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Title: Lydia C. Gelig vs. People of the Philippines

Facts:
Lydia C. Gelig, a public school teacher, was charged with the complex crime of direct
assault with unintentional abortion against co-teacher Gemma B. Micarsos, following an
incident on July 17, 1981. Gelig confronted Micarsos for allegedly calling her son a “sissy,”
which escalated into a physical altercation resulting in Micarsos falling and hitting a wall
divider. Micarsos later suffered from an incomplete abortion, which she discovered upon
medical examination. Gelig denied the assault, insisting that Micarsos attacked her first,
causing her to push Micarsos in defense.

The trial ensued at the Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Cebu City, Branch 23. On October 11,
2002, the trial court ruled in favor of the prosecution, convicting Gelig of the complex crime
of direct assault with unintentional abortion. Dissatisfied, Gelig appealed to the Court of
Appeals (CA), which vacated the RTC’s conviction and instead found her guilty of slight
physical  injuries.  Arguing  that  even  the  conviction  for  slight  physical  injuries  was
unfounded, Gelig further appealed to the Supreme Court.

Issues:
1. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in finding that Gelig is guilty of slight physical
injuries under Article 266 (1) of the Revised Penal Code.
2. Whether the Court of Appeals erred in convicting Gelig for slight physical injuries instead
of the complex crime of direct assault with unintentional abortion as charged.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court  determined that  the CA erred in  its  judgment  that  dismissed the
conviction for direct assault and convicted instead for slight physical injuries. The High
Court reinstated the conviction for direct assault, emphasizing elements such as Gemma
Micarsos’ status as a person in authority during the incident and that Lydia Gelig had
knowledge of such status. However, the Supreme Court did not find conclusive evidence
linking  the  assault  to  the  unintentional  abortion  as  there  were  no  medical  findings
presented to establish a direct causation. Thus, the Supreme Court did not uphold the
conviction for unintentional abortion.

Doctrine:
In criminal appeals, appellate courts can examine the entire record to correct any errors
found in the appealed judgment, as an appeal throws the whole case open for review. The
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doctrine touches on the elements and nature of direct assault as defined in Article 148 of
the Revised Penal Code and the definition of a person in authority as outlined in Article 152.

Class Notes:
– Direct Assault Elements: (1) attack or use of force, (2) against a person in authority or
their agent, (3) during the performance of official duties or on account of such performance,
(4) with the knowledge that the victim is a person in authority or agent, (5) without public
uprising.
– Person in Authority: Article 152 of the Revised Penal Code includes teachers engaged in
their professional duties as persons in authority.
– Proximate Cause in Unintentional Abortion: There must be evident causation between the
assault and the resulting abortion.

Historical Background:
The case occurred at  a  time when the protection of  persons in  authority,  particularly
educational professionals, was a significant legal matter. The philosophical understanding of
respect towards roles of authority in society was inferred from the strict penalization of
direct assault against persons performing official duties. The case adhered to the legal
framework of the Revised Penal Code prevailing at the time, maintaining the sanctity of
authority figures against personal retaliations that interrupt their official functions.


