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Title: Silverio Valdez vs. Antonio G. Lucero and Celestino Jimenez

Facts:
Silverio Valdez was charged with murder in the Justice of the Peace Court of Vigan, Ilocos
Sur, for killing Juan Ponce on January 17, 1945, using deadly weapons. Valdez moved to
dismiss  the  information,  claiming  the  fiscal  lacked  authority  and  the  court  lacked
jurisdiction over him, which was denied on September 5, 1945. Consequently, Valdez was
detained in Vigan’s provincial jail from that date. On September 13, 1945, the information
was reproduced in the Court of First Instance of Ilocos Sur. Valdez filed a motion to quash
on December 18, 1945, which was denied two days later. A petition for reconsideration was
also denied on January 7, 1946. Valdez appealed to the Supreme Court, arguing the civil
courts lacked jurisdiction to try his case because, as a member of a recognized guerrilla unit
incorporated into the U.S. and Philippine Armies, he should be tried by a general court-
martial per Article 93 of the Commonwealth Act No. 408 (Articles of War).

Issues:
1. Whether civil courts have jurisdiction to try cases involving members of the military or
guerrilla forces for crimes committed during wartime.
2.  The application of  Article  93 of  the Articles  of  War in  determining the jurisdiction
between military and civil  courts in cases of  murder committed by persons subject  to
military law during wartime.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court held that the civil courts retain concurrent jurisdiction with military
courts to try and adjudicate murder cases against members of the military or guerrilla
forces for crimes committed during wartime. The Court found Article 93 of the Articles of
War, suggesting exclusive military jurisdiction for wartime murder by military personnel,
does not deprive civil courts of jurisdiction over such cases. This interpretation aligns with
U.S. jurisprudence, notably Cadwell vs. Parker, which determined that civil courts are not
stripped of their jurisdiction over murder cases by persons subject to military law, even
during wartime. The fact that the Philippines had been liberated and hostilities had ceased
at the time of prosecution further supported the civil courts’ jurisdiction. Additionally, the
Supreme Court noted the absence of any claim by military authorities to try Valdez under
military law, reinforcing the civil courts’ authority to proceed. Therefore, the petition was
dismissed,  affirming the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  First  Instance  of  Ilocos  Sur  over
Valdez’s murder case.
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Doctrine:
The doctrine established is the concurrent jurisdiction of civil  and military courts over
crimes committed by military personnel or members of recognized guerrilla forces during
wartime. Article 93 of the Articles of War does not grant exclusive jurisdiction to military
courts for such offenses, allowing civil courts to adjudicate these cases alongside military
tribunals. Civil courts’ jurisdiction is not negated by the military status of the defendant or
the wartime context of the offense, especially when military authorities do not assert a
priority right to trial.

Class Notes:
1. Concurrent Jurisdiction: Civil courts and military courts can have concurrent jurisdiction
over crimes committed by military personnel, including those in guerrilla units recognized
by the armed forces, during wartime.
2. Article 93 of the Articles of War (Commonwealth Act No. 408) does not eliminate civil
court jurisdiction over murder cases involving military personnel in wartime.
3. The absence of a claim by military authorities for a trial under military law supports civil
court jurisdiction over military personnel.
4. The status of actual hostilities and the functioning of civilian courts within a state are
relevant factors in determining the jurisdictional authority between civil and military courts.

Historical Background:
The case of  Silverio Valdez vs.  Antonio G.  Lucero and Celestino Jimenez arises in the
aftermath of World War II, a period marked by extensive guerrilla warfare in the Philippines
against Japanese occupation. Members of recognized guerrilla units, such as Valdez, were
incorporated into the U.S.  and subsequently the Philippine Army, blurring the lines of
military and civilian jurisdiction over crimes committed during this tumultuous period. This
case clarifies the scope of civil court jurisdiction in the context of crimes committed by
guerrilla  fighters  and  military  personnel  during  wartime,  setting  a  precedent  for  the
interpretation of wartime jurisdiction in Philippine law.


