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A week after the Supreme Court (SC) has released its decision over Sen. Grace Poe’s 

disqualification case, its top magistrates have engaged in a word war over their opposing 

opinions on the voting results. 

  

Senior Associate Justice Antonio Carpio was unhappy with the voting result which was decided 

in favor of Sen. Grace Poe Poe. Meanwhile, Chief Justice Maria Lourdes Sereno stood by the 

decision of the majority of the 12 Supreme Court magistrates who have voted that the lady 

senator was indeed qualified to run as president. 

  

It can be recalled that  the Commission on Elections (COMELEC) cancelled Poe’s Certificate of 

Candidacy last December due to citizenship and residency issues. 

  

In his dissenting opinion that made rounds in media circles, Caprio asserts that Poe is not 

qualified to run for Philippine president because she does not satisfy the requirements of being a 

natural-born citizen and the 10-year residency period. 

  

He insisted in the same letter that only seven justices decided that Poe is a natural-born citizen, 

five voted otherwise, while three others had no opinion on the matter.  In this light, therefore, 

Carpio deems that there was no majority in the court who voted in the case. 

  

Without mentioning his name, Sereno blasted Carpio’s claims and appealed that the higher 

court’s decision be respected. 

  

Sereno addressed Carpio’s assertion that there was no majority of justices who voted in the DQ 

case by citing Rule 12, Section 1 of the Internal Rules of the SC – that all decisions and actions 

in court en banc cases “shall be made up upon the concurrence of the majority of the Members of 

the Court who actually took part in the deliberation on the issues involved and voted on them.” 

With only 12 justices who reviewed the case, Sereno deemed that there was a “clear majority of 

seven” who voted in favor of Poe’s citizenship. 

  

Accordingly, Sereno accuses Carpio of casting “uncertainty on an already tense situation.” 

“The dissent gives excessive weight to the fact that there are five justices in the minority who 

believe that the petitioner does not have the qualifications for presidency, while ignoring the 

reality that there are at least seven justices who believe that the petitioner possesses these 

qualifications,” she said. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

 



 

Finger-pointing among respondents in PH money 

laundering case 

March 20, 2016 

By: Yashika F. Torib 

Respondents in the $81 million money laundering case in the Philippines have resorted to finger-

pointing and rebuttal amid investigations conducted simultaneously by the Senate Blue Ribbon 

Committee, the Department of Justice (DOJ), and the Anti-Money Laundering Council (AMLC). 

The said amount was part of the $101 million funds stolen by Chinese hackers from the account 

of Bangladesh Central Bank with the New York Federal Reserve. $80.8 million of the hacked 

money were funneled to separate accounts with the Rizal Commercial Banking Corp. (RCBC) in 

the Philippines. 

Records from the AMLC show that such amount was deposited at the Jupiter Street, Makati 

Branch of RCBC under the name of businessman William Go from February 5 to 9. 

Go stated that Maia Deguito, branch manager of RCBC Jupiter St., Makati, created four fake 

accounts under his name and withdrew $20 million using an unsigned withdrawal slip. He has 

also enlisted the assistance of the National Bureau of Investigations (NBI) to get to the root of 

the case. 

On the other hand, Deguito insists that RCBC President and CEO Lorenzo Tan use her as a 

scapegoat for he allowed the incident to push through. Her lawyer, Ferdinand Topacio, said that 

she reported the incident to the head office but the management declared the transaction as valid. 

In a public investigation conducted by the Senate Blue Ribbon Committee, headed by Sen. 

Teofisto Guingona III, Deguito repeatedly refused to answer several inquiries maintaining her 

right against self-incrimination. 

Instead, Deguito appealed for an executive session with the committee where she agreed to 

answer senate inquiries. 

The request was turned down, however. Guingona stated that the Bangladesh Bank asked for the 

assistance of the Bangko Sentral ng Pilipinas (BSP) in tracking down a part of its missing $81 

million. He said he “cannot agree to an executive session because the subject funds belong to the 

Bangladesh government which did not invoke confidentiality.” 

 

 



Four missing respondents 

The $80.8 million portion of the stolen $101 million Bangladeshi funds was channeled into four 

fictitious accounts with RCBC. 

This was deposited under the names of Michael Francisco Cruz, who opened $6 million; Enrico 

Teodoro Vasquez, who opened $25 million; Alfred Santos Vergara, who opened $19.99 million; 

and Jessie Christopher Lagrosas, who opened $30 million. 

$22.73 million from Lagrosa’s account purportedly flowed into Go’s account. 

The rest of the money flowed into the bank accounts of Wei Kang Xu, Eastern Hawaii Leisure 

Co., and Bloomberg Hotels, Inc. which operates Solaire Resort and Casinos through the 

Philippine Remittance Service Corp. (PhilRem). 

When invited for a Senate hearing, however, the four initial account holders failed to attend. 

They could not be located by the Senate staff in the addresses provided. 

Bangladesh Ambassador to the Philippines John Gomes claims lapse on AMLC freeze order to 

RCBC, and expressed disappointment on how his people’s savings ended up in Philippine banks, 

remittance companies and casinos. 

He was also dismayed on how the senate failed to fish-out information from RCBC executives 

who have repeatedly invoked on bank secrecy law. 

“They (AMLC) had given out a freeze order on February 8 to RCBC, but it was not carried out 

not till the following day,  February 9, when all the money was already taken out. I think there 

was a lapse there,” he said in an interview with CNN Philippines. 

Gomes also doubted the allegations against Deguito. 

“I don’t believe a manager of any bank in the world could handle millions of dollars which 

suddenly appear in some accounts. I don’t think a CEO or a president of a bank would allow a 

manager to deal with huge amounts,” he added. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………….. 

 

Karma is now digital Facebook, WhatsApp can get  

you in jail 
March 20, 2016 



Filipinos rule the world of social media, being among the world’s most active users of Facebook, 

Twitter and Instagram. At the same time, they are emotional. Remember, the Philippines was 

once named the most emotional country in the world. 

Scroll down your news feed and notice those rants, those #blessed posts, those “FML” (f**k my 

life) sentiments, those shared gossip and rumors, and often—hate posts. 

In fact it is easy to summarize the things and the “people” that Filipinos hate by just looking at 

and taking note their posts in their social media accounts. In the same way that it is as easy to 

identify what makes them tick. 

As much as the community would want to hail the Filipinos being a social media powerhouse 

that could make any subject trend online worldwide—in the UAE, everyone is reminded to be 

careful of what they post and share. Irresponsible, insensitive and malicious posts could get 

someone a punishment of a lifetime in jail or a fine between Dh50,000 and Dh3 million, 

including deportation, depending on the severity of the case. 

 

Calm down before posting anything 

Before you say anything online, take a deep breath and think long and hard. Ask yourself, “Will 

this harm the people or the organizations I will be mentioning?” 

“Tayong mga Pilipino, minsan ay hilig natin mag-post sa Facebook, kapag nagagalit tayo sa mga 

tao, ng kung anu-anong nakakasakit ng damdamin (We, Filipinos, we sometimes like to post 

hurtful remarks on Facebook about someone whom we hate),” Consul General Paul Raymund 

Cortes told The Filipino Times (TFT). 

“That’s how liberal the attitude is back home,” he added, stressing however that “here in the 

UAE, we should be very, very careful because this country is built on a society that is very 

diverse.” 

Take the case of this overseas Filipino (OF), whose name we can’t divulge due to lawyer-client 

confidentiality. “He was victimized by a scam,” said Gulf Law’s Atty. Barney Almazar, “he filed 

a case and won.” 

“But he insulted the scammer on Facebook, so he was deported recently for cybercrime law 

violation,” he added, explaining that Article 42 of the law grants the court an authority to deport 

a foreigner found guilty of the violations. 

Almazar explained that the OF bought a tourist visa but the seller did not process and instead just 

took the money. When the OF returned to Dubai, he filed a case and won. “The OF posted on 

Facebook that the seller was a scam. The seller filed a cybercrime case and won,” he said. 



And who could forget Jodi Magi of Australia, who was deported two days after being held in jail 

last July for posting a picture of a car parked across two spaces for persons with disabilities 

online along with insulting remarks? It was a clear violation of the cybercrime law. 

 

Rumor Mongers 

The Philippine Consulate General has last week issued an advisory echoing the UAE 

government’s call for people to maintain proper behavior online. 

The advisory urged Filipinos in the UAE to “refrain from posting or sharing unconfirmed or 

baseless information on social media.” 

Doing so, the advisory read, may be “considered rumor mongering” which, in the UAE, is a 

criminal offense. 

A recent example of a post that has gone viral is the confusion on visa runs on Kish Island. Pinoy 

expat news feeds were bombarded with posts and shares of a story from unofficial sources, 

raising alarm in the community. 

Philippine officials warned that sensitive information of such nature should be handled with 

much caution. 

Consul General Cortes urged Filipinos not to post anything about the matter until after official 

word has been issued by concerned authorities. 

“Huwag naman tayong mag-post. Tayo ang madadale nyan. I-klaro muna lahat lahat. Pag may 

nasabi tayong mali, babalikan tayo ng authorities for spreading rumors (Do not post unconfirmed 

reports. You will be the ones held responsible. When you post something wrong, authorities will 

get back to you for spreading rumors),” Cortes said. 

The Consulate advisory stated that “under Federal Legal Decree No. 5 of 2012 on combating 

cybercrimes, spreading rumors damaging social peace and public order and causing damage to 

national peace empower the UAE government to prosecute concerned individuals.” 

It added, “If proven guilty of such offense, one may face imprisonment and a fine not exceeding 

Dh1 million.” 

 

 

 



Sharing photos, privacy issues 

UAE laws have also been clear about issues on privacy. Sharing someone’s photos, tagging 

them, or keeping them in mobile phones and computers without their knowledge and consent is a 

crime. 

“As per the cybercrime law, whoever uses a computer network and/or electronic information 

system (social media) for the invasion of privacy of another person in other than the cases 

allowed by the law and by recording of audio or video conversation or communication, 

photographing others or copying the same photographs and publishing news, statements or 

information, even if it’s true, he/she shall be punished by imprisonment of a period of at least six 

months and a fine not less than Dh150,000 and not exceeding Dh500,000 or either one of these 

two penalties,” Showq Al Katheri, of Al Katheri Advocates and Legal Consultants said in a 

media report. 

Ambassador Constancio R. Vingno, Jr. said such provisions of the 2012 UAE Cybercrime Law 

“were designed to prevent misuse of social media and the invasion of other people’s privacy.” 

“The policy of penalizing anyone who posts pictures of someone without his or her consent may 

appear too stringent but it is the law. We are living in the UAE and must obey the laws of the 

land. I encourage all kababayans to observe caution in posting pictures in their Facebook, 

Instagram and other social media accounts so as not to violate the law. 

Seek permission before posting someone else’s picture or tagging them. There is jail time and a 

hefty fine for violating this rule, so please let us comply,” Vingno said in an interview with a 

local Filipino newspaper. 

“Back home, we love to just click on. Here we have to be more respectful,” said Consul 

Ferdinand Flores, explaining the information drive launched by the Philippine Consulate. 

“We are just bringing the announcement by the host government to the Filipino community, 

especially to those new in the country or those who did not undergo PiDOS like children of 

Filipino expatriates,” 

Cortes said Filipinos should bear in mind that they are not anymore home where social media 

takes on a more liberal form. “We need to take consideration the various sensitivities of people 

from other countries, who also call this city home,” he said. 

“We need to be more tolerant. We cannot just post something on Facebook that can be offending 

to others,” he said.(Filipino Times) 

 

 



Editorial 

Sereno versus Carpio 

Chief Justice Maria Lourdes Sereno, has shown partiality during the en banc hearing on the 

petition of Sen. Grace Poe to nullify the decision decided by the COMELEC disqualifying her to 

run for the presidency of the Philippines. 

The Chief Justice instructed the SC spokesperson Theodore Te to announce the 9-6 decision of 

the high court favoring Sen. Grace Poe. 

On the other hand, in his dissenting opinion which has been publicised on all the major dailies, 

senior justice Antonio Carpio questioned the way Chief Justice Sereno came up with the 9 

justices voting in favor of Sen. Poe including the othet 2 justices who have no opinion and did 

not participate in the citizenship and residence cases . Thats why Chief Justice Sereno counted 

the the other 2 and therefore came up with the majority number to 9. 

The question now comes, is the voting of 7-6-3 considered a majority decision? This is precisely 

senior associate justice Antonio Carpio questioned the decision in his diessenting opinion. 

One justice voted for the majority in the case of Comelec while the 2 justices did not give any 

opinions on the remaining issues of citizenship and residency. Can these 2 justices be part of the 

majority? Or having rendered no opinion by the other 2 justices be considered part of the 

majority decision? 

There were 15 justices sitting en banc who participated in the deliberations on the issues at bar, 

the Comelec, citizenship and residency issues. 

Can the announcement made by the Chief Justice be considered as imprimatur to the case of 

Poe? It can be questioned by way of dissenting opinions of the minority, but can the 7-6-3 be 

considered a majority decision? Chief Justice Sereno said so. And this is the reason why SC 

spokesperson Theodore Te announced the decision in a news conference. 

The Supreme Court is the last bastion of our democracy. Whether the controversy of 7-6-3 be 

considered a majority decision will be subject of much debate. And it will have far-reaching 

impact on the Supreme Court in their other rulings. It must exercise impartiality in deciding 

cases and not to show publicly any leaning towards any petitioners. It must devoid itself of 

influnce peddlers trying to ruin the decision making process of the Supreme Court by way of 

back door huddle. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………. 



Straight Talk 

Supreme Court Decision On Poe's Case Questioned 

By Ed Libranda 

 
The Supreme Court voted 9-6 to nullify the Comelec decision to disqualify Sen. Grace Poe bid 

for the highest position of the land, the presidency. 

  

I will not go further on the reasons by justices who voted for Sen. Poe's qualification to run for 

the presidency this May 2016. Chief Justice Maria Lourdes Sereno, it appears, erred in 

announcing that nine justices voted for Sen. Poe as against the seven justices who voted against 

the peititoner Poe. 

  

The first issue that was voted 9-6 by the majority justices is the Comelec decision to disqualify 

Poe to run for the presidency. Senator Grace Poe won in the first issue. According to Supreme 

Court senior justice Antonio Carpio (we were in the same batch of 1958 freshmen at the Ateneo 

de Davao High School in Matina, Davao City), there is no majority decision based on 7-6-3 

regarding the issue on citizenship.and residency.The other 2 justices did not have any opinion on 

the issue of citizenship and residency and this can be construed as abstention since these 2 

justices did not participate in making up the majority ruling in the case at hand (citizenship and 

residency). Although they voted for the majority in the Comelec case favoring Sen. Grace. Poe. 

  

Now comes senior associate justice Antonio Carpio questioning the manner in which Chief 

Justice Sereno has put up the 9-6 voting in favor of Sen. Poe. Justice Carpio said in his dissenting 

opinion that there is no such majority since there are 15 justices who participated in the en banc 

meeting in which 3 issues were taken up. First is the Comelec case, second is the citizenship, and 

third, residency. 

  

Controversies such as this, Chief Justice Sereno has announced that Poe is qualified based on the 

voting of 9-6 while senior associate Justice Carpio said otherwise, that only 7 justices actually 

voted in favor of Sen. Poe and therefore can not be considered as a majority since 2 justices 

failed to render their decision on the issue of citizenship and residency. This is the point that 

senior associate justice Carpio has raised in his dissenting opinion. 

  

Who else can break the deadlock questioning the announcement of Chief Justice Sereno that Poe 

has won the case with 9 justices having favored her when in fact only 7 justices participated and 

made known their opinions while 2 have no opinions on Poe's case. Can these 2 justices be 

considered part of the majority to comprise the 9 justices who voted for Poe? 

  

Is there any other body over and above the Supreme Court that can break the deadlock between 

that of Chief Justice Sereno and Senior Asscoaite Justice Antonio Carpio on whether the vote of 

7-6-3 is considered a majority decision? Or does the final decision of the Chief Justice base her 

announcement to include the abstentions of the other two justices be made part of the majority? 

  



Senior Associate Justice Antonio Carpio has given the losing petitioners, Tatad, Valdes, 

Elamparo and others who opposed the candidacy of Sen. Poe, the necessary ammunition to ask 

the high court to reconsider their petition based on the same argument presented by Justice 

Carpio. Decisions of the SC are allowed to be questioned via motion for reconsideration (MR) 

based on additional evidence, otherwise, it is considered final and executory. 

The Supreme Court voted 9-6 to nullify the Comelec decision to disqualify Sen. Grace Poe bid 

for the highest position of the land, the presidency. 

  

I will not go further on the reasons by justices who voted for Sen. Poe's qualification to run for 

the presidency this May 2016. Chief Justice Maria Lourdes Sereno, it appears, erred in 

announcing that nine justices voted for Sen. Poe as against the seven justices who voted against 

the peititoner Poe. 

  

The first issue that was voted 9-6 by the majority justices is the Comelec decision to disqualify 

Poe to run for the presidency. Senator Grace Poe won in the first issue. According to Supreme 

Court senior justice Antonio Carpio (we were in the same batch of 1958 freshmen at the Ateneo 

de Davao High School in Matina, Davao City), there is no majority decision based on 7-6-3 

regarding the issue on citizenship.and residency.The other 2 justices did not have any opinion on 

the issue of citizenship and residency and this can be construed as abstention since these 2 

justices did not participate in making up the majority ruling in the case at hand (citizenship and 

residency). Although they voted for the majority in the Comelec case favoring Sen. Grace. Poe. 

  

Now comes senior associate justice Antonio Carpio questioning the manner in which Chief 

Justice Sereno has put up the 9-6 voting in favor of Sen. Poe. Justice Carpio said in his dissenting 

opinion that there is no such majority since there are 15 justices who participated in the en banc 

meeting in which 3 issues were taken up. First is the Comelec case, second is the citizenship, and 

third, residency. 

  

Controversies such as this, Chief Justice Sereno has announced that Poe is qualified based on the 

voting of 9-6 while senior associate Justice Carpio said otherwise, that only 7 justices actually 

voted in favor of Sen. Poe and therefore can not be considered as a majority since 2 justices 

failed to render their decision on the issue of citizenship and residency. This is the point that 

senior associate justice Carpio has raised in his dissenting opinion. 

  

Who else can break the deadlock questioning the announcement of Chief Justice Sereno that Poe 

has won the case with 9 justices having favored her when in fact only 7 justices participated and 

made known their opinions while 2 have no opinions on Poe's case. Can these 2 justices be 

considered part of the majority to comprise the 9 justices who voted for Poe? 

  

Is there any other body over and above the Supreme Court that can break the deadlock between 

that of Chief Justice Sereno and Senior Asscoaite Justice Antonio Carpio on whether the vote of 

7-6-3 is considered a majority decision? Or does the final decision of the Chief Justice base her 

announcement to include the abstentions of the other two justices be made part of the majority? 

  

Senior Associate Justice Antonio Carpio has given the losing petitioners, Tatad, Valdes, 

Elamparo and others who opposed the candidacy of Sen. Poe, the necessary ammunition to ask 



the high court to reconsider their petition based on the same argument presented by Justice 

Carpio. Decisions of the SC are allowed to be questioned via motion for reconsideration (MR) 

based on additional evidence, otherwise, it is considered final and executory. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

INSIGHTS 

Sabah: US $72 billion projected income not benefiting 

Philippines, but Malaysia 

By Gina Villanueva, Associate Editor 

In a piece by Update.PH, Princess Jaycel Kiram, a senatorial candidate of the United Nationalist 

Alliance (UNA), under the Binay-Honasan tandem, says that no less than $72 billion dollars is 

the projected income of Sabah from oil, gas and other natural resources, that the Philippines does 

not benefit from. 

Kiram adds, "With such a huge amount of income, Malaysia is subsidizing the basic needs of its 

people: food, electric consumption, gasoline, and other related expenses." 

She believes that all insurgent groups in Mindanao are subsidized by Malaysia to prolong the 

conflict and for the Philippines to lose focus on its claim to Sabah. 

In 2015, the Department of Foreign Affairs (DFA) has denied reports that the Philippines offered 

Sabah to Malaysia for its support on the case against China before an arbitral tribunal. 

DFA spokesperson, Charles Jose, in a televised news conference, clarified that the note verbale 

(verbal note) from the Philippines to Malaysia was part of the "friendly bilateral relations" and 

that Sabah was not included in the issue, adding, "There's no way that we are dropping our claim 

on Sabah." 

 DFA has informed the Federation of Malaysia that it is reviewing its protest and action against 

Malaysia's extended continental shelf claim. 

  

Background 

The North Borneo is the territorial dispute between the Federation of Malaysia and the Republic 

of the Philippines over much of the eastern part of the state of Sabah, a territory known as North 

Borneo prior to the formation of the Malaysian federation. 

  



The Philippines, presenting itself as the successor state of the Sultanate of Sulu, retains a 

"dormant" claim on Sabah on the basis that the territory was only leased to the British North 

Borneo Company in 1878, with the sovereignty of the Sultanate (and subsequently the Republic) 

over the territory never having been relinquished. 

Malaysia, for its part, considers this dispute as a "non-issue" as it interprets the 1878 agreement 

as that of cession and that it deems that the residents of Sabah have exercised their right to self-

determination when they joined to form the Malaysian federation in 1963. 

The 1878 Agreement signed between the Sultanate of Sulu and a British syndicate: Alfred Dent 

and Baron von Overbeck, stipulated that North Borneo was either ceded or leased to the 

syndicate in return for a payment of 5000 Malayan dollars per year. 

In April 1903, Sultan Jamalul Kiram signed a document, "Confirmation of Cession of Certain 

Islands," where he grants and cedes additional islands in the neighborhood of the mainland of 

North Borneo from Banggi Island to Sibuku Bay to the British North Borneo Company. 

The confirmatory deed of 1903 makes it known and understood between the two parties that the 

islands mentioned were included in the cession of the districts and islands mentioned in the 1878 

Agreement. 

 Additional cession money was set at 3000 Malaysian ringgit a year with arrears due for past 

occupation of 3,200. The originally agreed 5,000 increased to 5,300 per year payable annually. 

It appeared to be a matter of semantics that the key word in the agreement is "padjak," a Malay 

term translated by Spanish linguists in 1878 and by American anthroplogists in 1946 as 

"arrendamiento," or "lease." 

However, the British used the interpretation of historian Najeeb Mitry Saleeby in 1908, and 

William George Maxwell and William Summer Gibson in 1924, which translated "padjak" as 

"grant and cede." 

It was argued, however, that "padjak" means "mortgage," or "pawn," or, even "wholesale," as the 

contemporary meaning of "padjak" in Sulu and Malay, where the modern spelling is "pajak." 

The British, however, allegedly never paid such compensation to the Sultanate of Sulu. 

In 1963, during a meeting of Maphilindo (Malaysia, Philippines, Indonesa) the first Malaysian 

Prime Minister at the time, Tunku Abdul Rahman went back to Kuala Lumpur and allegedly got 

on the request. 

The Malaysian Embassy in the Philippines, hence, issues a check in the amount of 5,300 ringgit 

(US$1710, or about 77,000 Philippine pesos) to the legal counsel of the heirs of the Sultan of 

Sulu. 



Malaysia considers the amount an annual "cession" payment for the land, while the Sultan's 

descendants consider it "rent." 

  

Madrid Protocol 

The Madrid Protocol in 1885 made North Borneo under the control of British North Borneo 

Company, while the Sulu Archipelago and the rest of the Philippine Islands was under the 

control of Spanish East Indies. 

  

1939 Macaskie decision 

Chief Justice C.E.C. Macaskie of the High Court of North Borneo ruled on the share entitlement 

of each claimant, borne of a civil suit filed by property claimants Dayang Dayang Hadji Piandao 

and eight other heirs on the "cession money" payable to the heirs of Sultan of Sulu - the then 

incumbent Jamalul Kiram II having died childless in June 1936. 

The ruling has often been quoted by proponents of Sulu Sultanate's claim as proof of North 

Borneo's acknowledgment of the sultan's ownership of the territory, although it was made solely 

to determine who, as heir, was entitled to the "cession money" of 5,300 Malaysian ringgit per 

year. 

  

Philippine claim 

The Sultanate of Sulu was granted the north-eastern part of the territory as a prize for helping the 

sultan of Brunei against his enemies in 1658. 

On July 22, 1878, however, the Sultanate of Sulu relinquished the sovereign rights over all his 

possessions in favor of Spain, based on the "Bases of Peace and Capitulation" ) signed by the 

Sultan of Sulu and Spain, in Jolo. 

In 1885, Spain relinquished all of its claim to Borneo to the United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and Ireland in the Madrid Protocol of 1885. When it was ratified, the British North Borneo 

Chartered company proceeded with the administration of North Borneo, and in 1888, North 

Borneo became a British protectorate. 

On July 10, 1946, the North Borneo Cession Order in Council, 1946, declared that the State of 

North Borneo is annexed to the British Crown, thus becoming a British colony. 

  



In September 1946, F.B. Harrison, former American Governor-General of the Philippines urged 

the Philippine Government to protest this proclamation. 

America posited the claim on the premise that Spain had never acquired sovereignty over North 

Borneo, and thus did not have the right to transfer claims of sovereignty over North Borneo to 

the United Kingdom in the Madrid Protocol of 1885. 

This argument, however, contradicts the treaty made between Spain and the Sultanate of Sulu in 

1878, which expressly states that all of the territory of Sultanate of Sulu is relinquished to Spain. 

The American view may be based on an erroneous interpretation of that part of the 1878 

agreement and the earlier 1836 treaties, that excluded North Borneo  from the Sulu transfer to  

Spanish sovereignty (when in fact the exclusion merely referred to Spanish protection offered to 

the Sultan of Sulu in case he was attacked). The US based government also refused to intervene 

in the dispute, officially maintaining a neutral stance on the matter and continuing to recognize 

Sabah as part of Malaysia. 

During Philippine President Diosdado Macapagal's administration, on September 12, 1962 the 

heirs of Muhammad Esmail E. Kiram I's heirs of Sultan of Sulu have "ceded" the territory of 

North Borneo, the full soveriegnty, title and dominion over to the Philippines. 

The Philippines then broke relations with Malaysia after the federation was formed with Sabah in 

1963 but perhaps resumed it unofficially through the Manila Accord in which the Philippines 

made it clear that its position on the inclusion of North Borneo in the Federation of Malaysia is 

subject to the final outcome of the Philippine claim to North Borneo, and the representatives of 

Indonesia and Federation of Malaysia seconded that the inclusion of North Borneo into the 

aforementioned Federation "would not prejudice either the claim or any right thereunder." 

In 1968, it was revealed that President Ferdinand Marcos was training a team of militants on 

Corregidor Island, known as Operation Merdeka for infiltration into Sabah. The plan failed as a 

result of the Jabidah massacre. 

Diplomatic ties were resumed in 1989, and succeeding Philippine administrations have placed 

the claim in abeyance in the interest of pursuing cordial economic and security relations with 

Kuala Lumpur. 

The Republic Act 5446, which took effect on September 18, 1968 regards Sabah as a territory 

"over which the Republic of the Philippines has acquired dominion and sovereignty." 

On July 16, 2011, the Supreme Court ruled that the Philippine claim over Sabah is retained and 

may be pursued in the future. 

Malaysia, today, continues to reject any calls from the Philippines to resolve the matter at the 

International Court of Justice (ICJ),  and still considers the claim made by the Philippines' Moro 

leader Nur Misuari, as a "non-issue and non-negotiable." 



………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

News at a Glance 

PH, US agree on 5 EDCA bases 

MANILA - Both the Philippines and the United States have agreed  based on the Ehanced 

Defense Agreement Cooperation (EDCA)  to allow the Americans to build facilities 

The five Philippine military bases are: Antonio Bautista Air Base in Puerto Princesa, Palawan; 

Basa Air base in Floridance, Pampanga; Fort Magsaysay in Nueva Ecija; Lumbia Air Base in 

Cagayan de Oro; and Mactan - Benito Ebuen Air Base in Mactan, Cebu. 

The Philippine Embassy in Washington D.C. said in a statement that an annual dialogue was co-

chaired by Assistant Secretary of State Daniel Russel and Assistant Secretry of Defense David 

Shear, and Undersecretry of Foreign Affairs Evan P. Garcia and Undersecretary of National 

Defense Pio Lorenzo F. Batino for the Philippines. 

  

FORCED LABOR AMONG DOMESTIC WORKERS IN 

HONG KONG 

Instance of abuse are rampant in some of the domestic workers, especially among Indonesians 

and Filipinos working in Hong Kong according to a new study by a local group. A Justice Center 

survey says that more than 1,000 domestic workers were found to be engaged in forced labor. 

That means, their could more than 50,000 domestic works working under duress  among Hong 

Kong population of about 336,000 domestc workers. 

  

Bangladesh IT expert missing after bank heist remarks; its all about printer 

error 

DHAKA, Bangladesh — A printer fault at Bangladesh’s central bank meant that overseas 

queries about suspicious transactions went unanswered, according to a report seen by AFP 

Wednesday on the $81 million cyber heist that sent shockwaves through the banking world. 

The report, filed to police on Tuesday, recounts the events leading to the discovery of the 

dramatic theft from an overseas account of Bangladesh Bank. 

 It says that because of a printer and software problem, it took the Bangladesh central bank 

nearly four days to ask banks across the globe to halt payments to the hackers. 



They tried to steal around $1 billion and got away with $81 million from the impoverished 

country’s coffers. 

Central bank governor Atiur Rahman and two of the deputy governors have lost their jobs over 

the scandal, which has hugely embarrassed the government and raised alarm over the security of 

the country’s foreign exchange reserves of over $27 billion. 

  

In another story, a Bangladeshi cyber security expert has gone missing, according to his family, 

said Friday. days after he said officials of the central bank bore some responsibility for an $81 

bmillion theft from its foregin exchange accoumt. 

Hackers tole the money from the Bangladesh's Bank account with the Federal Reserve Bank of 

New York on February 5 and managed to transfer it electronically to accounts in the Philippines. 

  

OFW remittances: Where the money comes from 

MANILA, Philippines – Overseas Filipino workers (OFW) are often called modern day heroes 

by the motherland because they are willing to risk it all to support their families back home. The 

remittances they yield strengthen the economy, provides for the government spendings, and other 

social assistance. 

Data from the Philippine POEA(Philippine Overseas Employment Administration) show that 

OFWs with land-based jobs total 1,435,166, while those with sea-based occupation total 

366,865. 

Below is a table showing the 10 countries where most OFWs are deployed and the amount they 

remitted to the Philippines in thousands US dollars in 2012: 

Location 

2012 Land-based Population (New Hires and Rehires) 

2012 (Land-based OFW Remittances in Thousand U.S. Dollars) 

2012 (Sea-based OFW Remittances in Thousand U.S. Dollars) 

Saudi Arabia not only ranked as the country with the most land-based OFWs hired, but it also 

was where most remittances came from, totaling $1.72 billion. The total included those remitted 

by sea-based workes. 

Next on the list was the United Arab Emirates with a land-based OFW population of 259,546 

and total land based remittances of $942 million. 

In terms of sea-based remittances, Singapore contributed $208.52 million. 



Bahrain, with a land-based OFW population of 22,271, accounted for a total of $166.61 million 

in remittances. This was higher than Malaysia’s $165.61 million and Kuwait’s $157.12 million, 

although these two countries had higher OFW population. 

Italy, which had the 9th biggest population of OFWs (25,261), sent remittances totalling $ 

427.29 million, higher than Hong Kong's $322.45 million when it had the 3rd highest OFW 

population. – (Loren Bustos/Rappler.com) 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

Entertainment 

PAOLO BALLESTEROS SUSPENDED FROM EAT 

BULAGA 

MANILA, Philippines – The notable absence of host Paolo Ballesteros from Eat Bulaga has 

sparked rumors online that he was suspended from the top-rating program over an earlier 

Facebook rant. 

  

Ballesteros, who plays Lola Tidora in the popular Kalyeserye, has not been seen on the show 

since March 11, one day after he ranted on social media about the alleged incompetence of the 

production staff. 

  

“UHM EXCUSE ME MGA MAGAGALING NA PRODUCTION, ANDITO NA HO ANG 

MGA MAIN HOSTS NINYO SA HOTEL. WALA MAN LANG TAO DITO NA 

MAGAASIKASO SAMEN AT KAME PA MISMONG MGA MAIN HOSTS ANG 

MAGAAYOS NG KWARTO NAMEN? HINIHINGAN PA KAMI NG ID NG HOTEL,” the 

33-year-old model-actor wrote on his Facebook status on March 10 just before 3:00 pm. 

  

{Excuse me, competent production staff, your main hosts are already here at the hotel. Nobody's 

here to assist us and we, the main hosts, ourselves have to take care of our rooms? And the hotel 

is asking us for our IDs?} 

 

While Ballesteros did not specifically mention to whom his rant is addressed, a local 

entertainment magazine suggested he may be referring to a certain Liza Marcelo Lazatin who 

was tagged in the host's status post. 

Around 3:43, Ballesteros posted another status which read: “Ah baka po gusto nyo na pong mag-

reply or magpapunta po ng tao dito sa hotel po para sabihan kame po kung ano po ang 

mangyayare po. 30 minutes nyo na po na-READ yung text ko. 

”[Maybe you want to reply or come over to the hotel to tell us what to do. It’s been 30 minutes 

since you’ve read my text (message).] 

 



Finally losing his cool, the Eat Bulaga host posted another status on his Facebook; this time 

naming Liza Marcelo Lazatin as the one he had texted before. But Ballesteros also called out the 

attention of other production staff and vented out his frustrations for the supposed inaction. 

Ballesteros may have been suspended as part of the program’s disciplinary action. 

Sought for comment, TAPE Inc. senior vice president Malou Choa-Fagar refused to confirm if 

Ballesteros was indeed suspended from Eat Bulaga.“It is an internal matter and like all other 

internal matters, it is our company’s policy not to discuss it in public,” Fagar was quoted as 

saying. 

Reports said Ballesteros was scheduled to host the Ad Summit Pilipinas 2016, held in Subic Bay 

Freeport Zone last March 9 to 12, but he has not been seen at the dinner event where his co-hosts 

Vic Sotto, Pia Guanio, Anjo Yllana, Allan K., Ruby Rodriguez, Pauleen Luna, Ryzza Mae 

Dizon, Wally Bayola, and Jose Manalo all attended. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

Sports 

MANNY PACQUIAO VS TIMOTHY BRADLY 3 SET FOR 

APRIL 9, 2016 AT LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 

It’s obvious why the April 9 Manny Pacquiao-Timothy Bradley fight was made. And it doesn’t 

have to do with the fighters themselves, who have so far produced two decent – if not very 

memorable – fights. 

Their trainers, Freddie Roach (Pacquiao) and Teddy Atlas (Bradley) are two of the most colorful 

and successful figures in boxing. So when it came time to match Pacquiao with someone who 

could drive pay-per-view numbers, it was Bradley over the younger  

Terence Crawford by virtue of the prefight hype the outspoken Roach and the animated Atlas 

could generate. 

MANNY PACQUIAO VS TIMOTHY BRADLY 3 SET FOR APRIL 9, 2016 AT LAS VEGAS, 

NEVADA 

For the past 17 years, Atlas has been best known as the expert commentator for ESPN. His 

passionate, sometimes comical and often times bizarre rants on boxing corruption – mostly inept 

judging – have become a sport staple. 

Of course, before that, he was the assistant trainer of a young phenom named Mike Tyson in the 

late 1970s/early 1980s under the direction of the legendary Cus D’Amato. The falling out 

between Atlas, D’Amato and Tyson -Atlas famously held a gun to Tyson’s head – is all well-

known stuff. 



But Atlas decided to come out of his ringside seat and return to the corner when Palm Springs’ 

Bradley asked the Staten Island native to train him. The pair hit it off, and they so far have one 

fight together: a ninth-round knockout of Brandon Rios last November. 

Bradley dominated from start to finish, and looked good enough to score the rubber match with 

Filipino icon Pacquiao. (Bradley beat Pacquiao on a controversial decision in June 2012, and 

Pacquiao won a clear-cut nod in April 2014). 

But Roach has a point when he says that Bradley’s victory wasn’t so impressive, considering the 

opponent. In a word, Rios looked shot. He was slow, flabby and appeared not very interested. 

The popular opinion is that Bradley made huge strides in the few weeks that he was with Atlas a 

huge disservice to "Desert Storm’s" previous trainer, the respected Joel Diaz. 

Roach doesn’t see the vast improvement, and said Bradley is one that will go back to what he 

knows when the going gets tough. He also said he wouldn’t give Atlas credit until Bradley beats 

a legitimate fighter. A legitimate fighter like Pacquiao. 

  

FINISHED PRODUCT? 

Atlas countered that if anyone would know a "made" fighter — it would be Roach, since he took 

over the careers of Pacquiao and Miguel Cotto when they were already "finished products." Also 

a valid point, as Pacquiao had already won a world title by the time Roach entered the picture in 

2001. 

Roach, a native of Dedham, Mass., is used to playing this promotion game. And he plays it well. 

He’s been a big part of the Pacquiao machine for the past 15 years. An apprentice to the 

legendary Eddie Futch after his own boxing career ended, Roach trained world champions 

Marlon Starling and Virgil Hill (and even actor Mickey Rourke) before his life changed and 

Pacquiao walked through the door. And though he suffers from Parkinson’s Disease, his success 

continues. He is a five-time trainer of the year. 

Both Roach and Atlas have a lot on the line. The Pacquiao-Bradley winner could get the biggest 

prize of all: Floyd Mayweather. Perhaps a fitting curtain call for two legendary trainers.(Mathew 

Aguilar) paragraph. Click here to add your own text and edit me. It's easy. 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Tourism 

Bantayan, Cebu  
Where Inhabitants and Visitors 

Feast on Lechon during Good Friday 



By Randy V. Urlanda 
Manila Bureau Chief Correspondent 

From the air, the boot-shape Bantayan Island off the northernmost tip of Cebu looks like an 

uncut emerald gemstone hemmed with ivory. 

Despite its rocky terrain, the island is green in the blazing heat of tropical summer with 

vegetation interspersed with grey limestone outcroppings in the middle and eastern coast of the 

island. 

What is surprising for first-time visitors to Bantayan though is that the 170-square kilometer 

island has almost 18 kilometers of fine, white sand beaches. Even under the sweltering 32-degree 

Celsius temperature, the constant sea breeze lessens the humidity that makes a late morning stroll 

on the beach more bearable for thousands of holiday makers who will descend on the island from 

mainland Cebu and adjoining island towns to witness its unique Lenten pageantry on Good 

Friday and feast on its otherwise taboo fare. 

Bantayan got its name during the mid-17th century when marauding pirates from the Deep South 

constantly pillaged it. Consequently, tall stone ramparts and 18 watchtowers were built on the 

main island and its adjoining islets for refuge and protection. Most have not survived, although 

relics can be seen to this day. 

The watchtowers, called by the islanders as Bantayan ng Hari ng Espana (Watchtowers of the 

King of Spain), were erected around the stone church in Bantayan town to spy on suspicious boat 

movements in the bay. As a result, it became a common expression for these watchmen to holler 

Bantayan!Bantayan! (Keep watch! Keep watch!) to their relievers to make them equally vigilant. 

That was how the island got its name. 

Because of its pleasant climate, Bantayan’s poultry business, which started in 1965, is now a 

flourishing multi-million peso industry unaffected by economic recession. Its numerous smell-

free poultry farms’ one million chicken produce half a million eggs a day, earning Bantayan the 

sobriquet "Egg Basket of Western Visayas." 

  

Aside from its quality poultry products, the island, which is rich in marine resources, is also the 

source of danggit—that small, crispy, sun-dried fish that is a favorite breakfast fare not only in 

Cebu, but even in other cities in Mindanao as well. Danggit (rabbit fish, a deep sea fish with a 

tapering body, smooth skin and long thread-like tail) and other types of dried fish, including 

daing na pugapo (grouper) comes from Madridejos town on the northern part of the island. 

  

Numbering more than 137,000 Bantayanons, as the industrious islanders are called, have their 

own distinct language, which is a mélange of Hiligaynon (Negros), Bicol, Waray and Cebuano 

due to its proximity to Negros Occidental, Masbate, Leyte and Cebu. 

  

During the Holy Week, the island’s population almost double in number due to the influx of 

visitors who come to witness the two awesome consecutive early evening processions on 

Maundy Thursday and Good Friday in Bantayan town 



. 

Unlike the traditional afternoon Good Friday procession in other parts of the archipelago, 

Bantayan mesmerizes its first-time guests with its 20 glittering, well-decorated, life-size tableau 

mounted in big carrozas (carriages) that hug the street, some as high as seven meters, drawn by 

some 50 men, that showcase in a grandiose manner, the Passion of Christ. 

  

The Maundy Thursday procession begins with the Last Supper tableau and ends with Jesus being 

met by the women of Jerusalem, the eleventh carroza. The Good Friday procession, on the other 

hand, starts with the carroza of the remorseful Peter, and ends with Jesus being laid down into 

the sepulcher, the ninth and final carroza. 

  

The Bacchanalian feast during these two of the holiest days in Christendom comes as a surprise 

(and shock to some religious conservatives) to devout Catholics who had first set foot on 

Bantayan during the festive Easter weekend. The reason? Lechon (pit-roasted pig) and other pork 

dishes are the main fares in buffet tables in homes of Bantayanons while the rest of the Catholic 

world is fasting and eating fish. 

  

It’s not that Bantayanons are sacrilegious or less pious during the most solemn period of the 

year. It’s because they are exempted from abstaining from eating pork during the Holy Week! 

  

It all began when Pope Gregory XVI (1831-1846) issued an especial ecclesiastical indult 

(especial privilege) on Feb. 3, 1843 allowing Bantayanons to eat pork on Good Friday. Rome 

recognized the peculiar fact that the islanders, who were mostly fisher folks, completely stopped 

their pelagic trade in order to take part in the Lenten rites. The fishermen believed that they 

would meet an accident at sea and drown when they fish during Holy Week. 

  

Since the islanders subsisted mainly on seafood, refusing to go out to fish for a week would have 

dire consequences on them. From the time that papal edict was issued 173 years ago, people 

from mainland Cebu and other parts of the country take this unprecedented religious 

dispensation as a "license" (without feeling guilty about it) to feast on lechon on Good Friday! 

  

Aside from the delectable Visayan-style lechon that doesn’t use sweet liver gravy as dip as the 

Tagalogs do, grilled chicken comes next as a popular table fare in Bantayanon household. This 

includes the indigenous barbecued tago-angkan (chicken ovary) stuffed with a hard-boiled egg. 

They claim that the chicken ovary is the best part of the fowl’s internal organs. 

  

For seafood lovers, grilled eggplants will taste a lot better (if you are not squeamish) when mixed 

with dayok (salted fish intestines) complemented with a tangy seagrass salad (lukot) cooked in 

vinegar with gata (coconut cream), sprinkled with sliced red tomatoes and thin slivers of red 

onions. 

  

But getting stuffed in Bantayan is just half the fun for its countless visitors that find the island’s 

white beaches in Santa Fe town on the west coast, and the hospitality of its friendly inhabitants 

as its main attractions. 

  



To get there, one has to start from Cebu City. It is a two-hour bus ride from downtown Cebu up 

to Hagnaya Port in the town of San Remigio, 110 kilometers northwest of Cebu City. From 

Hagnaya, it is an hour ferryboat ride to the Port of Santa Fe in Bantayan. Bantayan Municipal 

Airport, on the one hand, handles infrequent flights from chartered aircraft usually arriving from 

Mactan-Cebu International Airport. 

  

So, if you are on an adventure culinary tour, Bantayan, with its exotic dishes, is the place to go, 

especially on a Good Friday. 

 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………….. 

 

Community News 
 

Texas Gawad Kalinga sponsors dinner fundraising, April 23, 

2016 

Texas Gawad Kalinga will sponsor a dinner dance fundraising with DJ Egay on Saturday, April 

23, 2016 at the San Lorenzo Ruis de Manila Community Center, 16411 West Bellfort St., Sugar 

Land, Texas 77498. The cost of the ticket is $30. 

 Proceeds of the event will benefit Gawad Kalinga projects in the Philippines. 

For more info, pls call the following: 

CAROL - 713-907-8047; 

JUN 832-274-2341; 

ALEX 713-471-5159, 

and MARIE 713-732-0738 

 

 

FILIPINO YOUNG PROFESSIONALS AT ROCKETS 

GAMES 

- APRIL 7, 2016 

 
The Filipino Young Professionals (FYP) will participate during the Filipino Heritage Night 

during the Rockets game, Thursday, April 7, 2016 at the Toyota Center at 1510 Polk St., 

Houston, TX 77002. The performance is set between 7pm - 10pm. 

Support the FYP participation by buying tickets and cheer on the FYP Culutral Performers as 

they perform at the Toyota Center with the Houston Rockets playing against Phoenix Suns. 

 



 

HOUSTON ROYAL OAKS LEO CLUB INDUCTS NEW 

OFFICERS AND MEMBERS 

HOUSTON - The Houston Royal Oaks Club of Houston, sponsor of the Houston Royal Oaks 

Leo Club held their induction of officers and members, Saturday, March 12, 2016 at the Grace 

United Church of Christ, 8515 Broadwulf Drive, Houston, Texas 77072. 

Lion Minette Chiu, Leo Advisor, called to order the ceremoney, and Lion Anmette Wierschem 

gave the invocation while Leo President Ahmed Emara enjoined the Leos, Lions and guests to 

recite the pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United States of America. All Leos then recited 

the Leo Pledge. 

Lion Emee Nisnisan, zone chair of Lions District 2S2 and immediate past president Leo Helber 

Anderson gave the opening remarks.Lion Minette Chiu, District Leo Advisor and Leo Advisory 

Committee inducted the new officers and members. The new officers are: Leo Ahmed Emara, 

president; Leo Helbert Anderson, vice president for outreach; Leo Ana Baleva, vice president for 

education; Leo Jai Mai Marks, Secretary and Treasurer; Leo Bethel Garriel, membership 

director; Leo Brendan Garriel, tail twister.Past presidents of the Houston Royal Oaks Leo Club 

are: Lion Joy Nisnisan (charter president); Lion Jasmine Emara; Leo Mara Nisnisan, and Leo 

Helbert Andersen.Members are: Leo Steven Okoronkwo; Leo Maxine Sencil; Leo AJ Adriatico; 

Leon Cassandra Schaeffer; Leo Annaliza Suerte; Leo Marisa Garcia; Leo Tatiana Okoronkwo; 

Leo Hanna Sencil; Leo Addisen Schaeffer; Leo Kathleen Kae Dela Rosa, and Leo Christine 

Wierschem. 

  

The Leo Club Advisitory Committee is composed of the following: Lion Minette Chiu, advisor; 

Lion Niesan Emara, co-advisor; Lion Emee Nisnisan, advisotry panel, and Lion Annette 

Wierschem and Lion Amy Alidon.. 

 

 

Philippine Coast Guard Auxiliary to ensure safe and secure 

transport for sea-going passengers this Holy Week 
 

PCGA-PIO: Major ports and wharves in the country will be placed on strict security measures 

starting March 20 as thousands of sea-going passengers are expected to flock in time with the 

annual observation of Holy Week. 

  

The Philippine Coast Guard (PCG), along with its Auxiliary counterpart, ensures that all 

measures are already in place to maintain the safety of passengers not only in their travels, but 

also from potential threats of terror attacks during the most solemn period of the Catholic 

liturgical year. 



  

The composite team of the PCG and Philippine Coast Guard Auxiliary (PCGA) will deploy 

security and medical personnel on key ports in the country for safe and secure 

embarkation/disembarkation of passengers, loading of cargoes, crowd control and passenger 

assistance as part of the Oplan Ligtas Biyahe: Semana Santa 2016. 

  

PCGA officers will likewise man the passenger assistance centers (PAC) that are strategically 

located on ports for travelers who are in need of assistance such as the elderlies, women, children 

and the sickly. 

  

Oplan Ligtas Biyahe: Semana Santa 2016 begins on March 20, Sunday, when an influx of sea-

going passengers is expected to arrive on ports. 16 Squadrons from Coast Guard Auxiliary 

District NCR-Central Luzon (CGADNCR-CL) are manning PACs in Manila, Olongapo and 

Binangonan. 

  

Meanwhile, PCGA National Director VADM Valentin B Prieto Jr. appeals to passengers to 

exercise patience, understanding and cooperation with regards to the tighter security standards to 

ensure their safety. 

  

Passengers are likewise advised to be on ports three hours prior to their departure time, avoid 

carrying restricted cargoes such as flammable liquids and solids, corrosive materials, toxic and 

infectious substances, compressed gasses, radioactive materials, explosives, firearms, and other 

weapons to avoid search delays and inconveniences. 

  

The PCG Auxiliary is the uniformed civilian counterpart of the Philippine Coast Guard, assisting 

the latter in areas of maritime safety, maritime search and rescue, marine environmental 

protection and maritime community relations. 

 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

 

Immigration 
 

What to do if your Employer in UAE refuses to accept your 

resignation 

In a situation where in a current employer refuses to accept his employee’s resignationdespite 

being given written notice 30 days prior, the employee may turn to the Ministry of Labourto file 

a case. 

In his “Legal View” column on the Khaleej Times, lawyer Ashish Mehtawrote that it is every 

employee’s right and is pursuant to Article 117 of the Federal Law No. 8 (“Labour Law”) of the 

UAE. 



The said rule states that, “Both the employer and the worker may terminate a contract of 

employment of unlimited duration for a valid reason at any time following its conclusion by 

giving the other party notice in writing at least 30 days before the termination.” 

Mehta said that any employer who refuses to accept a resignation may be filed against a 

complaint with the Ministry of Labour to compel the employer to accept the resignation. 

The process begins with seeking a letter from the Ministry of Labour which will enable the 

employee to file the case before the court of competent jurisdiction in Umm Al Quwain. 

Can one take up job offer from competitor companywithin the UAE for a period of one year after 

employment termination? 

On this matter, Mehta quoted Article 127 of the Labour Law which says such agreement is only 

binding if the worker is at least 21 years of age at the time of the agreement’s conclusion. 

“Such agreement shall be valid only on condition that the worker is at least 21 years of age at the 

time of its conclusion that the agreement is limited, as regards the time, the place and the nature 

of the business, to the extent necessary to safeguard the employer’s lawful interests.”(Filipino 

Times) 

  

 

 

 


