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**Title:** Van Clifford Torres y Salera v. People of the Philippines

**Facts:**

1. **Incident:** On November 11, 2003, at the Barangay Hall of Clarin, Bohol, Van Clifford
Torres y Salera (Torres) allegedly assaulted a 14-year-old named AAA by whipping him with
a wet t-shirt, hitting AAA’s neck and shoulder, causing him to fall down the stairs.

2. **Initial Complaint:** CCC, AAA’s uncle, had previously filed a complaint for malicious
mischief  against  Torres,  claiming that  Torres had damaged CCC’s multicab.  AAA,  who
witnessed the incident, was brought to the barangay conciliation by CCC.

3.  **Altercation:**  During the barangay conciliation,  AAA interjected into an argument
between CCC and Torres, accusing Torres of damaging the multicab and stealing fish nets.
Torres threatened AAA to stop but eventually whipped him three times with a wet t-shirt
when AAA refused to remain silent, resulting in a physical attack from CCC on Torres.

4. **Medical Examination:** Dr. Vicente Manalo Jr. conducted a physical examination on
AAA and confirmed a contusion.

5. **Charges Filed:** Torres was charged with a violation of Section 10(a) of Republic Act
No. 7610 (Child Abuse).

6. **Trial:** Torres pleaded not guilty. The prosecution presented witnesses, including AAA
and his relatives, while Torres testified in his defense. He claimed the act was a disciplinary
measure and denied his intention to abuse.

**Procedural Posture:**

1. **Regional Trial Court (RTC) Decision (June 5, 2006):** Found Torres guilty of child abuse
under RA 7610 and sentenced him to an indeterminate sentence of six to eight years and a
fine of P5,000.

2. **Court of Appeals (CA) Decision (August 11, 2011):** Affirmed the RTC’s decision but
modified  the  sentence  to  five  years,  four  months,  and  twenty-one  days  of  prision
correccional as minimum, to six years,  eight months, and one day of prision mayor as
maximum.

3. **CA Resolution (February 22, 2013):** Denied Torres’ motion for reconsideration.
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4. **Supreme Court:** Torres filed a Petition for Review on Certiorari.

**Issues:**

1.  **Misapprehension  of  Facts:**  Whether  the  Court  of  Appeals  erred  due  to  a
misapprehension of facts by sustaining Torres’ conviction.

2. **Proof Beyond Reasonable Doubt:** Whether the Court of Appeals erred in affirming the
conviction despite the alleged failure of the prosecution to prove guilt beyond a reasonable
doubt.

3. **Interpretation of Child Abuse:** Whether Torres’ act constitutes child abuse under
Section 10(a) of Republic Act No. 7610 or if it should be considered merely slight physical
injuries under the Revised Penal Code.

**Court’s Decision:**

– **Factual Findings:** The Supreme Court upheld that the findings of fact by the trial court
and the Court of Appeals are binding and not reviewable unless there is arbitrariness or
palpable error. The courts neither disregarded nor overlooked any material facts.

– **Act Constituting Child Abuse:** The Supreme Court affirmed that whipping a child with
a wet t-shirt three times, causing a fall and contusion, constitutes child abuse under RA
7610.

– **Reasoning:** The actions of whipping symbolized intent to degrade and demean AAA’s
intrinsic worth and dignity as a human being.

– **Intent to Abuse:** The Supreme Court rejected Torres’ defense of disciplinary action,
clarifying that AAA, as a child, is entitled to special protection under RA 7610. Torres’ act
went beyond reasonable disciplinary measures.

– **Penalties:** The conviction and penalties imposed by the lower courts were affirmed.

**Doctrine:**

– **Child Abuse under RA 7610:** Defined not merely by the physical harm but by acts that
debase, degrade, or demean the intrinsic worth and dignity of the child.
– **Intention in Child Abuse:** The intent behind the act (to degrade or demean) plays a
crucial role in distinguishing between child abuse and other offenses.
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**Class Notes:**

– **Key Concepts:**
– **Child Abuse Definition (Section 3(b), RA 7610):** Includes psychological and physical
abuse, neglect, cruelty, sexual abuse, and emotional maltreatment.
– **Penalties (Section 10(a),  RA 7610):** Prison terms for acts of  child abuse,  cruelty,
exploitation, or conditions prejudicial to the child’s development.
– **Case Citation:** Araneta v. People (2008) was referenced to establish a comprehensive
understanding of RA 7610.

– **Statutory Provisions:**
– **Article XV, Section 3(2) of the Philippine Constitution:** Mandates state protection for
children from abuse.
–  **Indeterminate  Sentence  Law:**  Application  affecting  minimum  and  maximum
imprisonment  terms.

**Historical Background:**

– **Context:** The case highlights the Philippines’ commitment to protecting children’s
rights through strict  enforcement of  Republic Act No.  7610,  which seeks to safeguard
children against all  forms of abuse, cruelty, and exploitation. This law reflects broader
societal efforts towards child welfare and enforcing harsh penalties for violations, aimed at
solidifying a legal framework that places children’s safety and dignity at the forefront.


