held that membership in the CPP
alone without concrete evidence of participation in rebellion did not constitute a criminal
act  of  conspiracy.  Hernandez’s  acts  of  propaganda were insufficient  to  convict  him of
rebellion as there was no proof that he participated in the planning or instigation of the
uprising. The Court also repudiated the lower court’s findings that Hernandez was guilty
based on his association and support for the CLO.

In G.R. No. L-6026, Julian Lumanog and Fermin Rodillas were found guilty of conspiracy to
commit rebellion based on their activities, such as soliciting contributions for the Huks and
providing shelter for its members. Bayani Espiritu and Teopista Valerio were similarly found
guilty of conspiracy to commit rebellion because of their active roles in aiding the rebellion
by serving as couriers and members of the HMB.

Doctrine:
1. Mere membership in a party or organization does not necessarily translate to criminal
conspiracy  unless  the  party  or  organization  advocates  or  takes  part  in  a  rebellion  or
uprising.
2. Advocacy of a political theory or principle is not punishable unless it involves action, such
as agreeing to rise up in arms against the government.
3. Conspiracy to commit rebellion entails an agreement between parties to rise publicly and
take arms against the government, which must be proven beyond reasonable doubt.

Class Notes:
– Rebellion (Article 134, RPC): The court reiterated that actual rebellion is characterized by
a public uprising and taking arms against the government with the purpose of removing
allegiance to the government or its laws, the territory, or any part thereof.
– Conspiracy to Commit Rebellion (Article 136, RPC): The court clarified that for conspiracy
to commit rebellion to exist, there must be an actual agreement between individuals to rise
up in arms and overthrow the government, which must be supported by concrete actions or
intent.
– Advocacy of Action: Mere advocacy of communism or any ideology is not criminal unless it
specifically includes the advocacy of immediate and concrete action towards instigating an
armed uprising.

Historical Background:
The context of the case is rooted in the post-World War II period in the Philippines, where
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the Hukbalahap (Huks) emerged as a communist guerilla movement initially fighting against
Japanese occupation. The movement evolved into the HMB and aimed at overthrowing the
Philippine government. The CPP actively supported the HMB in their armed rebellion. This
case epitomizes the legal confrontations between the Philippine government and the CPP,
encapsulating the tensions between communist insurgency and state authority during the
mid-20th century.


