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### Title:
The United States vs. H.N. Bull

### Facts:
Henry N. Bull, a master of the Norwegian steamship “Standard,” was convicted in the Court
of First Instance for violating Section 1 of Act No. 55, as amended by Section 1 of Act No.
275. The offense involved transporting cattle, carabaos, and other animals from Ampieng,
Formosa, to Manila, without providing suitable means for avoiding cruelty and unnecessary
suffering to the animals. Specifically, the animals were transported without stalls, some
were tied by rings through their noses, some were loose, and none had bedding. This led to
injuries and the deaths of some animals. Bull appealed the conviction on grounds including
jurisdictional challenges, insufficiency of the information, constitutional challenges to the
statute, and insufficiency of evidence.

### Procedural Posture:
Bull was found guilty by the Court of First Instance. On appeal, Bull argued:
1. The complaint didn’t state sufficient facts to confer jurisdiction.
2. The trial court lacked evidence-based jurisdiction.
3. Act No. 55, as amended, violated the U.S. Constitution.
4. Insufficient evidence supported the conviction.

### Issues:
1. Whether the complaint conferred jurisdiction on the court.
2. Whether the court had jurisdiction to hear the case based on the evidence.
3. Whether the Acts in question were unconstitutional.
4. Whether the evidence supported the conviction.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court addressed each issue as follows:

**Issue 1: Jurisdiction based on the Complaint:**
The court determined that the jurisdiction was appropriate. Act No. 55 prescribes that
violations could be prosecuted in the province or port where the animals were disembarked.
Although the ship was Norwegian and not registered in the Philippines, once it entered
Philippine territorial waters, Philippine law was applicable.

**Issue 2: Evidence-Based Jurisdiction:**
The court found that as soon as the “Standard” entered Manila Bay, it fell under Philippine
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jurisdiction. The failure to provide suitable means for the animals was a continuing offense
that persisted while the ship was in Philippine territorial waters, giving the local court
jurisdiction.

**Issue 3: Constitutionality of Acts:**
The court rejected the constitutional challenge. The Acts in question were within the powers
conferred to the Philippine government by the U.S. Congress after the acquisition of the
Philippines, following the principles established for U.S. territories. The statutes aimed to
protect animal welfare during transportation and were within the authority granted to the
Philippine legislature.

**Issue 4: Sufficiency of Evidence:**
The court ruled that the evidence was sufficient. The trial court’s findings showed that the
way Bull transported the animals did not meet the requirements of the law. The Supreme
Court upheld the trial court’s conviction.

### Doctrine:
The case established that Philippine jurisdiction extends to foreign vessels in its territorial
waters,  the  principle  of  extraterritoriality  does  not  apply  to  foreign  merchant  vessels
regarding local criminal law, and that statutes enacted by the Philippine legislature under
delegated authority from the U.S. Congress are valid unless explicitly annulled by Congress.

### Class Notes:
–  **Key  Elements**:  Territorial  jurisdiction,  extraterritoriality,  animal  welfare  laws,
legislative  power  in  U.S.  territories.
– **Statutes/Provisions**:
– Act No. 55 and Act No. 275: Regulations for transporting animals to avoid cruelty.
– U.S. Constitution Article I, Section 3: Inapplicable to Philippine laws when regulating local
matters under U.S. territorial governance.
– **Application**: This case clarified the extent of local jurisdiction over foreign merchant
vessels in Philippine waters and upheld laws for animal welfare during transport.

### Historical Background:
After  the  Spanish-American  War,  the  Philippines  was  ceded to  the  United  States  and
specific governance structures were established. The legislative power for local governance
was granted under American oversight, including animal welfare during transportation. This
case  occurred  during  the  American  colonial  period,  showcasing  the  extent  of  local
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legislative power within an American territorial governance framework.


