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### Title:
**Rustan Ang y Pascua vs. The Honorable Court of Appeals and Irish Sagud**

### Facts:
This case originated from a criminal charge against Rustan Ang, the petitioner, for allegedly
violating the Anti-Violence Against Women and Their Children Act (R.A. 9262), by sending a
morphed pornographic image via SMS that combined a naked woman’s body with the face
of his former girlfriend, Irish Sagud. Sagud and Ang were “on-and-off” sweethearts who
eventually  ended  their  relationship  when  Sagud  discovered  Ang’s  other  commitments.
Despite their breakup, Ang purportedly sought to rekindle their relationship and, failing in
his efforts, resorted to sending harassing messages to Sagud, including the contentious
image.

Upon  receiving  the  said  image  and  subsequent  threatening  messages,  Sagud  sought
assistance from local authorities, leading to a sting operation that resulted in Ang’s arrest,
confiscation of his mobile phone and SIM cards. At trial, Sagud’s testimony, supported by
expert witness on digital imaging, established the fabrication of the image by superimposing
Sagud’s face onto another woman’s body. The Regional Trial Court (RTC) found Ang guilty,
a decision that the Court of Appeals (CA) later upheld. Rustan Ang’s subsequent appeal to
the  Supreme  Court  raised  several  issues  primarily  concerning  the  application  and
interpretation of R.A. 9262.

### Issues:
1. Whether or not Rustan sent the controversial image to Irish, violating Section 5(h) of R.A.
9262.
2. The existence of a “dating relationship” between Rustan and Irish under R.A. 9262’s
definition.
3. If a single act of harassment constitutes a violation of Section 5(h) of R.A. 9262.
4.  The  admissibility  of  evidence  purportedly  obtained  through  a  violation  of  Rustan’s
constitutional rights.
5. The necessity of electronic signature for authentication of the objectionable picture as per
the Rules on Electronic Evidence.

### Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court denied the petition and affirmed the CA’s decisions, resolving the issues
as follows:
1. It upheld the lower courts’ finding that Rustan sent the morphed image to Irish, thereby
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inflicting emotional distress, which violates Section 5(h) of R.A. 9262.
2. The Court clarified that a “dating relationship” under R.A. 9262 need not involve sexual
relations  but  requires  a  romantic  involvement  over  time,  deeming  Rustan  and  Irish’s
relationship as such.
3. It ruled that a single act of violence, like sending the offensive picture, suffices for R.A.
9262 violations, emphasizing the law’s intent to protect women from any form of violence.
4. The Court dismissed the argument regarding the inadmissibility of seized evidence, as
Rustan’s conviction largely rested on testimonial evidence, particularly from Irish.
5. Regarding the admissibility of the picture, the Court noted Rustan’s failure to contest it
timely, stating that objections based on authentication should have been raised during the
trial. Furthermore, it briefed that the Rules on Electronic Evidence did not apply to criminal
actions.

### Doctrine:
This case reiterates that a single act of harassment can constitute violence against women
under Section 5(h) of R.A. 9262, emphasizing the broad protection afforded to women by the
law. It also clarifies the interpretation of a “dating relationship” within the statute’s ambit,
extending beyond sexual relations to include romantic involvement over a significant period.
Moreover,  the  decision  underscores  the  procedural  necessity  of  raising  objections  to
evidence admissibility at the trial stage.

### Class Notes:
– **Dating Relationship under R.A. 9262**: Defined as romantic involvement over time and
on a continuing basis during the relationship, not necessarily including sexual relations.
– **Single Act of Harassment**: A single act of harassment suffices under Section 5(h) of
R.A. 9262 to constitute violence against women.
–  **Admissibility  of  Evidence**:  Procedural  objections  concerning  the  admissibility  of
evidence, such as authentication requirements under the Rules on Electronic Evidence,
must be raised at the trial stage; these rules do not apply to criminal proceedings.
– **Protection under R.A. 9262**: Emphasizes the law’s broad protective measures against
all forms of violence and harassment towards women, including emotional and psychological
distress.

### Historical Background:
This case provides insight into the judiciary’s handling of cases involving digital harassment
under R.A.  9262,  mirroring societal  shifts  towards recognizing and adjudicating newer
forms of violence against women facilitated by technological advancements. It reaffirms the
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Philippine legal system’s commitment to adapting its interpretation and application of laws
in response to evolving societal norms and challenges.


