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DECISION

Before the Court is an appeal’ assailing the Decision? dated March 31,

ij022 of the Court of Appeals (CA) in CA-G.R. CR No. 44309, which afﬁrmed'
with modification the Joint Demsmn ciatud October 3, 2019 of L -]

Regiona,l Trial Court (RTC) of il

. The RTC found accused-

aflppellant Martin Cook y Garth (Cook) guﬂtv of qualified trafficking in

Rollo, pp. 21—
Id. at 8-35, with final page not attached. See CA roflo, p. 180 for the final page of the Decision. Penned

by Associate Justice Raymond Reynoid R. Lauigan and concurred in by Associate Justices Mariflor P.
Punzatan-Castillo and Lorenza R. Bordios of the 3 Speciat Third Division, Court of Appeals, Manila.
Id. at 37-52. Penned by Presiding Judge Suwe1"°} Ofrecio.

22,




]Zi)ecision : 2 G.R. No. 271526

persons punishable under Section 4(a)" in relation to Section 6(a)’ of Republic
Act No. 9208.¢ as amended.’

i
|
|

E
]
Plﬂ-

is co-accused, Jose Bobby Casas, Jr. ¥y Roxas (Casas), with qualified

The Facts

This case originated from three Informations, which charged Cook and

trafficking in persons, and Cook with lascivious conduct and rape by sexual
e?xssault, the accusatory portions of which, read:

CRIMINAL CASE NO. SC-23528
{Qualified Trafficking]

That on or about of January 23 to 24, 2019, in the Municipality of-

,” Philippines and within the jurisdiction

conspiring, confederating, and mutually helping one another, did then and
there [willfully], unlawfully, and feloniously offer, obtain, provide,
maintain, harbour and receive minor victims: a) AAA271526% - 13 years
old, male; b) BBB271526- 11 years old male; c) CCC271526- 11 years old,
male; d) DDD271526- 13 years old, male at the house of accused Martin
Cook y Garth, for the purpose of prostitution and sexual exploitation, by
taking advantage of their vulnerability as minors and by promising and
giving them payments of money, other benefits and consideration; to
deceive and subject each of them to engage in prostitution, sexual
exploitation and sexual abuse. Accused Jose bobby Casas, Jr. y Roxas as
assistant of accused Martin Cook y Garth being the one who looks for minor
victims who would be offered, obtained, provided, maintained, harboured
and received inside the house of the accused Martin Cook y Garth, including
minors 71526, BBB271526, CCC271526, and DDD271526,, in
exchange for money, benefits and other consideration from accused Martin

Section 4. Acts of Trafficking in Persons. — It shali be unfawful 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; . . . .

Section 6. Qualified Trafficking in Persons. — The following are considered as qualified trafficking:

(2} When the trafficked person is a child; . . . .

An Act to Institute Policies to Eliminate Trafficking in Persons Especially Women and Children,
Establishing the Necessary Institutional Mechanisms for the Profection and Support of Trafficked
Persons, Providing Penalties for its Violations, and for other (2003).

Republic Act. No. 10364, An Act Expanding Republic Act No. 9208, Entitled “An Act to Institute
Policies to Eliminate Trafficking in Persons Especially Women and Children, Establishing the Necessary
Institutional Mechanisms for the Proiection and Support of Trafficked Persons, Providing Penalties for
its Violations and for other Purposes (2012).

The identity of the victim, as well as those of her immgdiéte family or household members, and/or the
accused, or any information which couid establish or coinpromise the victim®s identity shall be withheld
pursuant to Republic Act No. 7610, titled “An Act Providing for Stronger Deterrence and Special
Protection Against Child Abuse, Exploitation and Discrimination, and for Other Purposes,” approved on
June 17, 1992; Republic Act No. 9262, titled “*An Act Defining ‘Violence Against Women and Their
Children, Prov1dmg for Protcctwe Measures for Vlctung,: Prescribing Penalties Therefore, and for Other
Purpossgs.” approved on March &, 2004; and Section 40:0f A.M. No, 04-10-11-8C, otherwise known as
the “Rule on Viclence against'Women and Their Ch]ldrm (November 15, 2004). (See footnote 4
in People Y] Cadane, Jr., 729 Phil. 576, 578 |2014],iciting Peopie v. Lomague, 710 Phii. 338, 342
[2013]. See |also Amended Administrative Ciroular No. 83-2015, titled “Protocols and Procedures in the
Promulgation, Publication, and Posting on the Websiies {':vf‘ Decisions, Final Resolutions, and Final Orders
Using Fictitious Name‘s@czsana] Circumstunces,” Jat=d Sepiembei 5, 2017.) To note, there is no
document attached to Trjw rollo that could determine Lﬁ&, Tet v and personal circumstances of the
victim/s. ?
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Cook y Garth and once inside, Martin Cook y Garth subjected minors
AAAZTI526, BBB271526, CCC271526 and DDD271526 to prostitution,
| sexual abuse and exploitation and other Iascivious conduct, in exchange of
! giving money, other benefits and consideration to the above-named minors.

The crime was attended by the qualifying circumstances of minority
of the four minor victims and having been committed in large scale.

CONTRARY TOLAW.?

CRIMINAL CASE NO. SC-23529
(Lascivious Conduct)

That on or about of January 24, 2019, in the Municipality of
, Philippines and within the jurisdiction of this
Honorable Court, the above-named accused, with lewd design, by taking
advantage of thel minority and vulnerability of the victim minor
AAA271526 - 13 years old, male, commiited sexual abuse and lascivious
| conduc}' against minor AAA271526 by sucking his penis, minor
AAA27T1526 being a child exploited in prostitution and other sexual abuse
considering thal he was paid by the accused One Hundred pesos (PHP
100.00) in order to deceive and persuade him to indulge in sexual abuse and
; lascivious conduct and allow accused suck his penis, which act debases,
i degrades, or demeans the intrinsic worth and dignity of minor AAA271526
: l as a child and as a human being and placing him in a condition prejudicial
to his development, to the damage and prejudice of minor AAA271526 in

such amount as may be allowed by law.,

CONTRARY TO LAW.T0

CRIMINAL CASE NO. SC-23530
(Rape by Sexual Assault)

That on or about of January 23, 2019, in the Municipality of

, Philippines and within the jurisdiction of this
Honorable Court, the above-named accused, with lewd design, by taking
ad_vanta‘ge of the minority and vulnerability of the victim minor BBB271526
-11 yeal;'s old, male, commitied sexual abuse and lascivious conduct against
minor BBB271526 by inserting his penis to the anal orifice of minor
BBB271526 being a child exploited in prostitution and other sexual abuse,
which act debases, degrades, or demeans the intrinsic worth and dignity of
! minor BBB271526 as a child and as a human being and placing him in a
| condition prejudicial to his development, fo the damage and prejudice of
minor BBB271526 in such amount as may. be allowed by law.

CONTRARY TC LAW. '

Both Cook and Casas pleaded not guilty during arraignment.'” During
pre-trial, the parties stipulated on the RTC’s jurisdiction; the identity of both
Cook and Casas; and the minocrity of AAA271526, BBB271526, CCC271526,
and DDD271526. During the trial, the prcf:xsecution presented the following

o Id. at3s.
g
' 1d. at 38-39.

¥ [d at 39,
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persons as witnesses: (1) AAA271526; (2) BBB271526; (3) CCC271526; (4)
DDD271526; (5) Special Agent Ma. Rosalie S. Laguardia of the National
Bureau of Investigation (NBI): (6) Special Investigator Il Mark Anthony G.

- Diaz, also of the NBI; and (7) Social Worker Argelyn Z. Davac of the

Department of Social Welfare and Development (DSWD).
|

The prosecution’s evidence sought to establish that social workers from
the DSWD Region IV Office requested -an investigation from the NBI on
Cook’s alleged trafficking activities. On January 17 and 21, 2019, the DSWD
and the NBI surveilled Cook’s activities from a vehicle parked near his
residence. There, the intelligence agents saw several minors going in and out
of Cook’s house, some of them staying until nighttime. The agents started
interviewing the children, in particular AAA271526, BBB271526,
CCC271526, and DDD271526. These children told the agents that their
irlends invited them to go to Cook’s house for food and money, in exchange
'or which they would have to perform sexual services for him.?

AAA271526 testified that he was 13 years old and became acquainted
with Cook thxough Facebook. After hearing from his friends that Cook was

~ gay and would give money in exchange for sexual favors, he went to Cook’s

house on December 28, 2018. There, he found out that Cook resided with his
wife, their three children, and Casas. Since then, he would frequently visit the
residence, where Cook would perform oral sex on him and give him money
after. He testified that he saw around 30 children in Cook’s house, where he
would molest them. On January 23, 2019, he and another minor, BBB271526,

Were sleeping when Cook woke them up. Then, AAA271526 witnessed Cock
have anal sex with BBB271526."*

BBB271526 testified that he was 9 years old when he was sent a “friend
equest” by Cook through Facebook. Like AAA271526, he found out that
ook would give money in exchange for sexual favors. A year after they met,
Cook started having anal sex with him for money. He also testified that on
January 23, 2019, Cook had sex with him.'

/‘\H

CCC271526, on the other hand, wés introduced to Cook when he was

only 10 vears old by his older brother, DDD271526. Their visits to Cook’s

house would involve Cook periorming oral sex on him in exchange for
money. CCC27 1526 also witnessed how Cook would have anal sex with other

children. 16

B [d. at 14-15.
¥ 1d at12.

B jd at 12-13.
16 74 at 13-14.
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DDD271526 was 12 years old when he met Cook through friends. In

exchange for oral sex, Cook would give him money. Like CCC271526, he

witnessed Cook sexually abuse other minors.!”

The agents from the NBI &and the social workers from the DSWD
testified as to the particulars surrounding the surveillance and investigation of
Cook’s activities. Realizing that Cook would assault these and other minors
at any moment, they immediately went to Cook’s house on J anuary 24, 2019,
and apprehehded him and Casas. Both Cook and Casas were charged with
qualified trafficking, while Cook was also charged with lascivious conduct
and rape by sexual assault.’®

The defense, on the other hand, presented Cook and Casas as witnesses.

: Cook, testified that he did not know why he and Casas were arrested.
He told the court that as a retired soldier, he receives a regular pension, which
he often uses to help those in need. Allegedly, it was the parents of the minors
who would ask for his help and he would oblige. He admitted that minors
would flock his house because he allowed them to use his gadgets and have
their meals. |

N

! Casas also denied the charges against him. He testified that Cook’s wife

is his live-in|partner and that he allowed this unusual arrangement so that his
partner could become a permanent resident in Australia, of which Cook is a
ditizen. The three children living in the house are actually Casas’s children
with Cook’s [wife.?’

The RTC Ruling

In a Joint Decision®! dated October 3, 2019 the RTC found Cook guilty
@f qualified trafficking in persons, for which he was sentenced to suffer the
penaltles of imprisonment for a period of 12 years and one day to 20 years fof
reclusion temporal without eligibility for parole, and a fine of PHP
2,000,000.00. The RTC also ordered Cook to pay each of the victims, namely
AAA271526, BBB271526, CCC271526, and DDD271526, the amounts of
PHP 100,000.00 as moral damages and PHP 30,000.00 as: exemplary
damages. 011 the other hand, the RTC dismissed the charges of lascivious
conduct and zape through sexual assault in relation to Republic Adt No. 7610,
stating that they are superfluous as they are “deemed subsumed under the
crlme‘2 [of] Whlch .Cook was convicted.”?? Meanwhile, the RTC acqmtted

!

Y Id at i4.
814 at 14-16.
14 at 17.
20 14 at 17-18.
M Id at 37-52.
2 14 at52

=y
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Casas of qualified traffickinyg in persons for the prosecution’s failure to prove
l?is guilt.??
-

, The RTC found that the elements of qualified trafficking are present as
-regards Cook. Through the testimonies of AAA271526, BBB271526,
CCC271526, and DDD271526, it was shown that Cook obtained and
maintained the minors for the purpose of sexually exploiting them. The crime
is also qualified by the fact that it was committed against children.”

! However, in dismissing the other charges, the RTC held that lascivious

c!:onduct and sexual assault were the means by which trafficking was
committed. The RTC also held that the clements of the other crimes are
identical to the more serious offense of qualified trafficking as to be
necessarily absorbed by the latter.?s

Finally, the RTC held that life imprisonment could not be imposed in
this case in view of Cook’s old age, which was admitted by ‘the parties*® and
which the RTC considered a privileged mitigating circumstance. Thus, the
RTC imposed reclusion temporal.*” At the time the RTC Decision was issued,
Cook was 76 years old.”®

: Consequenﬂjf, Cook appealed his conviction before the CA.

The CA Ruling

In a Decision® dated March 31, 2022, the CA affirmed Cook’s
¢onviction for qualified trafficking with the following modifications: (a) it
lpcreased Cook’s criminal penalties to life imprisonment with a ﬁne of PHP
2 000,000.00; and (b) it also increased Cook’s civil liability ex delicto to PHP
f'? 00,000.00 as moral damages and PHP 100,000. 00 as exemplary damages, to
gach of the victims, all with legal interest at the rate of 6% per annum from

finality of the ruling uniil full payment.®®

i In so ruling, the CA affirmed the RTC a.nd found that the elements for
qualified trafficking were duly proven. Cook took advantage of the children’s
financial vulnerability and obtained them for the purpose of sexually
exp]mtmg them. The CA also held that the fact the children kept comlng back
to his house is not bufﬁCIEI’lt to exculpate hnn,;as it is cleeu that as minors,

|
=g, |
A Id at 47-50. L
% id at51.

% Id. at 52.

2:. Id : .
28 See id at 4, Cook’s Prison Record issued by the Bursa of Coryections, which states that his date of birth
is December 7, 1942.

Id. at 8-35, with final page not auachc,d Sea UA rollo, p E80= 1or the hnai page of the Decision.

® 4. at 35, g i
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AAA271526, BBB271526, CCC271526, and DDID271526 could not consent
to what Cook did to them. The CA also rejected Cook’s attempt to assail the

validity of h

is apprehension by arguinhg that the NBI and DSWD operatives

did not execute a pre-operation report and that he was not caught in flagrante

delicto. The
the informat
fact that it b

CA, agreed with the RTC that Cook was apprehended based on
ion given by the children interviewed by the DSWD and on the
ecame clear that he was about to sexually abuse children again.

The urgency of the circumstances and the credible information provided by

the children

were sufficient for the authontler to conduct a rescue operation

|
s soon as possible.3!

age is a priv
@nly an ordi
a penalty Loy
be imposed
proper to inc

In modifying the penalties, the CA disagreed with the RTC that Cook’s

ileged mitigating circumstance. Rather, Cook’s advanced age is
nary mitigating circumstance that did not merit the imposition of
wer than life imprisonment. Instead, life imprisonment must still
because it is an indivisible penalty. Finally, the CA deemed it
rease the monetary awards in accordance with case law.>?

Consequently, Cook filed a Notice of Appeal®® on April 29, 2022. On

July 23, 2

ﬁlamfestatlon

024, the People,
34

through the Solicitor General, filed a

| stating that it will ‘no longer file a supplemental brief

¢onsidering that all the issues raised had already been threshed out and refuted

in its appell
manifested s

ce’s brief. Cook, represented by the Public Attorney’s Office,
imilarly®® on August 8, 2024.

The Issue Before I:hie Court

The sole issue is whether accused-appellant Martin Cook y Garth is

éuilty beyon

The ap

d reasonable doubt of qualified trafficking.
The Court’s Ruling

peal is unmeritorious.

In appeals of criminal cases, the Court i is guided by the principle that
the trial court’s factual findings as well as those involving the credibility of
witnesses, especially when affirmed by the appel]ate court, are accorded

respeci if no|t finality, in the absence of glaring errors, gross misapprehension
of facts, and arbitrary conclusions ef law.*® ThIS 1ecogmzes that the trial courts

|

‘.

3 Id. ar21-33.
2 Jd at33-35.
¥ Jd at 3-5.

% 1d. at 55-59.
35 Id. at 60-64.
36 Peoplev. Con
874 Phil. 374,

[Per J. Martires, Third Dmucm] 5 . I i

i
o E
de, 923 Phil. 773, 7&) =781 (2022 [Per . Intmg 1h1rd Dmsxon] citing Estrella v. Peaple,
384 [Per I Inting, Second Mhvisonl, -ma Pnap[e V. rvfamano 827 Phil. 113, 126 (2018)

H
§
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ha.ve the “unique opportunity te observe the witnesses first-hand and to note
tPen- demeanor, conduct, and attitude under grueling examination,”’

- |

1 The (Iourt sees no reason to reverse the courts a quo’s finding that Cook
is guilty of quahﬁed trafficking. Further, the CA’s modification of the
}Tenaltles 1mposed on Cook are well-taken.

I

At the outset, it is well to point out that as per the information in
Criminal Cagse No. SC-23528, the crime was committed in 2019. As such, the
pplicable law is Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by Republic Act No.
10364 but before the further amendment by Republic Act No. 11862.3% On
this score, relevant provisions of Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by
Republic Act No. 10364, particularly Sections 3(a), 3(b), 4(2), 6(a), and 10(e)
thereof, respectively read:

o

Section 3. Definition of Terms. — As used in this Act:

(2) Trafficking in Persons -refers to| the 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 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 Vulnerablhtyz of the person, or, the giving
or receiving of payments or benefits to achieve the consent of a person
havmg control over another person for the purpose of exploltatlon which
includes at a minimum, the exploitation or the prostltutlon of others or other
forms Ef sexual exploitation, forced labor or services, slavery, servitude or
the rerlnoval or sale of organs.

The recruitment, transportation, tra.néfer harboring, adoption or
receipt of a child for the purpose of exp101tat10n or when the adoption is
induced by any form of consideration for explo1tat1ve purposes shall also be
considered as ‘trafficking in persons’ even if 1t does not involve any of the
means set forth in the preceding paragraph.

(b) Child — refers to a person below 18 years of age or one who s

over 18 but is unable to fully take care of or protect himself/herself ﬁ'om

| abuse, neglect, cruelty, exploitation, or d.lSCI’lIIlIIlaIlOIl because of aphysmal
1 or mental dlbablht}’ or condition. :

i
-

Y
i

Section 4. Acits of 1 ra*fzckzrrr it Persof*.s ~—It ghall be unlawtul for
\ any person, natural or jllI'Id_lCul to commit any of the following acts: -

(a) To recruit, obtsin. hire, prowde effer transport, transfer
maintain, harbor, or recene # person Dy any ; mean 3, mcludmg, those done

|:
Id.

An Act Strengthening the Poitcxesl on Anth-Trafficking in Pe*}sons Providing Penaltics for ats Violations,
and Appropriating Funds!therefor, amending, for the Purpgse;Republic. Act No. 9208, as Amended,
otherwise Known as the ‘Am: -Trafficking in Persons Act Of 20 3,7 and other Spec1a] Laws (2022).

woow
R |

A=
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under the pretext of domestic or overseas employment or training or

5 apprenticeship, for the purpose of prostitution, pornography, or sexual
| exploitation;

Section 6. Qualified Trafficking in Persons. — The following are
considered as qualified trafficking:

(a) When the trafficked person is a child;

Section 10. Penaliies 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 PHP
; 2,000,000.00 but not more than PIP 5,000,000.00;

{
I
!
|
i
!
i
|

| In People v. Peek,’® the Court En Banc elucidated on quallﬁed
trafficking in Persons, including its elemenits, as follows:

In order to prosecute violations of Section 4 of Republic Act 9208. ..
the prosecution must establish: (1) the acr 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 jof force, or other forms of coercion, abductlon,[fraud deception,
abuse of power or of position, taking advantage of the vilnerability of the
person‘ or, the giving or receiving of payments or benefits to achieve the
, consent of a person having control over another persen; and (3) the purpose
of l;raﬂ"lckmg includes the exploitation or the prostrmuon of others or other

forms of sexual exploitation, forced labor or servzces slavery, semtude or
the renjoval or sale of organs.

Subsequently, under Section 3(a), paragraph 2 of RA 9208. . .. when
the trafficked victim is a child, it is considered as tafﬁclung in persons even
if it doés not involve any of the means stated above. In relation thereto, a
child is defined under Section 3(b) of the same;Act as a person below!18
! years of age or one who 15 cver 18 but unable to fully talic care of or protect
! hlmseli/herscif from abuse, neglect, cruelty, exp]mtatjcrn or dlsc,nmmatlon

because of a physical or mental disability or condition. Thus, in such cases
_ 1t is en(‘mgh that the toﬂowrnE was establishéd by 1]:10 p]iose(,uﬁon (a) the
i trafficked victim was: a child; (b} the act of aecrmﬁnem obtaining, hlrmc,
providing, offcrmg, transpm tation, &aasfer;; mamtalmlg harboring, pr
receipt ofipersons with or without the victim’s consent or Lnowlec[ge W}thm
: or across:national borders; and (c) the purpafe of trai"ﬁckmo includes the
i explo1t£ﬁon jor the .prosiitution of oth rré or 0* er jforms of sexual
exploltatlon 'forcpd labc’w or services, slav "ery.. serw deé&or the removal s
sale of organg. | b &

: IT , b
| | Al ]

]

25 Per 3. Kho, Ir., Frk Bancl )

| T i
¥ G.R. No.256452, FeifiruaryEZS 0
| T i !
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Moreover, under Section 6{w) of RA 9208, as amended, the crime of
trafficking in persons is quul Jified when-the lraiﬁcked victim is a child.*
(Emphasis supphed) :

The Court agreeSa w1th the CA and the RTC that the elements are

established in this case. |

The clear testimonies of AAA271526, BBB271526, CCC271526, and
IDDD271526 more than sufficientlyi establish that Cook obtained and
Inalntamed them in his resuience for the purpose of sexually exploiting them.
Thelr detailed narrative: informed the courts a guo how Cook sought out
minors on Facebook and enticed them with offers of food and money in
exchange for sexual favors. Some children were brought by their friends to

Cook’ house, where they were sunﬂarly treated.
l , ;.

That the children willingly went to Cook’s house and consented to be
abused is neither relevant nor exculpatory here. Contrary to Cook’s argument
on appeal, there was nio need for the prosecutlon to establish that AAA27 1526,

lBB271526 CCC271526,0r DDD271526, Were coerced, forced, or;decewed
into being trafficked. As stated earlier, the medns. by Wh1ch trafﬁclqng was
committed is not relevant when trafficking in children is committed. Further,

the Court affirms the CA’s finding that the minors’ osten51b1e consent is not
a defense in qualified trafficking. Citing quntems v. People,”’ 4L the 'CA
correctly held that even without the use of | coercwe abuswe or- deceptlve
means, a minor’s consent is not glven out of hlS ot her | an free Wﬂl

1I

|
1
i
i
|
i

The Court affirms the CA’s modiﬁcatlon 5;‘of the penalt:ies lmposed on

Cook, albeit for a different reason, as will be! explamed below. k

In the landmark case of People v. Simon 5 the Court En Banc explamed
that the rules on penalties as enunciated in lhe Rewsed Penal Code (including
1he appreciation of modifying e1rcumstanees] do not apply 1o speual penal

laws except when the latter uses the nomenelature of penaltles of the former,

vzz Eo ! I

! 3 i
: --f i ‘ﬁ ! :

We are not unaware of cases in the pa,,i wherem 1t was held thaﬂ in
imposing the penalty for offenses under special laws, the ruies on m1t1gamng
or aggravating circunstances under the Rewsed Penal, Code cannot and
should not be apphed A review cf such doetrmes as apphed in said eases
however, re‘{eals that the reason. therefor was: because the: spemal latws
involved proyided their cwn specific pcna.h:ws for |the offense%‘tpumshed

|
} thereunder, and whlc"h pemiues were ot ]tak *n”horln or with reference to

#® 14, (Citations omitted).
4 841 Phil. 492 (2018) [PerJ Pera]tu Thitd i ision .
4 Jd at511. :

304 Phil. 725 {1994) i}‘e1 E‘ R.,gﬂaje Iin Bunc].

|.
L
I

|
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those in the Revised Penal Code. Since the penahles then provided by the
spec1a1 laws concemed did not provide fot) the minjmum, medium or
maXImmn periods, it! wou]d consequently be 1mposs1b1e to consider the
aforestated modifylng circumstances whose main ﬁmctmn 18 to determine

the period of the penalty in accordance with the ru.les in Arhcle 64 of the
Code.

‘ This is also the rationale for the holding in prewous cases that the
provisions of the Code on the graduation of penalties byidegrees could not
be given supplementary application 1o special laws, since the penalties in
the Iatter were not components of or contemplated in the scale of penalties
prowded by Article 71 of the former, The suppletory effect of the Revised
Penal Code to special Jaws as provided in Article 10 of the former, cannot
be tnv‘oked where there is a legal or physical amposs1b1hty of, or a

G.R.No. 271526

prohubition in the speexal law against, such supp]ementarjr application, -

The situation, hOWGVG’i is different where although the offense is

deﬁned in and ostensibly pumshed under a spec1a1 law, the penalty therefor

is actually taken from the Revised Penal Code in its teehmcal nomenclature
and, necessarily, with its duration, correlation and Tegal effects under the

syste

of penalties native to said Code.*

Notably, this doctrine in Simorn had been rexterate]d in several cases and

qemams to he the prevailing rule insofar as the 1mp
criminal cases are concerned.”

|
|
|
|
i
|

s1tion of penalties in

I
[

Applying Simon herein, a readmg of the penalty ;rovisions of 1 g:public

Act No. 9208, as amended by Republic Act No.;10364 readily shows that the

Ihw does not

use the nomenclature of penalties of the Revised Penal C ode As

such, the penalty framework under the Rev1sed Pena Code, mc]udmg the

appreciation

of modifying circumstances, has no apphcatlon herein.iAs such,

it is only proper to disregard any modlfymg cucumstances in favor or against

(;3001(‘
Given
@ook should
ﬁne of PHP

|
1‘ Finally,

Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by Repubhc Act Ngo 10364.

‘ j ‘ ;5 pa

: i
these the Court agrees with the CA[ insofar as the latter, held that
be sentenced to suffer the penal‘ues of lif 1mpr1sonm°t1t and a
2,000,000.00, as the same are in aecord with Sechon%l()(e) of

P

E ,
the CA also correctly increased, the amou_ijlts representiz,‘h g moral

and exemplary damages to PHP 500, OOO“OO and PHP 1001000.00,

r;espectlvel Y,
and DDD27
exemplary

for each of the minors AAA27152 BBB;?71526 CCC [271526,

1526. In People v. Peek,* the Court alsfo awarded mora.l and

Images 1h the same amounts Irnposed by tae CAY Legal interest

e

R R ! |3
a I I

i
o
;

FNY

Masilv. Peop
(2017} {Per L.

0 Id at 21-22.

ld. at 755-756.

Third Division]; People v. Mantalbia, 669 Phil. 45 {201]){?&1 A Peralta Third Dms:on}‘ .
3 G.R. No. 256452, Pebmary 25 2()25 iPer J. Kho, Jr En B(mr“ |-

i

e, 919 Phil. 135 LZO 2) [Per ]. Inting, ‘;e(‘eﬁd sﬁm} E':;'ra!tav People, &h? Phil. 554
Perlas- Bernabe Second Diviston]; f%;[mnow 'Pa ple /9»;%11 453 (2016) {Pc r'J. Reyes,

i
i
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n these amounts at the rate of 6% per annum from the date of finality of this
resolution is also in accord with jurisprudence.*®

|

{ ACCORDINGLY, the appeal is DISMISSED. The Decision dated
Varch 31, 2022 of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CR No. 44309 is
AFFIRMED. Accused-appellant Marpn Cook y Garth is found GUILTY
beyond reasonable doubt cf qualified trafficking in persons as defined and
penalized under Section 4, in relation to Section 6(a) and (c) of Republic Act
ll\Io 9208, as amended. He ‘is sentenced to: suffer the penalties of life

mprisonment and a PHP 2,000,000. 00 fine. He is likewise ordered to PAY

ﬁor each of the victims, namely AAA271526 BBB271526, CCC271526, and
DDD271526, the amounts of PHP 500 000.00: as moral damages and PHP
100 000.00 as exemplary damages, all Wlth legal interest at the rate of 6% per
annum from finality of this ruling unul\ full payment

ZIE

SO ORDERED. (Lazaro—Javie;E, on oﬁic;:_ial business.)

FTONIO T. KHO,
Associate Justice

WE CONCUR:
‘ Acting Chlef Just1ce
Chairperson

(on official business)
AMY C. LAZARO-JAVIER
Associate Justice

hssociate Justice
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CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to Section 13, Ariicle VIII 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
vriter of the opinion of the Court’s Divi siéion. ] '
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