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(In its readiness to embrace 
death—at one point, Ninoy writes: 
“It is now time for the regime 
to decide. Order my IMMEDI-
ATE EXECUTION OR SET ME 
FREE”—I am reminded of Rizal’s 
own arrival statement, written 
from Hong Kong in June 1892. In 
Rizal’s case, however, it took four 
years before the Spanish regime 
made up its mind.) In his state-
ment, Ninoy states the obvious: “I 
could have opted to seek political 
asylum in America, but I feel it is 
my duty, as it is the duty of every 
Filipino, to suffer with his people 
especially in time of crisis.” (This, 
I suppose, helps explain the dif-
ference between exiles from the 
middle forces and exiles in the 
Netherlands.)

Ninoy offers an explanation for 
his seemingly foolhardy return, 
but it is a rationale which explains 
the turn his life had taken. “Ac-
cording to Gandhi, the WILLING 
sacrifice of the innocent is the 
most powerful answer to insolent 
tyranny that has yet been con-
ceived by God and man.”

The reluctant symbol. Cory 
Aquino, the self-effacing politi-
cian’s wife, became a national 
figure only—but immediately—af-

ter the assassination. Perhaps we 
can consider her speech during 
Ninoy’s funeral Mass on Aug. 31, 
1983, as the moment she assumed 
her new role as the true leader of 
the opposition.

She said: “We arrived in Manila 
on Wednesday, Aug. 24. I could 
not believe my eyes when I saw a 
huge crowd at our home in Times 
Street [in Quezon City] waiting 
patiently in line to view Ninoy’s 
body. I was overwhelmed by this 
extraordinary display of love and 
devotion.”

She did not know then, of 
course, that just mere minutes af-
ter her speech, the “display of love 
and devotion” would reach epic, 
historic proportions. Those of us 
who saw off Cory during her own 
funeral procession saw hundreds 
of thousands line the streets; it 
was an amazing sight. But during 
Ninoy’s funeral, partly because 
there was no other way to show 
outrage over the assassination 
or gratitude for his martyrdom, 
millions lined the streets—and 
(the truly extraordinary thing) 
hundreds of thousands joined the 
funeral march.

“If my children and I appear 
to be brave during this, the most 

difficult period yet of our lives, it 
is because we know this is what 
Ninoy would have expected of 
us. It is also because of our faith 
in God, and the belief that he is 
now helping us in this, our great-
est need.”

This idea of subordinating 
personal need (giving in to one’s 
fears, in those uncertain days) to 
something greater than one’s self 
(“what Ninoy would have expect-
ed of us”) is the true legacy of the 
Aquinos. The language they use is 
inescapably Christian—because 
that is how they themselves saw 
it, and (my point) how the people 
perceived it. “In some mysteri-
ous way Ninoy’s death had been 
a sharing in the Paschal Mystery, 
which is the central mystery of the 
Gospel,” prominent theologian 
Antonio Lambino said in 1986. I 
believe he was merely articulating 
the people’s view.

In the hands of their children, 
especially in the quiet command 
of the radiant Ballsy Aquino Cruz 
and the self-sacrificing solici-
tousness of their dutiful son, the 
legacy seems secure.

It is becoming clear, on the 
other hand, that Kris has her own 
role to serve. (Inquirer.net)

Press Secretary Cerge Remonde 
has announced Pres. Arroyo’s retrac-
tion from the said purchase.  The P1.2 
Billion that was previously earmarked 
for Pres. Arroyo’s new ride will be 
utilized, instead, to fund the expansion of the 
government’s anti-hunger and poverty alleviation 
programs, Malacañang stated on August 17. (And 
thank heavens for that!)

Remonde said that Pres. Arroyo “doesn’t want 
people to say that she was putting her needs ahead, 
although come to think of it, it’s her successor who 
would benefit from it.” Should Filipinos even be 
compelled to thank Pres. Arroyo for such a wise 
and magnanimous act? 

Isn’t it enough that Pres. Arroyo’s declared net 
worth (based on her SALNs) has doubled, from 
P66.8 Million in 2001 to P143.54 Million in 2008?  
A $20,000 wedding anniversary dinner, though 
seemingly excessive, would hardly make a dent on 

the Arroyos’ wealth, that’s for sure.
And yet, even after it has been decid-

ed that the solons who went with Pres. 
Arroyo will have to pay for expenses 
incurred during their US trip, the auda-

cious of them are only willing to foot the bill if they 
pay with taxpayers’ money. 

Pres. Arroyo and her cohorts from the govern-
ment should realize that governance is a social 
responsibility, not a privilege. After all, they are 
elected public servants, not monarchs to be af-
forded such a life of opulence. 

Being the chief executive of a republic, “a 
state in which the supreme power rests in the 
body of citizens entitled to vote and is exercised 
by representatives chosen directly or indirectly 
by them,” Pres. Arroyo is not entitled to luxu-
ries, and especially not, since more than half of 
the population she governs continue to live in 
meagerness. (AJPress)

FINALLY, (it seems) we’re getting through to the government.
After being pummeled with never ending criticism and contention 

over the controversial $20,000 New York Le Cirque dinner that the 
first couple and their 65 cohorts partook during their US trip, and the 
disclosure of yet another lavish $15,000 dinner in Bobby Van’s Steak-
house in Washington DC, Pres. Arroyo’s request for a brand new 
presidential jet is perhaps, the most preposterous proposition she’s 
ever made as president of a poverty-stricken country.

EDITORIAL

Jetsetters

Inquirer photo

SHORTLy before 
Ninoy Aquino returned 
to the Philippines in 
1983, after three years 
of post-surgery conva-
lescence and exile in 
the United States, the 
Marcos newspapers 
began republishing old 
stories about the lead-
er of the opposition. 
I remember reading 
one such article in the 
Philippine Daily Express (I believe 
it was a New York Times feature, 
written after Aquino became the 
only Liberal to win a Senate seat 
during the Nacionalista landslide 
of 1967). The story painted a 
portrait of Aquino as (in today’s 
terms) a traditional politician—a 
brash young man on the make, 
the scion of moneyed families, 
the charismatic symbol of a mod 
decade’s a-go-go culture. (you 
could say, if you want to, that he 
was the Chiz Escudero or Allan 
Peter Cayetano of his time.)

The idea behind republication, 
I am certain, was to cut Aquino 

down to size.
What became ob-

vious to me and to 
many others, after 
Ninoy was assassi-
nated and Filipinos 
who grew up dur-
ing the martial law 
era scrambled to 
discover a clearer 
picture of the new 
martyr, was that 
the man who died 

on the tarmac 26 years ago this 
Friday was very different from the 
helicopter-riding whiz kid whose 
political ambition had known no 
bounds.

After his assassination, cassette 
tapes of his various speeches de-
livered while in exile circulated; in 
any protest rally, you could almost 
be certain that an enterprising 
hawker would be playing the 
tapes in a boom box, surrounded 
by an impromptu crowd eager to 
listen to his inimitable, rapid-fire 
extemporizing.

In that sense, he had not 
changed; he remained the spell-

binder even in exile.
But in essentials, he was a 

completely different man. And it 
was this new Ninoy that millions 
of people who mourned his death 
responded to.

The first Aquino. The Last 
Journey of Ninoy, the 52-minute 
docu-drama directed by Jun Reyes 
which will be shown in movie 
theaters this Friday and aired on 
both ABS-CBN and the ABS-CBN 
News Channel, is a stirring act of 
recollection. It is must-viewing, 
because it allows us to recover 
the true Ninoy: he was the man 
imprisoned for seven years and 
exiled for three; he was the politi-
cian who refused to do the politi-
cally expedient (after months in 
solitary confinement in a remote 
facility, he was almost ready to call 
Marcos—his fraternity brother—
and call it quits, but his will held, 
his spirit, though severely tested, 
remained unbroken); he was the 
exile who could have stayed away, 
but didn’t.

He wrote an arrival statement 
which went unread, of course. 

The Aquinos in our life 

nEwssTAnD
John Nery

HAD only President Arroyo bade the political 
arena a clear goodbye in her valedictory State of 
the Nation Address (SONA) in Congress last July 
27, she would probably be facing decreasing po-
litical assaults now until the end of her term next 
year. At the same time, public and media debates 
about her would likely have shifted to her legacies, 
whatever and wherever they may be.

And perhaps, discussions would also focus on her role and place 
in the country’s political history as the second longest-serving Presi-
dent (from January 2001 to June 30, 2010)—after the late President 
Ferdinand Marcos who stayed for 20 years at Malacañang Palace. 
She is also the country’s second woman Chief Executive after the 
late President Corazon Aquino who was swept into power after the 
February 1986 EDSA People Power Revolution. Like Mrs. Aquino, 
too, President Arroyo was catapulted into office after the EDSA-2 in 
January 2001.

It is unfortunate that the President has not chosen to make a simi-
lar goodbye speech at her own SONA like what Mrs. Aquino did. As 
a consequence may be, she remains the main target of politicians’ 
brickbats. Many of them, friends and foes alike, most probably think 
and feel that her non-goodbye makes her still the most powerful per-
son in the country’s political arena.

The Commander-in-Chief will undoubtedly continue to influence 
the course of Philippine politics in her remaining 10 months in of-
fice. While other chief executives would have become lameducks 
and contented themselves with putting the finishing touches on 
their legacies, she obviously wants to keep everyone guessing on 
her post-2010 plans.

This decision to maintain her clout up to the last days of her term 
will definitely take its toll on the Arroyo administration. While an 
impeachment move appears to be unlikely, she could expect her 
nemeses to further step up their vilification campaign against her 
administration, including more personal attacks on her and her hus-

band, First Gentleman Jose Miguel Arroyo who is 
the next most vulnerable target.

This is a logical action by her political foes. With 
President Arroyo keeping her presence in the po-
litical scene, she will have a major influence in the 
unfolding of events in the run up to the May 2010 
presidential and local elections. She will still be 

able to mobilize people and resources for the administration-backed 
candidates. Thus, this certainly does not augur well for her political 
adversaries.

This situation requires a gamble and trade-offs on the part of both 
Arroyo and her nemeses. Mrs. Arroyo risks a scenario where she 
could be the major issue in this election. Opposition campaign sor-
ties could end up being one big Arroyo bashing with the pro-admin-
istration bets ending up defending her instead of explaining their 
own platforms and programs.

She risks having to wait longer before Filipinos find time to look at 
her legacies with 20-20 vision. The fact that the country has avoided 
a recession and withstood the adverse effects of the global economic 
contraction will hardly be appreciated at this point in time. These 
gains she chalked up during her watch would always be clouded by 
the issues that unceasingly would be hurled at her.

On the other hand, however, an over-focus on Arroyo could trig-
ger a possible suspicion that opposition bets could be using her to 
smokescreen the issues that could hound them. At some point, op-
position bets run the risk of a perception that Arroyo-bashing is a 
diversionary tactic aimed to keep them out of major public scrutiny. 
A realization by the public that such a situation exists could trigger 
a backlash and would cause a sudden shift of the spotlight on those 
who want to take over political power in 2010. This is a gamble.

Now, the trade-offs come in. By taking the gamble, her political 
opponents are able to buy time until they are able to sort out the 
issues against them. This is a luxury of time, courtesy of the incum-
bent President. They should take advantage while Mrs. Arroyo re-

cOmmOnsEnsE
Marichu A. Villanueva

The price of GMA’s ‘non-goodbye’ mains a prime vilification target.
Once the public realizes that it is not her who is running for office, 

expect the cruel spotlight of public scrutiny to shift to the opposition 
bets. If they are caught flat-footed, that could be fatal to their elec-
tion chances and they could end up victims of high expectation levels 
they themselves raised. On the other hand, by doing a non-goodbye, 
the President is able to push several vital agenda that remains to be 
brought to completion.

Among them is the drive for cheaper medicines. A lameduck Presi-
dent would have been unable to put into effect the 50 percent slash 
on medicine prices. Such a President would have needed to wait for 
her successor to put that kind of price slash in place. Slashing the 
prices of vital medicines was not an easy feat, in fairness to President 
Arroyo.

She had to face stiff resistance from a strong well-funded lobby 
and a last-ditch attempt to derail the implementation of the price 
cuts on medicines that took effect Aug. 15. A lameduck Philippine 
President could have caved in to the pressure from multinational 
pharmaceutical companies that have come out openly objecting and 
vehemently opposing this government action to alleviate the plight 
of the poor.

The President could not afford to be lame duck while she has to 
deal with one final sweeping blow to the terror reign of the ragtag 
remnants of the Abu Sayaff kidnap-for-ransom bandits who were be-
hind the slaughter of 23 government troopers recently in Basilan. 
For the nth time, the outgoing Commander-in-chief ordered the an-
nihilation of this terrorist group still actively sowing terror and other 
crimes to the people of Mindanao.   

Again, Mrs. Arroyo’s foes denigrated this latest order to govern-
ment troopers as nothing but a routine, template response. On that 
score, however, her not saying an early goodbye therefore enables 
her to maintain command and enough political muscle to mobilize 
troops and resources that would put an end to this terrorist group.

 So, these are the upside views to her not having said goodbye 
and not receding into the periphery of the political arena. But these 
are the benefits for Filipinos to enjoy—that President Arroyo is pay-
ing for, at a high price. Well, somebody always has to pay the price. 
(Philstar.com)
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