(CONSIDERATIONS ON
Fripmno MARXISM

A RESPONSE TO “QUESTIONING MARX,
CrITIQUING MARXISM”

F.N, Abinales

A Left without power is familiar and perhaps a defining
charactenstic of its historcal predicament; a Leff without
knowledge loses its axcuse for belng. -~ John Patrick Diggins’

Prograssive loyalty and analytic clarity are.. bwo different things.
-- Parry Anderson

Ighorance has nevear helpad anybody yaf,
-- Marx 1o Weilling

Philippines (UP-Diliman) marked his ‘re-entry’ into the academic and
political ‘eenrer’ after years of languishing at the fringes of UT lloilo,
The foremaost Filipino Mandst presentad before a large audience che outline of
*Questioning Marx, Cridquing Marxism” {abbreviated henceforth as QMCM),
a sweeping overview of the fundamental issues that confront Filipino Marxism
taday. In broad scrokes, Nemenzo reminded his listeners of the basic analytical

F rancisco Nemenzo's December 1, 1992 lecture at the University of the

! John Patrick THggins. The Rive and Fall of the American Leff, 1992, New Yok, p. 16,
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retiets of Marsisc analysis and then used

these as warning sipgns against whar he “When break‘thrnughs
saw as a petsistent slide towards

dogmatism by Filipina radicals, especially dppear to be within reach,
those who helonged ro the Communist the NDF found itself h-Eing

Party of the Philippines-National : :
Democeatic Frong (CPP-MDE) cradiden.? undE:rmlned b.-": Its very
—— own ‘vanguard’ - a CPP
€ problems of the L&t have .
become a major concern of scholats of fearful of IGSIHQ control

Philippinesocial movements and activises over its 'shield’ should it
as far back as the 19805 Unlike most allow other groups more

other writing on the subject, Nemenzo's | d . t
QMUM chooses to call attention to less everage an meanlngfu

obtrusive, but far more significane issues partil;ipaticn..."
that bedevil the Left taday, He mentinns
the faiture of Filipinog Marism o fully
‘indigeni:ze’ itself, especially in it interaction with 'pepular cultures,” and irs
ignorance of new forms of politics, notably feminism. He also bewails the
theoretical slips in its analysis of a changing class strucrure of sociery and, most
important of all, in figuring out the singular source of r{:silit:lnr.'c of Filiping
cacigue politics. Nemenzo finds ic outrageous that a Left with a rich eradition of
revoludonary praxis conrinues to he burdened by these issues, His outline carries
with it an alarming message -- cither Filipino leftists account for these issues or
face the fate thar befell cheir Partido Komunisea ngr Pilipinas (PKP, the old
Communist Parry of the Philippines) predecessors,

The timedliness of Nemenzo's outline is indisputable. Filipino Marxism
today shares wich ocher Manast movements the onus of coping with a dual crisis.
Internationally, the collapse of FasterneE urope and the loss of Marxdsm's appeal
asa politico-social alternative hassubjected it to relentless political and idenlogical
arcacks by its enemies. All have vowed to show that Manasm was noc anly the
God that failed - it is an enormous ideological failure.

Mationally, Filipino Mardsm is perhaps in its worse stare ever since the
downfall of the Huks. The CPP-NDF - the most powerful and, perhaps, only
surviving revolutionary organization in Southeast Asia — is on the verge of a
major split [As of presstime, major blocks within the Party have broken away

* Franeisco Memenzo Ir “Cuestioning Marc, Critiquing Masdsm: Hypotheses on the Ideclogical
Crisis of the Lett,” mes. This outline has since heen reviged and published under the ssme title in
Kasarintan: 4 Philippine (uareeely of Thivd World Swedies, Vol, 8 No, 2, sth Quarter 1992, Thave
opted to remain with the original which, albeil o drafl ¢ssay, has more nerve comparéd {o the
amondment.
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from the ‘Central Committee” under [oma Sison - Eds.], CPP Chairman Jose
Maria Sison has insisted on a return to Maoism and has fallowed this up with a
purge of cadres who disagreed with his policy. These twin moves created more
tifts within an already besieped orpanization as these cadres were not without
their own supporters inside the parcy.” Tt remains to be seen whether a splic will
unfold although the popular inclination is that should the present mrends
continue, the CP? will be histary by the end of the century.

The New People's Army (NPA) has suffered tremendous military and
political serbacks, For the firse ime, the CP1 has acknowledged a retreat from, if
nat ahandonment of, major guernilla bases in Negros, Southern Mindanao, and
the Southern Tagalog region. According to one author, the NI'A has lost about-
40 per cent of it territory since 1990 while debates over the praper stratepy and
tactics appear to hamper its movement,’ The NPA may applaud irself for
successes like the ambush and killing of over 40 saldiers in Agusan in mid-1992
and use these as indicarors of its continuing resitience. The problem, however, is
that after 13 years of existence; the NPA remains a guetilla force, unable
expand itself into a potent army and sill very much confined to ‘military
operations’ that may yield some kills bur scarcely able o mike a dent av the
inefficient Philippine military. The NDF s stll a CPP-dominared and directed
coalidon body (after 20 years!), lesabilities o become a real united front has been
constrained by a consistent record of losing its leaders, mediators, and brokers to
the military, When breakthroughs appear w be within reach, the NDE fouwnd
itself being undermined by its very own ‘vanguard’ — a CPP fearful of losing
control overits ‘shield' should it allow ocher groups more leverageand meaningful
participation in che planned coalition.” The alliances that adhere to the NIJE

W the growing divergenee of views within the CPP, See Armando Liwanag (Sison’s
pseudonym), “Reaffirm our Basic Principles and Rectify Erors” and the response of
Ka Bacry, "Resist Authoritarian Teadunsies within the Purtyl Leét a Thousand Schools of
Thought Contend.” Boll wers published in Kasarinlan: A Phifippine Quarterly of Third
Warld Studies, Yol 8 Moo 1, Sison has subsequently aftacked the purged cadres. See
Phillppine Daily Inguirer, December 11, 1993 What 15 notable about this purge is that
mast of these removed scoupied hiph positions within the Party and were noted for their
flexibility and vped-mindedness. Among hese removed ae ox-secrelary general
Ricarto Reves, Benjamin de Ve, former head of the Mindanao Commission, and the
former head of the NPA Romule Kintaoar, The political head of one of the Mindanao
commitics's erudite ideologists, Marly Villalobos, was only put on the purgig hloc,

Uialden Bella, “The Tuab Crsisof the Philippine Progressive Movement,™ paper prepaed for the
Forum For Philippine Alleratives lntemmational Conferenge, San Franciscn, Apnl 1992, . 1. A
glimigse 0 the anzuments on stialegy can be seen i Chrar Tupae, “Toward a Rovolulionary Strategy
ol the U0s Kanmindan, Op, cit, Vol 7 Nos 2.8 3,400 Quarter 1991 andh Isl Cuarter 1992, pp 58-
89,

"Ihe My 1, 1985 Bagong Alyansang Makabayan Congress: finseo was the moest nolotols,
But this had precedents that go s far back ag 1975, See PN, Abinales, "“The Left and other
Forces.” Marxise in the Philippines, Second. Series, Quezon City, Third World Sturdics
Center. 1988, Sée also “Seciaranism is (he Blight: An Baclusive Interview with a Filipino
Revolutionary,” Longar Wiew. v, Vol 2 No. 2 Ino 1985, the CFP leadership apparently
Aecided thai the NIDF needs to be an alliance of CPP-run organizations.
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position but operate legally have become nothing but a carapace of small
organizations tormented by an inability to effectively function as coalitions. The
much-vaunted Bagong Alyansang Makabayan (BAYAN, New Parriotic Allian e}
is virtually non-existent while the Partide ng Bayan (PnB, People’s Party) is an
empty shell. Other coalition-type initiatives like the movemenrs formed during
the 1991 elections were minuscule and ineffective {despite ingenious media
projection and coverage). Even the resilient agrarian reform coalition, the
Congress fora People’s Agrarian Reform (CPAR), has ceased to become the force
that it was in the early days of the Aquine regime; the face that there is seill no real
land reform attests to che limies of irs capacities.

The instabilities at the fringes of the CPP-NDF likewise supgest a far more
widespread contagion. The so-called ‘popular democrats’~ members of an
erstwhile NDF current that became autonomous from the cencer after 1986 -
have turned out to be popular 'confunceural analyses bue lowsy strategic thinkers
and poor erganizers. Their main organizacion, the Volunteers for Papular
Democracy, can only realistically claim 1o have a small influence among petit-
bourgenis geoups, particularly students — active, permanent, and alumed, Yer,
evenwith cheir supposed handicap - analytical sophistication -- popular dernocrats
have backslid away from strengthening the class-based, class-biased foundations
of Filipino Mandism, Many of their analyses have exhibired shippage into liberal-
functionalism and their best woily, the continuing study on clan politics, s
merely descriptive. Wharever Marxist interpretations they had at the beginning
have become heavily diluted by borrowings from the liberal patron-clientlist
school,”

There is very little to applaud even among the non-CPP left movements.
The socal democrats contnue o -- quite characteristically — split every time
there are elections.” The coalition that bring the factions together — the Bansang
Nagkakaisa sa Diwa at  Layunin (BANDILA, Naton United in Spirit and
Vision) — is a parody of alliance-building. Their “largest’ group, the Partido
Demaokratiko Sosyalistsa ng Pilipinas (PDSP, Demacratic Sacialist Party of che
Philippines) has reached the pinnacle of its long history of political opportunism
— selling its soul to the current administration under the pretexe of shared

& TThis 1% nol (o say ihat there had not been any fTom to address this deficiency, See, for cuamjle,
Lsaguni Serrano, “Re-examining, Re-imagining Revolution,” Conjunctirs, December 1907,
January 1993, Vol, VT Mo, 1, pp. 4-5. While the Serrann picce iy interesting, it sl alas, lacked
the breadth and, yes, even depth of Sison’s Phifiopine Socilety and Eevalition,

0 e recumrence of splits in the movement, see the informative dissedation of Mark Tho LS
Secrehing for Strategy! The Tradittonal Oppesition to Marees and the Transition o Demaockaey
dn thee Phitippines, 1991, PhD Dissertation, Yale Lnaversity, especially Chaplers -6,
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interpretatinns of the phrase “popular empowerment.” The more ‘reasonable’
social demdcrats are still around {the most vocal being the youth-led Pandayan
para sa Sosyalistang Pilipinas [Pandayan, Wotkshop fur a Socialist Philippines]),
bue typical of social democraric atraphy, these activises have ceased to even be
worthy of major political attencion either by the regime or ather Left groups.

Orher groups like the Bukluran sa kau unlad ng Sosyalistang lsip at Gawa
(RISIG, Alliance for the Advancement of Socialist Thought and Action) share
the same organizational fate as the social democrats. BISIG's coalitional base has
hardly grown since its inception in 1985. In fact, cracks have appeared inside the
socialist neewark, arising not only from disputes between the leadership and ies
rmembers but also from tensions which reflect elass differences berween the many
facrions inside”

QMCM has, therefore, sought to rein in the confuston within the Left by
outlining the basic issues and problems that it must respond to. [t appeals to
Filipino Marxists to re-examine the context in which they operate, the experiences
they have accumulated, and che imporrance of fusing theory and practice.
Readers and listencrs, however, must be cautioned by the nature of QMCM.
Nemenzé’s outline contains mostly questions and does not offer any categotical
and concrete answers. While the essay's essentials lay in a synthesis of the issues
behind Filipino Mandsm's curtent crisis, it does not have the same prescriptive
qualities that one may find in the exhortatory writings of authors like Sison.
Nemerizo obviously considers the unraveling of the crisis of the Left asa collective
endeavor, botl in the theoretical and the practical level. Thus, for those inrerested
in the resolution of the crisis of the left, QMCM functions as a guide of sorts.

What this engagement with Nemenzo’s outline hopes to do is conrribute
to that collective effort, Tes principal impulseis one of critical admiration not only
of this specific project, but of its author. Nemenzo is the Philippines’ most
respeceed Marxistideologue, admired for hisexperienceand known for consistendy
popularizing the imporrance of critical reflection and constant reexamination of
radical politics by radicals themselves.'® In presenting (MOCM he has opened up
pathways for students, comrades, and colleagues to enver into the debate.

*This actually brings back echoes of 1972, when th reformist-social democmt crganizations
Federations of Free FarmersWorkers sold their soulg to the distatorship in exchangs for o chance
to remiin legal. The Jeauit-irained ‘social reformer” Jeremiaa Moolemayor and his lackeys in the
organization became fhe pawoing defenders of repression,

* (b the slpesses o BISIA because of ¢lass differences, sou the disseriation of Vincent Boudreay,
At the Margins of the Movement: Grasgrools dssociations i the Philippine Socialist Network,
1993, PhD. Cometl University.

W Bt nol necessarily the most sophisticated. By B, Rigobero Tiglao ramains the finest
theoretician the 60z generation of Filipino Mandsls have produced,
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A final complaine before proceeding: one must rake issue with Nemenzo
on his Marx-like propensity of not completing any of his theoretical and empiro-
historical works."! This habit has had repercussions that theauthor seems ro have
overlooked. [t would be unfortunate, if not fatal, if the authar of CIMOM will
just ler chis outline stay in its present form and not expand it into a substantive
treatise on the ideological pitfalls of che Philippine Left. At this timewhen almose
everything that Filipino Marxism has stood for is being questioned and attacked,
especially harshly from some quarcers, Nemenzo cannor afford o be content
with his old habit of keeping chings tio general. [f QMCM is an entreaty for
Filipino Marxists to collecrively and meaningfully deal with the crisis, it is nat too
much o demand the same from ies author,

Filipino Marxist Theorizing:
What QMCM Ignored

QMCM opens with a long-standing criticism of a recurrent dogmatist
drift among Filipino Marxists, especially the CPP-NDF. As far as Nemenzo is
concerned (although he is not openly stating his case), the CPP's capacity to be
theoretically imaginative has suffered ever since the publicadon of Amado
Guerrern's Philippine Society and Revolution (PSR).Y He wrires:

Fllipinos have a wealth of revolutionary experiance dating back to the
Katipunar, but Filipine Marxists have contributed nothing of sighificance to
Marxist thought. Absorbed In practice, they have grown impatant with
theorizing...What [therefore] passes for Marxist theorstical wark in this
country consists of embellishing pragmatic decisionswith appropriate jargon
and quotations.?

One will, indeed, find a grain of rrurh in his argument when ane prefuses
aver the major documents of groups like the CPP, The works chat followed the
recomized "Bible’ of the Party are documents thar possess less theorerical rigot as

" After finishing the first dmfl of hiz work on the rise and fall of the Partide Kemunista ng
Pilipinaz (FEP) in 1985 {1}, Nemenzo remaing unable o complete the long-awaited work, In
1984, a mugh extended casay ofhis workcdid find print. See Frincizco Memenzo, “An [rrepressible
Revolution: The Decline and Resurgence of the Philippine Communizt bMovement,” Wark-in-
Progress Seminar. Department of Political and Social Change. The Avsiralian Mational Tmiversty,
Movember 131, 1984,

1979, Oakland. Association of Filiping Palriets.

B Nemenzo. “Questioning Marx, Critiquing Marcism.” . 1,
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they are essentially valued more for cheir
= oy M k
"In shart, and to be strategic and tactical exegeses.”t While one

cannot undermine their importanceas works

blunt about it, QMCM on scraregy and tactics, QMCM s righ in

asked the wrong pointing out that time will come when
strategy and tactics themselves will demand

l.'.ILI ?Stlﬂﬂﬁ. th E.I'Eb}-', theorerical refinement as the Philippine
failing to consider a political economy undergoes changes and as
more fundamental revolutionary strategy nesds rechinking with

changed conditions and accumulated
experiences.'”

guery, to wit: Why did
the theoretical works & it _

. crensn s criticism, Noweyer, 15 1100
that developedinthe . Tn its reprimand of the CPP,
[ast two decades OMCM betrays a propensity to over-
become disengaged generalize its criticisms and for equating

Filipino Marxism solely with the largest
from the dEF&J'{]meHfS radical movement in the country. In
of Marxist practice?” suggesting chat Filipino Marxism has become
plagued by pragmarst, conjunceural, and
racrical types of writings, QMUM

unwittingly reveals a surprising ignorance of other developments, mainly
chearetical, within Filiping Mardsm itself. Complecely absorbed in dealing wich
the contemporary crisis, (JMOM complerely ignores rather substantial Marxist
thearizing before the onser of the current erisis in the Left.

In shot, and to be blune about i, (QMCM asked the wrong questions,
therelry, failing to consider a more fundamental query, to wit: Wy did the
thegretival works that develaped in the last two decades become disengaged fron the
development of Marsist practice?

Ohver the past 20 years, Filipine Marists have produced works that could
refue che main contention of QMCM. These works, which addressed a whole
range of issues, concerned themselves with evaluating the idenlogical premises of
the CPP, exploring aspeces of Philippine society given minor import by the Left,
and furnishing substantive explanations to new developments in Philippine

W Natably, O Urgent Tasks."” Rebolugypon: Thearatical Brgan of the Compunis Py of the
Philippines, July 20, 1976, and Amade Guerrsmm, “Specific Charrcleristios of our People”s War.™
A reprinled in Phifippire Seciety and Revolution, 15, Tn the carly 1980s, there were the
controversial essays, “Miza Tala sa Estratchiva al Taktika ng Aling Digmaang Bayan™ (1982 and
“Batayan s Pagpapaunlad ol Fapel ng Eilusan s Puting Purok sa Buong Estratehivang Digmang
Bayan sa Mindanaa™ (n.d ) pul out by the CPP's Mindanao Cotmmizsion. After 1986, one is, of
course, introduced to the writings of Marty Villalohos, viz., “On the losunectionary Stoutegy™
{mzs, Murel 30, 1986), and “Fora Politico-Military Framework” (mss, Febmary 23, 1987),

1% Cme can, of course, invoke dialectics shoulil questions arise as to the validity of this slatement.
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politics and society.” Most of these came out during the authoritarian period,
which explains the care and caution in which they were written. Yet, perhaps it
was the presence of authoritarianism itself which inspired such theoretical
contemplitions. Polarized politics, in general, create conditions for active study
and investigadon. The major Mardst tracts were written during periods of
intense or constant confrontation between bourgenis regimes and proletarian
revolurionaries, A brief survey of these works is necessary at this poine.!?

The muost dynamic, controversial, and popular “zone of engagement’ by
these Filipine Marse theorists was the nature of the country's mode of
production,' Provoked by the need to transcend the arguments of the PSR,
academe-based Marxists built on the theoretical foundations of dependency
theory to stimulare an intense debare centered on whether the Philippine mode
was ‘semi-feudal’ (the CPP’s basic position) or ‘aapirtalist.” Notableamong these
theorists were Rigoberto Tiglao, Eugenio. Demegillo, and Eduarde Tadem,
whose studies on transnational corporations and the political economy of the
Philippines argued for the primacy of capialise production relations.® Their
wirks merited an equally substantive response from proponents of the ‘semi-
feudal’ mode who pointed to an irrepressible landlord class as the feudal sodial
base’ of impetial contol of the country's political economy. The theoretical
forays of Ricardo Ferrer and Temario Rivera belong to this genre of Marxist
writings, with the former bringing this framework’s position to a higher level
with his controversial idea of the universal and timeless character of the feudalist

¥ T timing of their publication along eught to have been commended by Memenza forboth theie
attempls 1o break the doginatist drift of Filiping Mardsm and Tor their fearlesaness at coming out
nolwithstanding the presence of an authonitaran state.

1 will confine mysell (o works written by Filipinos  within the Philippines although
conscious that theoretical reflections on the Philippines do emanate from outside,
especially the United Stades, but given their limited reception in the Fhilippimes, as well
as my intention to Jook at Filiping Mamism within natienal boundanes, so lo speak, 1
have excluded these works, However, a post-modermist=scholastic over-reading of the
CPP-NDF may be worthy of mdicals' cufosity. See Lester Bdwan 1 Buiz, “After Naliowal
Demaoeracy: Radical Democratic Politics at the Edge of Modernity,” Alternacives, Mov,
1g, 1991, pp. 161:200,

E The phrase is from Pemy Anderson’s latest book, 19973, London, Yerso Pross,

¥ of Jate, ihe issue has been resurrected afler a Joog hiatus: See the entical review by Viegilio
Rojas, “The Mode of Production Controversy in the Philippines: Anatomy of o Lingering
Thepretical Stalemate.” Debate: Philippine Lol Review, 4 September 1992, pp. 343,

# See Rigoberte Tiglao “Critigus on Studies of Transnational Corpotations,” Lhiliman
Review, January-March 1979 “Mon-Progress in the Periphery.” Diliman Review, Apnl-
June 1979,
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feature of ‘rent-secking ™' Boch sides undertook empirical investigations to
validare their cheoretical frameworks.™ They also agreed to collaborate in
elaborating cheir respective positions through a re-activated lefe-wing journal, the
New Progressve Reviews, which, unforcunarely, felded up after a few issues due o

lack of funds.

Diespite constraints, however, thesigns that radicals and activists responded
positively to this debate could be seen in the positive reception it received outside
the academia. These forays into the field spurred non-academic investigations
from radical centers like the Foundadon for Nadonalise Soudies and Mindanao's
Alternate Resource Center,® Initially thought of as not having any impacton the
strategic visions of the CPP, thesedebares on the Philippine mode would makean
indirect impact on shifts in revolutionary strategy in the 1980s. In Mindanae, for
example, the now-purged leaders of the Mindanao Commission viewed the
switch to insurrectionary postures as reflecting the predominance of capitalist
relations in the southern island. In contrast to Guerrero and his inspiration, Mao,
the debates influenced these cadres into considering the cencrality of the cities,
towns, and municipalities in any revolutdonary endeavor ™ Dependency theory
also became the unstated idenlogical basis for the formation of fraternal, yet

M Wicardn Ferrer, “On the Mode of Produclion in the Philippines: Some O8] Fashioned Ouestions on
hefarstiaim.” Adarxism e the Phitinpines, 1984, Queron City, Thind World Studies Center, fhid. “The
Semi-Feurdal, Semi-Colonial Maode of Production: The Goals of Polibcal Pretice."" New Mhilippsiee
Feview, Vol | Mo, 2, January 1985; Vol | No, 5, pp. 28-36. See alse Temans Rivera. *On the
Contmdictions of Rueal Drevelogment.” Difiedan Kodew, September-Cletnber 1982; and, e dgrorian
Chestioen arrel ifx Poditical Toplications: A Oritigue of Coreepial Approcches, 1982, MA, Thesis
Universily of the Philippines, Tn O piece “Theoretic and Frogmmmatic Framesortofor the Development
of Unde rdeveloped Countries,” Femer openly states that even medern-day capitalism remains captive
by enl-seeking activities, in effect, stumgely dending *semi-feudalism” into the capitalisl phose. See
New Propresyive Review, Viol, 3 Mo, 2, 1987,

*piapobern Tiglao, The Shilipeiee Coconad Indusig Loofing iete Cocorues, 1981, Davao Cite. ARC
Publications; 1. Tadem, Mindmnae Repore: 4 Prefiminary Sady o fhe Feamamic Grigins of Secial
Liarest, 1980 Davao City, AFRD Resource Center. Permr did nol e any empiical research, but his
colteagues did, Ses Joseph Lim, “The Agrcolium] Sactor: Stagnation and Change.” New Progressive
Feview, Vol 3 No. 2, 1947, pp: 55-42,

S the essaysin The Feydalivm-Capiiafism Debare, Renato Constanting {ed ), 98007 Cluseon City.
For a late mply do Tigloo, see ARC Sl A Theoretionl Framewnrk for Analyvsiz of the Mode of
Productinn and Social Fomaation inthe Philippines - A Synopsi=™;Toilis] Trends on the Analysis of the
Meade of Production and Social Formation in Ruml Mindanas®s “Steps in e Computation of the Mode
of Eaploitation and Dretenmination of Social Classes” Mindenas Fooms. Altemate Besouree Center,
1980, Tasue Mo, 22 ARC was gracious enough to provide the two sides an opporunity o debate in s
paslicainms, Tt is worth noting heee that the ARC' s paricipation atlested to the popularity of the debare
all over the Plilippines.

* Yillalobog, Gp. cif. Az one Mindanao cadre argued to me whils taking advantage of the short
‘emocratic space” apened up in 1986, * While puendliaz could indeed wear pway the stale's armerd
capacitios in the countrgside, the handicap ofprotracted people' s wris its very protraciedness iself Mo
revalulion hasever won hecause of poteacted people’ s war, Fven ¥ietnam s the suecess long "tradition
of maistanee” owed moch to the quick victorics in Dien Bien Phu and Bater, Tel Beakso had fo do with the
scdiden collapss of the state appasiug, oot its gradual seakening.” [nterview with a CPT Polithur
member, April 1956,
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critical ‘grouplets’ outside the CPP orbit. Dependency theory was in the back of
the BISIG organizers’ minds when they furmulated cheir political program.”

Coeval to the first works was Renato Constantine's re-interpretation of
Philippine history, The Philippines: A Pase Revisitee, followed a few years lacer by
the second volume, The Philippines: A Continning Pt While the accent of
these revisionist works was ‘mass’ mationalism, Constantinn's reference o the
long-history of ‘people’s strupgle’ and the opportunism of the Filipmo elite
evidenced an effort to employ aspects of Marxist analysis in his resamination of
thepast” Thereception to Constantine's work, especially by younger academics,
was more than positive, in fact, both volumes surprised many with its near-
instantaneous populario.™

That QMOCM seems to have overlooked Constancino is quite puzeling.
Graneed that Constanrine’s objective was to use his work as a means of
popularizing the nationalist posicion, does popularization then mean a work is
less theoreticali® Assuming that popularization does not equal analyrical
sophistication, then itis doubly surprising that QMCM failed to account for the
more theotetically-driven work of Constandno, The Nationalise Alrernative,
which not only presents an alternative analysis of the root causes of Philippine
underdevelopment, but also suggests tracks through which the country can
exteact itself from the morass of a worsening crisis.” Finally, that the response
pointed to the contrary can be seent in the way A Past Revisited has hecome a
springboard for subsequent reflections on issues like popular consciousness and

= Pk luran sa Teannnlad ng Sosyalistang Isip at Gawea (BISIG). “The Sectalist Vision,” Reprinted
in Kazaritlan, G cit, Yol 2 No, 3, Lst Guarter 1987, pp. 23-36.

B e PMhilippines: A4 Past Revisifed, 1975, Quezon City, Tala Publication Howse, The Philigpines:
A Continaing Peast, 1978, Quezon Cily, Foundation for Nationalist Sludies,

® The importance given to nalionalism by Constantino may be interpreted as his way of
contribuling to a broader anG-imperiolist movement dircoled especially atthe Americans and the
Japanese. But it roay also be surmised thal in puiting owl nationalism as his agenda, Constantine
weas ulge able to dodge the authoritarinn buller. The dictatorship, afler all, was proclaiming itsell
to'he the embodiment of a Filipine nationalism re<bum, By seemingly showing itsagresment with
the regime’s delusions, Constanting's 4 Past Revivited successfully managed Lo give its own
contribution to the erosion of the dictatorship™s hold over society,

H Communist cadres underakiog “Basic Prinary Course™ ltaining use 4 Past Revisited as sortof
a supplementary reading to wuired readings like P8R and ceftain writings of Mao,

® Note that QMOM discusses national identity by restating the problem of the “national
bourgeoisie’ but posing it along meial ferms (‘Filipino-Chinese bourgeoisic’). Il does nod
eonsider Filipino nationalism, in general, as problematic therehy eliding the geneeal perplexity of
Merkist with the concept ‘nation.’ See Benedict Anderson, Inagined Cormmunifies {enlarged
edition), 1991, London, Yerso Press,

W Renato Constantino. The Noadenalist Aflteraasive (Revised Edition), 1986, Quezon City.
Foundation for Nationalist Studies.
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social movemnents ffum below. Notable among these new works is Reynaldo
Neto’s Pasyon and Revoltion: Popular Movements in the Philippines, 1840-1810,
which, inspired by the writings of Marxisc historians like E.F. Thompson, has
renewed lefr-wing interest on the progressive potentials of peasant popular
culture. [tis most puzding that in dealing with the failures of Filipino Marxism
to confront the popular consciousness, QMCM makes no mention of leto's
path-breaking picce.”

It was not only the Philippine mode, nationalist, or radical-populisc
history thar have been subjected to intense theoretical scrudiny by Filipine
Marxists. The Marcos dictatorship itself oceasioned a number of writings secking
to decipher the foundations of Philippine authoritarianism. Some of these-
axpounded on the CPP formulation of the fascist state while athers derived
theoretical inspirations from arguments on relative state autonomy.™ Nemenzo
himself advanced the theory - albeir without further elaboradon (an irritating
habit of the author) -- that the Marcos dictatorship was a “Bonapartist’ regime.

However, unlike the debates over the Philippine mode, the theoretical
eeplorations did notelicic much response from activises and cadrves ara timewhen
the itnperatives of resistance favored a more straighe-forward perception of the
dictatorship as ‘fascist.™ With the EDSA uprising and the re-ascendance of
cacigue democracy, there is now an urgent need for a more far-reaching re-
appraisal of the Philippine state, a fecling shared by theotists and acrivists alike.

Beyond these fundamental issues were the preliminary explorations on
themes specific to the anti-dictatorship movement.” As the male and female

W Mgeyon g Revoluiion: Popular Movements in the Philippines, (84000900, 1979, Quezon
Cily. Atenen de Mantla Universily Press.

= ependency-influenced theonzing on the state arc suggested in the czsays of Alexander B
hagno some of which wers recently compiled in the book Pofitics of Farm. 1991, Queron Cily.
Kalikasan Press. See also Magno's grand literaluge review, The Relative dwtanomy Formuilalion
arned thre Philippine Authoritarian Staie: A Crittead Roview, 1982, M.A. Thesiz, University of the
Philippines,

B Francisce Nemengo, *Allernatives to Marcos,™ Paper delivened af the proceedings on Political
Systems snd Development, Indian Council for ihe Social Sciences. February 1980, Although
undeveloped, this portmyal of the Marcoes regime as o Thind Wordd latler-day counterpart of the
regime desciibed by Mam in his “Eightesnth Doomaire " did generate some debate on appropriate
tactics to be developed agains the diclatorship,

In a sense, QMOM was night in its appraisal of & stagnant theorzing oo this aspect,

¥ Bello, Che, cit. pp. 24-28; Villalobos, Op. cir. See the call for re-examination by Rene Cita Ciue,
“Why fhe Philippine Left must take the Parliamentany Road,” Kasarielan, O, cit, Vol T Mo, 4,
2od Quader 1992, pp, S1-61,

* My relative nascence of theoretical examinations by Marxists in the field of literature; drama,
atvel ether endeavors conflated underthe mbric the humanities' forces me to exclude a discuzsion
of works in this area, Apologies,
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clergy became more politicized, Filiping Marxists began to concern themselves
with religion and the Church. Animated by the writings of puerilla priest
Grustavo Gutierrez and Belgian Francois Hourarr, sutne progressives have turmed
out exceptional, albeit preliminary and sill un-elaborated, works on Church and
Staterelations.” Hintsat a Gramscian dissection of Church politics are explicitly
seen in Bolasco's exploration of the relationship between Marxism and
Christianity.* The earlier essay of Edicio DeLa Torre on the synthesis of Maoism
and Christianity found able successors in the Dominican Salgado and the
Columbans Lovert and Kline. While the larter slant more heavily towards the
theological side, the influence of writings by Filipino Marxists on poverty,
exploitation, political repression, and resistance are evidenr in the worlks of these
TWo Inissionaries ™

The student mavement, the original lifeblood of the first penerations of
post-Huk Marxist activists and cadres, drew the attention of exceptional leaders
like the late Leandra Alejandro, who, ac che time of his death, was in the midst of
refining hisarguments on the dialectics berween ideological state apparatuses like
the universities and the devdlopment or dedine of student movements. His
investigations lacer led him to arpue thar Marxists should artend to the cask of
developing what he called a *radical middle class” thar would coneribute to the
tevolution in thedifferenc ‘combat zones' within urban centers -- from the insides
of the corparate warld o the ideological arenas of academia and the media

" Bee for example, Mario Botasco and Rolando Yu. Church.Stte Relations, 1981, Manila, St
Seholastica’s College, For reasons of time and what | see as peo foundly anti-Ma rxisitnderpinnings,
[have excluded here the explovations of social democrats and Jesuils on theology, politios, wnd
revalution, Those interested in pre-martial Law social democralic theorizing can penise over
Lakasdiwa. Towards a Filipine Social Revolwtion, 1972, Quezon City, Tambuli Press, Parls ofthe
progratm appeared to have been lifted from the PSR, attesting 1o a lack of imagination among
socril democrats.

* Mario Bolasco, "Marcism and Christianity in be Philippines, 1930-83." Marism @ the
Philippines, 1984, Op il Bolasea proved o be the exceplion among those interested in
theological-rudical syuthesis, In a later essay, the late Bolaseo would bring in the ideas of Pierre
Bourdiew in fooking a0 his choice topie, Mano Bolasen, *Harmony and Conbadiction: The
Mars-Christion. Dialogue Sice the Christians Ffor Mational Liberation.” Marxise jr fhe
Phifippines: Second Series, 198, Quezon City, Thind World Studics Center, pp, S6-T0.

# Pedro Salgado. Christianiiy is Revelufionary, 1976, Brendan Lovetl, Lije bafows Dl
fncwinerating Hoge, 1986, Cuczon City. Clarsian Publicatio ns: and, Warren Kinne, The Splintered
Blerfis Stractura! Deadlock in the Mindinao Chured, | 990, Cuesean City, Claretian Publivilions.
Salpado later on wrote & crade b petuliary Markist criligue of the Philippine social sciences,
St Pedro V. Salgado, Social Seivnce for Filipinos, 1988, Queson City. P, Garoia Printing, De
La Torre's more imporant writings are compiled in lhe boak, Touehing Grroynd, Taking Koot
1986, London, Catholic Institile of International Relations.

" Alejandreo had writhen a tentative treatise on this topic. The manugcapl which is now in the
possession of his immediate family is badiv in need of an editor, seme additional bl marginal
research, and cries out for publication,
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Alejandro, in effect, advanced the idea of developing radical cadres who would
not necessarily become guerrillas or workers but rather professionals whose skills,
idenlogical sophisticarion, and radical commitment would help undermine the
regime from the rampares of schools, businesses, media, etc.’!

The question then is not what forms radical dogmatism took that led
Filipino Marxism into its current malaise. Rather, what ought to have pre-
occupied Nemenzo and his readérsflisteners was the more profound issue of
disengagement of Marxist praxis from Marxist theory, a process which I believe
helped bring about the rise and persistence of dogmarism and all ather failings of
Filipino Marxism. In the following section, T will try o venture some entatve
explanations.

The Disengagement of Theory and Practice:
The Authoritarian and Institutional Settings

Thereis, first, the general condition of authoritarian rule. Iewas, in fact, the
singular structural reason that prevented the full re-flowering of Filipino Marxism.
The Matcos dictatorship's toll on human and intellectual capiral, especially
among the ranks of a resurgent Left, framed the process of this disengagement. By
forcing activists and Marxists to go underground, become guertillas or full-time
labor or urban poor organizers, or be simply terrorized into submission, the
dictatorship derailed the process of radical re-awakening that began with the First
Quarter Scorm (FQS).

Militarization of social life also predisposed a mare simplified, pragmatic
response from Marxists. The ‘demands of the struggle’ involved producing more
cadres and activists, organizational revival, consolidation and expansion, and the
search for marerial (including military) resources. Given that the dictatorship was
perceived o have polarized politics, and that an effective resistance to it was
immediate and urgent, there was really very lictle room for expanding or
broadening Filipino Marxist theory among acrivists and cadres.

Specific to the CPP network, the dictatorship hastened the universalization
of the principal strategy of a rural-based guerilla resistance, even as the NPA's
foundations were sdll britdle in the countryside. But this was not all. The
changing of the ‘rules of the political game' demanded a parallel change in the
politico-educational program of the Party. Martial law validated Amado Guerrero,

# Alejandro brought out these ideas in the carly 19805 but they fell oo deaf ears within the
gevolutionary moverent and even eamed him o ‘disciplinary action’ by an intolerant UP
movetnent, He way lefl in limbao until he singlehandedly won, without his *dark lords"” assistance,
the 1981 and 1982 University Student Council, Three years later, Malkati exploded afler the
Aquino assassination confirming the pelitical capability of the middle class.
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his :H’ml}"&is of the pu]ltim] directinng of
Philippine society, and his predicrion of
an eventual dicratorship ofa Filipino ruling
class unable to stem the revoludonary
tide. Given all these ‘cortect appraisals,’
the CPP deemed it opportune ro shift to
the more urgent popular political
education of the 'masses’ — a program
notable for the simplification of Marxist
praxis. Thus, instead of encouraging cadres
to deepen theirideological understanding,
or putsuing Marxist-driven supplementary
investigations on Philippine political
economy, che CPP swicched o the "basic
mass course’ training for cadres and
supporters.” In the eyes of its leadership,
the Party - contenc with che validation of

“[T]he CPP deemed it
opportune to shift to
the more urgent popular
political education of the
‘masses’ - a program
notable for the
simplification of Marxist
praxis. [I|nstead of
encouraging cadres to
deepen their ideological
understanding...,the CPP
switched to the ‘basic

GUETI’I‘."J'U == IMUST Naw [urn Loy rhe maore

tedious job of building the movermnene, mass course’ training...

Bello is thus rightin supgesting that

martial law shaped the form the

revolutionary movement took in its infancy and growth.* The dictatorship did
not only close the custnmary venues for political articularion bya largely student
radical movement (demonstrations, etc); it introduced 2 new arena thar was
politically constriceed bur conducivetoa CPP seeking toaffirm the primacy of ins
armed revolutionary framework. The dictatorship also broughtin 4 condition of
political polarization where analysis and understanding were a mateer of simply,
and un-complicatedly, interpreting the posidans of twa diametrically opposed
camps. ‘Constitutional authoritananism’ hardly merited a more commplicated,
more nuanced, radical inquiry. The enemy was clear; what became essential was
achon,

4 Thus the popularity of the wmulli-transtaed CPP Sasic Mass Cowrse, which first found print circa
el 19T s

' Thus the most significant documents during Lhe penod were peescriplive o nature, Within the
CPP, two major writings clearly stood oul: Amade Gucrrers, “Our Urgenl Task." Redoluspar, Op.
cit., July 30, 1976; and Amado Guerrem, “Specific Charscteristics of our People's War,” p, i

 Belle, Op eity, pp.6-T. An interesting insight whiclh Bello and others could dovelop firther by
bringing in substantive comparative cases. The full implication of this contention, of course, i
whether the Stalinist universalization of Lenin's concept of a “vanguard parly' is apt for the
Philippines (I disagree with Bello’s conflation ofthe vanguard as a universalidea in Lenin's mminid ;
alas, a historical relapse on his part),
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However, the quest for legitimacy, especially from the international
community, obliged the Marcos dicratorship to tolerate, if not allow, certain
‘hiches’ of dissent to survive.* One of these ‘democratic spaces” was In acadernia
where a certain amount of critical thinking was allowed, Irf centers of higher
learning like UP, activists ‘who stayed behind’ ook advantage of the regime's
formal respect of ‘academic freedom’ o rekindle radical thinking and, rather
surprisingly, re-establish che influence of progressive analysis in most social
science courses. Alongside these resurrecting intelligencsia, the first cells of a re-
organized CPP- youth and student underground movemnent were taking shape
and playing instrumental roles in fighting for the legal right of students to
organize. These cells becume the pivotal organizational forms for a student
mavement re-horn.

T'he other nook was inside the lawer levels of the Cacholic and Prorestant
Churches where politicized religious personnel (rrained or inspired by the likes of
Dela Torreand the Mindanao activist Karl Gaspar) adepely used their "holiness’
1o elude restricrions, organize growups defending human rights, and, keep tabs on
political derainees, expose tormure, etc. The opportunism of the Catholic Church
in particular, blended well with the regime's hesitance to crack down on tespected
nuns and priests (the country being nominally 85% Catholic plus che watchful
eyes of Rome and pave religious radicals enougghleg room to appose theregime.**

These regime-tolerared “democratic spaces’ partly accounted for the
emerpence of Marxist and other radical cheorizing discussed above. 1t would also
ecplain the inordinate emphasis given 1o political economy {dependency, semi-
feudalisim, etc.) as against politics, and philosophy over conjunctural and
propaganda-education types of analyses, Within the first eight years of marcial
law, Filipino Marxist theorizing operating in these ‘gaps’ in authoritarian sociery
was astute enough to ingeniously push the limit. All those involyed were aware
that aslong as cheir critiques did not direcly hicat the dictator or his hirelings, the
Sword of Damocles would not Fall. They were also perceptive enongh to realize
chat a shift to an all-out radical atrack of the regime depended on the capacities
of the anti-Marcos apposition to recover and congeal. "T'heir hope was thar their
writings would reach radicals and help nureure their theorerical appetites, and at
the same time engage in ideological struggle with those whao intellectually
defended the regime.

Y, at the same time as they were encouraging radicals, these spaces
imposed limits to their furure development. Without necessarily intending to do
so, the autharitarian amosphere made sure that the radical blends of acadernic

¥ The Chandist scholastic Bdmundo Garcia is not, therefore, the first to conceive of the idea of a
‘democratic space’ a5 he claims. His predecessors wha hraved the first years of martial law by
stasring inside he country were.

i e Polago and Yo, O, off,
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and church theorizing would remain within their ‘stretches of land. Transgressions
inte open opposition or to other spheres in society were met with instant
rf.pmm'un.‘?

MNotwithstanding theallowances given to these critics, the de-poliddzation
process transpiring in ersewhile radical centers like the universities would exact a
heavy roll on the capacity to sustain this mini-revival of radical analysis. The re-
mapping of Philippine educadon by the regime towards more ‘technical-
otiented,” professional, and "applied’ training greatly undermined the student —
and intellectual - base of these theorists. This was complemented by the rise of
the so-called ‘mardal law babies," scudenrs with very little exposure to non- and
anti-auchoritarian politics, leading to further deterioration of the already-narrowed
open bases of radicals,

The resurgence ofa "student movement’ in the middle and later part of the
19705 did forestall the drife. But not for lang. The changed student base, the
decline of the sodial sciences amidst che shift to ‘matketable’ degrees, and the
financial crisis of schools, all balanced out the ‘gains” in the academic front. The
insistence by the CPP-NDF that universities be transhipment points to the
countryside and factories all bur destroyed any significant attempt to re-define
the pathwaysof thestudent movement under the new conditions. The subsequent
breakdown of the movement into a polemical and an anti-theoretical sect only
eraded further the possibilities of a radical continuity in the universities.*

The organizations inside the Church proved to be better survivars than
those in the academe. As the regime became more hostile to the Cartholic dergy,
and as the hierarchy began ro sense the importance of a broad number of anti-
Marcos personnel, Church radicalization ook exceptional turns, The occasional
witch-hunt by bishops and military men failed t make 2 dent on religious
radicalism.” Neither did ideclogical differences among those influenced by the
CPP and those under the wings of the sucial democrats really splic Church
radicals. Boch sides remained hostile and untrusting of each other bur these ill-
feelings were mitigated by an exceptional effort to protect each other from the
dictatorship. [t was, ironically, only after 1986 - with the dictatorship not

TThis weould explain why the theoretical peoduction of the pecdod was uneven, an observable fact
that easily convinced authors like Memenzo lo bemoan, albeit mistakenly, the paucity of Filipine
Marizt reflections.

¥Thus Alejandro’s clagsic dilemma was bow to deal with the mindsets of the *rartial Low
genetation’ as well as to halt the declive of the asademe fivm a center of leaming o & mer:
technological and vocational traéining sehool hefore even envisioning a 19805 re-make of the First
CQuarter Storm,

¥ With the exceplion of the Mindanao-Sulu Pastoral Conference (MSPC), See Kinne, O, ot
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around, the CPP marginalized, and the social democrats suddenly swept as an
after-thought into Aquino’s ‘rainbow coaliton’ — that radicalism among derics
and nuns began to unravel. The two factions went after cach other’s throats with
the Jesuirs leading a witch-hunt inside Church institutions controlled by CPP
and NDF cadres, and the latter, ‘leaving’ the Church and shifting to non-
governmental organization (NGO) work amidst pervasive confusion within
their ranks.

Before these post-Marcos splits, however, Church radicals enjoyed an
unusual protective mantle for their syntheric explorations on nationalist theology
and Marxism.® The hierarchy’s formal support for Vatican Il-inspired Basic
Christian Community (BCC) programs unwitdngly allowed its radicals some
steady sources of largesse, mass bases, and other support-- something which their
academic counterparts were steadily deprived of. The arrests of leaders like Dela
Torre, therefore, did not create a void; able and perhaps more sophisticated
clerics took aver where the SVD priest left off.

This relatively ‘rosier’ picture of the 'democratic space’ within the Church
was mitigated by increasing regime repression when Church groups began to be
more vocal against the regime and supportive of the CPP’s armed revolution.
With mare nuns and priests staking their lives for the ‘national democrafic
revolution,’ the CPP unexpectedly found itself with an avalanche of resources.
The prestige of religiosity also gave the Party a pool of ‘legal personalities” that
could work in the unired front side-by-side with lawyers, academics, ete. While
thesebecame effective organizational weapons, they werenotaverse in transforming
radical theology into a mere organizational instrument of the revolution. With
the sitplification of politics — at least in the eyes of the CPP - what becatne
imperative was for resources to be pooled to aid the armed struggle. Inside the
Church, the dlergy became the ‘gold vein' of the revolution and as cortditions
prospered, thereflectiveand philosophical quest fora liberative ‘Filipino theology’
was shunted aside in Favor of the guerilla priese® Theology of liberation was
pushed to the sidelines in favor of a radical version of rentler exttaction while the
religious ceased to be teachets and became ‘security blankets to demonstrators (in
the False premise that fascists do not ateack religious practitioners and clergymen).

All these obstructions, therefore, provided the structural edifice that
interfered with and placed a limit on the possible growth of Mandst works. Yet,

# Cl-lumh consors tolerated theological explications of stroctural Mamcism, allowing even the
Maoist Houtart to go around the country preaching about “structural analysis.'

# Thiug the moniker for Church people as sources of "pera, bahay at prente.” At the University,
budding radical theorists wers disparaged and in their stead the ‘task-oriented bastard” (TOR)
extolled.
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martial law alone cannoc explain this asymmetry, It had much o do with the
changing narure of chese institutions themselves, Tight financial control over
resources necded by academia complemented declining incomes to farce (or
alternatively convince) some of those who participated in the debate to deal with
the vicissitudes of poverty. This particularly hure theorists critical of the CPP
orthodoxy; some left academia and went to journalism; others who shifted from
non-academic research to academnic careers found out that reaching was as much
a hindrance to theorizing as money. Still others stayed within academia but
devoted most of their time to odd Jobs like column-writing or churning out
policy papers sans the theoretical rigor found in their forays into the Philippine

mode

Yet, the structures themselves werenot theonly decerminants for perceived
deficiencies of Filipine Marism. T'o limit oneselfeo the structures would obscure
the other side of the coin - the role played by the movements and actors
themselves, which as Nemenzo and others have rightfully alluded to as having a
hand in the crisis of Filipino Marxism.

The Legacy of PSR

The other dedisive factor behind the disengagement of theoryand practice
m Filipino Marxism has to do with the towering presence of the CPP itself. While
mainly indigenous in its beginnings, the CPP soon grew into one of the more
successful revolutionary organizations in Southeast Asia.? lts adoption of the
Maoist world-view proved to bea positive force ints early growth — internationally,
Mao and China were, together with Vietnam, the new revolutionary icons;
nationally, Maoist armed guerrilla warfare becamea potent model by which che
CPP could re-define itself in relarion o bath the Philippine state and the older,
decrepic PRI

HOthers stayed within congenial institutions like the UP°s Thied Werld Studies Center, but the lack
of resources limited their explorations. The lure of money made polential Mans historians sell
thear seuls to the dictatorship, Others setght employment abroad, Manc's bane also became the
curse of rndical academics.

! Bee Francizeo Nemenzo, “Rectification Process and the Philippine Communist Movement,”
Avmed Comprunist Movements in Sowtheast Avis, Lim Jon Jock and Vani 5. (eds), 1984,
Singapore. Institute for Southeast Asian Studies. On the intermeshing between nationalism and
Manism, see Asturo G, Corpuz. “De-Maoization and Nationalist Trends in (he Communist Party
ofthe Philippines;” mss, 1984,

* For an explotation of Maoism and Filiping Martsm, see Armando 5. Malay, Jr, “Random
Reflections on Marxism and Macizam in the Philippines,” Marcisnr in g Fhilippiues, Quezon
City. Third Wodd Studies Center; and “On Marxism-Leninism-Man Tae Tuog Thought,” Difimean
Review, LPBT, Yol 35 Noo 4. A defense of the CPP's Maoism against crilicizms by authors like
Memenzo iz Luis Teodom, “N emenzo's Myth ofthe 'Polycenttc Movement',” Tie New Miilipgine
Review, Vol 1 No. 1, April 1985, pp. 3-5, In the light of current developments, it would be
interesting to know Teodorn s views.
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One of Maoism's popular tenets centers

"Maﬂism however, also had o 1,Ih:.-. cardinal prinv.l:ipln:uft‘|wt:l'l1m<:ﬁ ling, the
notion that revolutonary action could only

a powerful antiintellectual g cceed through a synthetic union between
strain, and thus played a cadres (purveyors of and experts on Marxism)
considetable role in and the masses (less intellectual, but imbued
; . with theproper experiences of being oppressed
frustrating a marriage and reststant). The mass line became one of
between Filipino Marxist the CPPs cardinal principles, to be applied
theory and practice...” wherever cadres were expanding the Party’s
organizations. Theapplication of this populisc
concept proved extremely useful for CPT
cadres when building mass bases in che
countryside and che cities. As Nemenzo astutely observed:

Infact, the 'bourgeals education’ of some NPA soldiers enabled them to play
a rale that the Hukbong Mapagpalaya ng Bayan (HMB) never performead.
MNP A units were welsamed by the peasants becausa they wara notthers only
tofight. They also taught the peasants new agricultural skills, herbal medicine,
acupuncture, makeshiltirigation, and so forth, Mera effective than the losal
governments and field aganclas of national minarities. the NPA administared
justice, maintained peace and arder, organized small economic prejects, ran
adult eduction classes and, In the stable guarilla fronts, even implemented a
revolutionary land reform program.' [The] MPA thus projected a more
pasltive image; they were not sean as parasites who fed on the maagre
products of the farmers, =

Alongside the 'mass line,” the CPP held another sacred precept: Mao's
insistence on the primacy of political praceice as theultimate judge of the efficacy
(or non-efficacy) of any political theory and idealogy, By insisting that this
principle was hallowed, the CPP ensured char its cadres were performing with
their senses firmly glued to che ground. Tr also made sure that any theorerical
deviation was prevented from becoming artractive since it had to prove ieself
in the CPPs ‘Plaza Miranda’ which was the countryside and the urban
underground.®

The third Maoist principle that the CPP had adopred as its own (and
actually improvised upon) was the idea that differing analyses and action

B e Rechfication Prowess,, ", o,

1 s this perlicy that provided the buckdeop of the now-famons Beecutive Committee: Manils-Rizal
Fegional (KT-ME) Commitice debate over revolilionasy stratepy in fhe mid- 1970 Tn o meve characterstac
el the CPP in ity inceplion, the ceutral Teadership alloveed the regional hody < s bargest and mest endoweed -

toexperiment witl it rebolasyenary ong bugeo” evenas it defended Cinerrem ssteatogy in mectings. [tonly
srepped inanee the steategy “went toa far” and te allimee betwoen the anti-Marcos clifes, dye socinl democrats
and the Manila cudres proved to be 'diloting” of Party pasitions. Bt then acas the ET-ME comgetely wrong?
Hinw about FRE6T See Maky, "Dialedtics of Kalussagan,” Marsism be the Philippines, Second Series, Op. cif,,
pp. 1-25, O how the debate unfolded, see the chapler on e conroversy in Liregg Jomeg, Red Bevalution!
fizstde (e PRilippine Guerille Movomens, 1989, Loncon and Colorado, Westviow Freas,
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within the revolutionary process ultimately reflece fundamental and
trreconcilable dispuces between “political lines.” Framing contending
interpretations and analyses within this Mao-popularized dichotomy hel ped
clarify, simplify, and draw the distinction of the CPPs principles, strategies,
and tactics with other groups and provided its cadres with some sort of
measuring stick by which to judge the ‘correctness’ of their performance.
During the pre-martial law days, when the CPP's hegemaony was still
uncertain, framing its relationship with other groups along the 'twa line
struggle’ framework  helped the CPP sharpen its identity as the new
vanguard of the revolution. With che advent of martial law, the Party saw
the validicy of its position confirmed, especially in relation to the questions
of line of reform versus the revolutionary line chat ir fought against the
social democrats, and the struggle berween ‘revisionism’ and “Marxism-
Leninism-Mao Tse Tung-Thought that pitted the two communise partics
agalnst cach other.

All three principles, in my view, were beneficial o g fledgling party
and the concrete proaf of their efficacy lay in che dramaric cxpansion of the
revolutionary movement from the late 19708 anwards, Maoism, however,
also had a powerful anti-intelleceual serain, and thus played a considerahle
role in frustrating a purposeful marriage between Filipine Marxist theory
and practice in the authoritarian period.

The applicadion of the ‘mass line' implied a breaking down and
simplification of radical theory so as to render it accessible to peasants and
workers as well as to change the rype of
radical discourse familiar ro perit-
bourgeois cadres, Thus what was always
trportant For the CPP was that ideolagy “Elaborations in radical

and theory do not overtake or overwhelm theurizing nEEdEd to be

its prolerarian and peasant SUPPOTTers,

Elaborationsin radical thearizing needed FE"F'ETUHH}' SECOHdEW to

ro be perpetually secondary to basicimass bESiC mass education
AL) ) A . A

edur.._atiun given that : the f.]_ I* weas given that the CPP was

running againse ome trying ro widen the : : g

met among a primarily illiterace running agalmlt time

population. trying to widen the net

among a primari
Through these palicies, the CPP ERs o gap ; I?:
inadvertently created barriers 1o the illiterate F{meatlnn_

development of theory inside ' democratic
niches' like academia and the church,
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and the growing wealth of practical experience in revolutionary work. By
subordinating Marxist theorizing to popular education, the CPP functioned
as 4 semi-censor that prevented any meaningful interaction between its
cadres and the works of Marxists and radical cheorists mentioned above™
While there were indeed debates between the defenders of the CPP's 'semi-
feudal’ analysis and the dependistas, the CPP leadership made sure thar its
cadres, and more importantly its ‘constituents,” were fairly insulated from
the ramifications of the debates.

What was popularized were caricatures of people, a pracrice which is
still in vogue today, in these days of confusion, Where the debates were
acknowledged, the CPP made sure that these were ‘simplified’ for the benefic
of cadres and the masses. T hesimplification, however, had a different resule:
they elided all the different nuances even as the two sides portrayed the
debates as essentially a trivial enterprise by ivory-tower intellecruals, The
end-result was a misrepresencation of the dependency thenrists; and, likewise,
a confused undersranding of the ‘semi-feudal’ argument.”

The CPPs insistence that practice was the ultimate validation of
theoty also narrowed down the options for dialogue.” With the definition of
practice as being limited to “organizing among the basic masses” (or
‘revolutionary action’, L,e., becoming a member of the NPA oran underground
cadre), those within and outside of the CPP who suught to enrich Filipino
Marxist theory but who would not necessarily ascribed to this narrowed
definition of practice felt constricted, A gap was thereby created between
radical activises and the radical intelléctuals, with the cadres seeing litele
worth in the latter because of their heing “teoretistang toreng-garing” {ivory
cower intellectuals), while the intellizentsia regarded cadres as ‘unchinking
emplricists.

Finally, che framing of the theoretical debares as actual reflections ofa
profound struggle of 'two lines” likewise caused problems for Filipino
Marxism in general, and for the CPP, in particular. Thesimplified arguments
of the debare were reinforced by a peculiarly essentialise demand on participants

¥ Exeept for purposes of populanzation, Thusthe positive responss Constanling's tao volume
histnrical work: hut s profound skepticism to the ulility of and purpose of hiz Maremalist
Alternaiive.

*Thus populanity of a Tagalog and simplistic *critique’ of Tiglao teflects the perceptions of e
CPP on radical theorizinig in academia as exemplified by Roland Simbulan, “Y nong Pagsamba s
mga Teoretistang Toreng-Ciaring,” Lifinan Review, Agpril-Tune 1979, pp. 46-67,

# pgain, u concepl bormwed feam {and applied ingzniously) Mao,
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and witnesses to take o black-or-white commicmenr to aside.™ It looked at
organizational success as the result of a faichful compliance with the ‘true
line.” Those that sought to question the ‘correct line' in effect were judged as
pushing for anather line, which, in the final analysis, could be a false ane,®
[n framing the debate in these terms, the CPP closed irsell to the beneficial
effects of radical theoretical exchanges even as it paid lip service to the
dialectical integration of theory and experience in the revolution. Instead of
incorporating some of the arguments raised by the works thar came our of
the "democratic niches’ {especially the academia), the CPP apted to veject
them for fear thar the line” would be dilured.

This perceprion effectively kept the radical intelligentsia ourside of the
CPP neowork, while within the organization, the possible repercussions of
deviations keprmost cadresin line.™ Cadreattemprsacenriching revolutionary
theary were discouraged for fear of re-creating two line strugrles of vore
(1968, 1975]) even as the structwal conditions of society had dramarically
changed since the publication of PSE, With the constanr reireration
simplify, it was likewise easy to caricature the intelligentsia inside che
Church and academe while demanding from these same penple to be more
‘useful” by supplying largesse or less theoretical, miore propaganda-basic
cducali:m—t}fp:: of worles o assise in che “arousal and moebilization of the
mssses, )

‘Thus, this principle became rhe fitting excuse o forgee theory, or t
forger PSR’s caveat thac its findings were preliminary and just the fiest seep
towards a collaborarive effort at a radical analyses of Philippine socicty,
economy, and politics. It also, perhaps unconsciously, pushed the CPP o
repeatedly postpone a major summing-up of experiences of its lengthening
revelurionary history, By 1986, it was too L

B This was not pecitl iar of an organization like the PP The=srapgle of twe lines™ fdeiow s not only
of Maoist oviging, the CPP itself imagines i0s barth as the product of @ contlict between "Lavaite
revisionizm'” and the “universal theory of Mas gism-Leninisn-Mao Tee Tung Thought. ' As the CPPR
emerged from its cocoon, il saw the social democrals as anew threat to ite radical begemaony. Tes
rezponse was 1o ook ag the nivalry, again, in termsof this particular Maost coneept.

S The attempt o resumect this poradigm can be seen in Liwanag, op, oi

# This izactually an interesting point. Inthe corrent debates inside the CPP, a reliable source point ed
oul that while the CPPS Minduwnan Committes agreed with Sison's ' Reaffirmist’ position, itz cadres
apparently accepted it, “tutal hindi naman nasweunod yan [sa implementation], ™ | .. because it will
nod Bedmplemented anyway.” | I0the deaths of two NP A Leaders in Mindaraoe whe refiesed (o disband
thetr companies 15 mee, then the “Realfirmationists” are forcing their Mindanzo comrades to
transcend this seemingly apathelic posture

' Thus the populanty of the Maoist slogan, "Burncaucrats must plang corn” when
describing the intclligentsia.
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The milicarization of the revolution and its everyday organizadonal
demands were, of course, important factors to consider,® Cadres and
activists were not only constantly immersed in expanding the movement,
hut were also ted down to replenishing manpower and other resources lost
to the dictatorship. Running a growing organization took its toll on a cadre’s
time and ability to deal with issues like radical theory-building. Thus,
culpahility far this disengagement could not be solely attributed to the
CPP's interpretation and use of Maoist conceprs.

Radical intellectuals, however, fele that the replacement of meaningful
exchange by the type of personalistic recriminations reminiscent of the FQS
was going nowhere. Most eventually withdrew from the debates while those
who continued to participate did so only in the margins of the movement.
With no dialogue, there was no beneficial development of theory and
pracrice. There was no meaningful synthesis; instead, the disengagement
worsened.”

The coopration of liberalist thought by authoritarian discourse in a
way facilitated the decline of interest in radical theorizing.® Among radical
academics, the anticipated ideological batdle against conservatism and
autharitarian neo-liberalism on Philippine political economy did not
materialize. Boch sides ended up tolerating each other -- conservatives and
liberals enjoving the comforts of being the dictarorship’s intellectual
mercenarics, joined in hya fair number of ex-radicals, while those who clung
to their radicalism underwenrt an intellectual involution of sorts, re-adjusting
their critical lenses towards cheir own tradition.” However, without
idenlogical opponents and being consistently shur out from the internal
discourses of the CPP, radical intellectuals were becoming a dying breed.

A parallel phenomenon appeared to have happened in the Church
where ideological divisions led to non-contace coexistence between national
demaecrars and social democrats, although the occasional sniping continued.
The religious sector’s growing slant in favor of organizational tasks, aided by
the constant mobilicy of most priests and nuns, precluded the replication of

“Rello, ap. cif,

& Add o all these the sudden need for conjunciural explanations after 1983 which consumed the
aftention of most theorists to-the neglect of theory,

0 this, see the exceplional picee of Alexander Magno, “Developmentalism and the New
Snciety: The Repressive Idealogy of Underdevelopment,” Polities without Form, Gp. cit., pp. 7-
25,

#Radicals-turned-rogime mtellectual lapdogs were some of those mvolved in the grand myth-
making project of the dictatorship. (he Tadhana project to rewrile Philippine history.

156



KasarimLan, Vou, 9 No.1, 3ro QuarTer 1993

debates that happened in academia. The dynamics within the Church
changed towards more immediate problems; like the defense of human
rights or BOC organizing, although theological reflections continuedalbeit
an 4 lesser scale,™

All these took their toll on the progress of the theoretical side of
Filipina Marxism, Wichin the revolutionary movement, among the more
serious aftermaths included its failure to conceive of an appropriace strategy
for urban resistance, an atrophied analysis of classes and ‘sectors,” and the
failure to fully understand, much less appreciate, the importance of spheres
of struggles that were outside the ambie of the countryside and underground.
By treating debates as potential cleavages, by looking at revolutionary praxis
as mainly practical, by regarding theoretical differences as ideological threats,
and by adopring & utilitarian view and/or contempt towards radical theory,
the CPP aggravated the disengagement between theory and practice.™

By the 1280s, the CPP leadership had become aware of 'ideclogical’
problems within the movement, caused mainly by an inadequate polirical
education of cadres, It witnessed the devolution of is most importanc
cultural sector -- the student movement. Without the benefit of serious
strategic summations, and having adopred a supercilious attitude towards
‘arm-chair revolutlonaries,” it 'was also ha.‘l.i’i.ng ]melcms mrrﬁng out with 2
substantiveand comprehensive explanation and, moreimportantly, solutions
to the problem.™ Finally, when che 1983 protests exploded, the CPP found
irself suddenly confranted by a perplexing situation with the mytiad of new
anti-Marcos groups that emerged. These attested 1o the new sense of
impaortance that the urban centers and urban-focussed struggles had to the
revolution. The failure to meaningfully reflect on the 1975 debates did net,
in any way, help. As 1975 preceded 1283, so would the latter later on
become an antecedent for the restoration of liberal bourgeois rule in 1986.
By this third conjuncture, the CPP and the Left had lost the political
ascendancy which they earned -- with blood, sweat, and tears -- a few years
back.

# Thig alzo accounted for the steadiness of the religious personnel ag, say, compared to the
intellectuals.

“The CPP's insularity did not kelp. Its refisal to debate and update itself with theorstical
developments in the international Left affected its ability to cope with and adjust to changes.

™ The CPFP was beginning to constanily complain of the lack of ideological training of its cadres
and wamed that the ideological lag would affect progress made in the military and organizational
spheres, Sze “Our Party has completed 15 years of Leadership,” Ang Bayan, December 1983,
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MNew lIssues

“I would suggest that had and the Old Paradigm
the mutual dissociation of

t and . _The other themes raised by
heory and practicebeen .\ (" il Filipino Marsist's
PTE\"EHtEd or k'EPt at failure to ancdcpate, dialogue, and
controlled |WEI5, Fiﬁping incorporate new issuesand themes that

Marxism..would have had ~ dcveioped insrugales ourside che rbi
of the revolunion, could be better

a more fascile time understood within the contexe of the
.Entering into a dia]ogue ahove bssue of disengagement between
with issues that do not R A0 prachic

dﬂ'ﬂl dirE‘Cﬂ}f "Nith the (One can situate the late
qUEStiﬂn OfPﬂWEﬂ yet importance given by Marxists to

teminism and enviconmentalism by

could animate a bm:‘ad looking at the above-concerns which
SP'EC“'LIITI of p‘E‘GplE. in asense sertously "distracred’ racheals

from conributing to and enriching a
rosurgent Filipino Marxise tradicion,
For to recognize them as “serjous’ issues from the perspective of the CI'P
meant incorporating them and transforming them into assets for the armed
revolution, akin ta the “pera, babay, prente (money, sheleer, and united
frant) design thar evenrually constricted theologizing.” Among radical
clerics and academics; ar least thase chat remained concerned with rhmr}', an
ironically similar attirude developed — looking at these issuesas the ourcome
of the failure of Marxists to deal with the ‘fundamenral’ problems of class,
state, and revolutionary siraregy.™

Feminists and envirenmentalists who are critical of Filipino Marxises
have rightfully eriticized the later for their lack of concern for the issues that
have become the mast popular. if not the most urgent, these days. Yer, in
their meaningful criticisms, they overlooked the fact thar a part of this left-

MOine easily recalls in Mindanao the practice of the NPA, before the advent of environmentalizm,
to participale in the exploitation of timber resources by collecting revolutionary “fong” |taxes]
froan Ingeers, legal and illegal. OF course, with the extreme popularity of the “Save the Farth™
cange, the revolution has become pro-eovironment going by the reportage of NPA units buming,
illegal loggem' eguipment

S0 tnte, sans (he rudicalism. see AR Magno. “The Death of Radical [Hscoutao,™ The Sunday
Chrontcle, April 25, 1993, pp, 1 and 4.
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wing fazex pas was very much the outcome of the disengagement discussed
above. | would suggest that had che mutual disassociation of theory and
practice been prevented or kepr ar controlled levels, Filiping Marsism -
enriched by the dialectical exchange berween cheory and practice not enly
wichin erganizations but between roups and forces commicted in variane
ways to Marxist praxis -- would have had 2 more facile nime entering into a
dialogue with issues that do not deal directly with the question of power, yet
could animatea broad spectrum of people. Instead, the divergent development
of theory and practice closed the puossibilities For a more active, more
expansive radical praxis,™

Finally, one cannot ignore the impact of the changing international
climare on Filipino Marxism which QMOCM had especially warned abour.
Here, T would just like to add o MNemenzo's comment the following
discussion points. For one, the insularity of Filipine Marxism is very much
a Factor in keeping radicals relatively ignorant of changes in bureaucratized
‘socialist’ states as well as of global chanpes in economy and polirics.
Insularity helped in the indigenization process and made the Philippine
revolution one of the most sustained in the world roday, Had the CPT, in
particular, not adopted its revolutionary politics to local conditions, one
doubts whether it could have withstood the hardships it underwent.

Yet, indigenization also became the conventent excuse for Marxists to
refuse to comment on controversial issues affecting che international Left, or
even probe deeper into the nuances of the world economy. Admictedly,
access to informarion was an obstacle, but both sides — the pracricioners and
theorists of Filiping Marxism — rtended to exapgerate this problem by
questioning the ideological bases of information ressurces and being
uncritically biased in their choices,

The CFP further rationalized & f¢ Maoits lack of 'intenationalism’ by
saying that indigenous factars must be given first priority over international
changes. While the rationalization is indeed correct, it had alse become a
convenient excuse for the CPP o be quier about changes. The occasional
instance it ventured into internatlonal cotnmentaries, the CPF wasleft badly
singed by criticisms for being ill-informed, Thus, instead of purting its foot
inits mouth enceagain, the Party, at least up to the mid-80s and todkay in the
‘anti-revistonist” polemics of Sison, had desisted from performing irs
responsibilicy as a party of the (international) prolerariar.™

"Hag one ever wondered why certain radicals haveto leave the revolulionary erganizations to
fivrm NGO

" spects of this issue §raised o Foae Ma Sison and the Philipping Revolution: A Critique of an
Interface,” Kasarintan, Op, e, Vol 8 Mo, 1, 3rd Quarer 1992, pp, T1-75,
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Radical intellectuals appear to be infected by this ‘echnocentric’ slide
hiding behind a ‘nationalist’ mask, especially afrer the honeymoon with
dependency theory gave way to more direct political and conjunceural
writings, Partly because of the seething political atmospherein the early 805,
because rhe Left debaces appeared to be going newhere, and because of
growing interest in nationalist literature, the radical intellipentsia switched
their attention to the national scene, o the derriment of cheir once intense
invirlvement with international issues and themes,

This problem was not asserious in the religious secror. An international
institurional linkage brought abour by the imperial and extra-narional
character of the Church and its policies allowed radical clerics to keep in-
rouch, as it were, with world developments albeit confined mainly to areas
where Church people were active political actors. Thus, the rarrowed
nationalism chat one found inside the revolution, and among radical
intellecruals, was hardly noticeablein the writings of radical Church people.™

Ultimately, however, the problem of Filipino Marxism’s probiusyane
complex lies in the separation of theory and pracrice. And it is only when
such disengagement is ruptured and a return o a dialectical dialogue is
preferred by Filipino Marxises will chis habir of radical 1solation (sometimes
exploding into unintelligible echnocentrism}) be broken. The preference for
the polernical when dealing with international issues 15 of no help; what
becomes imperarive is for Filipino Marxists to be competent internationalise
scholars,™

Where to Go?

[f we were to discern the twnal message of QMOM, itis that these days
are times of tetreat for Filipine Marxists. [t is also a dime for reflection — o
look back critically on a rich history and assess what happened -- and
charting new conclusionsand pathways for revival.™ No wonder, as Nemenzo
observed, Gramsc had become a mose sought-alter Marxist writer among
those serious abour this efforr, There is agreement with Nemenzo that one

There are excepiions, Fr. Salgado, forone,

Sison's pulemical attack on " Soviet revisionism,” lorexample, isne help for it simply glossed the
complicated teansformation (n the Sovice Union thal led Lo its dissoluion, 10 is badly writlen,
lacking in tezearch, and definitely — with Sison"s unlumiliacily willi he languages and culture of
{he: Soviet Union < chooges fo glogs over and cenanr sipnificand events in the dissalved empine. A
mmore tought el discussion, alheit still cenpinically inadeguate piece, is A Mesdozs, " Democmoy,
Socialiam and Post-Bevolutionary States: Toolilems in Theory and Reality " Kavarindan, O il
Vol d to. 2, 2ok Crearor [94Y,

TWithout, of course, neleiting (he day-to-day responsihilitics in the different spheres wherns
Marxists are involved in.
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cannot deify Gramsci; but [ would argue that one must give more credit to
Filipino Marxists today -- scasoned as they are — that they are perfectly aware
of not doing a Gramscian version of their Maoist past. Where Gramsci
appears significant is in the inspiracion that his writings give as guides for
analyzing periods where Marxists have lost and are trying to regain an
ideological hegemony in these altered times. Gramsci's popularity also lies in
his efforts at re-engaging theory and practice in the lalian revolution and
going beyond the mere informational-propaganda-education types of
revolutionary writings - surely a feat that sends echoes o Filipino Marxises.

Without meaning to do so, QMCM and Francisco Nemenzo have
madean important contribution to 'Gramscize’ Filipino Marxism, The first
step has been raken and from the grapevine are positive news of similar steps

“[T]he problem of Filipino Marxism's probinsyano complex
lies in the separation of theory and practice. And it is only
when such disengagement is ruptured and a return to
dialectical dialogue is preferred by Filipino Marxists will this
habit of radical isolation...be broken.”

being made. One awaits in guarded anticipation the outcomes of these
efforts, and the next level that radicals would aim for to resurrect and
reinvigorate Filipino Marxism. There is very little choice but to struggle and
aspire for this next phase. The only other alternative isto languish in a period
where, in the words of Perry Anderson, “|dlaring ideals, high sacrifices,
heroic strivings will pass away, amidst the humdrum routines of shopping
and voring; [where] art and philosophy whither, as culture is reduced o the
curation of the past; [where] technical calculations replace moral ar polirical
imagination. [And where] the owl is mournful in the nighe.”™

"Anderson, ap, i, p. 283,
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