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Title: People of the Philippines vs. Gabriel Gerente y Bullo

### Facts:

This case concerns Gabriel Gerente y Bullo, who was involved in two criminal incidents
resulting in charges under Criminal Case No. 10255-V-90 for Violation of Section 8, Article
II of R.A. 6425 (Dangerous Drugs Act of 1972), and Criminal Case No. 10256-V-90 for
Murder, both filed with the Regional Trial Court of Valenzuela, Metro Manila.

On April 30, 1990, in Valenzuela, Metro Manila, Gerente, along with accomplices Fredo and
Totoy Echigoren (both at large), was accused of conspiring to and eventually murdering
Clarito B. Blace using a piece of wood and a hollow block to inflict fatal injuries. On the
same day, Gerente was found in possession of marijuana, leading to the drug charge.

Following the incidents, police action was initiated based on a report of a mauling incident,
leading  to  the  discovery  of  the  victim’s  body,  the  murder  weapons,  and  eyewitness
testimony from Edna Edwina Reyes. Gerente was later arrested at his home without a
warrant, following the witness’s indication, and marijuana was found on his person during
the arrest.

The Regional Trial Court conducted a joint trial, resulting in Gerente being convicted on
both counts: for the possession of marijuana, he was sentenced to twelve (12) years and one
(1) day, as minimum, to twenty (20) years, as maximum sentence; for the murder charge, he
received the penalty of reclusion perpetua, along with orders for indemnification to the
victim’s heirs.

### Issues:

1. Whether the trial court erred in admitting the marijuana seized from Gerente without a
warrant, allegedly violating his constitutional rights.
2. Whether the trial court was correct in convicting Gerente of murder and the drug charge
beyond a reasonable doubt, given the evidence and circumstances.

### Court’s Decision:

The  Philippine  Supreme  Court  affirmed  the  trial  court’s  decision  with  modifications
regarding the civil indemnity for the murder victim’s heirs. The Court held:

1.  The arrest  of  Gerente  and the subsequent  seizure of  marijuana were lawful,  being
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incident to a lawful warrantless arrest, given the police had personal knowledge of facts
indicating Gerente’s involvement in the murder.
2.  The  conviction  for  murder  was  supported  by  eyewitness  testimony,  evidencing  the
conspiracy and act of murder. The principle that “the act of one conspirator is the act of all”
was applied.
3. It was deemed proper to increase the civil indemnity for the murder victim’s heirs from
P30,000.00 to P50,000.00 in line with contemporary jurisprudence.

### Doctrine:

This case reiterates the doctrine that a lawful warrantless arrest allows for the search of the
person arrested and the seizure of evidence of the crime, including dangerous weapons or
anything used in the commission of the offense. It also highlights the principle that in
conspiracy, the act of one is the act of all.

### Class Notes:

– **Warrantless Arrest:** Legal when the person has committed, is committing, or is about
to commit an offense in the presence of the arresting officer or when an offense has just
been committed and the officer has personal knowledge of facts indicating the person to be
arrested has committed it.
– **Search Incident to Lawful Arrest:** Items related to the crime or dangerous weapons
can be seized without a warrant during a lawful arrest.
–  **Conspiracy  in  Criminal  Law:**  The  participation  and  agreement  of  two  or  more
individuals to commit a crime, making the actions and intentions of one applicable to all.
–  **Civil  Indemnity  for  Murder:**  Set  at  P50,000.00  for  the  heirs  of  the  victim  as
compensatory damages for the death caused.
– **Eyewitness Testimony:** Holds significant weight in criminal  convictions,  especially
when no ill motive is discerned.

### Historical Background:

This case stands as a relevant example of the Philippine legal system’s handling of crimes
involving  conspiracy  to  commit  murder  and  illegal  possession  of  drugs,  reflecting  the
jurisprudential approaches to warrantless arrests, searches incidental to lawful arrests, and
the principle of conspiracy in criminal law.


