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### Title: People of the Philippines vs. Armando Bueza y Ranay

### Facts:
On August 31, 2013, the victim, referred to as AAA, was attacked by accused-appellant
Armando Bueza while walking to her boarding house in Valenzuela City. Bueza robbed AAA
of her two cellphones and wallet under the threat of a knife and subsequently raped her in a
public restroom. On October 1, 2013, Bueza pleaded not guilty to charges of Robbery with
Rape (Criminal Case No. 1224-V-13) and Grave Threats (Criminal Case No. 1225-V-13), in
violation  of  Republic  Act  No.  7610  (Special  Protection  of  Children  Against  Abuse,
Exploitation, and Discrimination Act), after threatening AAA’s life on a separate occasion on
September  4,  2013.  The  cases  progressed  through  the  Regional  Trial  Court  (RTC)  of
Valenzuela City, which found him guilty of both charges. Bueza appealed to the Court of
Appeals (CA), which affirmed the RTC’s decision with modifications on the penalties, and
proceeded to appeal to the Supreme Court.

### Issues:
1. Whether the accused-appellant Armando Bueza was properly convicted of the charges of
Robbery with Rape and Grave Threats.
2. The applicability and interpretation of medical evidence in the context of proving the
crime of Rape.
3. The correct nomenclature of the crimes committed in relation to Republic Act No. 7610.

### Court’s Decision:
The Philippine Supreme Court dismissed Bueza’s appeal, affirming the CA’s decision with
modifications related to the monetary awards in the Robbery with Rape case. The Court
thoroughly analyzed and dismissed Bueza’s arguments against his conviction for Rape based
on the alleged inconsistencies in the evidence presented. The Court stated that the absence
of  physical  injuries  or  hymenal  lacerations  does  not  preclude the  occurrence of  rape,
emphasizing that penetration constitutes rape regardless of physical evidence of violence. It
was further explained that the crisis of Grave Threats was completed when the victim
became aware of the threat, dismissing the requirement for it to be made in a private
setting.  The  Supreme  Court  corrected  the  nomenclature  of  the  crimes,  removing  the
association with RA 7610, as outlined in the case “People v. Tulagan,” establishing that the
case concerns violations under the Revised Penal Code, specifically for Robbery with Rape
and Grave Threats, without the correlation to RA 7610.

### Doctrine:
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1. **Robbery with Rape** under the Revised Penal Code is established by the concurrence
of the taking of personal property with violence or intimidation against persons, coupled
with the commission of Rape.
2. **Grave Threats** are consummated as soon as the threats come to the knowledge of the
person threatened, irrespective of the presence of witnesses or the public nature of the
utterance.
3. The presence of hymenal laceration is not essential to prove the commission of Rape.
Penetration, however slight, is sufficient to constitute the sexual act necessary for Rape.

### Class Notes:
– **Robbery with Rape**: Elements include taking with intent to gain, through violence or
intimidation, personal property belonging to another, with Rape being committed on the
occasion or as an accompanying crime.
– **Grave Threats**: Crime is completed upon the communication of the threat to the victim,
regardless of visibility to others.
– **Medical Evidence in Rape**: The lack of hymenal lacerations or physical injuries does
not negate the occurrence of Rape.
– **Legal Interpretation**: A case charged under RA 7610 related to Rape must be defined
under the appropriate provisions of the Revised Penal Code, following the doctrine set in
“People v. Tulagan.”

### Historical Background:
This case emphasizes the evolving nature of legal interpretations surrounding crimes of
sexual violence and threats, and the role of the Supreme Court in providing clarifications on
the application of laws, particularly RA 7610 in connection with the Revised Penal Code. The
decision showcases the Court’s commitment to uphold the principles of justice by ensuring
that the absence of physical evidence does not undermine the credibility of rape allegations,
reflecting a broader understanding of the complexities surrounding the crime of Rape.


