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### Title: The People of the Philippines vs. Narciso Umali, et al.

### Facts:

In the evening of November 14, 1951, a violent raid occured in Tiaong, Quezon, instigated
by Narciso Umali, a Congressman, alongside Epifanio Pasumbal and Isidro Capino, resulting
in multiple murders,  arson,  and robbery.  This event was the climax of  a deteriorating
relationship between Umali and Marcial Punzalan, the then-Mayor of Tiaong, which began
in 1947 due to political rivalries and personal jealousy. The complex crime included the
burning of several houses, including Mayor Punzalan’s, and the killing of civilians and a
patrolman.

The case progressed to the Supreme Court directly from the Court of First Instance of
Quezon province, following the appellants’ conviction of the complex crime of rebellion with
multiple  murder,  frustrated  murder,  arson,  and  robbery—sentencing  them  to  life
imprisonment  among  other  penalties.

### Issues:

1. Existence and validity of the complex crime of rebellion with multiple murder, frustrated
murder, arson, and robbery.
2. Determination of the appropriate characterization and gravity of the offenses committed,
considering the strategic interplay between political intrigue and outright violence.
3. Assessment of the individual responsibilities and participations of Umali, Pasumbal, and
Capino in the orchestrations of the raid and subsequent acts of violence.

### Court’s Decision:

The  Supreme Court  meticulously  analyzed  the  series  of  events,  unraveling  the  deeply
political motive behind the raid, which ultimately was rooted in a personal vendetta against
Mayor Punzalan and not a rebellion against the government. Consequently, the Court found
substantial evidence against Umali,  Pasumbal,  and Capino, directly linking them to the
planning and execution of the raid.

The Court disagreed with characterizing the crime as a complex crime of rebellion, opting
instead to view the primary offense as sedition, given the specific objective to inflict harm
upon a public official and not the government at large. Additional convictions were made for
multiple murder qualified by treachery, arson, frustrated murder, and physical injuries, with
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multiple life sentences and substantial financial indemnities imposed on the appellants.

### Doctrine:

The  Court  reiterated  and  clarified  the  distinction  between  rebellion  and  sedition,
establishing that the latter is applicable when the violence and subversive act are primarily
directed  at  a  public  official  for  personal  vendetta  rather  than  at  overthrowing  or
undermining the government.

### Class Notes:

–  **Sedition  vs.  Rebellion**:  Sedition  is  charged  when  the  act  of  rising  publicly  and
tumultuously is aimed at a specific objective, such as exacting vengeance against a public
official, whereas rebellion involves broader political objectives against the state.
– **Complex Crimes**: A complex crime occurs when a single act constitutes two or more
grave or less grave felonies, or when an offense is a necessary means for committing the
other. However, the delineation of crimes must be carefully evaluated, especially when
motives and objectives suggest different categorizations.
–  **Criminal  Responsibility**:  Individuals  involved  in  collective  criminal  acts—like
raids—can  be  held  individually  responsible  for  specific  crimes  committed  during  the
collective act, depending on their involvement and the crimes’ motivations.

### Historical Background:

This  case  sheds  light  on  the  tumultuous  and  often  violent  political  landscape  of  the
Philippines during the post-World War II era, where former guerrilla leaders transitioned
into political  figures,  sometimes carrying over their  wartime tactics  into their  political
careers. This case illustrates how deeply entrenched personal and political rivalries could
manifest into violent confrontations, leveraging both formal positions of power and informal
networks, such as rebel groups.


