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Good morning! 
 
I am very pleased to be with all of you today to tackle a very important subject that affects our 
localities and our national. Coming as most of us do for the people’s movement, it is important 
for us to examine, critique and propose better development alternatives to what the current 
government imposes on us all as “development programs” for “advancement to a better life.” 
 
There is ample evidence that land reclamation is a viable development option for any country 
and people. Let us cite some examples: 
 
Shawmut area in the United States, after decades of reclamation in the early 19th century is 
now the city Boston; 
 
The Netherlands has about one-fifth of the entire country reclaimed from the sea, its lakes, 
marshes and swamps - about 7,000 square kilometers (km2) in total; 
 
Bahrain that has 76.3 percent of its original size of 410 km2 reclaimed from 1931 to 2007; 
 
South Korea 38 percent or 1,550 km2 of coastal wetlands have been reclaimed as of 2006; 
 
Singapore, arguably among the richest countries in the Asian region and leading in many 
measures of growth and economic success, 20 percent of its original size or 135 km2 has been 
reclaimed from the sea as of 2003, with plans to reclaim 99 km2 more; and 
 
Hong Kong SAR, that has Hong Kong Disneyland, Hong Kong International Airport, and its 
predecessor, Kai Tak Airport, that are all built on reclaimed land. 
 
You may have noticed that all of the countries mentioned above are among the world’s 
developed nations in their respective regions where standards of living are way, way ahead of 
ours in the Philippines.  This fact is among the justifications of the Philippine government to 
pursue land reclamation efforts with a plan to allegedly spur more economic growth by initially 
pursuing 102 reclamation projects, covering at least 38,000 hectares of the country’s coastlines. 
 
This leads us to the question that is in fact the theme of this Summit: “ The National 
Reclamation Plan: for What, for Whom?” 
 
The Philippine government has mandated the Philippine Reclamation Authority (PRA), 
formerly the Public Estates Authority (PEA) to engage in massive land reclamation all over the 
country via Public-Private Partnerships (PPP), a scheme that is by itself controversial. Under 
the National Reclamation Plan (NRP), 38 of these reclamation projects covering 26,234 
hectares - about 70 percent of the reclamation targets will be in Manila Bay. 



 
This will cover thousands of coastal areas in Cavite (Cavite City, Tanza, Noveleta, Rosario, 
Kawit and Bacoor City), to the coastal cities of Metro Manila, to towns of Bulacan, Pampanga, 
up to Bataan in Central Luzon. 
 
Outside Manila Bay, reclamation is also planned along the Mactan Channel in Cebu.  In 
Cordova, Cebu, alone 3500 has. of seagrasses and  coastal resources will be covered, 
threatening fish productivity in the region.  At the Davao Gulf areas in Southern Mindanao 
Region (238 hectares), the Cagayan province (220 hectares), the Albay Gulf (100 hectares), in 
Leganes, Iloilo (1,200hectares), in Bacolod City (250 hectares), in Semirara island (980 
hectares), in Kalibo, Aklan (200 hectares), in Isabel, Leyte (113 hectares), in Talisay City, Cebu 
(250 hectares), in Cordova also in Cebu, in Panglao, Bohol (400 hectares) and in San Jose de 
Buenavista, Antique (300 hectares), among others. 
 
Indeed, all these areas and the whole country for that matter need genuine initiatives for 
development and progress by addressing poverty, creating jobs and raising wealth and well-
being of the people. 
 
But it is quite alarming that government has come up with an NRP that is yet to be heard and 
articulated in public. There has never been any consultation among the people, an appropriate 
assessment of environmental risks and impacts and transparency of concerned national 
government agencies in the formulation of the NRP. 
 
Land reclamation projects are internationally categorized as environmentally-critical 
undertakings that become greater when and these are executed on fragile ecosystems and 
habitats that are the source of livelihood of the people. 
 
Our past experiences on land reclamation projects have proven to be disadvantageous to the 
government and the people. Let us recall the “grandmother of all scams” of the middle 1990s.  
This PEA-Amari scam was a P1.8-billion government contract to buy reclaimed property off 
the Manila-Cavite coastal road that evicted informal settlers and subsistence fisherfolk from the 
area.  
 
Payoffs totaling P1.269 billion were paid to sleazy brokers with connections to the highest 
government officials in the land and close to P2 billion more was paid to various individuals 
after the scandal broke and the parties involved made frantic attempts to cover up the deal. 
 
The lives of the people in the coastal road area have not improved in the aftermath of that 
scandal. 
 
Going further back to the time the dictator Marcos, the Pamalakaya fisherfolk federation 
pointed out that land reclamation paved the way for the demolition of practically all the fishing 
communities along Manila Bay and the wanton destruction of rich mangrove areas. 
 
In the provinces, various reclamation projects are ongoing cash-cows of brazen local politicians 
that start these projects and keep on extending the timeline for its completion to keep on 
skimming off funds for their selfish interests. 
 



These projects and the social problems that arise from such will most likely be replicated on a 
national scale via the NRP. The NRP gone full blast will only mean massive yet helter-skelter 
land reclamation efforts across municipal waters, coastal and marine resources, rivers, bays and 
other inland water bodies that would sacrifice people’s livelihood and permanently alter our 
environment. 
 
It is only invigorating to discover that reclamation projects in Boracay and Bohol have been 
stopped in its tracks by through efforts of local communities, environmentalists, scientists and 
small businesses. The planned reclamation of the coastline of Parañaque, Las Piñas  and Bacoor 
cities, targeting more than 600 hectares of coastal area, including a declared Critical Habitat 
and Ecotourism area, is currently being challenged in the court. 
 
Land reclamation can and should be used as a development tool in our country under a different 
framework. 
 
Any reclamation plan, program or project must be under a national economic plan that places 
the welfare of the majority of Filipinos as its primary concern. The NRP as it is, does not set 
any economic and social goals that takes into account land, capital, technology, scale economies, 
environmental implications and competing claims. 
 
A people-centered reclamation program should be conceptualized, planned and implemented 
with complete transparency and full public participation at all levels. Lands, lakes, marshes, 
rivers, marine reserves and the like that are devoted to food production and livelihood should 
be sustained and developed to maintain and improve our nation’s ecological balance. 
 
Before any reclamation program is pursued by any government agency at any level, rational 
planning and zoning for all our areas in the urban and rural setting, proper environmental 
planning for public infrastructure, public transport must be done. 
 
Finally, no reclamation project should be pursued if the livelihood of a poor person or poor 
family and the environment will be put in peril. It is our duty to find new solutions and better 
alternatives to the NRP being foisted on us as a people. # 
 
 


