
G.R. No. 260823. June 26, 2023 (Case Brief / Digest)

© 2024 - batas.org | 1

Title: People of the Philippines v. Rizalina Janario Gumba and Gloria Bueno Rellama

Facts:
This case originates from the prosecution of Rizalina Janario Gumba and Gloria Bueno
Rellama,  accused  of  qualified  trafficking  in  persons  under  Republic  Act  No.  9208,  as
amended by Republic Act No. 10364. The Information alleged that on October 22, 2014, in
Cavite, Gumba and Rellama, acting as floor managers for a bar, exploited the vulnerability
and minority of several victims, including AAA and BBB, by hiring and offering them for
sexual  intercourse  to  male  customers  for  a  fee,  thereby  constituting  qualified  human
trafficking.

Upon  arraignment,  both  pleaded  not  guilty.  Trial  on  the  merits  followed,  showcasing
evidence from both the prosecution and the defense, including firsthand accounts from the
victims, police operation details, and testimony from the accused denying the allegations.

Procedurally, the case advanced from the Regional Trial Court (RTC), which found both
accused guilty, to the Court of Appeals, which affirmed the RTC’s judgment, and eventually
to the Philippine Supreme Court upon the accused’s filing of a Notice of Appeal. The appeal
challenged the findings on constitutional and evidentiary grounds, especially arguing the
absence of  consummation of  the  alleged trafficking acts  and disputing the  procedural
legitimacy of the police entrapment operation.

Issues:
1. Whether the elements of qualified trafficking under Section 4(a), in relation to Section
6(a), of Republic Act No. 9208, as amended, were satisfactorily established.
2. Whether the police operation constituted valid entrapment or unlawful instigation.
3. Whether the crime of qualified human trafficking was consummated despite the absence
of sexual intercourse at the time of the arrest.

Court’s Decision:
The Supreme Court dismissed the appeal, holding that the elements of qualified trafficking
were incontrovertibly  present.  It  underscored that  the recruitment,  transportation,  and
provision of minors for the purpose of prostitution, manipulation of vulnerability due to
minority,  and the collection of  fees for such acts were conclusively proven.  The Court
differentiated entrapment from instigation, finding the operation a legitimate entrapment,
as it did not induce the crime but merely captured ongoing criminal activity. The Court
clarified  that  consummation  of  human  trafficking  does  not  require  the  act  of  sexual
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intercourse; rather, the act of trafficking itself suffices for conviction under the law.

Doctrine:
The case reiterated the essential elements of qualified trafficking in persons and clarified
the legal definitions and thresholds for entrapment versus instigation in the context of
human trafficking. It underscored the principle that the consummation of human trafficking
offenses  under  Republic  Act  No.  9208,  as  amended,  does  not  necessitate  the  actual
commission of sexual acts but hinges on acts of recruitment, transportation, and intention
for exploitation.

Class Notes:
1. Elements of Qualified Human Trafficking: Act (recruitment, transportation, etc.), Means
(use of force, fraud, abuse of vulnerability), Purpose (exploitation, including prostitution),
and Qualifying Circumstance (victim’s minority).
2. Legal Distinction between Entrapment and Instigation: Entrapment is a lawful means of
apprehending criminals  caught in the act,  whereas instigation constitutes inducing the
commission of a crime, making the instigator a co-principal.
3.  Consummation  of  Human  Trafficking:  Defined  by  the  act  of  trafficking  itself,  not
necessitating the completion of the intended exploitation.

Historical Background:
The enactment of Republic Act No. 9208, known as the Anti-Trafficking in Persons Act of
2003, and its amendment by Republic Act No. 10364, reflects the Philippines’ commitment
to addressing human trafficking. This case exemplifies the judiciary’s role in interpreting
and enforcing laws aimed at protecting the vulnerable against exploitation, emphasizing the
legal mechanisms designed to curb human trafficking within and across borders.


