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LEONEN, SAJ.:

All children, in view of their particular vulnerabilities, deserve particular attention and protection by our laws.
Therefore, the law considers trafficking in persons to be qualified when the trafficked person is a child, and
thereby imposes severe penalties on perpetrators.[1]

This Court resolves the Appeal filed by Nicola Jakobsen y Arne (Jakobsen) and Alona Turtosa y Ouano (Turtosa)
assailing the Decision[2] of the Court of Appeals affirming the Joint Decision[3] of the Regional Trial Court,
which found Jakobsen and Turtosa guilty beyond reasonable doubt of qualified trafficking in persons and
Jakobsen of statutory rape.

Two Informations were filed before the Regional Trial Court against Jakobsen and Turtosa, with one Information
charging Jakobsen with statutory rape and the other Information charging both Jakobsen and Turtosa with
qualified trafficking in persons in violation of Section 4(a), in relation to Section 6(a) of Republic Act No. 9802,
as amended by Republic Act No. 10364.[4]

The accusatory portions of the Informations read:

Statutory Rape
That on January 19, 2015, at around 11:30 o'clock [sic] in the evening, in the xxxxxxxxxxx, Philippines, and
within the jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the said accused [Jakobsen], with the use of force and
intimidation upon the person of one AAA, a minor, 10 years old, with deliberate intent, did then and there
willfully, unlawfully, and feloniously insert his penis into the genital organ of the latter.

CONTRARY TO LAW.

Qualified Trafficking in Persons
That on January 19, 2015, at around 11 o'clock in the evening, in xxxxxxxxxxx, Philippines, and within the
jurisdiction of this Honorable Court, the said accused [Turtosa], conniving and confederating together and
mutually helping each other, with deliberate intent, did then and there unlawfully and feloniously recruit,
obtain, hire, offer, transfer, harbor in the apartment room of accused [Jakobsen] and offered to three (3) female
minors, namely, BBB, 12 years old, CCC, 12 years old, and AAA, 10 years old, money and other personal
items by means of deception, or other forms of coercion, fraud[,] and taking advantage of the economic
vulnerability and minority of said victims for the purpose of sexual exploitation and prostitution, in violation of
Section 4(a), in relation to Section 6(a), RA 9208 as amended by RA 10364 (Qualified Trafficking).

CONTRARY TO LAW.[5]
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Both Jakobsen and Turtosa pleaded not guilty to the charge of qualified trafficking in persons, while Jakobsen
pleaded not guilty to the charge of statutory rape.[6] Trial on the merits then ensued.[7]

The prosecution presented the following witnesses: Police Senior Inspector Mercy Villaro (PSI Villaro) and
private complainants AAA and BBB.[8] Their testimonies are summarized as follows:

PSI Villaro was the Chief of the Women and Children's Protection Desk in xxxxxxxxxxx Police Office from 2013
to 2015.[9] On January 19, 2015, at around 7:00 p.m., PSI Villaro received a call from Police Station 1 regarding
the alleged trafficking of minors.[10] She went to Police Station 1 and met BBB, who recounted to her that she,
along with two other friends, had been sexually exploited by a foreigner.[11] BBB stated that her two friends were
still at the foreigner's house.[12]

Acting on BBB's information, PSI Villaro brought her and other police officers from Police Station 1 to
xxxxxxxxxxx to meet with other police officers from the Regional Anti-Human Trafficking Task Force (Task
Force), headed by Police Senior Inspector Macatangay (PSI Macatangay).[13] PSI Villaro learned from BBB that
she met Turtosa in xxxxxxxxxxx December 2014 and that it was Turtosa who convinced BBB and CCC to go to
Jakobsen's residence, where the minors were made to engage in sexual acts in exchange for money.[14]

As other members of the Task Force arrived, they were divided into three groups: (1) the photo documentation
team; (2) the arresting team; and (3) the team who would attend to the victims.[15] PSI Villaro and the Task Force
then instructed BBB to ride a public jeepney going to Jakobsen's apartment while the Task Force followed in their
own vehicle.[16]

Upon their arrival, BBB knocked on the door then went inside.[17] The arresting team swiftly followed and
introduced themselves as police officers.[18] PSI Villaro and the other Task Force members followed the
arresting team inside the apartment.[19] PSI Villaro saw that Jakobsen had been placed under arrest and was
sitting handcuffed in a chair in the living room, while Turtosa was seated on the floor nearby with her son,
Dodong.[20] AAA, BBB, and CCC, the child victims, were standing on the other side of the room.[21] The police
officers recovered packets of Vulcaseal or Fedseal, as well as small plastic bags on a small table in the middle of
the room, and mobile phones belonging to Jakobsen and the child victims.[22]

PSI Villaro identified the photos of the child victims taken inside Jakobsen's apartment.[23] After documentation
was completed, the police officers took the child victims to the Department of Social Welfare and Development
(DSWD) Office while Jakobsen and Turtosa were taken to the xxxxxxxxxxx Police Office.[24]

The following day, PSI Villaro returned to the DSWD Office to take the child victim's affidavits.[25] The day
after, the Task Force secured a search warrant and returned to Jakobsen's house to confiscate other items relevant
to the case.[26]

BBB testified that she first met Jakobsen and Turtosa in xxxxxxxxxxx in December 2014.[27] She and CCC were
playing with other children when Jakobsen and Turtosa approached them and asked that they stand in a line.[28]
Turtosa told them that Jakobsen wanted to choose some children to accompany him to his apartment and that
nothing terrible would happen to them.[29] Jakobsen then selected her and CCC, and they boarded his motorcycle
together with Turtosa, who was with her son, and proceeded to Jakobsen's apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx.[30]

Once they arrived, Turtosa took them to Jakobsen's room. Jakobsen then took off his clothes and undergarments,
grabbed BBB, and ordered her to perform oral sex on him. Jakobsen forced BBB to open her mouth, placed his
penis inside it, and made back and forth pumping motions with his hips.[31]

After that, Jakobsen took off CCC's clothes and had sexual intercourse with her. When he had finished, Jakobsen
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gave BBB a mobile phone so he could contact her anytime. Jakobsen gave BBB PHP 1,300.00 and gave PHP
1,500.00 to CCC. Before leaving the apartment, Turtosa demanded PHP 500.00 each from BBB and CCC.
Jakobsen and Turtosa then brought BBB and CCC back to xxxxxxxxxxx.[32]

This occurred several times over the next few days, where Jakobsen would text BBB to come to his apartment,
and Turtosa would meet her and CCC in and bring them to xxxxxxxxxxx.[33]

BBB stated that Turtosa would have them sniff Fedseal or Vulcaseal before sending them to Jakobsen's room,
where he would force her to give him oral sex and then have sexual intercourse with CCC. Jakobsen would also
insert his fingers in CCC's female organ, lick the same, and finally would get on top of her and insert his penis
into her vagina.[34]

Sometimes, AAA would go with them, and Jakobsen would also have sexual intercourse with her.[35] He would
kiss her face and then insert his penis into her vagina, at which point AAA would cry and ask for him to stop.[36]

Jakobsen always gave them money, ranging from PHP 1,000.00 to over PHP 2,000.00, but he would give more
money to CCC.[37] Turtosa would also demand PHP 500.00 from each of them before going home.[38]

On January 19, 2015, BBB saw AAA being coerced by Turtosa to go to Jakobsen's apartment.[39] Later that day,
BBB went with CCC to xxxxxxxxxxx because the latter wanted to see her sister, AAA.[40] When they arrived in
xxxxxxxxxxx, CCC went to Jakobsen's apartment while BBB proceeded to the police station to report that they
were victims of sexual abuse.[41] She then led the police officers to Jakobsen's apartment, pointing at the specific
building for the police to enter.[42] After following the police officers inside, BBB saw Jakobsen being
handcuffed and she also saw CCC and AAA.[43] The police officers gave each of them towels to cover their
faces.[44]

BBB saw Jakobsen and Turtosa boarding one vehicle, while she, AAA, and CCC boarded another car that took
them to the DSWD Office.[45] BBB was later interviewed about the events that occurred, particularly the details
of her alleged sexual abuse.[46]

During the interview, she learned her surname, and said that her birthday was xxxxxxxxxxx.[47] She identified
her Birth Certificate which confirmed her date of birth.[48] Likewise, she identified her Affidavit dated January
21, 2015, and identified Jakobsen and the living room of his apartment in the photos shown to her.[49] She also
identified Turtosa and a police officer she knew as Kuya Kiko.[50] She identified the items on the small table in
the middle of the room as Vulcaseal, small plastic sachets, and mobile phones. Finally, she identified Jakobsen
and Turtosa in open court.[51]

Meanwhile, AAA testified that she was 10 years old at the time the events happened. On January 29, 2015, she
was rescued together with BBB and CCC by police officers from Jakobsen's apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx. She was
brought to the DSWD Office and interviewed about her experience. She identified her Affidavit dated January 21,
2015 and affirmed its contents as true and correct.[52]

AAA first met Jakobsen and Turtosa at the xxxxxxxxxxx public market in January 2015; BBB introduced her to
Turtosa, who in turn introduced her to Jakobsen. Turtosa told her they were going to Jakobsen's apartment to get
something to eat. They took a public jeepney going to xxxxxxxxxxx and then rode a motorcycle to Jakobsen's
apartment.[53]

While inside, they saw Jakobsen sitting down in the living room; he then brought BBB and AAA upstairs and told
them to undress. Turtosa told AAA that Jakobsen would use her for sex and in return they would buy her cake and
ice cream for her birthday. Jakobsen then forced BBB and CCC to take turns in giving him oral sex; after he
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finished, BBB and CCC both cried and ran downstairs.[54]

Jakobsen then made AAA lie down on the bed, held her hands, and inserted his penis into her vagina. After
finishing, Jakobsen gave her PHP 5,000.00 and a mobile phone. Turtosa took the money from her, and they left
the apartment.[55]

The next day, AAA met Turtosa at the xxxxxxxxxxx public market and Turtosa brought her to a nearby mall.[56]
Upon their arrival, Turtosa told AAA that they would return to Jakobsen's apartment and reassured her that they
would just get something to eat and Jakobsen would not do anything to her. BBB saw them both leave the mall
and remembered that her sister CCC was supposed to go to Jakobsen’s apartment in the evening.[57]

At Jakobsen's apartment, AAA watched shows on the television until CCC arrived. Police officers arrived soon
after, arrested Jakobsen and Turtosa, and took photos of the apartment. AAA identified the pictures taken of
Jakobsen, the apartment's interior, and the Vulcaseal which Turtosa forced the child victims to sniff every time
they went to the apartment. AAA also identified both Jakobsen and Turtosa in open court.[58]

Meanwhile, Jakobsen and Turtosa were witnesses for the defense.[59]

Turtosa testified that on January 19, 2015 she was living in xxxxxxxxxxx with her child, Dodong, whose father
was a certain Arturo Sumalinog, Jr., alias "Dondon." She was unemployed then, relying on support given by her
sibling who worked in Saudi Arabia. In exchange for her sibling's support, she acted as the guardian of the latter's
child on weekdays. On weekends, she did errands for Jakobsen.[60]

She explained that she first met Jakobsen through mutual friends in October 2011, when Jakobsen was in the
country to look for his former live-in partner with whom he had a daughter. He was staying in xxxxxxxxxxx and
worked in a local call center. Jakobsen offered Turtosa a job running errands for him and acting as his translator
since he did not speak nor understand Bisaya.[61]

Turtosa accepted and she lived in a spare room in his apartment, helping the maid clean the house and prepare
Jakobsen's meals.[62] Jakobsen paid her PHP 500.00 weekly, plus allowances.[63] In November 2011, Jakobsen
had a live-in partner named Gemmalyn, and in 2012 they relocated to xxxxxxxxxxx.[64] In 2013, Turtosa got
pregnant and only worked weekends for Jakobsen.[65]

Turtosa knew CCC and AAA because they were Dondon's cousins, and BBB was friends with the two girls. In
early December 2014, she met CCC and AAA in the xxxxxxxxxxx public market. Answering CCC's question on
what she did for work, Turtosa said that she acted as her nephew's guardian on school days and worked at a
foreigner's house on weekends. She again met CCC and AAA in the same place in late December 2014, and she
was with Jakobsen at the time as they were getting ready to go to xxxxxxxxxxx. Allegedly, CCC and AAA
approached them and asked if they could come with them, to which Jakobsen agreed and AAA's mother
consented. They then boarded a motorcycle bound for xxxxxxxxxxx.[66]

At the apartment, Turtosa showed them around and Jakobsen gave them money for food and drinks. Jakobsen
then went to his room and did not come out for the rest of the night. Turtosa slept beside her son Dodong, along
with the girls, in the living room.[67]

The next day, Turtosa took the girls to Jakobsen's room and asked them to use the computer, which was connected
to the internet. The girls listened and sang along to local songs for about 30 minutes, after which Turtosa took
them outside to buy groceries for Jakobsen. After doing the laundry, Turtosa went home to xxxxxxxxxxx with the
girls in the afternoon. A few days later, she was chatting with Gemmalyn in Jakobsen's house when CCC and
AAA arrived suddenly. Jakobsen sent the girls home because nobody invited them to come over that day.[68]
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On January 18, 2025, Turtosa met the girls again, this time with BBB in tow, at the xxxxxxxxxxx public market.
They asked Turtosa if they could go with her again to Jakobsen's apartment. They left for xxxxxxxxxxx at around
9:00 a.m. The children went to Turtosa's room to use the newly installed computer with internet connection.[69]
Jakobsen checked in on them, asked how they were doing, and then went back to his room.[70] He did not come
out again for the rest of the day.[71] After about 30 minutes, Turtosa went outside to do the laundry, and an hour
after the children went downstairs to watch television in the living room while she prepared lunch. Turtosa did not
notice anything unusual with the children, and like before she left the apartment in the afternoon along with the
children.[72]

The next day, January 19, 2015, Turtosa was at Jakobsen's apartment doing the laundry while BBB was in the
living room with Dodong. Jakobsen came down to get his lunch, returned to his room to eat, came down to return
his utensils after eating, said a few words to BBB, then went back up his room and stayed there for the rest of the
day. Turtosa also received a text message from CCC saying she was on her way to the apartment, and at around
7:00 p.m. she arrived, to Jakobsen's surprise. Turtosa assured him that she would take CCC home the next
day.[73]

After dinner, CCC cleaned the kitchen while Turtosa put BBB and Dodong to sleep. As she was doing this, there
came a knock on the door and when CCC opened it she saw several police officers who said they were looking for
a foreigner. Some DSWD personnel followed them inside as well. Turtosa was told to stand in a corner with the
children, who were given towels to cover their heads. She saw AAA pointing to her when asked to identify a
person named "Alona;" AAA also pointed to Jakobsen when asked to identify a person named "Nicola."[74]

Jakobsen testified that he was a Danish citizen who used to work as a carpenter and truck driver in Denmark. He
arrived in the Philippines in May 2010 and had been staying here since then; he said he initially just visited the
country but decided to settle here because the weather and living costs were agreeable to him. He worked for a
Philippine-based Danish call center for three years to support himself, and he met Turtosa in 2011 through mutual
friends.[75]

Jakobsen denied hiring Turtosa as a translator and said she merely talked to him in English whenever they were
with friends.[76] He allowed Turtosa to stay in his apartment as a courtesy to a friend, but he said that Turtosa
was not hired to clean, cook, or do his laundry, although he sometimes gave her a small amount for necessary
household expenses.[77] He likewise denied meeting the children at the xxxxxxxxxxx public market and said he
merely stopped there briefly to pick up Turtosa. He met CCC and BBB and permitted them to enter his apartment
since they were Turtosa's cousins. He denied abusing them in any way, shape, or form and could not think of any
reason why they would bear a grudge against him.[78]

Jakobsen alleged that the charges against him were false and were lies concocted by AAA, and that he had
forbidden AAA from coming to his apartment as the grudge she bore against him was "a compelling motive for
her to make false accusations against him."[79] BBB, meanwhile, was "clearly instructed by the police as to what
to say in court to support AAA's story [as she] even stated that she did not prepare her affidavit or understand its
contents when she signed it."[80] CCC refused to testify "because she knew what they wanted her to say was
false."[81] There were also no traces of semen, blood, or DNA found in the apartment, and no medical report on
the children was presented during trial. Jakobsen stated that he had no prior contact or altercation with any police
officer or DSWD personnel.[82]

In a Joint Decision dated July 24, 2020, the Regional Trial Court found Jakobsen and Turtosa guilty beyond
reasonable doubt of qualified trafficking in persons and Jakobsen guilty beyond reasonable doubt of statutory
rape.[83] The dispositive portion of the Joint Decision reads:
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WHEREFORE, judgment is hereby rendered:

x x x
2. FINDING accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of Statutory Rape (in
CBU-107331) and hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of Reclusion Perpetua;

3. Ordering the accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE to pay the victim in CBU-107331 [PHP 75,000.00] as
civil indemnity, [PHP 75,000.00] as moral damages[,] and [PHP] 30,000.00 as exemplary damages, plus legal
interest on all damages at the rate of 6% from the date of finality of this Decision (in CBU-107331).

4. FINDING accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE and ALONA TURTOSA y OUANO GUILTY beyond
reasonable doubt of Qualified Trafficking in Persons under RA 10364 (in CBU-107332) and hereby sentenced
to suffer the penalty of life imprisonment and a fine of [PHP] 2,000,000.00.

5. Ordering accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE and ALONA TURTOSA y OUANO to pay each of the
victims in CBU-107332, [PHP] 500,000.00 as moral damages and [PHP] 100,000.00 as exemplary damages.

SO ORDERED.[84]

The Regional Trial Court held that the prosecution successfully proved Jakobsen's guilt beyond reasonable doubt
for statutory rape.[85] BBB's birth certificate "clearly showed that she was born on January 29, 2004, and was
thus only ten years..., 11 months, and 19 days [old] when [Jakobsen] engaged in sexual intercourse with her."[86]
The trial court likewise found BBB's testimony "sufficient and credible, and AAA's testimony corroborated it.
Moreover, no ill motive was even imputed [to] her."[87]

Jakobsen and Turtosa's guilt beyond reasonable doubt for qualified trafficking in persons was likewise
successfully proven by the prosecution.[88] The trial court observed that it was proven that Jakobsen and Turtosa
"transported the children from xxxxxxxxxxx to xxxxxxxxxxx and kept them in an apartment for purposes of
sexual exploitation."[89]

Aggrieved, Jakobsen and Turtosa filed an Appeal before the Court of Appeals. The Court of Appeals' June 21,
2024 Decision[90] affirmed Jakobsen and Turtosa's convictions with modification, as follows:

WHEREFORE, the appeal is DENIED.

The Joint Decision dated July 24, 2020 rendered by Branch xx of the Regional Trial Court of xxxxxxxxxxx in
Criminal Case No. CBU-107331 and Criminal Case No. CBU-107332 is AFFIRMED, and the relevant
portions of its dispositive portion are hereby MODIFIED to read as follows:
WHEREFORE, judgment is hereby rendered:

x x x x
2. FINDING accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of Statutory Rape (in
CBU-107331) and hereby sentenced to suffer the penalty of Reclusion Perpetua;

3. Ordering the accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE to pay the victim in CBU-107331 [PHP] 75,000[.00]
as civil indemnity, [PHP] 75,000[.00] as moral damages[,] and [PHP] 30,000.00 as exemplary damages, plus
legal interest on all damages at the rate of 6% from the date of finality of this Decision (in CBU-107331).

4. FINDING accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y ARNE and ALONA TURTOSA y OUANO GUILTY beyond
reasonable doubt of Qualified Trafficking in Persons under RA 10364 (in CBU-107332) and hereby sentenced
to suffer the penalty of life imprisonment and a fine of [PHP] 2,000,000.00.

5. Ordering accused NICOLA JAKOBSEN y Arne and ALONA TURTOSA y OUANO to pay each of the
victims in CBU-107332, [PHP] 500,000.00 as moral damages and [PHP] 100,000.00 as exemplary damages,
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plus legal interest on all damages awarded at the rate of 6% from the date of finality of this Decision (in
CBU-107332).

SO ORDERED.

SO ORDERED.[91]

The Court of Appeals said that the Regional Trial Court was correct in convicting Jakobsen of statutory rape. In
particular, the appellate court said that all the elements for the crime were successfully proven by the prosecution
beyond reasonable doubt, namely that the offended party was under 12 years of age as evidenced by her birth
certificate and that Jakobsen had carnal knowledge of BBB as proven by her accounting of the event which was
"not only unwavering but...bolstered by [her] testimony...in open court [where she vividly demonstrated,] with the
use of anatomical dolls, how [Jakobsen] had sexual intercourse with her [.][92]

The appellate court likewise stated that the trial court was correct in convicting Jakobsen and Turtosa of qualified
trafficking in persons, as the "evidence on record shows that [Jakobsen and Turtosa] sexually exploited AAA in
this case. Taking advantage of her economic vulnerability, [they] convinced her to go with them to...Jakobsen's
apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx, where he forced her, on several occasions, to give him oral sex."[93]

Thereafter, Jakobsen and Turtosa filed their Notice of Appeal.[94] The Court of Appeals gave due course in its
October 16, 2024 Resolution.[95] The case records were thus elevated to this Court.

The Office of the Solicitor General, on behalf of the People of the Philippines, filed a Manifestation stating that it
would no longer file a supplemental brief.[96] The accused-appellants, through the Public Attorney's Office,
likewise filed a Manifestation stating that they would no longer file a supplemental brief.[97]

The issues for this Court's resolution are: (1) whether accused-appellant Nicola Jakobsen y Arne is guilty beyond
reasonable doubt of statutory rape and qualified trafficking in persons; and (2) whether accused-appellant Alona
Turtosa y Ouano is guilty beyond reasonable doubt of qualified trafficking in persons.

We deny the Appeal.

Article 266-A, paragraph 1 of the Revised Penal Code, as amended by Republic Act No. 11648 or the Act Raising
the Age of Sexual Consent, provides the elements for the crime of rape:

ARTICLE 266-A. Rape; When and How Committed.—Rape is committed:

- By a man who shall have carnal knowledge of a woman under any of the following circumstances:

- Through force, threat, or intimidation;

- When the offended party is deprived of reason or otherwise unconscious;

- By means of fraudulent machination or grave abuse of authority; and

- When the offended party is under sixteen (16) years of age or is demented, even though none of the
circumstances mentioned above be present: Provided, That there shall be no criminal liability on the part of a
person having carnal knowledge of another person under sixteen (16) years of age when the age difference
between the parties is not more than three (3) years, and the sexual act in question is proven to be consensual,
non-abusive, and non-exploitative: Provided, further, That if the victim is under thirteen (13) years of age, this
exception shall not apply.

"As used in this Act, non-abusive shall mean the absence of undue influence, intimidation, fraudulent
machinations, coercion, threat, physical, sexual, psychological, or mental injury or maltreatment, either with
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intention or through neglect, during the conduct of sexual activities with the child victim. On the other hand,
non-exploitative shall mean there is no actual or attempted act or acts of unfairly taking advantage of the
child's position of vulnerability, differential power, or trust during the conduct of sexual activities."

- By any person who, under any of the circumstances mentioned in paragraph 1 hereof, shall commit an act of
sexual assault by inserting his penis into another person's mouth or anal orifice, or any instrument or object,
into the genital or anal orifice of another person.

Article 266-B of the Revised Penal Code, as amended, states that rape "under paragraph 1 of the next preceding
article shall be punished by reclusion perpetua."[98]

In People v. Gutierrez,[99] this Court discussed the elements of statutory rape:

Statutory rape is committed when (1) the offended party is under 12 years of age and (2) the accused has carnal
knowledge of her, regardless of whether there was force, threat or intimidation; whether the victim was
deprived of reason or consciousness; or whether it was done through fraud or grave abuse of authority. It is
enough that the age of the victim is proven and that there was sexual intercourse.[100]

In this case, the rape of BBB was committed on January 19, 2015, or before Republic Act No. 11648 amended
Article 266-A(1)(d) of the Revised Penal Code. Hence, the provisions on statutory rape before the effectivity of
Republic Act No. 11648 applies, as outlined in Gutierrez.

In turn, Republic Act No. 9208, as amended by Republic Act No. 10364, defines trafficking in persons as follows:

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

(a) 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 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 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.

The recruitment, transportation, transfer, harboring, adoption or receipt of a child for the purpose of
exploitation or when the adoption is induced by any form of consideration for exploitative purposes shall also
be considered as 'trafficking in persons' even if it does not involve any of the means set forth in the preceding
paragraph.[101]

In relation to this, specific acts of trafficking in persons and qualified trafficking in persons are defined under the
same statutes as:

Section 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[.]

x x x
Section 6. Qualified Trafficking in Persons. – Violations of Section 4 of this Act shall be considered as
qualified trafficking:
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(a) When the trafficked person is a child[.][102]

The penalty for qualified trafficking in persons is found in Section 10(e) of Republic Act No. 9208, as amended,
which states that "[a]ny 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 (P2,000,000.00) but not more than Five million pesos
(P5,000,000.00)[.]"[103]

In People v. Celis,[104] this Court enumerated the following elements of trafficking in persons:

(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[."][105] (Citation
omitted)

The Court of Appeals and the Regional Trial Court correctly found accused-appellants guilty of statutory rape and
qualified trafficking in persons.

Regarding the statutory rape charge, as aptly explained by the appellate court, all the elements were successfully
proven beyond reasonable doubt by the prosecution:

Statutory Rape is committed when: (1) a man has carnal knowledge of a woman, and (2) the offended party is
under 12 years of age.

[AAA]'s [b]irth [c]ertificate unquestionably proves the second element in this case. The document shows that
she was born on January 29, 2004, which means she was only 11 years old when appellant Jakobsen had
sexual intercourse with her.

Meanwhile, the first element is proven by [AAA]'s testimony. She narrated that she met the appellants in the
xxxxxxxxxxx public market and that BBB was the one who introduced them. Appellant Turtosa took her to
appellant Jakobsen's apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx "to get something to eat" but was told when they got there that
the latter was going to use her for sexual intercourse in exchange for ice cream and cake for her birthday.
Appellant Jakobsen bid her undress and then laid her on the bed. He held her hands over her head to keep her
from struggling and then penetrated her. She experienced pain on both the inside and outside of her vagina, and
she cried when she saw blood therefrom. [AAA]'s account is not only unwavering but it is bolstered by [her
testimony], wh[en she] vividly demonstrated in open court, with the use of anatomical dolls, how appellant
Jakobsen had sexual intercourse with her[.]

There is no merit in the objection by the defense that [AAA]'s testimony failed to give a detailed narration of
her alleged rape and that no medical certificate was even presented to support her story. It is settled that
testimonies of child victims are given full weight and credit, for when a child of tender years says that she has
been raped, she says, in effect, all that is necessary to show that rape was indeed committed. As for the absence
of a medical certificate, it is established that a medical examination of the victim is not indispensable as the
victim's testimony alone, if credible, is sufficient to convict.[106] (Citations omitted)

Likewise, it can be gleaned from AAA's testimony, as the Regional Trial Court found, that she was forced to have
sex with accused-appellant Jakobsen:
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PROS. HUPP

Q:

During the last time that you were here in court and you testified about this case, you said that there are some
statements in your judicial [a]ffidavit that are not correct according to your recollection. Do you remember
saying that, AAA?

A:

That is correct. I remember, ma'am.

Q:

And one of those statements in your [j]udicial [a]ffidavit that you said is not correct is that entry there saying
that it was at the CICC that you first met [Turtosa]. Do you remember saying that?

A:

Yes, I do remember.

Q:

Because, in fact, you went [on] to explain, that it was actually in the public market in xxxxxxxxxxx, the one
near xxxxxxxxxxx, w[h]ere you first met [Turtosa]. Do you remember saying that?

A:

Yes, I do remember.

Q:

Now, my question, AAA, is: How did you meet [Turtosa]?

A:

We were introduced.

Q:

Who introduced you to her?

A:

BBB.

Q:

After you were introduced, what, if any, did [Turtosa] tell you, AAA?

A:

She told me that we were going to a house and so we went to that house.

Q:

Whose house was it that you were supposed to go [to] according to her?

A:

[Jakobsen]'s house.
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Q:

And did [Turtosa] tell you what you were supposed to do in the house?

A:

(Court Interpreter: The witness shook her head gently to signify a negative answer.)

Q:

AAA, what, if any, did [Turtosa] tell you that made you go with her to this house of [Jakobsen]?

A:

According to [Turtosa], we were going to the house of [Jakobsen] just to eat. Little did I know that instead of
eating[,] I was going to be used or abused there.

Q:

So, in going to the house of [Jakobsen], who went with you?

A:

[Turtosa], CCC[,] and BBB.

Q:

You mentioned earlier that it was BBB who introduced you to [Turtosa]. Now, was CCC also present when the
introduction was made[?]

A:

No, ma'am.

Q:

So, it was only after a while, after the introduction was made that CCC came to join you, is that correct?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

Where is this located?

A: At xxxxxxxxxxx.

Q:

What mode of transportation did you take in going to this house of [Jakobsen] in xxxxxxxxxxx?

A:

Jeepney, ma'am.

Q:

And who paid for your fare, BBB's fare[,] and CCC's fare?

A:
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[Turtosa].

Q:

When you arrived in this house, who, if any, was there?

A:

[Jakobsen], me, [Turtosa], CCC[,] and BBB.

Q:

By the way, can you recall when this happened, the first time that you went to the house of [Jakobsen]?

A:

No, ma'am.

Q:

Can you recall what year was this?

A:

I cannot recall the year[,] but I do recall that it was in the month of January.

Q:

How old were you at th[e] time[,] if you can remember?

A:

I was ten years old, ma'am.

Q:

And I understand you are 14 now, is that correct?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

So, when you arrived there, you mentioned the people that were there and the additional person that you
mentioned was the name [Jakobsen]. So, what was [Jakobsen] doing when you arrived in that place?

A:

He was just sitting down.

Q:

And what happened when you arrived?

A:

We were made to go upstairs.
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Q:

So, this house of [Jakobsen] is a two-storey house?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And what happened after you were made to go upstairs?

A:

We were made to undress.

Q:

And by we, who are you referring to?

A:

First was Ate CCC[,] then BBB[,] then I was the last.

Q:

You refer to CCC as ['ate.'] May I know the reason why? Are you related to her?

A:

She is my older sister, ma'am.

Q:

When your [Ate] CCC and BBB were made to undress, did you see, did you hear [Jakobsen] command them to
undress?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And did you, in fact, see them undress?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And what happened after BBB and CCC undressed?

A:

After [Ate] CCC and BBB undressed or were made to undress, they then took turns in giving a blow job to
[Jakobsen]. They were made to give blow job[s] to [Jakobsen]. They took turns in doing so.

Q:

That happened upstairs. How many rooms were there on the second floor.
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A:

Three, ma'am.

Q:

I understand this was the bedroom of [Jakobsen], is that correct?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And while they were doing that, were you in the same room also?

A:

I was in the corner of the same room and then [Ate] CCC cried.

Q:

And after [Jakobsen] made CCC and BBB give him a blow job, what happened after that, AAA?

A:

Nothing else, ma'am.

Q:

So, what did CCC and BBB do afterwards?

A:

They both cried and went downstairs.

Q:

How about you, when [Ate] CCC and BBB went downstairs, what did you do?

A:

I just asked them what they did but they refused to tell me.

Q:

And did you remain upstairs after [Ate] CCC and BBB went downstairs?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And what happened when you remained upstairs?

A:

They also made me undress.
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Q:

You said ['they.'] Who are you referring to, the persons who made you undress?

A:

[Jakobsen and Turtosa], ma'am.

Q:

Can you recall what exactly [Jakobsen] told you?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

What did he tell you?

A:

That he wants me to undress and then he made me lie down on the bed and then he inserted his penis into my
vagina.

Q:

How about [Turtosa], what did she tell you when she made you get undressed?

A:

She told me to lie down on the bed and that I will be used by [Jakobsen].

Q:

Did either [Jakobsen or Turtosa] give you any promise...should you allow [Jakobsen] to, according to you, use
you, if any?

A:

They promised to buy me cake and ice cream.

Q:

Why? What was the cake and ice cream for, AAA?

A:

For my birthday.

Q:

Why? At that time that you were there, was your birthday coming near?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

The [b]irth [c]ertificate that you identified last hearing indicated that your birthday is January 29, is this
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correct?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

So, after [Jakobsen] told you to undress and you said he made you lie down on the bed and you described
earlier what he did to you, I am sorry but I need to be specific, AAA, how did he do the — What did he do first
while you were lying down on the bed?

A:

At first he placed himself on top of me and then he inserted his penis into my vagina.

Q:

While he was inserting his penis into your vagina, did he do any movement?

A:

He also held my hand.

Q:

Why did he have to hold your hand, if you know, AAA?

A:

So that I won't be able to move.

Q:

Are you saying that when he mounted on top of you and inserted his penis[,] you were moving yourself?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And was the movement — Did you resist what he was about to do to you, AAA?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And when he succeeded in inserting his penis into your vagina, what did you feel, if any?

A:

I felt so much pain and I saw there was blood that came out of my vagina.

Q:

And [is it] correct to say that it was also in your vagina area that you felt pain?
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A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And to be specific also, in the vagina, there is the outer part and there is also the inner part. Which part of your
vagina did you feel pain on?

A:

Both inside and outside, ma'am.

Q:

What happened after [Jakobsen] did that to you, AAA?

A:

Nothing, ma'am.

Q:

What did you do afterwards?

A:

I cried, ma'am.

Q:

And were you able to get out of that house?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

Was it on the same day that you were able to leave the house?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

And when you left the house, did you, BBB[,] and CCC also leave together?

A:

Yes, ma'am.

Q:

Who, if any, accompanied the three of you in leaving the house?

A:

[Turtosa], ma'am.

Q:
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But before you left the house, did you receive anything from either [Turtosa or Jakobsen], if any?

A:

Yes, I did receive something but it was taken by [Turtosa].

Q:

What was it that you received but was [also taken away] by [Turtosa]?

A:

Money, ma'am.

Q:

Did you know how much it was?

A:

[PHP] 5,000.00.

Q:

Who handed you the [PHP] 5,000.00?

A:

[Jakobsen], ma'am.

Q:

And how did [Turtosa] take the money [away] from you?

A:

She told me that she will be the one to hold [on to] the money[.]

Q:

And how much was the amount that [Turtosa] took from you?

A:

[PHP] 5,000.00, ma'am.

Q:

So, aside from the money, AAA, was there anything, if any, that you received from either [Jakobsen or
Turtosa] before you left the house?

A:

Yes, ma'am, a cellular phone.

Q:

To whom was the cellular phone given?

A:
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Me.

Q:

And when you were able to leave the house, were you able to bring the cell phone with you?

A:

Yes, ma'am.[107]

As to the charge of qualified trafficking in persons, the appellate court, affirming the trial court, was likewise
correct in saying that all the elements for this offense had been proven beyond reasonable doubt:

First, the element of recruitment and transport was sufficiently proven by the testimonies of AAA and BBB.
AAA was straightforward and categorical in narrating that she met the [Jakobsen and Turtosa] for the first time
in the xxxxxxxxxxx public market, that [Jakobsen] chose her and CCC, and that [Jakobsen and Turtosa] then
brought them to [Jakobsen's] apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx to be sexually abused by him. [Jakobsen] even gave
her a cellular phone so that he could communicate with her if he wanted the children-victims to go to his
apartment, after which [Turtosa] would meet them in xxxxxxxxxxx and bring them to xxxxxxxxxxx, where
[Jakobsen] would use them to satisfy his prurient desires.

Her testimony was corroborated by BBB, who stated that she met the [Jakobsen and Turtosa] through AAA
and CCC, who already had an arrangement with [Turtosa] to go to [Jakobsen's] apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx.
She confirmed AAA's description of [Jakobsen and Turtosa's] modus and how she was similarly ensnared and
subjected to [Jakobsen's] debauchery. BBB gave a vivid example of how [Jakobsen and Turtosa] recruited and
transported her: [Turtosa] coaxed her into going to a mall in xxxxxxxxxxx[,] only to turn around and tell her
that they were going to [ Jakobsen's] apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx.

. . . .
Second, the element of coercion or deception was also sufficiently proven by the testimonies of AAA and
BBB. [BBB] maintained that the [Jakobsen and Turtosa] enticed her and CCC to go to [Jakobsen's] apartment
by telling them they would "get something to eat." [AAA] was also initially told that she could go with them to
[Jakobsen's] apartment to "get something to eat," and [Turtosa] cajoled her by telling her that [Jakobsen] would
buy her "ice cream and cake" in exchange for sexual intercourse. On January 19, 2025, [Turtosa] lured [AAA]
to the mall in xxxxxxxxxxx by promising to buy her "ice cream and cake," only to turn around and bring her
instead to [Jakobsen's] apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx. It should be pointed out that [Turtosa] enjoyed a person of
moral authority over CCC and [AAA], the cousins of her common-law spouse. This relationship between
[Turtosa] and [AAA] — coupled with the offer of food and comfort — was well-directed and allowed them to
efficiently take advantage of the vulnerability of neglected children from the desperately impoverished sector
of society.

Third, as already discussed above, [Jakobsen and Turtosa's] procurement of the children-victims was for the
satisfaction of [Jakobsen's] lechery.

Finally, the age of minority of AAA and BBB was duly proven by their respective [b]irth [c]ertificates[,] the
authenticity of which was not even challenged by the [Jakobsen and Turtosa].[108] (Citation omitted)

As the trial court aptly observed and found, the accused-appellants "did obtain, hire[,] and/or recruit BBB, CCC[,]
and AAA, all of whom are still minors, for the purpose of exploiting them sexually, by offering them money in
exchange for sexual pleasures that [Jakobsen] may obtain from them. They took advantage of their vulnerability
to attain their evil desire."[109]
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As testified to by AAA, she was lured by Turtosa in going to Jakobsen's house by "offering her food to eat and
promising her money in exchange for sex with Nicola Jakobsen. And when AAA refused, [Jakobsen] forced
himself upon her and had carnal knowledge [of] her against her will, and thereafter paid her money in
consideration thereof."[110]

This also happened to BBB, then a 12-year-old minor, as she also fell prey to Jakobsen who "hired or secured her
services[,] as well as the other minors. Both [Jakobsen and Turtosa] transported them and brought them to an
apartment in xxxxxxxxxxx [,] where they were kept and secured for purposes of sexual exploitation."[111] BBB
eventually sought help from the police to have the Jakobsen and Turtosa arrested.

For all these, the accused-appellants' guilt for the crime of statutory rape and qualified trafficking in persons has
been proven beyond reasonable doubt. The penalties of reclusion perpetua and life imprisonment were correctly
imposed by the Regional Trial Court and were rightfully upheld by the Court of Appeals.

ACCORDINGLY, the Appeal is DENIED. The June 21, 2024 Decision of the Court of Appeals in CA-G.R. CEB
CR HC No. 04286 is AFFIRMED with MODIFICATION.

Accused-appellant Nicola Jakobsen y Arne is found GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of one count of statutory
rape and one count of qualified trafficking in persons. He is sentenced to suffer the penalty of reclusion perpetua
for statutory rape; life imprisonment for qualified trafficking in persons; and to PAY the victim, AAA, moral
damages, civil indemnity, and exemplary damages worth PHP 75,000.00 each[112] for the single count of
statutory rape and to pay a fine of PHP 2,000,000.00 for the single count of qualified trafficking in persons.

He is also DIRECTED to PAY the victims AAA, BBB, and CCC PHP 500,000.00 each as moral damages and
PHP 100,000.00 each as exemplary damages for the single count of qualified trafficking in persons.

Accused-appellant Alona Turtosa y Ouano is found GUILTY beyond reasonable doubt of one count of qualified
trafficking in persons. She is sentenced to suffer the penalty life imprisonment and to PAY a fine of PHP
2,000,000.00 for the single count of qualified trafficking in persons.

She is also DIRECTED to PAY the victims AAA, BBB, and CCC PHP 500,000.00 each as moral damages and
PHP 100,000.00 each as exemplary damages.

All damages awarded shall be subject to interest at the rate of six 6% per annum from the finality of this Decision
until their full satisfaction.[113]

SO ORDERED.

Lazaro-Javier, J. Lopez, Kho, Jr., and Villanueva, JJ., concur.

[1] People v. XXX, G.R. No. 273990, January 22, 2025 [Per J. Hernando, First Division].

[2] Rollo, pp. 14-35. The June 21, 2024 Decision in CA-G.R. CEB CR HC No. 04286 was penned by Associate
Justice Ma. Consejo M. Gengos-Ignalaga and concurred in by Associate Justices Bautista G. Corpin, Jr. and
Mercedita G. Dadole-Ygnacio of the Court of Appeals, Twentieth Division, xxxxxxxxxxx.

[3] Id. at 38-74. The July 24, 2020 Joint Decision in Criminal Case Nos. CBU-107331, CBU-107332 and
C-107333 was penned by Presiding Judge Jose Nathaniel S. Andal of Branch xxx Regional Trial Court,
xxxxxxxxxxx.

[4] Id. at 14-15.
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