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LAZARO-JAVIER, J.:

This Appeal' assails the Decision? dated December 14, 2023 of the
Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR No. 02346-MIN, affirming with
modification the conviction of accused-appellant April Jane “Laling” Banguis
Albet (Albet) for qualified trafficking in persons under Section 3(a) in relation
to Sections 4(a) and 6(a) of Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by Republic
Act No. 10364, and violation of Article III, Section 5(a) of Republic Act No.
7610.

' Rollo, pp. 5-6.

Id. at 11-30. Penned by Associate Justice Evalyn M. Arellano-Morales and concurred in by Associate
Justices Anisah B. Amanodin-Umpa and John Z. Lee of the Twenty-Second Division, Court of Appeals,
Cagayan de Oro City.
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Antecedents

By two separate Informations® dated July 15, 2016, Albet was charged
with qualified trafficking in persons and violation of Article III, Section 5(a)
of Republic Act No. 7610, respectively, viz.:

Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962

That on July 10, 2016 or date prior thereto, at — City,
Philippines, and within the jurisdiction of this Honourable [sic] Court, the
above-named accused, taking advantage of the vulnerability of the victim
16-year[-Jold AAA" (Date of Birth: , 1999), well-knowing that the
latter is a minor, did then and there, wi[l]lfully, criminally and feloniously
recruit, transport, bring and transfer the said minor victim to JOHN DOE
a.k.a JASON CARAM OR JASON CARAMBA at [Sogo Hotel], this City,
where the minor victim was prostituted or sexually exploited in exchange
of money, and in turn accused received the amount of [PHP]2,000.00 as
commission by reason of her referral and bringing the minor victim to
JOHN DOE ak.a JASON CARAMBA who engaged in sexual intercourse
and/or lascivious conduct with the victim, to her damage and prejudice.

Contrary to law, sec. 3(a) in relation to sec. 4(a) and sec. 6(a), of
R.A. No. 9268, as amended by R.A. No. 10364, the “Expanded Anti-
Trafficking in Persons Act 2012.”*

Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-963

That on July 11, 2016 or date prior thereto, at _ City,
Philippines, and within the jurisdiction of this Honourable [sic] Court, the
above-named accused well-knowing that the victim AAA (Date of Birth:
. 1999) is a 16-year[-]Jold minor, did then and there, wil[l]fully,
criminally and feloniously engage, promote, facilitate or induce said minor
into prostitution by offering her sexual services to JOHN DOE a.k.a JASON
CARAM OR JASON CARAMBA at [Sogo Hotel], this City, for a fee in
the amount of [PHP] 2,000.00, to her damage and prejudice.

Contrary to law, sec. 5(a) of R.A. No. 7610, the “Special Protection
of Children Against Abuse, Exploitation and Discrimination Act.”

On arraignment, Albet pleaded not guilty to both charges.b

The prosecution presented the testimonies of BBB, mother of the
victim, AAA, AAA’s aunt, CCC, and Senior Police Officer III Francis

3 Rollo, pp. 12-13.

*  In line with Amended Administrative Circular No. 83-2015, as mandated by Section 29 of Republic
Act No. 7610, Section 44 of Republic Act No. 9262, and Section 40 of A.C. No. 83-2015, the names of
the private offended parties, along with all other personal circumstances that may tend to establish their
identities, are made confidential to protect their privacy.

4 Rollo, p. 12.
5 Id at13.
5 Id
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Michael Fortunato (SPO3 Fortunato). The defense, on the other hand,
presented Albet as its lone witness.”

Version of the Prosecution

Sometime in August 2015, AAA left their home in _
City as she feared for her safety due to the two complaints for raie she filed

against their barangay chairperson. She had to live with CCC in ,
_ City. She left behind BBB in their home.®

On July 6, 2016, Albet visited AAA at CCC’s house. AAA told CCC
that Albet was her friend. On July 10, 2016, BBB went to CCC’s house to
give AAA money for her school expenses. BBB and AAA agreed that they
would meet the next day, July 11, 2016, so that BBB could accompany AAA
to the City High School for enrollment.’

On July 11,2016, BBB called AAA’s phone several times but the latter
could not be reached. BBB then called CCC and inquired as to AAA’s
whereabouts. After being told that AAA had left their house, BBB rushed to
look for her daughter. When AAA could not also be found in the house of a
certain EEE, who was her suitor, CCC told BBB that it was Albet who kept
on calling and talking with AAA before her disappearance. Consequently,
BBB went to Albet’s house.!?

When she saw Albet, BBB asked her if she knew AAA’s whereabouts.
Albet replied that she and AAA met at Sogo Hotel but she left AAA at the
said place and she did not know where AAA went after they met. BBB,
however, did not believe Albet. BBB warned Albet that she would report her
(Albet) to the police authorities if she (Albet) would continuously refuse to
disclose the true whereabouts of AAA. Albet was thus constrained to tell BBB
that AAA “applied for a work with a big salary.” Then _ both of them boarded
a taxi and proceeded to Sogo Hotel in H, o ll City. While
on their way tc the hotel, BBB kept on asking Why Albet brought AAA to
such place. Albet told BBB that she would tell her everything once they
reached the sa1d hotel.!!

When they got to the hotel, Albet told BBB to wait outside and to let
her talk to the hotel manager first. After several minutes, Albet came back and
informed BBB that it was not possible for them to disturb the room occupants.
After much prodding from BBB, Albet went back inside the hotel. However,
Albet returned and informed BBB that the hotel manager told her that the

7 Id

8 Id

°  Id ati4.

10 Rollo, p. 14.

11 Id
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occupants of Room 314 had already left and returned the key card to the front
desk.!2

Albet then r‘onfessed to BBB that AAA was with a certain Jason
Caramba (Jason). Albet also disclosed to BBB that Jason sent her (Albet)

money a week before arriving in _ City, as he was “asking for
a girl.” Hence, Albet brought AAA to Jason, as demanded.!3

BBB immediately went inside the hotel and begged the front desk
attendant to help her find her daughter AAA, who was still a minor. However,
the front desk attendant informed her that the occupants of Room 314 already
left the hotel. She was advised to wait as they might return. While waiting at
the hotel, BBB received a call from CCC, who told her that she received

information that AAA was seen in . Thus, BBB and Albet immediately
returned to CCC’s house in 14

There, BBB told CCC that it was Albet who brought AAA to Sogo
Hotel. CCC confronted Albet, but the latter remained silent and suggested that
they should go back to the hotel in case AAA and Jason would return. Before
they could go back to the hotel, Albet left CCC’s house and no longer
returned, even refusing to answer BBB’s phone calls.!?

BBB and CCC then went back to the hotel and were informed by its
employees that the occupants of Room 314 had not yet returned. BBB and
CCC went to Divisoria to look for AAA, but was not able to find her. They
decided to go home around 3:00 a.m. the next day.'¢

In the meant*me SPO3 Fortunato, who was on duty at the - Police
Station, | B ENaR City, received a call from a room attendant of Sogo
Hotel mformmg h;m that the body of a female person, who was later identified
as AAA, was found lifeless inside Room 314. SPO3 Fortunato and a team
from Scene of the Crime Operations (SOCO) immediately went to the hotel
to inspect the crime scene. 17

Once there, the SOCO personnel took several photographs while SPO3
Fortunato recovered AAA’s personal belongings. SPO3 Fortunato then
viewed the hotel’s closed-circuit television where he found out that it was
Albet who accom;iaa ed AAA to the hotel. SPO3 Fortunato also received
information that ﬁsl" et was a known pimp. 18

2 Id at 14-15.
3 Jd at15.

14 Id

i5 Id

16 Id

17 Id

18 I at 6.
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On July 12, 2016, around 6:00 a.m., SPO3 Fortunato called BBB and
requested her to go to the - Pohce Station. There, SPO3 Fortunato
showed her AAA’s personal belongings and informed them that AAA was
found lifeless inside Room 314 of Sogo Hotel. BBB immediately informed
the police that it was Albet who accompanied AAA to the said hotel. SPO3
Fortunato called Albet and asked her to go to the police station. Hesitant at
first, Albet eventually went to the police station and admitted to SPO3
Fortunato that she was the one who accompanied AAA to the hotel. Albet also
disclosed that she received from Jason a PHP 2,000.00 commission for
bringing AAA to him."

Version of the Defense

Albet interposed denial. She testified that sometime in July 0of 2016, she
was with AAA at National Bookstore. She only found out that AAA was
missing when the latter’s parents informed her. Thereafter, she went home,
not knowing AAA’s whereabouts. On July 21, 2016, she was invited to go to
the police station. When she arrived, she was shocked when she was suddenly
detained without informing her of the reason therefor. Thereafter, she was
asked on her whereabouts when AAA was found dead inside the Sogo Hotel.?°

Ruling of the Regional Trial Court

By Consolidated Judgment?! dated September 19, 2022, the trial court
found Albet guilty of qualified trafficking in persons under Section 3(a) in
relation to Sections 4(a) and 6(a) of Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by
Republic Act No. 10364; and child abuse penalized under Republic Act No.
7610, viz.:

Wherefore, all the foregoing premises considered, judgment is
hereby rendered:

a) In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962, the Court finds the

accused April Jane “Laling” Banguis Albet, GUILTY beyond reasonable

. doubt of the crime of qualified trafficking in persons, defined and penalized

in Sec. 3(a) in relation to Sec. 4(a) and Sec. 6(a), of R.A. No. 9208, as

amended by R.A. No. 10364, the “Expanded Anti-Trafficking in Persons

Act [of] 2012[.”] Accordingly, she is sentenced to suffer the penalty of

imprisonment of twenty (20) years and a fine of not less than One million
pesos ([PHP] 1,000,000.00).

Accused is further ordered to pay the heirs of the victim the sum of
[PHP] 75,000.00 as moral damages and another [PHP] 75,000.00 as

©Jd
20 - Id
21 Id at 32-54. Penned by Judge Ana Candida N. Casifio, Branch . Reglonal Trial Coutt, -]

M city.
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exemplary damages, both with legal interest of six percent (6%) per annum
from thev finality of this judgment until full payment; and

b) In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-963, the Court finds the
accused April Jane “Laling” Banguis Albet, GUILTY beyond reasonable
doubt of the crime of child abuse, for promoting and inducing child
prostitution, defined and penalized in Section 5(a) of Republic Act 7610;
and sentences her the penalty of reclusion temporal in its medium period to
reclusion perpetua.

SO ORDERED.*

The trial court found that the elements of the crimes charged in the
Informations were duly established. Albet’s defense of denial cannot
outweigh the positive testimony of the witnesses who testified that she
brought AAA to Sogo Hotel, coupled with her admission to SPO3 Fortunato
that she received a PHP 2,000.00 commission from Jason for bringing AAA
to him.?

Ruling of the Court of Appeals

By Decision?* dated December 14, 2023, the Court of Appeals affirmed
with modification. In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962, in accordance
with Section 10(e) of Republic Act No. 9208 and prevailing jurisprudence,
the penalty was modified to life imprisonment, a fine of PHP 2,000,000.00,
PHP 500,000.00 in moral damages, and PHP 100,000.00 in exemplary
damages. In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-963, the penalty was modified
to an indeterminate penalty of 14 years and eight months of reclusion
temporal, as minimum, to 20 years of reclusion temporal, as maximum.
Likewise, the heirs of AAA were awarded civil indemnity, moral damages,
and exemplary damages in the amount of PHP 50,000.00 each.? Thus:

WHEREFORE, for lack of merit, the Appeal is DENIED.
Accordingly, the Consolidated Judgment dated September 19, 2022 of the
Regional Trial Court, 10th Judicial Region, Branch ., —
City, in Criminal [Case] Nos. CR-ORD-2016-962 and CR-ORD-2016-963,
is hereby AFFIRMED with MODIFICATION, to wit:

. 1. In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962, accused-
appellant April Jane “Laling” Banguis Albet is found
GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of the crime of
Qualified Trafficking in Persons, as penalized under
Section 3 (a) in relation to Sections 4 (a) and 6 (a) of
Republic Act (R.A.) No. 9208, as amended by R.A. No.
10364. She is sentenced to suffer the penalty of Life

2 ]d at54.

B Id at17-18.
2% Id at 11-30.
% Id at 18-29.
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Imprisonment and to pay a Fine in the amount of
[PHP] 2,000,000.00. She is also ordered to pay the heirs
of the victim moral damages in the amount of
[PHP] 500,000.00 and exemplary damages in the amount
of [PHP] 100,000.00; and

2. In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-963, accused-
appellant April Jane “Laling” Banguis Albet is found
GUILTY of violation of Section 5 (a), Article IIl of R.A.
No. 7610. She is sentenced to suffer an indeterminate
penalty of fourteen (14) years and eight (8) months of
Reclusion Temporal, as minimum, to twenty (20) years
of Reclusion Temporal, as maximum. She is further
ordered to pay the heirs of the victim civil indemnity in
the amount of [PHP] 50,000.00, moral damages in the
amount of [PHP] 50,000.00, and exemplary damages in
the amount of [PHP] 50,000.00.

All damages awarded shall earn interest at the rate of six percent
(6%) per annum computed from the date of finality of this Decision until
fully paid. :

SO ORDERED.*
The Present Appeal

Albet now seeks affirmative relief from the Court and pleads anew for
her acquittal. She reiterates that the prosecution was not able to prove beyond
reasonable doubt that she engaged in the act of recruitment and that she
exploited AAA for prostitution. She also reiterates that the prosecution never
proved her intent to debase, demean, and degrade AAA’s intrinsic worth as a
child.?” The People, on the other hand, manifested that, in lieu of supplemental
briefs, it is adopting its Brief filed before the Court of Appeals.?®

Our Ruling

We affirm.

The prosecution sufficiently
established all the elements
of qualified trafficking in
persons ‘

Section 3(a) of Republic Act No. 9208 defines the offense of trafficking
in persons, thus:

% 1d at29.
7 Id at 72-78.
B Id at63-64.
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(a) Trafficking in Persons - refers to the recruitment, transportation,
transfer or harboring, or receipt of persons with or without the victim’s
consent or knowledge, within or across national borders by means of threat
or use of force, or other forms of coercion, abduction, fraud, deception,
abuse of power or of position, taking advantage of the vulnerability of the
persons, or, the giving or receiving of payments or benefits to achieve the
consent of a person having control over another person for the purpose of
exploitation which includes at a minimum, the exploitation or the
prostitution of others or other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labor or
services, slavery, servitude or the removal or sale of organs.

Republic Act No. 9208 was amended by Republic Act No. 10364. The
Court in People v. Valencia®® enumerated the elements of the offense as
follows:

(1) The act of “recruitment, obtaining, hiring, providing, offering,
transportation, transfer, maintaining, harboring, or receipt of persons
with or without the victim’s consent or knowledge, within or across
national borders™;

(2) The means used include “by means of threat, or use of force, or other
forms of coercion, abduction, fraud, deception, abuse of power or of
position, taking advantage of the vulnerability of the person, or, the
giving or receiving of payments or benefits to achieve the consent of a
person having control over another person;”

(3) The purpose of trafficking includes “the exploitation or the prostitution
of others or other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labor or services,
slavery, servitude or the removal or sale of organs.”® (Emphasis
supplied)

Here, the Information for Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962
charged Albet with the crime of qualified trafficking in persons, under Section
3(a) in relation to Sections 4(a) and 6(a) of Republic Act No. 9208, as
amended, viz.:

SEC. 4. Acts of Trafficking in Persons. — It shall be unlawful for
any person, natural or juridical, to commit any of the following acts:

(a) To recruit, obtain, hire, provide, offer, transport, transfer,
maintain, harbor, or receive a person by any means,
including those done under the pretext of domestic or
overseas employment or training or apprenticeship, for the
purpose of prostitution, pornography, or sexual
exploitation;

2 904 Phil. 518 (2021) [Per J. Leonen, Third Division].
30 Id. at 531. »
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SEC. 6. Qualified Trafficking in Persons. — Violations of Section
4 of this Act shall be considered as qualified trafficking:

(a) When the trafficked person is a child,

Trafficking is qualified when “the trafficked person is a child.”®! Here,
AAA’s minority was clearly alleged in the Information and sufficiently
established during trial through her birth certificate showing she was only 16
years old when the incident took place.

Albet nonetheless claims she should be acquitted of the crimes charged
in the Informations. She argues that the testimonies of the prosecution
witnesses are only hearsay, hence, do not deserve weight or credence.?

We do not agree.

AAA was found dead inside a room in Sogo Hotel after she was brought
there by Albet for prostitution and sexual exploitation. Direct evidence is not
the only matrix where a trial court may draw its conclusion and finding of
guilt.>®> The Court has consistently held that circumstantial evidence is
sufficient to support a conviction, and that direct evidence is not always
necessary.>*

The Court of Appeals correctly held that the corroborating testimonies
of the prosecution witnesses were sufficient to convict Albet of the crime of
qualified trafficking in persons. The evidence presented by the prosecution
had established beyond any shadow of doubt that Albet exploited AAA and
enticed her to go to Sogo Hotel to meet Jason.

More, the testimonies of BBB, CCC, and SPO3 Fortunato show how
Albet took advantage of AAA’s minority to recruit and subject her to
prostitution and sexual exploitation. BBB testified that it was only when she
threatened to report Albet to the police authorities that the latter confided that
AAA was in Sogo Hotel, viz.: |

Q: What happened next?

3t Id at 532.

32 Rollo, p. 20.

3 People v. Lignes, 874 Phil. 530, 540 (2020) [Per C.J. Peralta, First Division].
3 Acwril v. People, G:R. No. 264219, June 14, 2023 [Notice, Third Division].
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A: T even scolded her by saying, “Where is my daughter? Where is my
daughter? Where did you bring her? If you will not tell the truth I will have
you arrested by the police.[“]

Q: What happened next?

A: She ran to her mother and asked permission [;] that she will accompany
me in looking for my daughter.

Q: What happened next?

A: While we were in the taxi’T kept on asking her where is my daughter.
And then she told me “sige lang Te moabot ra ta karon kon asa sya.” (Don’t
worry I will bring you to Sogo Hotel)

Q: So what transportation did you take in going to Sogo Hotel with the
accused?

A: Taxi.

Q: While on your way to Sogo Hotel, what transpired next while riding the
taxi together with the accused?

A: I kept on asking her why was my daughter brought to Sogo.

Q: And what was the reply of the accused?

A: She said that I will just tell you everything when we reached there in
Sogo. This Jason Caramba keeps on calling me asking for a girl and then I
brought your daughter, [AAA].

Q: When the accused told you to just stay outside because she will be the
one to enter Sogo, what happened next?

A: Then [Albet] went inside Sogo hotel and then later, she came back and
told me that the Manager told her not to disturb the guests inside the room.

Q: What did you do after hearing that statement?
A:1told her I will be the one to get inside instead.

Q: And then what happened next?

A: I was not able to get inside because [Albet] pointed to me the person in
charge of the hotel and told me that she is the one but she will be relieved
later on for another shift.®

3 Rollo, pp. 21-22.
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Too, SPO3 Fortunato testified that Albet, unblemished by any coercion
or intimidation, admitted to him that she brought AAA to Jason at Sogo Hotel
for a commission of PHP 2,000.00. CCC’s testimony also corroborated how
Albet committed qualified trafficking in persons. She testified that Albet
personally came to see AAA in CCC’s house on July 11, 2016, after Albet
had made several calls to AAA 3¢

The act of sexual intercourse need not be consummated for illegal
recruitment to take place. It is sufficient that the accused has lured, enticed or
engaged its victims or transported them for the established purpose of
exploitation, which includes prostitution, sexual exploitation, forced labor,
slavery, and the removal or sale of organs.’’” Here, the prosecution has
satisfactorily established Albet’s recruitment and transportation of AAA for
purposes of prostitution and sexual exploitation, taking advantage of AAA’s
minority and vulnerability. Indeed, the combination of these acts, means, and
purpose consummate the crime of qualified trafficking in persons.

Albet is guilty of violation of
Article III, Section 5(a) of
Republic Act No. 7610 for
acting as a procurer of a child
prostitute

Article III, Section 5(a) of Republic Act No. 7610 punishes acts
pertaining to or connected with child prostitution wherein the child is abused
primarily for profit. The elements of Section 5(a) are:

1. the accused engages in, promotes, facilitates or induces child
prostitution;

2. the act is done through, but not limited to, the following means:
a. acting as a procurer of a child prostitute;

b. inducing a person to be a client of a child prostitute by means of
written or oral advertisements or other similar means;

c. taking advantage of influence or relationship to procure a child
as a prostitute; '

d. threatening or using violence towards a child to engage him as a
prostitute; or

36 Id at 14.
37 Ferrer v. People, 925 Phil. 97, 121 (2022) [Per J. Lazare-Javier, Second Division].
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€. giving monetary consideration, goods or other pecuniary benefit
to a child with intent to engage such child in prostitution;

3. the child is exploited or intended to be exploited in prostitution; and

4. the child, whether male or female, is below 18 years of age.>® (Emphasis
supplied)

These elements are all present here: (1) AAA was induced to engage in
prostitution by Albet who facilitated the former’s prostitution on July 11,
2016; (2) Albet acted as procurer of a child prostitute for Jason, and
consequently received a “commission” from the latter in the amount of
PHP 2,000.00; (3) AAA was exploited in prostitution; and (4) AAA was only
16 years old when the incident happened, as proven by the testimonies of
prosecution witnesses and AAA’s birth certificate.

-The positive identification of Albet, who was also a known pimp, as the
one who induced AAA to engage in prostitution inside the Sogo Hotel,
immediately before the latter was found dead inside the said establishment,
deserves weight and utmost credence.

To be sure, denial is inherently weak, self-serving, and undeserving of
weight.*® Hence, the positive testimonies of the prosecution witnesses must
prevail over the self-serving and unsubstantiated testimony of Albet. The
Court therefore finds no reason to deviate from the factual findings of the trial
court, as affirmed by the Court of Appeals. There is no indication that it
overlooked, misunderstood or misapplied the surrounding facts and
circumstances of the case. Surely, the trial court was in the best position to
assess and determine the credibility of the witnesses presented by both parties,
hence, due deference should be accorded to the same.*°

As for Albet’s claim that her constitutional right to double jeopardy was
violated, the Court reiterates the principle that the same act may give rise to
two or more separate and distinct offenses. No double jeopardy attaches as
long as there is a variance between the elements of the two offenses charged.
What is forbidden is another prosecution for the same offense.*! The same
principle was used in the recent case of Brozoto v. People** where the Court
affirmed the conviction of the accused for qualified trafficking in persons
under Sections 3(a) and 4(a), in relation to Section 6(a) of Republic Act No.

3 Brozoto v. People, 901 Phil. 265, 280 (2021) [Per J. Lopez, J., Third Division].

3 People v. XXX, 939 Phil. 459, 473 (2023) [Per J. Hernando, Third Division].

4 Peraltav. People, 817 Phil. 552, 563 (2017) [Per J. Perlas-Bernabe, Second Division], citing People v.
Matibag, 757 Phil. 286, 293 (2015) [Per J. Perlas-Bernabe, First Division].

4 Suerov. People, 490 Phil. 760, 763 (2005) [Per J. Panganiban, Third Division].

42901 Phil. 265 (2021) [Per J. Lopez, J., Third Division].
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9208, and violation of Article III, Section 5(a) of Republic Act No. 7610, in
engaging a minor for the purpose of prostitution.*?

In sum, Albet’s conviction for qualified trafficking in persons, being in
accordance with Section 3(a) in relation to Sections 4(a) and 6(a) of Republic
Act No. 9208; and violation of Article III, Section 5(a) of Republic Act No.
7610 must be upheld.

Penalties

As for Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962, Section 10(e) of
Republic Act No. 9208, as amended, provides:

SEC. 10. Penalties and Sanctions. — The following penalties and sanctions
are hereby established for the offenses enumerated in this Act:

(e) Any person found guilty of qualified trafficking under Section 6 shall
suffer the penalty of life imprisonment and a fine of not less than Two
million pesos ([PHP] 2,000,000.00) but not more than Five million pesos
([PHP] 5,000,000.00);

Too, prevailing jurisprudence on qualified trafficking in persons awards
to the victim moral damages in the amount of PHP 500,000.00 and exemplary
damages in the amount of PHP 100,000.00.** Thus, the Court of Appeals
correctly modified the penalty to life imprisonment, a fine of PHP
2,000,000.00, moral damages. in the amount of PHP 500,000.00, and
exemplary damages in the amount of PHP 100,000.00.

As for Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-963, Tan v. People® ordained
that in the absence of modifying circumstances, the imposable penalty for
- child prostitution is reclusion temporal in its maximum period or 17 years,
four months and one day to 20 years.*® Applying the Indeterminate Sentence
Law, the minimum period of the imposable penalty shall be taken within the
range of the penalty next lower to that prescribed by the law, i.e., prision
mayor in its medium period to reclusion temporal in its minimum period —
ranging from eight years and one day to 14 years and eight months. Thus, the
Court of Appeals properly imposed the indeterminate penalty of 14 years and
eight months of reclusion temporal, as minimum, to 20 years of reclusion

B
w

Id at284.

#  Peoplev. Celis, 945 Phil. 794, 819 (2023) [Per J. Lopez J., Second Division].
4 G.R. No. 260154, June 14, 2023 [Notice, Second Division].

6 Id
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temporal, as maximum. Further, in accordance with People v. Jugueta,*’ the
award of civil indemnity, moral damages, and exemplary damages in the
amount of PHP 50,000.00 each was proper.*®

ACCORDINGLY, the Appeal is DISMISSED. The Decision dated
December 14, 2023 of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR No. 02346-MIN
is AFFIRMED.

In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-962, April Jane Banguis Albet,
a.k.a. “Laling,” is found GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of qualified
trafficking in persons under Section 3(a) in relation to Sections 4(a) and 6(a)
of Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by Republic Act No. 10364. She is
sentenced to life imprisonment and is ordered to PAY a fine of PHP
2,000,000.00. She 1s also ordered to PAY the heirs of AAA moral damages in
the amount of PHP 500,000.00 and exemplary damages in the amount of PHP
100,000.00.

In Criminal Case No. CR-ORD-2016-963, April Jane Banguis Albet,
a.k.a. “Laling,” is found GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of violation of
Article III, Section 5(a) of Republic Act No. oz 7610. She is sentenced to an
indeterminate penalty of 14 years and eight months of reclusion temporal, as
minimum, to 20 years of reclusion temporal, as maximum. She is further
ordered to PAY the heirs of AAA civil indemnity in the amount of PHP
50,000.00, moral damages in the amount of PHP 50,000.00, and exemplary
damages in the amount of PHP 50,000.00.

The monetary awards earn 6% interest per annum from finality of this
Decision until fully paid.

SO ORDERED.

AMY C. LAZARO-JAVIER
Assopcilate Justice

WE CONCUR:

~—

MARVIC M.V.F. LEONEN
Senior Associate Justice
Chairperson

47783 Phil. 806 (2016) [Per J. Peralta £n Banc].
¥ Id. at 855-856.
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JHOSE OPEZ
Associate Justice
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_ ANTONIOT. KHORw

Associate Justice

ATTESTATION

I attest that the conclusions in the above Decision had been reached in
consultation before the case was assigned to the writer of the opinion of the
Court’s Division.

Senior Associate Justice
Chairperson

CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to Article VIII, Section 13 of the Constitution and the Division
Chairperson’s Attestation, I certify that the conclusions in the above Decision
had been reached in consultation before the case was assigned to the writer of
the opinion of the Court’s Division.

R G. GESMUNDO
Chief Justice




