
REBELLION MAY BE SIMPLE OR COMPLEX 

.'Jesus P. Morfe* 

0·. UR Supreme Court recently ruled with finality that the. criminal overt 
.acts mentioned in article 135 of the Revised Penal Code, committed 

in furtherance of rebellion, become part and parcel of rebellion itself and 
cannot ·be considered as giving rise to a composite crime that, under article 
48 of sa?d Code, would constitute a complex one with that of rebellion.' 
The pres,ent Article is an attempt to show why the writer believes, with 
due resp~t to the aforementioned opinion of the majority members of our 
Supreme 'Court, that, pursuant to said article 48 (on complex crimes), 
common (as distinguished from the purely political) crimes perpetrated 
against non-combatant civilians in the course of rebellion qualify the re
sulting interlocking crimes as rebellion complexed with such common crimes. 

A. Ingredients or elements of the political crime of rebellion. Rebel-
lion is defined in our Revised Penal Code as follows: 

Art. 134. Rebellion o1· insm·~·ection. - How committed. - The crime of 
rebellion or indurrection is committed by rising publicly and taking at·ms against 
the Government for the purpose of removing from the allegiance to said Gov
ernment or its laws, the tenitory of the Philippine Islands or any part there
of, of any body of land, naval or other armed forces, or of depriving the Chief 
Executive or the Legislature, "V,:holly Ol' partially, of any of their powers or 
prerogatives. 

It is obvious from this that there are only two ingredients or elements 
of the crime of rebellion, namely: (a) a public armed uprising against the 
government; and (b) the political purpose or purposes mentioned in article 
134 of our Revised Penal Code. Expressed in the reverse order, the 
ingredientc or elements of rebellion are: (a) a political purpose; and (b) 
overt acts consisting of armed uprising against the government. 

B. Overt acts must be against government forces or government prop- . 
erty. - The unfailing guide in determining what are the overt acts consti
tutive of the crime of rebellion is the clause in article 134 "rising publicly 
and taking arms against the government," which is very much more mild 

''' Judge, Cot.t•t of First Instance of Pangasinan. 
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than the more positive phrase "levies war" used in the definition of treason 
contained in our Revised Penal Code! Indeed, according to our Supreme 
Court, rebellion is "engaging in combat" rather than "engaging in war."" 
This goes to show that rebellion is of a lesser magnitude than treason, and 
a public uprising does not need to amount to a war in order to be con
sidered as a rebellion.' For rebellion to exist it is sufficient that there 
be a mass rising in armed hostility to the government for the political pur
poses mentioned in article 134, without necessarily resulting in military 
or civilian casualties. Indeed, examples of rebellion or coup d'etat suc
cessfully carried out by mere silent marches of superior number of armed 
and unarmed men are not wanting in contemporary history of which the 
courts may take judicial notice. In fact, as early as June 30, 1954, our 
Court of Appeals already held that rebellion may be committed even with
out bloodshed. In the apt words of Mr. Justice Marcelino R. Monte
mayor of our Supreme Court: 

... our law on rebellion contemplates only armed clashes, skirmishes, am
buscades, and raids, not the whole scale conflict of civil war like that between 
the Union and .{;:onfederate forces in the American Civil War, where tr.e rebel~> 
were given the st11tus of belligerency undlor the laws of war, and consequently, 
were accorded much leeway and exemption in the destruction of life and proper
ty and the violation of personal liberty and security committed during the 
war.6 

Rebellion being an armed upnsmg against the government, if actual 
shooting becomes advisable, the only shooting that may be deemed in law 
as indispensable and therefore an element of rebellion is that directed 
against the police or armed forces of the government. Armed operation 
affecting the civilian population is not at all an indispensable necessity in 
rebellion, for if the cause of the n::bels is righteous, as when the govern
ment becomes oppressive, commits unpardonable abuses, and not only be
comes destructive of the life, liberty, and happiness of the people, but by 
suppressing civil Iibert!es also blocks all peaceful avenues for seeking red
ress for the people's grievances, then the civilians, as they did during the 
Japanese regime, would willingly cooperate by silently evacuating the vicinity 
of the chosen field of the rebels' military operation against the kly_alist gii'v
ernment forces. 

In other words, if the rebels' cause is really patriotic, there is no need 
for the rebels to employ terroristic pressure on the civilian population, such 
as killing innocent non-combatant men, women, and children, or committing 
arson, kidnapping, physical injuries, or other common crimes against them 
------··---· -·-----------------------------·-
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