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Title: Randy Michael Knutson vs. Hon. Elisa R. Sarmiento-Flores and Rosalina Sibal Knutson

Facts:
In 2005, Randy Michael Knutson, an American citizen, and Rosalina Sibal Knutson, met and
married in Singapore, later bearing a daughter named Rhuby Sibal Knutson. The family
eventually relocated to the Philippines. Over time, the marriage soured due to Rosalina’s
alleged infidelities  and gambling addiction,  which  led  to  financial  ruin  and neglect  of
parental duties towards Rhuby. Instances of abuse towards Rhuby and threats of violence
were reported by Randy, who found the local  authorities unhelpful  in domestic issues.
Concerned for their daughter’s safety, Randy filed a petition for Temporary and Permanent
Protection Orders under Republic Act (RA) No. 9262, also known as the “Anti-Violence
Against Women and Their Children Act of 2004,” against Rosalina before the Regional Trial
Court (RTC) of Taguig City.

The RTC dismissed the petition, arguing that the remedies of RA 9262 do not extend to
fathers acting on behalf of their children against the mothers. On reconsideration, the RTC
reinforced its stance that RA 9262’s context implies the protection of “women and their
children,” presupposing that the offenders are male. Randy, aggrieved by the dismissal and
inaction,  escalated  the  matter  to  the  Supreme  Court  via  a  Petition  for  Certiorari,
questioning if RA 9262 extends protection orders to fathers on behalf of their children
against the mothers’ alleged violence.

Issues:
1. Whether RA 9262 permits a father to apply for protection and custody orders against a
mother accused of committing violence against their child.
2. Whether the RTC committed grave abuse of discretion in dismissing Randy’s petition for
protection and custody orders under RA 9262.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court granted the Petition for Certiorari, setting aside the RTC Orders and
mandating the issuance of a Permanent Protection Order. The Court clarified that RA 9262
allows “parents or guardians of the offended party” to seek protection orders,  without
gender distinction, hence including fathers acting on their children’s behalf. It emphasized
that RA 9262, being gender-neutral, does not exclusively protect women and children from
male offenders but extends to any person committing violence, including mothers against
their  children.  The  Court  reinforced  this  interpretation  by  pointing  to  the  liberal
construction rule of RA 9262 aiming to safeguard and promote the protection of victims of
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violence. The RTC’s narrow interpretation was found to contravene the law’s intent and
was, therefore, considered a grave abuse of discretion.

Doctrine:
This landmark decision clarified and reinforced the gender-neutral application of RA 9262,
ensuring that the law’s protective measures cover all plausible scenarios of violence against
children, irrespective of the offender’s gender. It established that fathers, acting in behalf of
their minor children, can seek protection orders against mothers perpetrating violence,
highlighting RA 9262’s primary purpose of promoting the safety and well-being of children
victims of violence.

Class Notes:
– RA 9262 applies to “any person” committing violence against women and their children,
inclusive of female offenders.
– Parents or guardians of the child victim, inclusive of fathers, can file for protection orders
under RA 9262.

Historical Background:
This case is a reflection of evolving interpretations of laws designed to protect against
domestic violence. Initially conceptualized with a strong gender perspective that aligned
with protecting women from male violence, judicial and legislative recognition of diverse
family dynamics and the necessity of protecting all victims of domestic abuse, regardless of
gender, have necessitated more inclusive interpretations. This decision marks a significant
step in recognizing the complexities of domestic violence and the importance of a more
inclusive framework for protection under the law.


