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**Title: Quinto vs. Andres and Pacheco (G.R. No. 139950)**

**Facts:**
On the morning of November 13, 1995, Edison Garcia and Wilson Quinto, both eleven-year-
olds, encountered Dante Andres and Randyver Pacheco near a drainage culvert in Barangay
San Rafael, Tarlac. Pacheco and Andres invited Wilson to go fishing inside the culvert, but
Garcia stayed outside due to the darkness. Pacheco, who possessed a flashlight, led Wilson
and Andres inside the culvert. A few moments later, Pacheco emerged holding a fish and left
silently. Andres came out carrying Wilson’s lifeless body. Andres informed Melba Quinto,
Wilson’s  mother,  of  her son’s  death.  The cadaver was buried without an autopsy,  and
initially, no criminal charges were filed.

On November 28, 1995, the NBI investigated and took sworn statements from the involved
parties. Pacheco denied involvement, claiming he saw Wilson’s dead body while passing by
on his carabao. Wilson’s body was exhumed on February 29, 1996, and autopsied by Dr.
Dominic Aguda, who reported drowning and traumatic head injuries as the cause of death.

The NBI filed a homicide charge against Andres and Pacheco. The RTC of Tarlac found
probable cause and filed an Information against them. During the trial, Dr. Aguda testified
that the injuries indicated drowning possibly caused by external force. After presenting
evidence, the prosecution rested, and the respondents moved for a demurrer to evidence,
which the RTC granted, leading to the dismissal of the case for insufficiency of evidence.
The petitioner appealed the civil aspect to the Court of Appeals (CA), which affirmed the
RTC’s decision.

**Issues:**
1.  Whether the extinction of  respondents’  criminal  liability  also extinguishes their  civil
liability.
2.  Whether  preponderant  evidence  exists  to  hold  respondents  civilly  liable  for  Wilson
Quinto’s death.

**Court’s Decision:**
1. **Extinguishing Civil Liability along with Criminal Liability:**
The Supreme Court affirmed the principle that the extinction of the penal action does not
necessarily extinguish the civil action unless the acquittal is based on the fact that the
accused did not commit the criminal acts imputed.

2. **Preponderance of Evidence in the Civil Case:**
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The court evaluated if preponderance of evidence existed to hold respondents civilly liable.
Unlike criminal cases, civil  liability requires proof by a preponderance of evidence, not
beyond reasonable doubt.

– The court reiterated that civil liability is independent and can survive criminal acquittal if
the facts prove the former by a preponderance of evidence.
– Dr. Aguda’s testimony suggested two possibilities for Wilson’s injuries: a fall causing his
head to  hit  a  hard object  or  force applied by  a  blunt  instrument.  The testimony was
inconclusive in proving intent or a deliberate act.
–  The totality  of  evidence did  not  sufficiently  support  that  Andres  or  Pacheco caused
Wilson’s death intentionally or through negligence that surpassed the threshold for civil
liability.

**Doctrine:**
The court reaffirmed that while civil actions are generally tied to and initiated alongside
criminal actions, the civil component may survive independently based on the weight of
evidence demonstrating fault from the defendants (Article 100, Revised Penal Code; Rule
111, Revised Rules of Criminal Procedure).

**Class Notes:**
– **Elements of Homicide (by dolo)**: Prosecution must prove (1) the death of the victim, (2)
the death was due to a criminal act, and (3) the accused’s agency in committing the act.
–  **Preponderance  of  Evidence**:  In  civil  cases,  preponderance  or  superior  weight  of
evidence is required, considering the facts, credibility, and probability of the evidence.
– Reference: Section 1, Rule 133, Revised Rules of Evidence.

**Historical Background:**
This  case  arises  from  the  intertwining  of  criminal  and  civil  aspects  in  Philippine
jurisprudence. The historical context emphasizes how criminal acquittals can affect civil
actions, elucidating the separate but concurrent pathways for justice when criminal acts
result  in  personal  damage.  The  decision  illustrates  evolving  doctrinal  clarity  on  the
independence of civil liability, even in instances following criminal case dismissals.

**References:**
– Article 100, Revised Penal Code
– Rule 111, Revised Rules of Criminal Procedure
– Rule 133, Section 1, Revised Rules of Evidence


