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**Title:** People of the Philippines vs. Enrique Quintos y Badilla

**Facts:**

This case centers around Enrique Quintos, accused of raping “AAA,” a mentally challenged
21-year-old with the mental age of approximately 6 years and 2 months, based on her IQ
score of 38. Two separate incidents of rape were charged against Quintos under Criminal
Case Nos. 07-0873 and 07-0874, involving forced oral penetration and carnal knowledge,
respectively.  Quintos  pleaded  not  guilty  in  both  instances.  The  Regional  Trial  Court
consolidated the cases and, upon examining the evidence—which included AAA’s testimony,
medical reports evidencing lacerations in AAA’s hymen, and the psychological evaluation
confirming her intellectual  disability—found Quintos guilty,  sentencing him to reclusion
perpetua for carnal knowledge and a reduced sentence for the oral penetration.

Upon appeal to the Court of Appeals, the trial court’s decision was affirmed with minor
modifications to the sentencing and increase in exemplary damages. Quintos, through the
Public Attorney’s Office, moved to appeal the appellate court’s decision, leading to the
Supreme Court’s involvement.

**Issues:**

1. The credibility and competency of AAA as a witness, given her intellectual disability.
2. Whether the lack of explicit mention of force or intimidation in AAA’s testimony affects
the charges.
3. The relevance of Quintos’ claim to a consensual relationship with AAA.
4. The adequacy of AAA’s resistance or the significance of her supposed inability to resist.
5. The determination of the appropriate penalties for the crimes committed.

**Court’s Decision:**

The Supreme Court thoroughly evaluated the issues, highlighting the trial and appellate
courts’  position to assess witness credibility.  The Court underscored the principle that
intellectual  disability  does  not  inherently  undermine  a  witness’s  credibility.  AAA’s
straightforward recounting of events, corroborated by medical evidence, established the
occurrence  of  rape  beyond  reasonable  doubt.  The  Court  dismissed  Quintos’  claim  of
consensual relations as irrelevant, citing that rape can occur regardless of any relationship
if the act was non-consensual, reinforcing that the nature of consent is central to rape
charges, not physical resistance.
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For the criminal cases, the Supreme Court agreed with the imposition of reclusion perpetua
for  carnal  knowledge  under  Case  No.  07-0874,  and  corrected  the  sentence  for  oral
penetration under Case No. 07-0873 to a range within prision correccional to prision mayor.
Additionally,  awards for  moral  damages,  civil  indemnity,  and exemplary damages were
increased.

**Doctrine:**

1.  The  essence  of  rape  is  non-consensuality,  not  the  presence  or  absence  of  physical
resistance.
2. The credibility of a witness with intellectual disability is not automatically diminished;
their ability to convey their experience in a consistent and coherent manner is crucial.
3. A relationship between the perpetrator and the victim does not negate the occurrence of
rape.

**Class Notes:**

– **Rape under Article 266-A, RPC:** Rape is committed by carnal knowledge of a woman
under certain conditions, including force, threat, intimidation, when the offended party is
deprived of reason, unconscious, or otherwise incapable of giving consent.
–  **Consent  and  Resistance:**  In  rape  cases,  the  lack  of  consent  is  pivotal,  whereas
resistance or lack thereof is not determinative of consent.
–  **Intellectual  Disability:**  A  person  with  intellectual  disability  may  be  considered
incapable of giving legal consent to sexual activities, rendering acts of sexual congress with
them as rape, regardless of the victim’s chronological age.
– **Relationship with the Victim:** The existence of a relationship does not justify or negate
rape.
– **Penalties and Damages:** Establishes the precedents for sentencing and damages in
rape convictions.

**Historical Background:**

This case reaffirms and clarifies legal principles related to consent, intellectual disability,
and  the  assessment  of  witness  credibility  in  the  context  of  rape.  It  strengthens  the
protection  offered  to  individuals  with  intellectual  disabilities  against  sexual  abuse,
emphasizing the irrelevance of victim-perpetrator relationships in determining the presence
of rape. This decision contributes to the evolving jurisprudence on sexual crimes in the
Philippines, particularly concerning victims with mental incapacities.


