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To reaffirm our earlier statement, the Management Association of the Philippines (MAP) firmly stands for good governance which is reflected in our theme, “Country Above Self,” to emphasize our commitment to place the nation over commercial or personal interests.

MAP has consistently advocated that all businesses and income earners must pay the right taxes and duties, and that the full force of the law should be applied to everyone who does not.  This stems from our desire to have our members adhere to the highest standards of corporate governance, transparency and accountability.

A few weeks ago, we were informed that a Cabinet Secretary had phoned a business leader in response to a public statement published by the Makati Business Club (MBC) calling for the resignation of two government officials in connection with the NBN-ZTE deal. He allegedly said in the vernacular “If they want a fight, we will fight them. We will unleash the BIR on them.” or words to that effect. 


By this act, we conclude with sadness that this Cabinet Secretary demeaned his office and, thus, lost his credibility over the business community. 


By threatening to unleash the country’s premier revenue agency against private companies because their leaders are searching for the truth, he reinforces the view that a number of officials of the administration have a tendency to abuse authority and disdain democratic principles. 


MAP will not tolerate any threat made by officials of government against any entity or individual in retaliation for taking a position on good governance and the eradication of corruption.  Repressive measures only serve to confirm suspicions of wide-scale anomalies reaching the highest levels of government.   


Should not the President compel the Cabinet Secretary who made the threat to publicly apologize or resign from his post?

Should not the President also address the other repressive and coercive acts (e.g., extra-judicial killings, abductions, illegal surveillance, wire tapping, checkpoints, no fly zone, etc.) that continue to seriously erode the credibility of her Administration and adversely affect investor confidence?







