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**Title:** George Bongalon v. People of the Philippines

**Facts:**
George Bongalon was charged under Section 10(a) of Republic Act No. 7610 for child abuse
against  Jayson Dela  Cruz,  a  minor.  On May 11,  2000,  a  confrontation occurred when
Bongalon,  angered  by  allegations  of  stone-throwing  and  hair-burning  involving  his
daughters and Jayson, physically assaulted Jayson during a procession in Legazpi City.
Jayson sustained contusions,  documented by  medical  certificates,  leading his  father  to
report the incident to the police. Bongalon contested the charges, claiming his actions were
a  protective  reaction  to  provocations  against  his  children.  Despite  his  arguments,  the
Regional Trial Court (RTC) of Legazpi City convicted Bongalon of child abuse. His appeal to
the Court of Appeals (CA) was unsuccessful; while CA modified his sentence, it upheld his
conviction. Bongalon then filed a petition for certiorari under Rule 65 to the Supreme Court,
contesting his conviction on the basis of procedural improprieties and asserting the RTC and
CA’s misapprehension of his intentions during the incident.

**Issues:**
1. Whether every instance of laying hands on a child constitutes child abuse under Section
10(a) of Republic Act No. 7610.
2. Whether the actions of George Bongalon were intended to debase the intrinsic worth and
dignity of the child, thus constituting child abuse.
3. The appropriateness of the legal recourse taken by George Bongalon to the Supreme
Court.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. The Supreme Court clarified that not every instance of laying hands on a child amounts to
child abuse under Section 10(a) of Republic Act No. 7610. For an act to be punished as child
abuse, it must be proven that the intention was to debase, degrade, or demean the child’s
intrinsic worth and dignity as a human being.
2. The Court found that although Bongalon did physically strike Jayson, the intention to
debase Jayson’s dignity was absent. The Court believed Bongalon’s actions were impulsive,
driven by concern for his daughters, rather than an intent to demean Jayson. Consequently,
the Court considered Bongalon’s actions to constitute slight physical injuries,  not child
abuse.
3. The Supreme Court noted that Bongalon’s procedural approach through a petition for
certiorari under Rule 65 was incorrect, as his appropriate recourse was a petition for review
under Rule 45. Despite this procedural mistake, the Court opted to review the merits of the
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case in the interest of justice.

**Doctrine:**
Not all instances of laying hands on a child equate to child abuse under Section 10(a) of
Republic Act No. 7610. For actions to be deemed child abuse, there must be clear intent to
demean the child’s worth and dignity. Absent such specific intent, other penal provisions,
such as those in the Revised Penal Code, may be more appropriate.

**Class Notes:**
– **Child Abuse under Republic Act No. 7610:** Defined as the maltreatment of a child that
includes any act by deeds or words which debases, degrades, or demeans the intrinsic worth
and dignity of a child as a human being.
– **Procedural Mistake:** Filing a petition for certiorari under Rule 65 instead of a petition
for review on certiorari under Rule 45 when contesting a Court of Appeals decision.
– **Importance of Intent:** The specific intent to degrade or demean a child’s dignity is
crucial in determining a case of child abuse.
– **Slight Physical Injuries:** Under Article 266(1) of the Revised Penal Code, this crime
occurs when physical injuries incapacitate the offended party for labor from one to nine
days or require medical attendance during the same period.

**Historical Background:**
The case reflects on judicial discretion and the necessity of intent in classifying an act as
child abuse under Philippine law. It underscores the flexibility of the judicial system to
consider  the broader  context  and motivations  behind actions  that  may initially  appear
criminal, illustrating a move towards a more nuanced understanding of interactions that
lead to physical harm, especially in family or community contexts.


