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Liberalism and Nationalism:
The Role of the Filipino
Intelligentsia

TERESITA DEL ROSARIO-HANRATH

INMTELLECTUALS, ACCORDING TO
Edward Shils, are those "aggregate of per-
sons in any sociely who employ in their
communication and expression, with rela-
tively higher frequency than most members
of their society, symbols of genaral scope
and abstract reference, concerning man,
society, nature, and the cosmos™ (Shils
1968:399). Implicit in this definition, we may
glean the following suppositions, Firstly,
intellectuals exist within a particular set-
ting, .., a social setting where the produc-
tion and articulation of symbols relating to
man, society, nature, and the cosmos take
place, Secondly, intellectual activily neces-
sarily interacts with its subjects (man and
society in particular) rather than being
divarced from them. Intellectuals, accord-
ing to the above definition, are social
beings, pursuing social activities within a
highly socialized milieu. And thirdly, the
products of intellectuals and intellectual
activity are social in nature.

Shils goes on to explicate that the rise of
an “intellectual class” occurred first in
“modern’’ society, and then in societies
outside the West {(here he assumes that all
modern societies are Weslern and vice-
versa), For those non-modern, non-
Western societies, an intellectual class
emerged only when these societies began
to "assimilate Western beliefs and to estab-
lish institutions resembling those of the
West" (fbid: 401).

Among other developments that may be
saidabout a modernization process include
the: following: the emergence of an all-
powerful secularized State; the division of
society into distinct sets of groups
organized largely along class lines, rather
than on religious or kinship bases; a highly
“rational” or rationality-oriented bureau-
cratic administration in the state and
economic life; widespread literacy through
an extensive and secularized educational
system; a high material standard of living, a
university system devoted to the "cultiva-
tion of truth in science and scholarship™;
transmission of a cultural heritage; training
of persons in the professions of law,
engineering, and medicine and the service
of state, church, and economic life (/bid
1961:1). By implication, the intelligentsia,
particularly those in non-Western societies,
as a product of these multiple modernizing
developments, are likewise committed to
the initiation, continuation, and deepening
af these processes,

This view is corroborated by a few other
social scientists studying the emergence of
an intelligentsia in the maodernizing waorld
a5 a discrete social phenomenon. Kautsky
for example asserts that intellectuals, those
“"persons with advanced standing in the
humanities, sciences, and social sciences'’,
are products ofa medernization process and
would “include all those natives in the
underdeveloped countries, most likely to be
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found among the aristocracy and the
businessmen who have, through the con-
tacts afforded by colonialism. become
aware of the world beyond their own cul-
ture area, and have obtained an advanced
education appropriate to an industrial
country, or who are at present students
obtaining such an education” (Kautsky
1967 :45). A similar view isechoed by Benda
who, in an article entitled "Mon-Western
Intelligentsias as Political Elites”, further
elaborates on the social position of non-
Western intelligentsia relative to their
Western counterparts. The former, he
claims, are a "ruling class, or rathar the rul-
ing class, par excellence. whereas else-
where intellectuals do nol as a rule consti-
tute a socio-political class of their own so
much as an adjunct to other classes or
groups in society'” (Benda 1960: 237),
Among this group we find representatives
like Nehru of India. Kenyatta of Kenya, Nas-
ser of Egypt. Recto of the Philippines, and
Me Win of Burma.

As socially-aggregated persons, intellec-
tuais perform a multiple of socially-
constituted roles. They are not solely can-
fined to the production of knowledge as
has been traditionally associated with
their class. They are also diffusers of “high”
culture, providers af national and cross-
national models, social change agents, and
political actars (Shils 1968:408). The many
faces of the modern intellectual include
“the independant man of letters, the social
scientist — pure and applied, the scholar,
the university professor, the journalist. the
highly educated administrator, judge or
parliamentanan” (/big.: 1) In non-Western
societies, they cccupy the positions of pres-
ident, prime minister, university chancelior,
and nationalist writer and thinker. Quite
undeniably, the intellectual is a citizen in a
particular society, endowed with certain
privileges, but more importantly, with social
responsibilities and ohligations.

Taking the cue from the aforementioned
ideas. this essay will explore a set of related
ideas beginning with the rise of a Filipino
intelligentsia. The Philippines isa country
which has developed, under the asgis of co-
lonialism, a distinct intellectual class of the
kind Shils and Benda described above. In
treating this theme, sevaral major points
must be underlined, First, the formation ofa
Filipine intellectual class is a simultaneous
development with the rise of what may
loosaly be referred to as a Filipino "' nation''.
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These two processes did not occur by mere
coincidence, as will be illustrated by Philip-
pine historical developments. But rather,
theyare interrelated processeswhich ocour-
redovira period of four centuries of Western
acolonization, first by Spainfrom themid-16th
Lo lhe latter part of the 19th century. and then
by Ametica. from the end of the 18th century
until the granting of independence in 1946,
Second, distinct social classes arose within
Philippine society during the colonial era,
gradually replacing the loosely-formed kin-
ship groupings in pre-Hispanic times. It s
from the upper classes, by virtue of their
sconomic, political, and social advance-
ment, relative to othersocial classes, thatthe
intelligentsia sprang.

This essay shall then take a critical look
al Philipping colonial history and will focus
on the intellectual class as an elite group
commanding social, economic, and politi-
cal resources. By utilizing these, intellectu-
als asa group, were able to forge a Philip-
pine society according to their concep-
tions, views, and bellefs of what such a so-
ciely "ought™ 1o be, Malion-building, tied to
resource-access, comhbing what Shils refers
to as the inevitable "vocation™ of the intel-
lectual (Shils 1961:12). A third central idea
in this paper is that of Filipine nationalism
and the role of Philippine intellectuals as
nationalists. Because of the inherant ang
fundamental contradictions plaguing the
lives of Filipino intellectuals — as initiators
of protests against foreign dominance and
as agitatars Tor national independance, vet
being products of the intellectual and cul-
tural traditions and institutions of their
loreign aggressors — throughout the mod-
ern history of their country they have often
exhibited an ambivalent, schizophrenic, and
rather confused understanding of
nationalism. From protest. agitation, and
pressure to cocperation. accommaodation,
and compromise, Filipino nationalist-
intellectuals have articulated their beliefs,
values, and conceptions about Filipino so-
ciely which are consistent with the underly-
ing Eurcpean ideals of liberalism, Hence,
the histery of nationalist struggles in the
modern period reveal intellectiual sponsor-
ship frem the West,

The "cultural” dimension of the intel-
ligentsia form the second part of this essay,
treating it as a variable through which the
various contradictions and complexities
underlying Filipino intellectual life might
begin to make sense. Following Snils {1960,
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1961}, Kautsky (1967), Benda (1860), and
Lawenthal (1960), the precarious position
of modern intellectuals as a “disjointed”,
“glisnated”, "“uprooted’, and "displaced™
class shall be discussed. Non-Western
intellectuals, it has been argued, experi-
ence themselves largely as being both an
“insider’ and "outsider” of their cultures.
This curious mixture underlies the complex
posture of intellectuals vis-a-vis the world:
they are citizens of their particular coun-
tries, at the same time that they are "'citizens
af the world”. The net result of this situa-
tion is that they are neither citizens of both,
The tensions and ambiguities this produces
can be partially grasped by invoking Matos-
sian's idea of the “assaulted” intellectual
altempting to assume a satisfactory posi-
tion vis-a-vis the West, the past, and the
lower classes of society (Matossian
1960:252 1f.).

“Mental provinciality” is a second aspect
of this theme (Shils 1961:13). Fascinated by
and unilaterally devoted to the achiewve-
ments of the Western metropolitan culture,
non-Western intellectuals have tended to
extal the values and virtues of the West,
only te find themselves peripheralized™ in
the wider world of intellectual activity, and
paralyzed by their own perceived sense of
intellectual insecurity and lack of self-
esteem, One notes therefore the almost
exact replication of Western Knowledge
systems, the emulation of Western ways
and the adulation of Western virlues, not
because it is necessarily for the common
good, but because it is so obvicusly West-
ern. With imitation replacing creativity,
Filipino intellectuals have become what
Lean Wolff aptly describes as Americans
Hittle brown brothers™,

In this section, the development of the
social sciences in the Philippines shall be
explored, with special focus on the underly-
ing modernization bias within them. By
pursuing methodological rgor and func-
tionalist analyses borrowed from American
sociology, rather than referring to the struc-
ture of power and control which contain
them, Philippine social studies have
legitimized (however unwittingly) the
inherantly inequitable social system. By
assuming an uncritical posture, Philippine
sociology remains a provinee of the Ameri-
can intellectual metropolis, lacking its own
self-sustaining processes and its own crea-
tive independence. Furthermore, by adher-
ing to the underlying values of modernism

and individual emancipation, Philippine
social scientists have failed to address the
larger, maore important question of the rela-
tionship hetween “social scientific inguiry
and the pursuit of the common good”
{Haan, Bellah, et.al, 1983:2). The lack of an
ethical and moral orientation in favor of
ohjectivistic scientism renders the scientific
enterpriseimpotantinthe face of sociaiprob-
lams plaguing a rapidly-changing Filipino
society, andincapable of making a contribu-
tiontothe creation ofasociegty founded upon
moral ideals.
The Filipine Intelligentsia: A Historical
Perspective

Despite 300 years of Spanish colonial
rule in the Philippines. the formation of a
Filipino intelligentsia capable of articulat-
ing political protest and analyzing the
nature of Philippine society under a colo-
mial ruler did not occur until the mid-
19th century — almost two full centuries
after Spain had acquired the colonies under
the jurisdiction of King Philip Il This
is largely due to the nature of Spanish rule
during the first 200 years. The proselytizing,
Hispanizing, pacifying character of Spanish
colonization resulted in the massive con-
varsion of the “indio” inlo full-fliedged
Catholics under the direct supervision and
contral of the Spanish friar. As dominant
factars in the colonization process, these
priests and curates were considered the
architects of the colonial edifice and the pil-
lars of a theocratic society {(Constantino
1978:31). The institution of the Catholic
Church emerged and remained for & long
time the center of people's lives, The values
of resignation, passivity, and obedience
were emphasized and enforced. Fearing
the retaliation of an all-powerful God who
waould strike down a nan-compliant native
defying God's emissaries on earth. the
Filipinos faced complete social, mental, and
political subjugation. By making Catholics
rather than citizens out of the Filipinos,
Catholic rule in the islands remained virlu-
ally unchallenged for two centuries.

In the middle of the 19th century, certain
changes began sweeping across Europe
which were to have profound repercussions
Inthe colonies, Inwhat may be characterized
as a shift from monastic supremacy to the
ascendance of liberalismin Europe, Filipino
society underwent a transformation from an
outpost of Catholicism in the Far East to an
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agriculturaleconomy whose orientationwas
the exploitation of raw materialsandthe pro-
duction of export crops (indigo, sugar,
hemp, and tobacco) for foreign trade. By
opening up the Philippines to international
trade, the colony joined the mainstream of
world commerce. The local inhabitants
became merchants and laborers ratherthan
just mere converis. The strictures of the
friars, once the guidepostsof native conduct,
collapsed under the pressures of the nawly-
arliculated wvalue system in Europe:
economic liberalism, political demoeracy,
the rise of the all-powerful Stata and the
withering of monarchy, and the dominance
of humanistic ideals — Justice, Equality, and
Fraternity.

The ascendance of an ilusfrado class in
the FPhilippines may be regarded as one of
the most notable features of this transition.
Meaning the “enlightened ones', these
ifustrados enjoyed the privileges of a uni-
versity education both in the capital (Mani-
la) and abroad. Taking their cues from the
philosophical traditions that dominated
European thought, these fusirados bor-
rowed the ideals of humanism and erected
upan it their program for reforms. Their
demand for social equality signalled tired-
ness of being viewed and treated as inferior
to their Spanish counterparts. They
resented and denounced the abuses of the
Spanish friars and pressured for the
Filipinization of the clergy. Thoroughly His-
panized and believing in the superiority of
Spanish culture, the flustrados committed
their reform goals to that of achieving equal
social and political status with Spain. For
them, the colonizer represented the
epitome of civilization and the model for
progress. With their political aspirations
not going beyond the aim of their integra-
tion into the Spanish cultural framework,
the colonial framework under which the
relationship of the Philippines with Spain
was subsumed remained largely intact and
unchallenged. Thus, the process of build-
ing a Filipino "nation' and the creation of
an intellectual tradition guiding this pro-
cess had begun to receive its sponsorhip
from the borrowed tradilions of the West
and had proceeded under the tutelage of a
colonial master.

The arrival of and subseaquent cccupation
of the Philippines by the Americans at the
close of the 19th century decisively ended
Spanishruleintheislands. With the outbreak
ofthe Spanish-American War overthe ques-

42

tion of Cuba, then also a Spanish colony, the
Americans were inevitably drawn to the
Philippines. Furthermore, America’s virtual
isolation from European power politics far
many decades and her ascendance as an
economic and political power provoked the
cultivation of America’s own burgeoning
expansionist tendencies. President McKin-
le2y's annexation of the Hawaiian Islands in
1897 receivedardent support from Theodore
Hoosevelt (then assistant secretary of the
Nawy) and from Captain Mahan, both of
whom led the imperialist school ofthoughtin
the 1890s especially with regards to Ameri-
ca's naval position. Thus even before the
actual outbreak ofwar with Spainon April 21.
1898, the “groundwork for a new era of
Americanimperialisminthe Pacific had bean
laid" (Mahajani 1971:83).

More importantly, the raison d’étre of
American imperialism heavily involved a
moral component. In 1917, Charles Elliott
wrote that the rule of the West over Eastam
people “rests on race superiority and the
possession of a higher civilization — a
civilization so superior as lo justify its
imposition upon the ancient system by
force. Like the American rule in the Philip-
pines, English rule in India, is justified by
the moral and political superiority of the
rulers' (Elliott 1917:47)

The ‘sale’ of the Philippine Islands was
formalized under the Treaty of Paris signed
between the two powers on December 10,
1888, For a sum of 20 million dollars, the
United States acguired Puerto Rico, Cuba,
and the Philippines. This historical gesture
points to the outright neglect by both imper-
ial powers of the oceurrence ofthe Philipping
Revolution under an elite and plebeian lead-
ership. Further, it bypassed the fact that
Filipino revolutionaries had successfully
defeated their Spanish rulers, and subse-
guently established a newly-independeant
Filipino Republic with a provisional constitu-
tionadoptedon November 1, 1897. The direct
and armed intervention of the United Stales
and Spain's complete disregard over the
triumphant victary of the Philippine revolu-
tion brought about the abortion of the first
independent republic ever to exist in Asia,

American colonial occupation of the
Fhilippines was to last for aimost 50 years,
Under their colonial administration, the
Americans utilized the already existing
social divisions to facilitate colonial rule
Through a system of semi-indirect rule, as
opposed to Spain's direct intervention, tha
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Americans in the Philippines co-opled the
local aristocrats and the educated ifus-
trados as conduits for American colonial
policy. Members of these groups served as
power brokers and cultural intermediaries
for the iocal inhabitants and their new
American rulers. By co-opling them as
allies, American rule prospered with virtu-
ally little or no opposition from the Filipino
masses. With a promise of independence at
some future indefinite date, and with the
prospect of assuming key government
posts once the Americans have departed, the
Filipino leadership was gradually but cer-
tainly seduced by their "benevolent”
fdmerican rulers.

The most significant policy of American
administration was the provision of a com-
mon education for all Filipinos, Without
certainty as to “whether, in view of their his-
tory, training, and racial gualities, the
Filipinos possessed the moral fiber neces-
sary for the proper use of the conventional
education™, American colonialists adopted
the policy of universal public education,
not on humanitarian grounds, but in order
to “curtail the certain dangers resulling
from the presence in the country of a mass
of ignorant people of an excitable disposi-
tion and easily misled into lawless violence
by unscrupulous leaders” making them
“less liable to be led by political leaders
inte insurrectionary schemes' (Elliott
1917.224-5). Having learned from the
Spanish experience. where the lack of
education was viewed (rather erroneously)
as one of the immediate causes of the

“In the absence of their oun
ciltural discourse, the
Filipinos’ encounter with the
Western powers doomed them
to subjugation. . ."”

", . . The borrowing of
Liberalist ideals from where
nationalists fashioned their
struggles only resulted in the
continuation of colonialism.”

revolutionary outhreak, the Americans pro-
ceeded with their elaborate pacification
scheme (through education), under the pre-
text of preparing the Filipinos for eventual
self-government. Common schools were
sverywhere established, American text-
books were purchased, and Filipino stu-
dents were taught to read and write in the
Englishianguage.inJuly 1901,600 teachers—
asecondarmy of pccupation — sailedtothe
Philippines ahboard the ship Tihomas, This
prompted Elliott to write: "surely. the most
remarkable cargo ever carried to an Oriental
colony” fbid: 229},

The net effect of American rule in the
Philippines was the generation of a "resar-
voir of goodwill” among the Filipinos.
Democratic principles disseminated in the
schools attracted the masses to pursue an
education. The promise of social mobility
for a literate population proved egqually
seductive, Yet the reality of limited oppor-
tunities under a highly inequitable and
essentially closed social structure escaped
the “miseducated” Filipinos. Seduced by
the social allure of literacy, Filipinos found
themselves in a situation where their raised
hopes and expectations were inevitably
doomed to disillusionment.

As the promise of American-style democ-
racy took root in the minds of the Filipinos,
and as American society became the
ready-made model for the Philippines, the
militant nationalist sentiments that still
existed at the beginning of American rule
were slowly undermined. Succeeding gen-
arations of Filipinos were inculcated with
the concepts of American altruism and fair
play, of liberal democracy and free enter-
prise, and of America as the highast embod-
iment of learning and civilization. A nation
of imitators and receptors of American pro-
ducts and methods arose, unmindful of the
question whether or not these were suitable
to existing social conditions. Intellectual
traditions flourished undar American tutel-
age and hecame even more firmly chained
to their colonial masters. The miseducated
Filipino consequently, became America’s
faremost ally.

Some  Filipino leaders, however,
regarded with suspicion and distrust the
angoing Americanization process in the
Philippines. Yet nothing in their critique
suggested that the prevailing social ine-
gualities continued to be perpetrated by
American colonialism, in alliance with the
local elite. Nor did they touch upon the
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conspiratorial role of American education
— the handmaiden of colonial policy — in
leaving the structural inequalities essen-
tially undisturbed. Manuel Roxas, a promi-
nent Filipino politician in 1330, launched a
scathing attack against

the present system of public education which Is
carrying on a subtle propaganda to kill tho
nationalistic sentimentis of the people of the
Fhillppines, Perhaps that was the original par-
posa of the Amerlcan administration in the hops
that the Filipinos will forget their aspirations for
frendom. Shall we ot our children grow under
tha Influenece of such a system? We can nover
parmit our childron to become more Amodcan
than Fillpino {as quoted in Mahajani 1971 304)

An essential and interesting question still
remalns: had these children been more
"Filiping" than "American", would they
come to a realization of the inequitable dis-
tribution of power and control in their soci-
ety?

}Ir35.f invoking liberalist ideals, as their
counterparts did during the Spanish
period, Filipino nationalists in the American
pericd confined their sentiments to the
unequal status with their colonial master,
not lo the unequal status among them-
selves. Their nationalism was, for the most
part, passive, propagandistic and intellec-
tualistic, divorced from the raging politics of
everyday social life,

Philippine Nationalism and the Filipino
Intelligentsia

Intellectuals who were educated in the
West, or in home institutions governed by
the traditions of the West, acquire both ths
knowledge and values of an industnalized
civilization: They become admirers of
Western political systems and ideologies
and adhere to the values of democracy,
equality, and social justice. These values
which arose out of a specifically industrial
environment make intellectuals “subver-
sive of an order based on the rule of native
aristocracy and a foreign colonial power”
{Kautsky 1967:46). MNationalist sentiments
arising among the intellectual classes of
non-Western countries inevitably express
these sentiments in pro-industrialist, anti-
colonialist terms. Being the first groups of
people to become aware of the "backward-
ness” of their country, intellectuals them-
selves aspire to modernity, assimilate the
new traditions that have been generated by
a different cultural tradition in another par
of the world. As leaders of nationalist

Ad

movements, and as products of the moder-
nization process, intellectuals are the only
ones who can effectively question these
processes. They have, unlike other groups,

broken out of the rigid class lines of the old
society, they havea vision of the future and some
icdeas, howaver vague or [mpractical, of how 1o
attain it, and thoy are, almost by definition, skilled
in the use of the written and the spoken word,
Furtharmara, the intellectuals have the simple
advantago ovar other membars ol othargroupsol
hiaving free time on thelr hands, Unamployad or
undaeremployed and yat often recaiving enough
supgpart tram thelr weaalthy famillos to bo sl Lo
[iv, Ry Bave tima to devote to polities, to spoak-
ing, reading, writing. toagitating and arganizing,
andtimatospandin joilorinexilo, anc, oftensoon
thereattor in the government (Ibid:51)

Within the Philippine context, a Filiping
intelligentsla is also synonymous with a
Filipino middle class created by sconomit

progress, educational advantage, and con- |

tact with newcomers and the ideas they
brought along with them. The opening of
the Suez Canal in 1869 allowed the influx of
new ideas into the colony. Liberalism camg
to Spain after the Spanish Revolution of
1868 whersin the monarchy was deposed
and replaced by a liberal regime. Spanish
liberals and officials were sent to the
Philippines, and the introduction of certain
reforms In the colony — religious tolera-
tion, freedom of speech, assembly, and the
press — made the colonial regime more
attractive than it had been in the past. [nan
unprecedented move in 1868, Governor-
General Carlos Maria de la Torre, opened
the doors of his palace and welcomed
Filipinos in it. There they “drank toasts to
liberty, to the new Spanish Constitution,
and to Governor de la Torre, but ngt to
Fhilippine freedom' (Mahajani 197148,
author's emphasis).

Under these naw social conditions, the
Philippine Reform Movement was bom.
Filipino intellectual-nationalists who styled
themselves as "Propagandistas” were pro-
lific nationalist writers who were recruited
from the educated middle class. Some
prominent names included Marcelo dal
Pilar, José Rizal, Pedro Paterno, Antanio
Maria Regidor, Lopez Jaena, and Jose Maria
Panganiban. They all urged for reforms and
articulated Philippine aspirations through
writing. The Propaganda Movement aven-
tually became synonymous with literary
writing as poetry, satire, novels, essays, his-
tory, and journalism were the genres
through which Philippine nationalism was
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expressed. The newspaper La Solidaridad
(Selidarity} was the mouthpiece of the intel-
lectual propagandists. The reforms that
were circulated through this newspaper
were the following: establishment of a civil
government, legal restrictions on the po-
wers of the governor-general, equality of
individual rights for Filipinos as guaran-
teed by the Spanish Constitution, expulsion
of friars or at least appointmeant of Filipino
secular priests, competitive examinations
to recruit officials from Spain and the
Philippines, and abolition of the civil guard
(Mahajani 1971:54). ,

Upan closer examination, the
nationalism of the Propagandistas was an
assimilationist nationalism. The socio-
palitical thoughts of José Rizal (the
novelist), of Marcelo del Pilar (the political
analyst), and of Lopez Jaena (the orator),
while subversive of Spanish constituted
authority, were in fact, reformist and
assimilationist in character. The liberal
ideas and values of Europe, its social and
pofitical institutions, and lts  intellectual
traditions formed the model for the Propa-
ganda Movement, Without a mass follow-
ng and without recognizing the fact of
Spanish colonialism, the nationalism of the
Propagandistas remained largely literary
and rhetorical. Their articulated goal of
gventually evolving a “common polity out
of different races and cultures” was highly
unrealistic and hopelessly naive. However,
through their writing, the Propagandistas
succeaded in Uoiling the wheels of a grea-
tar Philippine nationalist struggle and it
was out of their moderate nationalism that
militant nationalism sprang™ (Ibid:62).

Revolutionary nationalism in the Philip-
pines was forged under the leadership of a
plebeian working as a pefty officer In a
fareign firm in Manila, Andres Bonifacio. He
founded the Katipunan, a mass-based
mvolutionary organization committed to
the goals of complete and unequivocal
separation from Spain. But rifts within the
organization inevitably brought the militant
phase of Filipine nationalism to a close.
Rivalry between the educated ifustrados
and the plebeian leadership created factions
which struggled for power and control of
the Katipunan. In the end, however, it were
the ilustradfos under Emilio Aguinaldo who
succeeded in gaining complete control of
the leadership of the Katipunan. Elected as
President, Aguinaldo subsequently ordered
the trial of Bonifacio on the grounds of sedi-

tion and teason, pronounced him guilty, and
sentenced him to death by summary execu-
tion. Meanwhile, Aguinaldo, after a signal
victory inhisnative province inCavite, issued
a manifesto in which he urged the Filipinos
"to follow the example of civilized American
and European nations in fighting for their
freedom’ and “to march under the Flag of
the Revolution whose watchwordsare Liber-
ty, Equality and Fraternity” (as quoted in
Constantino 1975:173), Shortly thereafter,
the Katipunan as a secret revolutionary soci-
ety was dissoclved, and those who insisted
upon carrying on an armed struggle against
Spain were branded as tulisanes (bandits).

Divided nationaliam, a reflection of the
fragmented nature of Filipino society, has-
tened the defeat of revolulionary
nationalism in the Philippines. Strong re-
gional sentiments prevailed, so that the
revolutionary nafionalism of the masses
clashed directly with the policies of the rich
landiords. In the Negros region, for exam-
ple, the sugar barons threatened to expose
the revolutionaries to the friars. Further-
more, colonialism under Spain created a
division between the non-Hispanized mas-
ses and the educated Hispanized elite. The
guiding principle of absolute autonomy
under the Katipunan and the intellec-

Aualists' adherence to liberalism and con-

stitutional democracy further deepened
existing rifts. Without a coherent and
unified revolutionary ideology, the expres-
sed nationalistic ideals became only the
ideals of a small elite group rather than a
widely-embraced set of popular goals
shared by the masses.

The ideals of liberalism were extended
intp the American colonial period, once
again providing the underlying tone for
nationalistic sentiments during that period.
Filipino nationalist writers turned to their
pens to express their resentment against
the Americans who were Americanizing the
Filipinos through their public school sys-
tem (see Roxas attack above}. Aside from
protesting against the colonizing effects of
the American educational system, they also
denounced the high salaries and pomp sur-
rounding the American officialdom,
deplored the rise of corruption among
American officials, and characterized
American government as a “'great failure”
(Kalaw, -as quoted in Mahajani 1971:305).
Other Filipino scholars, supplemanting the
defective Spanish accounts and tired of
hayving their history measured only in terms

45



KASARINLAN

of Spanish conquest and Hispanization of
the Philippines, undertock the re-writing of
Filipino history. Other intellectuals
engaged in debates over the Asian Monroe
Doctrine and Philippine destiny after the
“granting” of independence by the Ameri-
cans. Maximo Kalaw, Rafael Palma, and
Claro M. Recto were the notable figures
during this period.

But the nationalism of the fiterat/ and the
intellectuals remained, as they did during
the Spanish colonial era, under the patron-
age of a colonial power. Conspicuously
lacking the active support of Filipino mas-
ses, unfettered by political persecution;and
divided within their own ranks from other
nationalists. some of whem outrightly sup-
ported and legitimized American presence
in the Philippines under the liberal ideal of
“cooperation”, these nationalistic expres-
sions and debates, with all their sound and
fury, redounded into mere intellectual
polemics with no visible or tangible impact.

Political parties which were also
“allowed” by the American colonial
administration proved largely ineffectual in
advancing the independence cause. Domi-
nated by wealthy Filipino intellectuals, the
two-party systemm under the American
model exhibited a purely elite membership
with no real differences in their class com-
position nor in the interests they rep-
resentaed, Affiliation was determined not by
ideological considerations nor by concrete
social platforms, but by blood, friendship,
regionalism, and the shifting alliances
among party members for political expe-
diency. The phenomanon of turncoatism
became a regular feature of Philippine party
politics, as did party splits and coalitions
which "even then embarrassed no ona”
(Constantine 1975:320). By co-opting
Filipino leaders into a governmenial
machinery whose actual power and control
was still centralized in the office of the
American govermnor-general, and by allowing
Filipino participation in the colonial regime;
the Filipinos held the illusion that they had a
“democratic’’ government which was how-
ever, representative only of the upper clas-
ses, and was a democratic government only
in form but not in substance. The American
colonizers succeeded in bastowing a legacy
of Philippine politicsunderthe purview ofthe
Filipino elite to the exclusion of the masses.
The guestion of independence became a
question oftiming ratherthan a moral stance
against the encroachment of an imperialist
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power, The flavor and tone of Filiping
nationalism, which was previously militant
and anti-colonialist at the dawn of American
rule, ultimately became passive and con-
ciliatory.,

]

In a study of the Indian intellectuals, Shils
suggests two important dimensions in the
“culture" of the intelligentsia. The first is
the intellectuals' sense of “uprootedness’
and “alienation” and the second is their
“mental provinciality’”. Both are disting
facets of the native intellectuals’ proclivity
towards. modernization.

In his autobiography, the highly-
respected Indian leader, Jawaharlal Nehru,
moans of his suspension between East and
West:

| have become a queer mixture of the East and
West, out of place everywhere, al home,
nowhare, Perhaps my thoughts and approach to
life are mrjre_ akin to what is called Western than
Eastern, bul India clings 1o ma as she doss to all
her children, in innumearable ways, and behind
me ke, somewhere in the subcanscious, racial
memorias of a hundred generations of
Brahmins. | cannot get rid of either that past
inheritance or my recent acguisitions, They are
hoth part of me, and, though thay help me both
in the East and West, they create in me a
spintual leneliness not only in public activities
But In lite itself, | am a stranger and an alien in
the Waest. | cannot be of it. Bul in my own coun-
try also, sometimes, | have an exile's feeling.
(Mehru 1936:597-8, as quoted in Shite 1961:63)

A similar sentiment is echoed in James
Clifford's review article of Said's Orien-
talism. Init, Clifford notes the author's con-
dition of ""homelessness'. As a nationalist
Falestinian, educated in Egypt and in
America, Said writes about Orientalism as
an "Oriental”, but only "to dissaolve the
category™ (Clifford 1980:223). As Professor
of Comparative Literature in Columbia Uni-
versity, Said has positioned himself from a
particularly Western vantage point from
which he launches his radical attack on
Western cultural discourse. Like his coun-
try, Palestine, Said is a "dismembered"
intellectual — parts belonging elsewhere,
here and there, yet really rooted nowhere,
This condition, Clifford sensitively sug-
gests, may be taken as representative of the
complex critical posture of most non-
Western intellectuals everywhere,

As leaders of their own countries, roles
which intellectuals inevitably assume, their
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aspirations often remain “alien” to them,
The intellectual does not readily forget this
fact, and is emphasized even more by the
foreign language in which these aspirations
ara expressed: The language of modernity
through which the madern intellectual cul-
ture is articulated is the language of the
powerful. This power is sustained not by
the traditional culture to which the intellec-
tual comes from, but from outside his/her
own. In seeking to deliver a sense of
nationality, of which the intelligentsia are
the first bearers of this idea, intellectuals
also develop a sense of their "inter-
nationality” — having been trained in the
Western or in Westernized traditions of
their home institutions, and having
raceived the inspiration for autonomous
arganizations from foreigners.

A further tension which haunts non-
Wastern intellectuals is the often conflict-
ing tendency betwesn individuality and
affiliation with a community. The liberalist
promise of individual fulfillment — “the
valuing of individual, concrete experience,
the assimilation of experience and the
awareness of the boundaries of selfhood™
{Shils 1961:65) — is brought into a direct
clash with the intellectuals’ traditional cul-
ture of which they are still very much a part
of. While espousing the virtues of progress,
the lives of intellectuals remain enmeshed
in the domestic culture of kinship, ethnicity
and religion which “leaves memories that
are neither eradicated nor made shametful
by an education which was increasingly
Wasternized with each advancing level”
{ihid:62). Caught in this web of stresses and
tensions, non-Western intellectuals often
exhibit ambivalence and Inconsistency,
ramaining the paradoxical victims and
heneficiaries of the foreign aggressaors they
both dencunce and admire, and from
whose institutions they find refuge. The
aminent Filipino statesman, Claro M. Recto,
while denouncing American Monrogism,
likewise stressed the necessity of retaining
some Weslern presence in Asia, fearing the
tarritorial ambitions of the Japanesa. While
seeking to end American domination in
Philippine naticnal affairs, Recto proposed
a "regulator” role for the Americans in the
Ear East, thereby implicitly subscribing to
the view that Asia was in need of American
power and protection (Mahajani 1971:315),

The enslavement of non-Western intel-
lectuals by Westernized intellectual tradi-
tions produces what Shils calls the "intel-

lectual provinciality” among non-Western
cultures (Shils 1961:13). Due to a lack of
intellectual self-confidence and self-
psteem, non-Western intellectuals, how-
ever gifted, are inevitably drawn to and are
fascinated by the intellectual output of the
West. They are, to quote Shils, "transfixed
by its shining light” {{bid). Among Filipino
nationalist writers during the Spanish
periad, this precccupation is evidenced by
the liberal, reformist orientation ameong the
Propaganda Movement's ardent members:

Modest, very modest indesd ara our aspirations.
Qur pregram is of the utmost simplicity; to fight
all forms of reaction, to impeda all retrogres-
sion, to hail and 1o acoept all liberal ideas, and
to defendall progress: in a ward, te ba one more
propagandist of all the ideals of democracy in
the hope that these might hold sway over all
nations hare and across the seas {(as quaoted in
Cu:unsta_nﬁrlo 1975:151).

The Palestinian-nationalist writer,
Edward Said, falls into the same traps of
intellectuals everywhere in the non-
Western world. Said's ideals of humanism
which he asserts must inform all discourse,
are the ideals expressed by European poets
and visionaries, His analytical {ools used in
his radical attack against Western know-
ledge systems are those derived from
French philosophy, In a sharp critigue
against the Westl for its totalizing, essen-
tializing, dichotomizing treatment of the
Orient, Said lapses into the same mode of
vielving the West as a monolithic whole,
undifferentiated and undisclosed, lacking
those local cultural codes by which the per-
scnal experiences of the powerful West can
begin to make sense (Clifford 1980:219).

Among Filipine social scientists, one
finds this same predicament. Tha rise of
Philippine sociology during the post-World
War |l era points to American dominance in
its creation and development. Largely
regarded as the domain within which the
study of Filipino society occurs, Philippine
sociology suffers from the Parsonian tradi-
tion of functionalism as the prevailing view-
point, with its over-emphasis on how the
various aspects of society are intermeshed,
Furthermore, sociclogical studies tended
to focus on the need to understand local
custems rather than on the inequities of the
prevailing social order. By utilizing
sociological concepts developed in the
West, and by applying Philippine data in an
effort to achieve a systematic approach,
Philippine sociclogy retained its non-
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reformist, non-revolutionary character.
Without the development of a revolutionary
social analysis, and lacking a conflict
approach to the study of Filipino society,
Philippine sociclogy may be considered
highly conservative in terms of its research
and research findings (Weightman
1978:178).

Cultural imperialism in sociclogy is
turther illustrated by the unequal partner-
ship in research collaborations between
Filipinos and Americans. Firstly, American
governmental and private funding agencies
determine the subject of research. It is quite
staggering to discover that the best sup-
poried sub-speciallies of research in
Fhilippine soclology are in the areas of
demography and family planning. Also, the
teacher-student relationship of early colo-
nial days in which the Americans were the
teachers and the Filipinos their students
extends into the research endeavor.
Research coliaboration therefore is hardly
pramised on equal partnership as it is on
the more powerful donor dictating its terms
to the needy and powerless research
beneficiary (Junt and Dizon 1978:106)

With regards to Philippine history, its
growth was stunted by several factors. The
Fhilippines lacked a strong tradition of co-
lonial scholarship, lamgely due to the denial
by the Spanish and American govermments
to lend sufficient institutional support.
Unlike their Southeast Asian couniemarts
who possessed a corpus of sociclogical,
anthropological, and historical writing after
the Second World War (Indonesia being a
prime example}, Philippine colonial scho-
larship was remarkably uneven in its
development and highly distorted in its por-
trayal, Furthermore, most political history
tended to be viewed from the capital Mani-
la. This not only precluded discussion of
broader questions, but distorted even more
the Philippine political system. By utilizing
Western scientific modes of inguiry with a
prevalling tendency towards totalization,
Philippine historical studies viewed Filipino
society from the lens of the metropolis, with
the outlying villages treated as meres
peripheries. It is guite encouraging that
Filipino historians, more than
sociologists, have begun to engage in the
production of scheolarship critical of the
colenial frameweork (see Constantino and
Agoncillo, for example). Also, local and re-
gional histories are supplanting the Manila-
tentric ones, stressing Philippine society
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not just asthe sum of its numerous palitical
subsystems, but as a "'series of societies
that has changed throughout its four cen-
turies of recorded histary, in response to
economic, demographic, and technological
stimuli” (MeCoy 1982:4).

In the absence of their own cullural dis-
course, the Filipinos' encounter with the
Western powers inevitably doomed them to |
subjugation. It is not, however, the case
that they lacked the capability of discourse:
farmation, but that organic process was
sharply interrupted by colonialist)
encroachment. While the development of
what may be speculated as a "native dis-
course’ was arrested, so was the formation
of indigenous institutions and the creation |
of what can be |ocally percelvet as a
“national state”. The resull therefore was!
the grafting of foreign institutions and |
organizations onto native soil, which could
take root and flourlsh under the
hegemonizing influence of the powerful
West. Therefore, to say that Filipinos are
intellectually dependent means that they
are living neither from their own intellectual
capital nor from thelr own intellectual
efforts. This essay has demonstrated Lhat
the borrowing of liberalist ideals from
where nationalists fashioned their anti-
colonialiststrugglesonly resultedinthe con-
tinuation of this colonialist relationship, and
which is today disguised as ‘“'nec-
celonialism”. Furthermore, by situating the
Filipino intelligentsia in a historical context,
and by underwriting the class character of
Filipine intellectuals, one comes to an
appreciation of their multiple, and often
ambivalent roles as nationalists, writers,
politicians, and statesmen at the same time
that they were also manipulators, com-
promisers. opportunisis, and pragmatists.
The social context of Filiping intellectuals
can provide a sense of what the pattern of
responses has been in relation to the ques-
tion of nmation-building. The rather wide
range of responses to the challenge of build-
inga "“modern' nation out of Filipino society
exhibitsthe continuing, andoften disjointed,
process by which personal and collective
identities of all Filipinos must continue to be
negotiated, not given. Filipino intellectuals
cannot afford today to believe that this per-
sonal and collective identity can be granted
and bestowed. Rather, this cultural authen-
ticity and political autonomy they strive for
must "no longer be seen as simply received
from tradition, language, or environment,
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but as also made in new political/cultural
conditions of global relationality” (Clifford
1680:223, author's emphasish. For intellec-
tuals, their particular rale, following Said,
mustbe “bothinthedefiningofacontextand
inchanging it"; for without that, any critique
whaether of intellectuals and intellectuals’
roles, of nationalist movements and collec-
tive struggles, remains "simply an ephem-
eral pastime"” (Said 1985:15),
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