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### Title:

**Marvin L. San Juan vs. People of the Philippines**

### Facts:

– **March 26, 2014:** The incident began at approximately 10:00-11:00 a.m., when AAA,
then a  15-year-old  minor,  was chatting with  his  friends at  a  basketball  court  in  their
community.
– **Entry of Marvin L. San Juan:** San Juan, who was drunk, approached the group and
began berating AAA. San Juan shouted threats including “pag-uuntugin ang magulang,”
which made AAA laugh.
–  **Escalation:**  Enraged  by  AAA’s  reaction,  San  Juan  picked  up  a  stone  and  later
threatened AAA by pointing a gun at him. BBB, another child present, confirmed witnessing
San Juan point a gun at AAA while the latter walked away.
– **Chasing AAA:** After AAA and his friends initially fled, AAA returned to retrieve his shirt
but was chased by San Juan who had a stone in hand.
– **San Juan’s Testimony:** San Juan, in his defense, claimed he only warned the boys not to
play basketball during weekdays and admitted to chasing them with a stone, but denied
being drunk or pointing a gun.

### Procedural Posture:

– **July 31, 2014:** An Information was filed against San Juan for child abuse under Section
10(a) of Republic Act (R.A.) No. 7610.
– **August 26, 2014:** San Juan was arraigned and pleaded not guilty.
– **Trial Court (RTC) Decision:** On July 22, 2015, the RTC found San Juan guilty of child
abuse and sentenced him to 4 years, 8 months to 6 years in prison, plus damages.
– **Court of Appeals (CA) Decision:** On May 31, 2017, the CA affirmed the RTC’s decision
but modified the crime to grave threats in relation to R.A. No. 7610, adjusting the penalties
accordingly.
– **Supreme Court (SC) Petition:** San Juan contested the CA’s ruling,  leading to the
present Supreme Court review.

### Issues:

1. Whether the CA erred in convicting San Juan of grave threats in relation to Section 10(a)
of R.A. No. 7610.
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2.  Determining the proper nomenclature and applicable law – grave threats under the
Revised Penal Code versus child abuse under R.A. No. 7610.
3. Clarifying the elements constituting child abuse under Section 10(a) of R.A. No. 7610.

### Court’s Decision:

1.  **Clarification  of  Applicable  Law:**  The  SC  analyzed  whether  San  Juan’s  actions
constituted grave threats or child abuse under R.A. No. 7610. It affirmed the principle that
acts punishable under Article 59 of P.D. No. 603, even if also covered by the Revised Penal
Code, are punishable under Section 10(a) of R.A. No. 7610.

2. **Specific vs General Intent:** The SC highlighted that certain acts require proof of
specific intent (such as degrading or demeaning the child’s intrinsic worth under Section
3(b)(2)). San Juan’s act of pointing a firearm, while inherently cruel, did not demand proof of
specific intent but constituted a sufficient general intent under Section 3(b)(1).

3.  **Supreme Court Ruling:** Given San Juan’s actions caused psychological harm and
amounted to physical cruelty, the SC affirmed his conviction under Section 10(a) of R.A. No.
7610. However, it corrected the crime’s designation, focusing solely on child abuse, not
grave threats in relation to R.A. No. 7610.

### Doctrine:

1. **Child Protection Under Section 10(a) of R.A. No. 7610:** Acts involving cruelty or
intimidation that psychologically harm a minor fall  under Section 10(a),  irrespective of
overlaps with the Revised Penal Code.

2. **Doctrine of Last Antecedent and Contextual Interpretation:** Legal interpretation of
statutory clauses must respect linguistic context and legislative intent, especially regarding
protective laws for vulnerable sectors like minors.

### Class Notes:

– **Key Elements of Child Abuse Under Section 10(a) (R.A. No. 7610):**
– **Psychological abuse:** Harm to a child’s psychological functioning demonstrated by
changes in behavior or cognition.
– **Physical Abuse:** Injuries like lacerations, burns, or severe bodily harm.
– **Cruelty:** Acts or words that debase, degrade, or demean the child’s intrinsic worth and
dignity.
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– **General Criminal Intent:** Actions voluntarily committed against a minor that meet
abuse criteria.

– **Statutory Provisions:**
– **Section 10(a) of R.A. No. 7610:** Pertains to child abuse acts that are not exclusively
covered by the RPC.
– **Article 59 of P.D. No. 603:** Lists actions that constitute child abuse which might
overlap with the RPC.

### Historical Background:

– The enactment of R.A. No. 7610 was driven by a heightened need to protect children from
various forms of abuse, especially in contexts where existing laws (P.D. No. 603 and the
Revised Penal Code) were insufficient. It exemplifies legislative efforts to enhance penalties
against  child abuse and expand legal  protection for  minors.  The case underscores the
judicial  system’s  diligence  in  interpreting  laws  to  adequately  deter  and  address  child
maltreatment.


