G.R. No. 195224. June 15, 2016 (Case Brief / Digest)

**Title: Virginia Jabalde y Jamandron vs. People of the Philippines**
**Facts:**

On December 13, 2000, in Barangay Cawitan, Santa Catalina, Negros Oriental, an incident
transpired involving Virginia Jabalde and a minor, Lin J. Bitoon, which led to Jabalde’s
conviction under the “Special Protection of Children Against Abuse, Exploitation,
Discrimination Act” (R.A. 7610). Lin ]J. Bitoon, while playing with classmates, accidentally
caused Nova, Jabalde’s daughter, to fall and sustain a head injury. Jabalde, upon learning
about her daughter’s injury, allegedly slapped and choked Lin, causing him injuries. The
case was filed before the RTC of Dumaguete City, Branch 31, and Jabalde pleaded “not
guilty.” The prosecution presented Lin, his mother, a classmate witness, and the examining
physician as witnesses. The defense, conversely, included Jabalde and another playmate.
Initially, the RTC convicted Jabalde, a verdict affirmed with modification by the CA upon
appeal. Jabalde’s subsequent motion for reconsideration was denied.

**[ssues:**

1. Whether the acts complained of fall under the Revised Penal Code (RPC) or R.A. No.
7610.

2. Whether the lower court erred in deeming Jabalde’s actions as a violation of Section
10(a), Article VI of R.A. No. 7610.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court found merit in Jabalde’s petition, disagreeing with the lower courts’
interpretation of R.A. No. 7610 in relation to the acts committed. They highlighted that for
an act to be considered child abuse under R.A. No. 7610, there must be an intention to
degrade or demean the intrinsic worth and dignity of a child. The Court determined that
Jabalde’s actions, stemming from an emotional outburst over her daughter’s reported injury,
did not constitute child abuse as defined under said law. Instead, they ruled that the case
fell under the RPC, specifically constituting slight physical injuries. Consequently, the
Supreme Court set aside the CA’s decision and entered a new judgment finding Jabalde
guilty of slight physical injuries under the RPC with a mitigated penalty due to passion or
obfuscation.

**Doctrine:**
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The Supreme Court elucidated the essential requirement of intent to degrade or demean the
intrinsic worth and dignity of a child for an act to be deemed as child abuse under Section
10(a), Article VI of R.A. No. 7610. The Court also clarified when an act falls within the
purview of R.A. No. 7610 versus when it should be considered under the RPC, specifically
highlighting the significance of intent in determining the correct classification of the act
committed.

**Class Notes:**

- **Critical Elements of Child Abuse under R.A. No. 7610**: There must be an intention to
debase, degrade, or demean the intrinsic worth and dignity of the child.

- ¥Distinction between R.A. No. 7610 and RPC**: Acts that do not intend to degrade or
demean a child’s dignity but result in physical injuries may fall under the RPC as slight
physical injuries, rather than under R.A. No. 7610.

- ¥*Mitigating Circumstance of Passion or Obfuscation**: Actions taken in an uncontrollable
burst of emotion that diminish the actor’s will power may be considered under this
mitigating circumstance, leading to a reduced penalty.

**Historical Background:**

This case underscores the Philippine legal system’s endeavor to protect children against
abuse while also emphasizing the importance of intent in defining and prosecuting child
abuse. It serves as a significant precedent in distinguishing between acts that constitute
child abuse under R.A. No. 7610 and those which should be considered under the more
general provisions of the RPC, especially when determining the appropriate legal
proceedings and penalties for actions taken in specific emotional contexts.
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