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ABSTRACT 
 

This paper is intended to formulate a measurement model for competitiveness index and obtain the 

relative strengths and weaknesses of the municipalities of Compostela Valley. This paper endeavors 

to gauge the competitiveness index of the municipalities of Compostela Valley and attain the 

competitiveness measure of the 11 municipalities when ranked according to Economic Efficiency, 

Government Efficiency, and Infrastructure Development. This employed the weight aggregation of 

the competitiveness measures among the municipalities of Compostela Valley and the weighted 

average value of the three indicators measured where Economic efficiency had a weight of 50%, 

Government efficiency 30%, and Infrastructure development 20%. It was found that Nabunturan is 

the most consistent municipality in the areas of Economic Efficiency, Infrastructure development, and 

Government Efficiency, followed by Monkayo. Maco was consistent also in the area of government 

Efficiency and consistent low scores obtained by Mabini, Mawab, Montevista and New Bataan. The 

study therefore presents unbiased information among local governments to enhance and address those 

factors measured for them to be fully aware and be responsive on the challenges and for their local 

governments to formulate policies, thus making them potential investment destinations. 

 

Keywords: Competitiveness, Economic, Compostela Valley, Philippines. 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Competitiveness as a broad concept has gained tremendous attention among economic scholars and 

among countries as a means of understanding capabilities and to help focus in dealing with the 

country’s prosperity and productivity (Porter, Delgado, and Ketels, 2013). Porter (2008) added that 

prosperity is determined by its productivity which stimulates high standard of living characterized by 

high wages and attractive return of capital, leading to a more profound understanding to what 

competitiveness is all about. It is all about productivity.  

 

A relevant and consistent problem faced by policymakers is the unavailable information about local 

competitiveness which serves as their basis in crafting a well - designed program and policy for the 

regions, provinces, cities and municipalities of a nation. The Global Competitiveness Index (2014) 

highlighted the need for additional literature that measures competitiveness and argued that theories 

and empirical evidence matter for competitiveness and as offered by Porter et al., (2013)  about policy 

choices at the subnational levels affect important aspects of the business environment such as local 

transportation infrastructure, this literature was supported by Martin (2013) when he lectured about 

consistency and profitability, which are significant factors to be considered in competitiveness 

manifested by the ability of the firm, acknowledged further by Dijkstra, Annoni, and Kozovska (2012) 

when they imposed that the idea of being less competitive is caused by a region’s inability to adapt 

new technologies.  

 

The concept of competitiveness has itself been recognized even in the sub regional levels. Porter et 

al., (2013) shared an anecdote about countries conducting competitiveness study such as the US 

where a great deal of work at the state or district levels intended to portray an impression of 

formulating new ways of thinking and assimilating balance in crafting policy. In an earlier account, 
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Porter, Ketels, and Delgado, (2007) address the geographic levels in a nation which influences the 

quality of the business environment. Hence, regional competitiveness has become an integral 

counterpart in the determination of sub level capabilities such as regional councils to spearhead 

regions and Viasone (2008), detailed that in the international political platform competitiveness is one 

of the subjects with a growing influence of the global competitiveness in decades, thus, becoming an 

integral area of international debate.  

 

The National Competitiveness Council of the Philippines (NCC, 2013) has established a 

competitiveness model ranking municipalities and cities with programs intended to improve 

competitiveness and provide information to serve as guide in the development of policies to draw 

investment; hence, create jobs. Furthermore, Guillermo M. Luz of the NCC Private Sector committee 

stresses that the competitiveness report presents a collection of hard based data itemizing strengths 

and weaknesses among local governments which will then be the basis for improving and submitting 

policies leading to suitable management among them and that these local governments, such as the 

municipalities of Compostela Valley can now benchmark performance among cities and 

municipalities within in the country and its counterpart in the ASEAN. 

 

On March 7, 1998 a new province was established by virtue of the Republic Act No. 8470 signed by 

the then President His  

Excellency Fidel V. Ramos on January 30, 1997. It was on March 6, 1998 through a plebiscite where 

an overwhelming yes votes created the 78
th
 province of the Philippines, Compostela Valley. The 

province has 11 municipalities with a mixture of ethnicity and resources. The province was later given 

the moniker “the Gold Capital of Davao Region” and in its maiden existence, Compostela Valley 

became a first class province of the Davao Region and one of the six first class provinces in Mindanao 

Island. Of the 11 municipalities eight (8) out of the eleven (11) municipalities are classified as first 

class municipalities, one (1) is second class and two (2) are third class. 

 

his study aims to formulate a measurement model for relative competitiveness index among the 

municipalities of Compostela Valley and obtain the relative strength and weaknesses among these 

municipalities.  

 

 

METHOD 
 

Research design 

Snieska and Bruneckie (2009) particularly described the mathematical method to obtain the 

competitive measures of the Municipalities of Compostela Valley. Tamayo et al., (2013) further 

stressed that a good approach to this is to use a metric that would quantify what is not directly 

measurable and the level of competitiveness can be extracted through a large set of indicators that are 

quantifiable, mathematically treatable, can be weighted and aggregated (Dijkstra et al., 2012). 

 

The Weight aggregation of the competitiveness measures among the municipalities of Compostela 

Valley was obtained by employing the weighted average value of the three indicators such as; 

Economic efficiency, government Efficiency, and Infrastructure development with weights of 50%, 

30%, and 20% respectively. 

 

The distributions of weights for each factor in every indicator followed the construct of Danciu 

(2012). The weights for each of the factor were as follows; Economic Efficiency had five factors 

measured with weights as:  business registration (40%), employment rate (15%), financial institutions 

(15%), growth rate (10%), and productivity (20%). Three factors were used in weighing Government 

Efficiency; transparency and accountability (40%) which included the sub - factors; transparency 

scores (40%),  economic governance (40%), number of awards received (10%), public finance (30%) 

which was measured by the real – property and business taxes collected, business responsiveness 

(30%) with four sub – factors measured through the following weights; investment and promotion 

(40%), municipal disaster and risk reduction management plan (10%), secondary school capacity 
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(10%), health manpower (40%) and third indicator,  Infrastructure Development with five factors 

measured with the given weights; road networks (20%), investment in infrastructure (40%), number 

of vehicles (15%), and basic utilities (25%). 

 

Population and sample 

For purposes of comparability and validity of the study, the sample size constituted all the 11 

municipalities under the provincial government of Compostela Valley. The researcher employed the 

entire population of the province as this will provide the study a more accurate detailing of 

performance, competitiveness and potential market conditions so as not to create imbalances (Martin, 

2013).  

 

Data sources and research instrument 

Competitiveness measure is now widely accepted as being of central importance to the success of 

economic development (Kayar and Kozak, 2008) and so as the regions. This paper examined the 

secondary data available at the Provincial office of Compostela Valley, the Provincial Planning and 

Development Office and the Local Government Units’ subject to this study through the Municipal 

Planning and Development Office, Business Permit and Licensing Office, the Provincial and 

Municipal Health Office. 

 

The subject of the study is focused on the measurement model for competitiveness index among the 

municipalities of Compostela Valley and obtained the relative strength and weaknesses among these 

municipalities. For purposes of baseline and comparability, the 2013 data was used.  

 

 

 

Data collection 

Data were gathered by asking permission to conduct the study; the researcher asked the approval and 

recommendation to conduct the study from the office of the Governor and at the Mayor’s Office and 

Office heads of the 11 municipalities of Compostela Valley.  

 

 

Statistical tool 

The researcher employed the mathematical weights in the computation method of the three indicators 

(Tamayo et al., 2013) as follows; 
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The Competitiveness index (CI) was measured as; 

( )∑ ++= 2.0*3.0*5.0* IDGEEDCI
 

EE = economic efficiency;  

GE = government efficiency 

ID = infrastructure development 

 

The distribution of weights followed the discriminated distribution for factors in the global 

competitiveness index (Tamayo et al., 2013). Using the arithmetic index on the weighted averages, 
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the following competitiveness measure was obtained. The index measured range from 0 to 100 with 

100 as most competitive and 0 as least competitive.  

 

 

 

 

 

RESULTS 
 

Using arithmetic index on the weighted average, the following competitiveness measures were 

obtained. Index measures range from 0 to 100 with 100 as most competitive and 0 as least 

competitive. Relative competitiveness ranking municipalities of the Province of Compostela Valley 

were thus derived from the competitive scores. 

 

Economic efficiency 

Table 1 shows the competitiveness rank of the 11 Municipalities of the Province of Compostela 

Valley when gauged in terms of Economic Efficiency. Municipality of Nabunturan was first with an 

efficiency score of 75.42 followed by the Municipality of Monkayo (68.54) and Municipality of 

Maragusan (66.80). While the Municipalities of Montevista, Mabini, and Mawab were found to be the 

least economically efficient LGU’s in the Province with index scores of 21.79, 28.48, and 29.11 

respectively. 

 

Table 1 Competitiveness rank of Municipalities according  

to Economic Efficiency 

 

 

Municipality 

 

Score 

 

Ranking 

Nabunturan 75.42 1 

Monkayo 68.54 2 

Maragusan 66.80 3 

Pantukan 58.92 4 

Maco 49.87 5 

Laak 47.00 6 

New Bataan 37.19 7 

Compostela 36.19 8 

Mawab 29.11 9 

Mabini 28.48 10 

Montevista 21.79 11 

 

The municipalities of Nabunturan, Monkayo and Maragusan showed strength in capital outlays 

manifested by higher business registration, and higher employment rate.  Of the three highly 

competitive municipalities, Nabunturan have the highest number of financial institutions. Monkayo 

(ranked 2nd) and Laak (ranked 6) and Pantukan (ranked 4) had greater productivity which means that 

the three municipalities had higher Internal Revenue Allotment over the other. But both municipalities 

of Monkayo and Maragusan were least efficient in the number of financial institutions, and growth 

rate alongside with Laak, Maco, Compostela, and New Bataan. 

 

Mawab, Mabini, and Montevista’s low index scores can be attributed to their geographical locations. 

As both Mawab and Montevista share and compete the same resources with the municipalities of 

Nabunturan (ranked 1), and Monkayo (ranked 2) while Mabini is in the same position as it shares and 

competes with the municipalities of Maco (ranked 5), Pantukan (ranked 4) and Maragusan (ranked 3). 
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But the bottom three areas showed relative strengths in Employment Rate with Mabini ranked first 

with 62%. Factors that need further improvement among the least competitive areas were in Business 

Registration, Financial Institution, and Productivity. 

 

Moreover, the relative competitiveness of the eleven municipalities of Compostela Valley viewed that 

Laak, Compostela, and Maco can be clustered together and backed each other to further improve their 

performances and that Mabini, Mawab, and Montevista should learn from these municipalities. New 

Bataan can benchmark practices from Monkayo and Compostela. While, Nabunturan, Monkayo, and 

Maragusan could extend support to other municipalities by sharing methodologies on promoting 

investment and in increasing productivity, thereby making the 11 municipalities and the province as a 

whole potential investment hubs in the future. 

 

Government efficiency 

Table 2 shows the competitiveness scores of the municipalities measured in terms of government 

efficiency. It showed that the municipality of Maco ranked first with a score of 84, followed by the 

municipality of Nabunturan (81) and Maragusan (71). The municipalities measured having low scores 

in government efficiency were New Bataan, Montevista, and Mabini with scores of 56, 48, and 43 

respectively. 

 

Maco manifested its strengths on transparency and accountability, Public finance which was 

accounted on the total local tax collected, and business responsiveness. Nabunturan and Maragusan 

showing advantages on the Number of Awards received, in Investment and Promotion, and of having 

a clear disaster responsiveness plan. Though Nabunturan has an edged in tax collection, Maragusan 

was more efficient in Health Manpower and Transparency score. 

 

Table 2 Competitiveness rank of Municipalities when gauge 

according to government Efficiency 

 

Municipality 

 

Score 

 

Rank 

Maco 84 1 

Nabunturan 81 2 

Maragusan 71 3 

Laak 62 4 

Monkayo 60 5 

Pantukan 59 6 

Compostela 58 7 

Mawab 56 8 

New Bataan 56 9 

Montevista 48 10 

Mabini 43 11 

 

The poor scores reported from New Bataan, Montevista, Mawab and Mabini were attributed to the 

low local tax collection, secondary school capacity and health manpower. But Montevista and Mabini 

showed good performances in Transparency Scores, relatively competitive in Economic Governance, 

and disaster preparedness. While Mawab had strengths in Investment and Promotion and municipal 

disaster responsiveness plans. 
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Government Efficiency’s emphasis is to serve as guide among those municipalities in terms of 

formulating policies and promote a twinning program and share resources and expertise among them 

in improving government services. Furthermore, New Bataan, Mawab, and Montevista have 

competitive relationships with Pantukan and Monkayo. This means that their government efficiency 

measures were comparable and hence, to improve performance, they could reinforce each other. 

Compostela, Monkayo, New Bataan and Laak may be agglomerated together to improve government 

efficiency among them. 

 

Infrastructure development 

Table 3 presents the competitiveness scores of the 11 municipalities when measured according to 

infrastructure development. Nabunturan and Monkayo ranked first with an index score of 80, 

followed by Compostela and Laak with scores of 73, and 72 respectively. Monkayo and Nabunturan 

showed strengths in Number of vehicles servicing the area, road networks, and investment in 

infrastructure. While Compostela was efficient on the availability of water and electricity (though 

unanimously delivered also by the rest of the municipalities) was good in the barangay road networks 

and more focused on investing in the infrastructure aspect and relatively high numbers of vehicles 

servicing the area.  

 

Mabini, Mawab, and Montevista again were listed as the bottom three local governments with index 

scores of 48, 47, and 42. Though their index scores were low compared to New Bataan (ranked 4), 

Pantukan (ranked 5), Maco (ranked 6) and Maragusan (ranked 7) but these were not manifestations of 

being poor in performance. In fact, Mabini had strengths in the availability of basic utilities, relatively 

efficient in investment in infrastructure and Number of vehicles but fell short in the road networks, 

while Mawab and Montevista may have experienced lower investment in infrastructure but were 

showing strengths in the barangay Road networks and high number of vehicles servicing their 

respective municipalities. 

 

Table 3 Competitiveness rank of Municipalities when measured 

according to infrastructure Development 

 

Infrastructure Development Score 

 

Municipality 

 

Score 

 

Rank 

Monkayo 80 1 

Nabunturan 80 1 

Compostela 73 2 

Laak 72 3 

New Bataan 69 4 

Pantukan 68 5 

Maco 65 6 

Maragusan 62 7 

Mabini 48 8 

Montevista 47 9 

Mawab 42 10 
 

 

The ability of one economic entity depends primarily on its effectiveness in delivering the basic 

fundamental of the economy, Infrastructure. Structured information among the areas under study is 

provided, as this will be used among local government units in comparing their strengths and 

weaknesses in factors cognizant to measuring infrastructure development.  

 

A cluster evaluation of infrastructure development, Compostela, Laak, Nabunturan and New Bataan, 

Maragusan, Pantukan, Monkayo were readily comparable. They can share information to further 
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enhance their competitiveness. Furthermore, Mawab, Mabini, and Montevista could share notes in 

order to reinforce each other’s competitiveness ability. 

 

Provincial competitive index 

Table 4 shows the over – all competitiveness of the 11 municipalities when ranked according to 

Economic Efficiency (50%), Government Efficiency (30%), and Infrastructure development (20%). 

 Nabunturan tops in the over – all index score of 79, followed by Monkayo (69), Maragusan 

(67), Maco (65), Pantukan (62), Laak (59), Compostela (54), New Bataan (52), Mawab (41, Mabini 

(39) and Montevista (37). 

 

Further, it presents an agglomerated view among the local government units based on the indicators 

employed as input of the study. Moreover, an abstract of the municipalities’ weighted scores obtained 

can be viewed which provides information about the 11 municipalities’ strengths and weaknesses. In 

addition, the information derived will then be used as basis for comparability among the 

municipalities and thus, hinge cooperation. 

 

Table 4 Competitiveness index of the Municipalities of Compostela Valley 

 

 

Mun. 

 

EES 

(50%) 

 

 

R 

 

GES 

(30%

) 

 

 

R 

 

IDS 

(20

%) 

 

 

R 

 

W

M  

 

OR 

Nabuntur

an 

75.42 1 81 2 80 1 79 1 

Monkayo 68.54 2 60 5 80 1 69 2 

Maragusa

n 

66.80 3 71 3 62 7 67 3 

Maco 49.87 5 84 1 65 6 65 4 

Pantukan 58.92 4 59 6 68 5 62 5 

Laak 47.00 6 62 4 72 3 59 6 

Compost

ela 

36.19 8 58 7 73 2 54 7 

New 

Bataan 

37.19 7 56 9 69 4 52 8 

Mawab 29.11 9 56 8 42 1

0 

39 9 

Mabini 28.48 10 43 11 48 8 39 10 

Montevis

ta 

21.79 11 48 10 47 9 37 11 

 

Legend: Mun – Municipality; EES – Economic Efficiency Score; R – Rank; GES – Govt. Efficiency 

Score; Infrastructure Devt. Score; WM – weighted Mean; OR – Overall rank. 

 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

This study intends to formulate a measurement model for competitiveness index among the 

municipalities of Compostela Valley. It also aimed to obtain the relative strength and weaknesses of 

the respondents. Specifically, this study endeavored to answer the competitiveness index of the 

municipalities of Compostela Valley when ranked according to Economic Efficiency, Government 

Efficiency, and Infrastructure Development. 

 

This study employed the arithmetic weighted average value based on distribution of weights among 

the three indicators, where; Economic Efficiency had a weight of 50%, Government Efficiency is 

30%, and Infrastructure Development is 20%. 
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Economic efficiency 

The Municipality of Nabunturan was found to be the best Local government unit in the province in 

terms of economic efficiency given its high rate of business registration and financial institution 

which converted into high employment rate, high rate of capital formation and strong business 

community. Monkayo peaked with its high rate of business registration and productivity. Of the top 3 

LGU’s, the Maragusan came out as an interesting area, as this municipality is almost a self – 

sustaining LGU due to its location and road conditions; still, it managed to have a high rate in 

business registration and employment which resulted into higher inflows of capital. 

 

The ability of the top three municipalities to attract an inflow of resources is primarily due to their 

capability to adjust and understand the level of competition they are up to, Balzaravecie and 

Pilinkiene (2012) stated that being competitive must describe economic strength with regards to its 

competitor and their governments’ capability to provide appropriate measures and mechanisms. This 

was supported by the idea of Porter et al., (2008) that the instrument of impact accord with the policy 

developments that governs general environments affecting efficiency, hence, competitiveness. From 

the information of Huggins et al., (2013) that competitiveness depends on the deliberate political 

decisions and that business environments provide firms with specific set of productive resources. 

 

The geopolitical conditions of Mawab and Montevista which created an effect on the distribution of 

resources in the province may have been influenced by sharing and competition with the top two 

municipalities of Nabunturan and Monkayo. Mabini shares in the same position with Mawab and 

Montevista as the former is located in the middle Maco (ranked 5) and Pantukan (ranked 4). It was 

emphasized by Viasone (2008) that nations, regions, and cities which are the main spatial elements 

compete to entice business ventures and that knowledge should be circulated resulting in 

agglomerations or clusters in achieving varied yield extending from efficiency and cost studies (Lall, 

2001), Martin and Sunley (2006) discussed regrading regions with organizations and systems which 

may not be able to move to marginal expansion.  

 

Government efficiency 

Upon consideration of the data gathered and presented, several discussions came up based on this 

indicator. The research data suggests that the municipalities of Maco, Nabunturan, and Maragusan 

obtained high index scores as these can be attributed to their economic performances and subsequent 

growth (Huggins et al., 2013). However, the low scores of New Bataan, Montevista, and Mabini may 

not be translated as an indication of low performances, but its inability to adapt new technologies 

(Djikstra et al., 2012) may have hindered their local governments to perform better. 

 

The efficiency of government as regarded by Kovacic (2005) was to create an environment that 

provides a great deal of work among locations, specific of providing the larger society with the 

important determinant of systematic competitiveness. This somehow is reflected by the capability of 

the municipalities to comply with requirements; hence, getting awards and citation from the national 

government, high scores in transparency and economic governance thus, affirming Huggins et al., 

(2013) in the concepts about the factors necessary to  support imminent progress and  improvement 

route.  

 

Infrastructure development 

Another important indicator in the formulation of the Competitiveness Index model is Infrastructure 

development, as it involved basic inputs to production such as water, energy, transportation, 

communication and road networks. Also, the infrastructure indicator measures the production 

sustainability of a certain area or local government fortified by the statements of Antonelli et al., 

(2012) regarding economic performance and subsequent character that summarizes the main 

economic activities such as production, distribution and use of knowledge play within and across the 

economy. Moreover, Kovacic (2005) clearly emphasized that countries faced different paths to 

improve competitiveness and Johansen and Sabadie (2010) presented their perspective by defining 

competitiveness that should include the Infrastructure. Infrastructure development is measured 
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relative to investment in infrastructure, number of vehicles servicing the area, availability of 

electricity and water, road networks as provided to national, provincial, municipal and barangay 

roads. 

 

Competitiveness is seen as a general welfare that includes trade issues (Kovacic, 2005) and that 

infrastructure priority is a major factor towards competitiveness. Furthermore, Viasone (2008) 

reiterated that the enduring capability of a region comes then from its capability to redevelop, to 

captivate external resources; hence, the capability of the municipalities of Compostela Valley depends 

on how accessible the location is, how abundant the basic social and economic resources are and how 

effectiveare their road networks and transportation capability. 

 

The provincial competitiveness index 

Discussions defining the national competitiveness should be critically assessed as to its measurement 

(Dijsktra et al., 2012) pointed immensely to the quality of public institutions, as general conditions 

that create opportunities for higher productivity (World Economic Forum, 2009).  The provincial 

competitiveness index suggests that the competitiveness of the municipalities reflect that how 

effective the provincial government and the 11 municipalities are disposing opportunities efficiently.  

 

The Provincial Competitiveness Index measure showed the municipality of Nabunturan as the highly 

competitive local government of the province, and its index score is far from the other municipalities. 

This is expected since Nabunturan qualified not just as a first class municipality but of being the 

province’s economic and political capital, characterized by its percentages in business registrations, 

employment rate and number of financial institutions. The comparable competitiveness of Nabunturan 

can be compared to that of Monkayo, Maragusan, and Pantukan whose competitiveness scores are 

close. Maco and Laak have close competitive scores. 

 

Though Laak, Compostela, and New Bataan, ranked 6, 7, and 8 respectively falls in the middle of the 

pact, this does not manifest that they are out as compared to the top five LGUs. In fact, their 

employment rates were high which signifies how effective their municipalities are. High efficiency in   

economic governance, investment and promotion can sustain them to become Compostela Valley’s 

rising LGU in terms of creating an optimal investment climate. Bristow (2010) categorically 

presented the notion about competitiveness that refers to the inclination of skills to compete, to win 

and retain position in the market. Hence, understanding the political and economic environment of the 

municipalities to become better must be consistently shown by them to enhance the indicators that 

measure competitiveness.  

 

Mawab, Mabini, and Montevista’s low scores may be attributed to poor performance in economic 

efficiency, government efficiency, and infrastructure development, but not an indication of being non 

- competitive. In fact, high rates in employment, transportation capability, effective delivery of basic 

services, and a well – established Municipal Disaster Risk Management plan can be their major tool in 

enticing investment. Relatively high percentages in economic governance and awards of excellence 

received manifest that they are in the optimal position.  But then, for them to be fully competitive they 

need to consider their weak areas and benchmark with their neighboring municipalities whose 

competitive scores are high such as Nabuntruan, Monkayo, and Maragusan. This somehow is a better 

gauge among these municipalities to cluster based on creativity and enhancement of knowledge 

(Porter, 2008; Huggins et al., 2013) 

 

 

CONCLUSION 
  

The competitiveness of the province of Compostela Valley in terms of economic efficiency needs an 

in - depth assessment, specifically on the areas of business registration and financial institutions which 

are considered to be the province’s “Achilles heel”. The data provided is critical as it explains the 

demand of confidence among investors to pour in their investment to these mentioned municipalities 
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and create an optimal environment. Moreover, economic development resides on the efficiency and 

effectiveness of a municipal or provincial entity’s plan and policy to infrastructure.  

 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

A friendly economic environment encourages confidence for investment hence, information to areas 

considered to be weakness among the municipalities of Pantukan, Maco, Mawab, New Bataan, 

Montevista, Compostela, Mabini, and Laak is provided which is the number of business registration 

and financial institutions. This in a way is a good venue of crafting a more sound business policy by 

revisiting their respective business and promotion programs, objectively respond to the national and 

global standards of business application, eradicate or eliminate red tape and consistent education drive 

among their constituents to be their own spenders and savers akin to that of the “Pilipino first” policy. 

Moreover, these municipalities and at the same time those considered to be the most competitive may 

have twin programs among them, strengthened  their partnership and share of notes, and partner with 

the agencies of the national government. Lastly, the 11 municipalities are encouraged to bind their 

priorities through appropriate and effective marketing strategies. 

 

The effect of efficient economic practice reflects on the effectiveness of governance. Hence, 

understanding the areas in government efficiency where the Province shows poor performances must 

be done especially in the secondary school capacity where the municipalities of Mawab, Compostela, 

Mabini, Monkayo, and Maragusan got the lowest score of 14. This means that these municipalities 

must formulate and revisit at the same their policies in education, objectively recognize this weakness 

and craft a fundamentally sound educational system through continuous partnership with the 

Department of Education.  

 

In health manpower, though the low scores derived may be due to the inconsistent information 

gathered by the researcher, this one area of governance should not be ignored. Foundation of human 

resources is a requirement to development, hence, to effectively respond to this the 11 municipalities 

must monitor the plight and number of health workers; doctors, dentists, nurses, midwives, and 

barangay health workers. The researcher recommends to re assess the compensation package of these 

personnel who act as frontline in the delivery of health and wellness. In the area of public finance, 

where local taxation is based it is recommended that each LGU’s considers the essence of local 

finance as this is their very lifeblood.  

 

A fair and just imposition of these burdens must be clearly implemented, consistent study on 

preference and local taxation schemes must be deliberated by engaging toward benchmarking with 

neighboring municipalities and cities which are leaders and models of public finance. In effect, the 

municipalities of Pantukan, Mawab, New Bataan, Compostela, Mabini, Monkayo, Laak, and 

Maragusan are asked to seriously consider the researcher’s viewpoint.  

 

For infrastructure development, it is recommended that the 11 municipalities must be consistent in 

their priority to investment towards infrastructure, continuity in the delivery of the basic services and 

in the transportation sector, this can be sustained if the municipalities are eager to pour on more 

money in the road networks by widening and continuously developing their access to transportation 

that connects the market of raw materials to the market of goods and services.   

 

To end, competitiveness study is time - bounded. The National Competitiveness Council of the 

Philippines is doing the Cities and Municipalities Competitiveness Report every year but since their 

scope is only limited to some of the local government units in the country it is therefore recommended 

that the provincial government of Compostela Valley must have their own version of a report in 

competitiveness among its municipalities. Thus, this study should be undertaken regularly (on a 

yearly basis). 
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