STRUGGLE FOR NATIONAL DEMOCRACY

by Jose Maria Sison

AUTHOR’S PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION

| am deeply pleased that this third edition of Struggle for National Democracy is being
published in response to the demand of young activists of the national democratic move-
ment and in celebration of the thirtieth anniversary of Kabataang Makabayan of which 1
was the founding chairman on November 30, 1964 and in which | served as chairman until
| went underground in 1968.

This book is mainly a compilation of my speeches and essays in the years 1964-68 while |
was chairman of Kabat- aang Makabayan, vice-chairman / general secretary of the
Socialist Party of the Philippines and general secretary of the Movement for the
Advancement of Nationalism.

Like the second edition, the third edition includes messages addressed to the national
democratic organizations which burgeoned as a result of the First Quarter Storm of 1970.

This book is a historical record of the legal struggle for national liberation and democracy
against U.S. imperial- ism, feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism in the ‘60s and early ‘70s.
It was the principal legal study material in discussion groups and schools of national
democracy which educated the youth cadres and militants from 1967 through the First
Quarter Storm of 1970 to the declaration of mar- tial law in 1972,

This book was the direct precursor of Philippine Society and Revolution. As a matter of
fact, the two books were like partners in the education of cadres and mass activists in the
course of the First Quarter Storm of 1970.

For the simple and undeniable reason that the basic semicolonial and semifeudal conditions
and problems of the Filipino people have persisted, there is the need to read and study this
book not only because of its historical value but also because of the continuing validity
and relevance of its basic ideas.

Since the ‘60s, the basic problems of foreign monopoly capitalism, domestic feudalism and
bureaucrat capitalism have been deepened and aggravated by the 20-year rule of Marcos
and by the succeeding regimes of Aquino and Ramos.

The people’s immediate demand for national liberation and democracy, for national
industrialization and genuine land reform and for a national, scientific and mass culture and
the people’s aspirations for socialism remain as valid and as necessary as ever before.

| am thankful to the publisher of the third edition for assuring me that Struggle for
National Democracy is worthy of reading and study not only because of its lasting and
relevant content but also because of its persuasive popular style.



| am thankful also to Kabataang Makabayan, the League of Filipino Students, the Institute
of Alternative Studies and other organizations as well as concerned individuals for urging
the publisher to bring out the third edition and giving the assurance that it shall be well

disseminated.

e Jose Maria Sison



INTRODUCTION TO THE SECOND EDITION

Struggle for National Democracy, the collection of essays and speeches of Jose Ma. Sison,
founding chairman of the Kabataang Makabayan, remains as valid today__if not indeed
more so__as when it first came out in 1967. After the First Quarter Storm of 1970, when
the national democratic struggle picked up considerable momentum, Sison’s book became
one of the most significant points of reference for the surging movement against the three
main enemies of Philippine society: US imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat capitalism.

Recognizing the importance of Struggle for National Democracy, and the fact that the
book has since been out of print, the Amado V. Hernandez Memorial Foundation decided
to reprint the book. In the process, the Foundation collated other essays and speeches of
Sison for inclusion in this new edition.

Significant among the additions are Student Power? (first published in Eastern Horizon, a
progressive Hongkong magazine), which delineates the orientation that should properly
guide the student movement in the Philippines; Youth on the March (published in the
Philippines Free Press on November 2, 1968), which clarifies the actions, direction and
perspective of the progressive youth movement in our country and elsewhere in the world;
Sophism of the Christian Social Movement, which exposes and analyzes the negative
characteristics and tendencies of the CSM and its “moderate” affiliates; Land Reform and
National Democracy, which lays bare the bankruptcy of the state-inspired land reform
program in the face of the demand for a thoroughgoing agrarian revolution; and Sison’s
messages to the Movement for a Democratic Philippines, the Kabataang Makabayan,
Samahang Demokratiko ng Kabataan, the League of Editors for a Democratic Society,
Nagkakaisang Progresibong Artista- Arkitekto, Panulat para sa Kaunlaran ng
Sambayanan, and Malayang Kilusan ng Bagong Kababaihan__all made after the First
Quarter Storm of 1970. The Amado V. Hernandez Memorial Foundation undertook this
reprinting in coordination with the College Editors Guild of the Philippines, essentially in
pursuance of one of the Foundation’s objectives: to help advance the national democratic
struggle__a lifetime preoccupation of the late Amado V. Hernandez, poet laureate,
proletarian leader and patriot in whose memory the Foundation has been organized. The
College Editors Guild of the Philippines mainly handled the editorial aspect of the project.
The CEGP based its editing of the articles on revised texts sent to the CEGP national
office by mail. It may be pertinent to mention here that in the last few years of his life, Ka
Amado was closely associated with Jose Ma. Sison, then national chairman of Kabataang
Makabayan, the pioneer youth organization in the national democratic struggle. Ka
Amado unselfishly provided the counsel and wisdom of age and experience to Sison’s
youthful aggressiveness, national democratic ideas and program of action. Subsequent
events have proved these ideas and program of action



correct in the context of concrete Philippine conditions. The Amado V. Hernandez
Memorial Foundation takes pride in making Struggle for National Democracy available
again to all supporters and students of the national democratic movement.

ANTONIO ZUMEL

Chairman

Amado V. Hernandez Memorial Foundation
30 November 1971



INTRODUCTION TO THE FIRST EDITION

The problems that the Filipinos faced in the backwash of the last world war, particularly
after regaining their political independence on 4 July 1946, have persisted to this day with
little or no prospect of being solved within the immediate future. These problems, mostly
economic and social in nature, have been discussed rather timidly by some public officials
and by the academic community. In the context of present-day society, in which
conformism is the supreme virtue, any critical exposition of those problems, especially as
they affect Philippine-American relations, is labeled communistic and, therefore,
subversive of the established order. Only a few courageous souls, led by the late Senators
Claro M. Recto and Jose P. Laurel, ventured into forbidden ground. Today, less than ten
years after the death of Recto and Laurel, the youths and not their elders have taken issue
with the defenders of the status quo and have, as a consequence, suffered harassment and
insults from the professional anticommunists and witchhunters. Jose Ma. Sison is the most
harassed and maligned youth today, but he refuses to be cowed into silence by those who,
having power in their hands and heads, have chosen to play the roles of Capitan Tiago and
Senor Pasta of Rizal’s novels.

Jose Ma. Sison’s collection of essays and speeches, Struggle for National Democracy,
boldly delineates the crucial problems of Filipinos today. These problems are seen as
historical problems which have evolved from the national experience that has its roots
deep in colonialism and feudalism. The thread that runs through the essays and speeches
takes the form of a demand for national liberation and democracy__a painful admission
that the Philippines is still very much a colony wrapped in a veneer of democracy. As such,
the book is both a criticism and a plea: a grave criticism of inadequacy in all lines of
endeavor and a passionate plea for the establishment of a real and working democracy in
which the people, the masses of the people and not only the privileged few, would enjoy
the blessings of a free and abundant life. Consequently, Sison is starting what may be
termed the Second Propaganda Movement. He states clearly the basic strategy and tactics
to be employed by the Filipino people in their struggle to destroy the traditional evils of
feudalism and neocolonialism, the two institutions which have given the poverty-stricken
masses in Philippine history the reason to resort to arms in the fulfillment of their dream to
live like human beings. To Sison, as to all Filipino nationalists, the prerequisite to the
success of those strategy and tactics is the development of a robust nationalism.

Much of Sison’s effectiveness derives not only from his broad, progressive outlook, but
also from his analytical method, his grasp of the historical significance of events and
movements, and more importantly, from his direct involvement in political mass actions.
He is General Secretary of the Movement for the Advancement of Nationalism

(MAN), today the most advanced and sophisticated assemblage of nationalists from all
segments of Filipino society; the National Chairman of Kabataang Makabayan, the most
progres- sive and militant youth organization; and the Vice President of the Lapiang
Manggagawa, the only political organization of the working class and its sympathizers.



Struggle for National Democracy is bound to influence the actions and thinking of the
Filipino youths who have not yet sold their freedom to think and act like men. It is the
distillation of the ideas, sentiments, and aspirations of the new breed of Filipinos who have
made nationalism their rallying cry and a powerful weapon in the battle against feudalism
and neocolonialism and their attendant evils. One may disagree violently with Sison on
some points, particu- larly if one has a colonial mentality, but no one can ques- tion the
sincerity, integrity, and courage of this young man who would rather suffer abuse and
harassment than receive crumbs from some benighted neocolonialists and their hire- lings
who pose as benefactors.

At a dinner given a few years ago at the home of Dr. Sotero H. Laurel, President of the
Lyceum of the Philippines, which is a bulwark of liberalism, a high official of the American
Embassy in Manila remarked, over a glass of whiskey and soda, that Jose Ma. Sison was
my student at the University of the Philippines. | felt that the remark was intended to be a
disguised criticism of my nationalist orientation, considering that Sison was then leading
student demonstrations against certain abusive Americans in the Philippines. I smiled
broadly. The American official probably did not know why.

| was flattered.

TEODORO A. AGONCILLO

Professor and Chairman
Department of History
University of the Philippines

Quezon City 23 April 1967



KABATAANG MAKABAYAN FOUNDING SPEECH!

X x x Itinuturo ng katwiran ang tayo’y umasa sa ating sarili at huwag antayin sa iba ang ating
kabuhayan. Itinuturo ng katwiran ang tayo’y maglakas na maihapag ang naghaharing kasamaan sa
ating bayan.

Panahon na ngayon x x x dapat nating ipakilala na tayo’y may sariling pagdaramdam, may puri,
may hiya at pagdadamayan. Ngayon ay panahong dapat simulan ang pagsisiwalat ng mga mahal at
dakilang aral na magwawasak sa masinsing tabing na bumubulag sa ating kaisipan; panahon na
ngayong dapat makilala ng mga Pilipino ang pinagbuhatan ng kanilang mga kahirapan. x x x

Kaya, mga kababayan, ating idilat ang bulag na kaisipan at kusang igugol sa kagalingan ang ating
lakas sa tunay at lubos na pag-asa na magtagumpay sa nilalayong kaginhawahan ng bayang
tinubuan.

Andres Bonifacio

No more propitious day than this can be chosen to found Kabataang Makabayan. Today is
the 101* birth anniversary of Andres Bonifacio, a great hero from the proletariat, who in
the vigor of his youth led the secret society of Katipunan and mobilized the patriotic
forces that generated the Philippine revolution of 1896the revolution which smashed
Spanish colonialism throughout the archipelago.

Andres Bonifacio was the disciplined revolutionary activist who sought and found in
revolution the only process that could give full expression to the national and social
aspirations of our people which had so long been suppressed by a foreign power prettified
by the soft and evasive terms of liberal reformers.

Andres Bonifacio was the uncompromising leader who was not only inspired by the
cogitations and formulations of the Propaganda Movement, but was also ready to act in
concert with his people in armed struggle against tyranny the moment peaceful and legal
struggle reached the white wall of futility.

Thus, Andres Bonifacio today stands as a model of revolutionary militancy among the
Filipino youth and among the advocates of national democracy. His revolutionary courage
is a beacon to us all. If Kabataang Makabayan suc- ceeds in its patriotic mission, one
important requirement it shall have met is to be imbued with the revolutionary cour- age
of Andres Bonifacio, the courage that gives life and force to the principles that we now
uphold in this epoch.

We recall the memory of Andres Bonifacio not only because we happen to meet on this
day but more because we understand his continuing historical relevance to our present
situation. We perceive the leading role of his class in this epoch during which our national
efforts at basic industrialization and overthrowing feudalism are constantly frustrated by
U.S. imperialism and its local reactionary allies.

! Speech delivered before the Founding Congress of Kabataang Makabayan at the YMCA Youth Forum
Hall on November 30, 1964.



We remember that, after the death of Bonifacio, the revolutionary initiative of the peasants
and the workers in the Katipunan and the anticolonial struggle in general was undermined
and debilitated by the liberal compromises made by the ilustrado leadership. The
compromises came one after the other: the Pact of Biak-na-Bato, Aguinaldo’s trust in
Yankee confidence-men in Hongkong, the bourgeois-landlord upper hand in the Malolos
Congress, and the ultimate surren- der of the ilustrados and collaboration with the U.S.
impe- rialist regime.

Though we are aggrieved by the fact that the Philippine revolution has been interrupted
and that U.S. imperialism has grabbed the triumph of revolution from our hands, we must
take a scientific view of our national history. We recognize such objective historical
conditions as that no matter how sharply anticolonial and anticlerical were the ilustrados
they did not yet have the ability to comprehend fully modern imperialism; that the working
class was still in the embryo stage of its development; that the peasants in the provinces
were misled by the equivocating demagoguery of both native landlords and liberals; and
that U.S. imperialism was not only superior in industrial might but also well-versed in a
liberal jargon which could easily deceive the newly-emergent Filipino bourgeoisie.

U.S. imperialism came to the Philippines and succeeded in imposing its sovereignty upon
our people by military violence and by liberal guile. Whereas our people were already
capable of crushing Spanish colonialism within the archipelago, they were still incapable of
crushing a new type of colonialism, the imperialism of the United States of America.

Dr. Jose Rizal himself in his essay, “The Philippines A Century Hence,” had predicted that
the United States of America would come to conquer us. It was a necessity for a capitalist
system, reaching its final stage of development—monopoly capital—to seek colonies for
its sources of raw materials and a dumping ground for surplus products and surplus capital
and to pass on to other peoples the exploitation and disequilibrium that would otherwise
be suffered by its own people alone.

Rizal saw the United States of America as a covetous and expansionist power, no different
from Great Britain, Germany, France, Czarist Russia and Japan.

It was out to rob the world, especially the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America. A
newly-risen imperialist power with its ultra- national capitalist objectives, the United
States would be determined to take over the colonial possessions of a decrepit Spanish
power in Latin America, in the Pacific and in the Philippines.

The Philippines was especially important to the imperialist planners of the United States as
it could very well serve as the staging area for the U.S. venture to participate with the
other Western powers in the despoliation of China. Until now, the Philippines serves as a
staging area for U.S. imperialism to attack and subvert Southeast Asia and the rest of
Asia.

By all means, therefore, as a matter of “manifest destiny,” the United States would
beguile the credulous Emilio Aguinaldo in a maneuver to capture Manila and arrange the
Treaty of Paris whereby Spanish colonialism ceded the Philippines to U.S. imperialism
upon the payment of $20 million. This provoked the Filipino people into a war where
250,000 Filipino lives were snuffed out as the cost of trusting imperialism.



U.S. imperialism is deceptive and violent. The violence it unleashed against our people
was justified in terms of Christianity and democracy. U.S. imperialism wanted to
“Christianize” the Philippines after 350 years of Spanish clerical rule and to teach us
“democracy” even after it had crushed the national democratic movement which was
tested in the fire of the revolution of 1896 and bore the first Philippine republic.

After suppressing the first Philippine Republic through the most brutal military
operations, the U.S. government started to employ semantical cover for its scheme of
domination and put up such hypocritical slogans as “benevolent assimilation” and
“education for self- government” to justify its unwanted presence. During a full decade of
the most damnable suppression of any public expression of nationalism and bribery of the
native bourgeoisie, U.S. imperialism started to glamorize certain political figures as
“nationalists.” These were the nationalists who compromised and accepted the U.S.-
imposed limitation that they go to Washington and beg for Philippine independence. The
Americans conveniently used these figures to prove their self-proclaimed benevolence and
to steal the fire from the revolutionary anti-imperialists who preferred to take to the hills
and prepare for a more meaningful struggle for national independence.

Until now, the Americans try to misrepresent Filipino nationalism. They would rather have
what they call “positive” nationalism—a positive force in the “special relationship”
between the Philippines and the United States. Compromise with U.S. imperialism is what
is called positive nationalism.

There is only one nationalism that we appreciate. It is that which refers to the national
democratic revolution, the Philippine revolution, whose main tasks now are the liquidation
of imperialism and feudalism to achieve full national freedom and democratic reforms.

The Filipino nation has been formed through struggle against Spanish colonialism and,
soon after, U.S. imperialism. As U.S. imperialism triumphed by brute force in the Filipino-
American War, it must be vanguished by the resumption of the Philippine revolution of
1896. There can be no genuine national democracy in the Philippines without U.S.
imperialism being done away with first.

Imperialist propaganda constantly attempts to impugn Filipino nationalism and
communism together. The communist bogey has always been raised with the view of
frightening our people. But, little do the reactionary propagandists realize that through
their own efforts the people are getting to know that it is the imperialist strategy to
destroy communists first to destroy the nationalists. In the strategic thinking of the U.S.
imperialists, which has been tested in their counterrevolutionary practices in Asia, Africa
and Latin America, the most relentless anti- imperialists—whether communists or left-
wing nationalists—must first be destroyed for any imperialist scheme of exploitation to
succeed.

Thus, in the Philippines, we have seen the communists become the main target of massive
attacks against civil liberties by the U.S. colonial government in 1931, by the Japanese
after their successful landing in 1942, and again by the U.S. imperialists in their attempt
after the Pacific War to recapture us. If we study closely the ratification of the Bell Trade



Act and the Parity Amendment, we will discover that the communists had first to be
harassed, imprisoned, assassinated and provoked before the bourgeois nationalist leaders
in the Nacionalista Party and in the Democratic Alliance could be discouraged and would
compromise.

What the U.S. imperialists and their local cohorts, the compradors and big landlords, do
not want to happen is the alliance of all anti-imperialists, as has often happened in Asian
countries, with fatal effectiveness against imperialism.

With the continuing triumph of U.S. imperialism in the Philippines and the stability of its
control, it is the chief task of the Filipino youth to resume and complete the unfinished
revolution under the banner of national democracy, to expose and oppose the national and
social iniquities caused by U.S. imperialism and its local reactionary allies.

If the Filipino youth should relent in this task, then their people shall continue to suffer the
direct impositions of U.S. imperialism as well as feudalism, which the former protects for
its own selfish profit.

The youth today face two basic problems: U.S. imperialism and feudalism. These two are
the principal causes of poverty, unemployment, inadequate education, ill health, crime and
immorality which afflict the entire nation and the youth. The youth do not only suffer with
their people the iniquities of U.S. imperialism and feudalism but are also the first ones to
suffer them.

It is the task of the Filipino youth to study carefully the large confrontation of forces
between U.S. imperialism and feudalism on one side and national democracy on the other
side. To know the nature of this contradiction of forces is to know the dynamism and
internal motion of our semicolonial and semifeudal society.

For the youth to know so much is for them to act more effectively and cooperate more
thoroughly on the side of progress in the historical process of change.

Kabataang Makabayan, in its historic role as the vanguard organization of Filipino youth,
should know the balance of forces between imperialism and feudalism on the one hand and
national democracy on the other. On the side of U.S. imperialism are the compradors and
the big landlords. On the side of national democracy are the broad masses of our people,
composed of the working class and the peasantry to which the vast majority of the Filipino
youth today belong; the petty bourgeoisie, composed of small property-owners, students,
intellectuals and professionals; and the national bourgeoisie, composed of Filipino
entrepreneurs and traders.

From the present scheme of social classes, we can derive a new and powerful combination
of youth—the students, young professionals, labor youth and the peasant youth. Above
all, the Filipino youth should integrate themselves with the masses in order to achieve
victory in the fight for national freedom and democracy.

Kabataang Makabayan, as the vanguard organization of the Filipino youth, should assist in
the achievement of an invincible unity of all national classes and forces to push further the
struggle for national and social liberation in all fields—economic, political, cultural,
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military—against the leading enemy, U.S. imperialism, and against the persistent and
pervasive main enemy, landlordism. Both have frustrated the national democratic
aspirations of the Philippine revolution of 1896 and have made the suffering and
exploitation of our people more complex and more severe.

This generation of Filipino youth is lucky to be at this point in history when U.S.
imperialism is fast weakening at all significant levels of conflict: that between capitalism
and socialism; that between the capitalist class and the working class; and that between
imperialism and national independence movements in Asia, Africa and Latin America.

Even as the Philippines today is the scene of frantic U.S. imperialist readjustment and it
appears that U.S. imperialism would succeed in controlling the country more thoroughly
by destroying our national industrial base and by shifting it back to a plantation economy
dominated by the U.S. agro-corporations, the Filipino youth would find it easier than they
expect to overthrow U.S. imperialism provided they are inspired and guided by the new
national democratic objectives of the Philippine revolution.

The October 2 demonstration against U.S. imperialism in front of the U.S. embassy and
Malacanang Palace, whose participants and sympathizers Kabataang Makabayan should
now consolidate, has already manifested the rising wave of national democracy among our
people. Such a mass action has shown to us the changing balance of forces in our country.

The objective national and worldwide conditions favor a national democratic movement of
the Filipino youth. It is high time for the Filipino youth to raise and carry forward the red
banner of Andres Bonifacio and the Katipunan, with the new emblem of the worker-
peasant alliance.
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NATIONAL FREEDOM AND CLASS FREEDOM*

National Democracy and Civil Liberties

Every activist of the national democratic movement knows the important relationship
between his struggle for national sovereignty and civil liberties. When he is deprived of
civil liberties, his basic rights of expression and assembly, or is hampered in his pursuit of
national democracy, there is a political power in the status quo which refuses to afford him
those civil liberties. Necessarily this political power becomes the object of criticism of the
movement to which he belongs. The political situation where activists unfailingly discover
that they do not have as much freedom as they thought they had, exists in the Philippines
today.

For us to understand the relationship between the struggle for national sovereignty and
civil liberties, we must understand the structure of political relations and of political power
in a given society. We need to consider the fact of classes and organized groups within our
national society and within which conscious individuals exist and operate. These classes
and organized groups mediate or bridge without exception the individual with the nation.
The freedom of these classes and organizations within Philippine society and within which
Filipinos necessarily find themselves must be fully taken into account if a fruitful study is
to be made of the two distinct levels of national freedom and individual freedom.

The struggle for national sovereignty and civil liberties made a compound in modern
bourgeois democracy, particularly in its early pre-monopoly stage. We would say that
modern democracy as it evolved in Europe implied essentially the principle of popular
sovereignty and the actual force of a national state dominated by the national bourgeoisie.
In the bourgeois democratic attack against the feudal order in Europe, it was necessary to
define and build the national state before the Bill of Rights could be enjoyed even if only
by the bourgeoisie at the expense later of the spontaneous masses inveigled by the populist
and libertarian slogans of the bourgeois revolution against the theo- autocracies of
feudalism.

In the Philippines, it is particularly important to assert that only after national sovereignty
has been fully secured and incorporated into a genuinely free national state will civil
liberties be truly enjoyed by the people. It was precisely the function of the Philippine
revolution at the outset to attack a feudal system developed in the archipelago and
establish a republican government and a national state. It is historically clear that the main
objective of the Philippine revolution has been to establish a national sovereignty which is
not only antifeudal, as in the West but which is also anticolonial and anti- imperialist. By
being anticolonial in acting against Spanish colonialism and being anti-imperialist in acting

! Speech delivered before the Institute of National Affairs of Kabataang Makabayan at the Freedom Hall
of the Lyceum of the Philippines on September 25, 1965.
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against U.S. imperialism, the Philippine revolution carried heavier burdens than the
national antifeudal revolutions of Europe and made it starkly clear that alien sovereignty in
the Philippines must first be eliminated before national freedom and individual freedom
successively can be possible.

The tasks of the Philippine revolution have been the national integration of its internal
elements and national liberation from Spanish colonialism and subsequently U.S.
imperialism. What follows, after national liberation, is the consolidation of revolutionary
gains by the very same instruments and forces which have made national liberation
possible and which enforce the national state. The Philippine revolution of 1896 would
have resulted in a Philippine state, self-determined and with free-willed international
relations, had it been successful in successively overthrowing Spanish colonial power and
in preventing the brutal victory of U.S. imperialism.

U.S. imperialism frustrated the establishment of a Philippine state and government that
could have truly granted civil liberties to its citizens subject only to the balance of power
among internal patriotic classes and organizations within the state and in accordance with
the terms of the Malolos Constitution. U.S. imperialism employed the essential force of a
well-established state, that is, military and coercive means, against the Filipino people who
desired the establishment of their own sovereign power and national state. It was U.S.
aggression, dictated by monopoly capitalist expansionism, which set back the Filipino
struggle for sovereignty and national statehood in the Filipino-American War of 1899-
1902.

After the frontal clashes between the Philippine revolutionary army and the imperialist
army of the U.S. government, when the so-called pacification campaign was supposed to
have been finished, in the field of combat in favor of imperialism, the latter engaged in the
most thorough military police work to curtail the civil liberties of the Filipino people. The
suppression of what could have been a full-fledged Filipino democracy with its own
national sovereignty, resulted likewise in the suppression of its particular components,
individual freedom or civil liberties, as the most ignominious censorship laws, sedition
laws and so-called brigandage laws were promulgated to prevent any opposition to the
imperialist imposition of U.S. sovereignty over our people. Within the first decade of this
century, our people were prohibited from displaying their own flag, were prohibited from
reading literature with patriotic undertones or overtones, were prohibited from holding or
attending meetings and public functions that did not fly the U.S. flag, were prohibited from
organizing themselves into groups that suggested in any degree the desire for national
independence. Instead of bringing democracy, as pro-U.S. slogans insist, U.S. imperialism
came to kill national democracy in the Philippines.

The violent impositions of U.S. imperialism on our people, who were already asserting
their right to self- determination, confirms the definition of the bourgeois state as
essentially the institutionalization of violence or coercive force for the purpose of
exploitation. The rule of law that followed our conquest by imperialism cannot be
correctly viewed without paying due attention to the coercive means that the United
States employed to extract from our people its imperialist privileges and to establish in our
country its system of making superprofits. The enjoyment of individual freedom and class
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freedom of a certain kind and extent became possible only with the consent and tolerance
of the ruling power.

This was the essence of such euphemistic imperialist slogans as “benevolent assimilation”
and “tutelage for self- government,” which were raised to whitewash the brutal truth, in
McKinley’s Instructions and in the Jones Law.

Even before the completion of the pacification drive against the revolutionary forces and
the defeat of Filipino democracy, U.S. imperialism set out to take advantage of the class
divisions in Philippine society. In waging national suppression, class suppression and class
collaboration, U.S. imperialism used the technique of divide and rule. Even as the U.S.
could militarily maintain strategic control of the Philippines, it needed internal
collaborators in the administration of the colonial system and to restrain the revolutionary
temper of the masses. These collaborators could be persons but at best they were political
groups and social classes which are objectively more stable than individuals. Thus, U.S.
imperialism thought it wise to accommodate the liberal bourgeoisie, the ilustrado class, as
its class collaborator. The ilustrado class was immediately granted its freedom, its right of
colonial expression and assembly. 1ts members were allowed to organize the Federalista
Party, whose main plank was the annexation of the Philippine islands to the United States
of America. Affiliation to this party was a sure ticket for a comfortable office in the
imperialist regime. The ilustrado class selfishly alienated itself from the peasant masses and
the germinal proletariat. From the narrow liberal point of view, which could easily accept
the system of individual rewards and punishments in an imperialist-dominated society, the
cream of Filipino ilustrados distinguished themselves by turning their family landholdings
to their personal advantage, by participating in the colonial exchange of agricultural raw
material exports and manufactured imports and by deriving the most spoils from their
choice government positions.

The only concession that the Filipino masses got from U.S. imperialism, more as a
consequence of the impact of the Philippine revolution than of imperialist benevolence,
was the establishment of a public school system which the Filipino reformists of the
Propaganda Movement had already demanded from the old type of colonialism without
much success. U.S. imperialism, with its capitalist-industrial base, was in a better position
to afford these reforms or concessions for propaganda, for controlling the minds of
Filipino children and youth, for creating local appetite for U.S. commodities and for
developing a more extensive system of neocolonial clerks capable of filling up the
administrative and technical requirements of imperialist domination.

The Working Class and its Freedom

With the suppression of the Philippine revolution and its betrayal, the Filipino masses
found themselves prevented at every turn by American power from pursuing their
collective interest. The Filipino peasantry realized that they had not only been frustrated by
U.S. imperialism in their struggle for national liberation but also in their struggle for land
reform and social justice. The Filipino working class, still at its rudimentary stage, was
also frustrated. The true leaders of the revolutionary government met one fatal setback
after another as opportunists took the upper hand in the struggle for national liberation.
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Because the peasantry was the backbone of the revolution, U.S. imperialism delivered to it
the most paralyzing blows and whatever political organization was achieved among the
masses by cadres of the revolution was scuttled by the marching hordes of U.S.
imperialism.

Immediately after the suppression of the peasants in the countryside in the Filipino-
American War, the workers in the city started to transform the gremios into modern trade
unions and directly founded in 1901 the first trade union, the Union de Impresores de
Filipinas—significantly, the union of printers, which became the base of such labor leaders
as Isabelo de los Reyes and Crisanto Evangelista. When the trade unions federated
themselves into the Union Obrera Democratica in early 1902 and held the first labor
congress in the Philippines, guided by the Marxist principle that “the emancipation of the
workers must be achieved by the workers themselves”—the proletarian battlecry
throughout the world—all the military and intelligence personnel and facilities of U.S.
imperialism became focused upon the leaders. The Union Obrera Democratica suffered an
early death a few months after the conviction and incarceration of Isabelo de los Reyes on
trumped-up charges and on false witness by a paid agent. The attempt of Dr. Dominador
Gomez to resurrect the same federation failed, with him suffering the same fate of
incarceration. De los Reyes and Gomez suffered incarceration for their leadership in mass
demonstrations of workers in the interest of the working class and for their militant anti-
imperialist stand. Subsequently, De los Reyes and Gomez themselves became absorbed by
reactionary politics.

Seeing that the Filipino workers could not be restrained from organizing themselves,
Governor Taft imported the American Federation of Labor in 1903 to see to it that a
federation, the Union del Trabajo de Filipinas of Lope K. Santos, be organized along the
traditional lines of U.S. yellow trade unionism and be disciplined under the antilabor
principle that “labor should not go into politics.” Thus, not only frontal but fifth column
attacks against the Filipino working class were employed by the U.S. imperialist regime to
curtail the class freedom of the workers and their civil liberties. It was essential, as it is still
essential, to the forces of imperialist reaction, that the working class should never become
a political force in the land. The American Federation of Labor doctrine of non-politics for
labor and subservience to imperialist politics, however, did not gain ground among the
workers as much as it was expected despite the fat imperialist subsidies given to labor
Crooks.

A labor congress on May 1, 1913 was held under the leadership of Hermenegildo Cruz
and founded the Congreso Obrero de Filipinas. In the meantime, Crisanto Evangelista rose
as leader of the premier trade union of the time, the Union de Impresores de Filipinas, and
in 1918 became its president. In 1922, he established the Workers’ Party—the first of its
kind in the Philippines. In the 1929 convention of the Congreso Obrero de Filipinas, the
federation polarized into a group of “reds” and a group of “yellows.” The group of reds,
led by Crisanto Evangelista, bolted out with the overwhelming majority of the trade unions
and formed the Katipunan ng mga Anak Pawis The group of yellows and Yankee agents
became isolated from the working class movement. In 1930, as the dominant number of
organized workers struggled to have a bigger role in our political life, they founded the
Communist Party in concert with the peasantry organized under the Katipunang
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Pambansang Magbubukid sa Pilipinas. A few months later in 1931, even as the left
movement in the United States and throughout the West was becoming stronger with the
Depression and the need to counteract fascism, the U.S. imperialist regime, consistently
fearing the political potential of the Filipino working class and the peasantry together,
moved to illegalize the Communist Party and imprison and banish its leaders from the
masses.

Nevertheless, while the Communist Party was in hibernation, so to speak, Pedro Abad
Santos organized the peasantry in Central Luzon under the Aguman Ding Maldang
Talapagobra and soon after launched the Socialist Party. Under the regime of Franklin D.
Roosevelt when the Popular Front was needed to counteract the fascism of Japan,
Germany and Italy, the Commonwealth government released its communist prisoners and
allowed them to work again as a legal political party. In 1938, the Communist Party and
the Socialist Party merged to form one political party. In struggling against Japanese
fascism throughout World War 11, this political party proved its worth to the Filipino
people and became very strong.

After World War I, the attitude of U.S. imperialism to the Communist Party changed and
the merest suspicion of attachment to it proved to be dangerous and fatal to anybody. The
period of 1945 and 1952 proved fatal to communist lives and civil liberties. The imperialist
attempt to isolate and provoke suspected communist leaders was only part of a campaign
to reinstitute U.S. power in the Philippines. The U.S. authorities feared the Communists as
the most uncompromising anti-imperialists.

As has been proven in the Philippines and elsewhere throughout the world where U.S.
imperialism has succeeded in perpetuating its vested interest, the suppression of
Communists easily results in suppression of nationalists and of democrats of whatever
shade and class. The logic of this statement can easily be found in the dialectics of the
imperialist suppression of the Democratic Alliance, the Pambansang Kaisahan ng
Magsasaka, the Congress of Labor Organizations and the Civil Liberties Union, advocates
of nationalism and civil liberties. After the war, it became the policy of the U.S.
government to destroy any individual or organization which stood in the path of its
campaign to reestablish U.S. power in the Philippines through the Bell Trade Act and the
Parity Amendment, the Military Bases Agreement, the Military Assistance Pact and the
Quirino-Foster Agreement. Through its local agents in all branches of the government,
U.S. imperialism had no compunction in ordering the massacre of an entire squadron of
guerrilla fighters which escorted U.S. troops from Central Luzon to Manila, the murder of
the national chairman of the Pambansang Kaisahan ng Magsasaka and the general
secretary of the Congress of Labor Organizations, and the ouster of the Democratic
Alliance members from the Philippine Congress, whose number would have been sufficient
to prevent the treasonous ratification of the Parity Amendment and the passage of the Bell
Bill. Under these conditions, after defeating the democratic will of the sovereign people
and the suppression of the freedom of expression and assembly, the organized peasantry
and the workers together with the progressive intelligentsia and those businessmen who
stood to suffer from free trade, were provoked into civil strife.

Those organizations which were suppressed in the second half of the forties to the fifties
were the victims of an antinational and antidemocratic foreign aggressor and its domestic
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tools. On May 10, 1964, after more than a decade of waiting for the courts to decide, the
leaders of the Congress of Labor Organizations were read the decision of the Supreme
Court acquitting them of the charge of rebellion and conspiracy against the Philippine
state. This “vindication” has in a way exposed the extreme character of the suspension of
the writ of habeas corpus, the massive attacks against the life and civil liberties through the
sona, the assassinations and bombardments which were conducted against our poor
masses. Amado V. Hernandez and other labor leaders languished for years in prison only
to be acquitted later. Can the Congress of Labor Organizations

be easily resuscitated now to enjoy once more the Bill of Rights of the Constitution? Can
the progressive workers and peasants recover from their losses and use the Bill of Rights
to their advantage now after more than a decade of terror and chicanery by the CIA
agents, clerics and crooks who tried to run down and own all the labor unions and peasant
unions in the country and who also tried to thwart all possibility of the progressive
recovery of our masses by means of the Anti-Subversion Law which is meant to
perpetuate the suppression of our civil liberties?

In this country and at this stage of our development, we should never think that one class
or one leader alone can achieve our national liberation. Let us think of and work for the
solidarity of anti-imperialist and antifeudal classes, groups, and individuals for the common
objective of winning national freedom and democracy from that single power which
dictates upon us, which exploits us and which acts as the master of the compradors,
landlords and corrupt officials in our exploited society. Let us endeavor to work for a
broad united front in the national democratic movement. Let the patriotic businessmen, the
students, the workers, the professionals and the peasants unite into an invincible force
against U.S. imperialism and feudalism. Let the vast majority of our people—the peasantry
and the working class—be the massive base of our democracy. Let a new type of
leadership, that of the proletariat, emerge to show us the correct path.

We have been provided with the illusion that there is freedom of expression and assembly
in this country, which is supposedly sufficient to voice out and work for the interests of
the masses of our people. But if we look closely at the platforms of all those political
parties which present political candidates in the false drama of neocolonial politics, we find
that patronage and bribery are the real concerns of their decrepit and narrow type of
leadership. We find the common devotion to a “free enterprise” monopolized by U.S.
imperialism.
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Neocolonial Parties

Let us investigate the political parties which have profited most from the status quo. Let
us call them the licensed or the permitted political parties in our neocolonial society. The
time for criticizing them has come and criticism must be made in order to raise the political
consciousness of the people who are once more as agitated as during the days of the
Katipunan, who are as ever prepared to receive progressive and revolutionary ideas, who
know how well they can use their democratic rights to build their own political party and
movement basically different from the NP, the LP and the PPP which are now prancing in
the political hippodrome of the neocolonial circus.

1. The Nacionalista Party

Let us take the Nacionalista Party. It is the oldestconservative party in existence. It came
into focus in 1907 by ostentatiously advocating “immediate, complete and absolute
independence” in opposition to the outrightly proimperialist Federalist Party which
advocated the annexation of the Philippines to the United States. Nevertheless, the
Nacionalista Party was never able to regain the spirit and determination of the Katipunan
and the Philippine revolution because it had the basic fault of accepting the political
framework established by foreign domination, of becoming in effect the beneficiary of a
perpetuated state of aggression, of being dictated by the American slogan of “tutelage for
self-government” which was a direct mockery of our revolutionary masses and their
patriotic heritage, and of agreeing to the basic proposition that the Filipino leaders should
beg for Philippine independence from the U.S. government instead of struggling for it as
an assertion of self-determination. The Nacionalista Party was the first imperialist-
tolerated party to mislead our people into believing that sovereignty, instead of being
fought for by our own people, can be granted by the very alien forces which suppressed it.

In the most objective sense, the Nacionalista Party helped U.S. imperialism strengthen its
economic, political, administrative, educational and military control of the Philippines for
more than three crucial and continuous decades before the outbreak of the Japanese-
American imperialist war in the Pacific. The compromising character of the Nacionalista
Party can be seen in its 1935 platform which, despite the independence oratory of Quezon,
advocated the revision of the Tydings-McDuffie Act, “so that preferential trade with
America may be allowed to continue after independence and shall not be terminated until
the expiration of such period as may be considered reasonably necessary to permit the
Philippines to make proper readjustment of her economy.” This would be the same
imperialist and comprador-landlord rationale in favor of the Bell Trade Act and the Parity
Amendment after the war.

When World War Il was going on, U.S. control of the Commonwealth government in
exile only became stronger. The imperialist terms of the Tydings-McDuffie Law pertaining
to U.S. military bases and property rights were aggravated by executive arrangements in
Washington.

In 1946, the Nacionalista Party splintered into three wings, left, middle and right. The left
wing tried to carry the middle wing towards the Democratic Alliance, a party deriving its
strength mainly from the organized peasantry and workers. The right wing became the
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Liberal Party. The Nacionalista Party opposed the threat of McNutt and the U.S. business
community, led by the infamous American Chamber of Commerce of the Philippines, to
postpone “independence” and likewise opposed the Bell Trade Act and the Parity
Amendment. After the electoral victory of the Liberal Party, however, the Nacionalista
Party’s opposition to imperialism weakened and became half-hearted.

Even as the Liberal Party cheated in the elections of 1949, the vehement opposition of the
Nacionalista Party to electoral fraud and terrorism was not directed at the foreign power
which controlled the armed forces and made possible the use of official fraud and
terrorism. Ironically, it soon occurred that the Nacionalista Party adopted Ramon
Magsaysay as its presidential standard-bearer in 1952 despite the fact that he was the
principal agent of U.S. imperialism in effecting the suppression of the writ of habeas
corpus, in the massive attacks against civil liberties and in the preparation of conditions
which threatened the incarceration of such Nacionalista leaders as Recto, Laurel and
Rodriguez and others for alleged involvement in alleged “subversive” activities.

The transposition of Magsaysay proved the basic reactionary character of the Nacionalista
Party, its susceptibility to the maneuvers of U.S. imperialism. In the short time that
Magsaysay was president, U.S. imperialism succeeded in imposing upon the Filipino
people the U.S.-RP Mutual Defense Pact and the Manila Pact (SEATO) which multiplied
its privileges of intervening in Philippine affairs militarily and of involving the Philippine
government in U.S. wars of intervention and aggression throughout Southeast Asia. It
also succeeded in making a readjustment and revision of the Bell Trade Act which made
possible some minor concessions to the Philippine government but which extended parity
rights of U.S. citizens to all fields of business endeavor in the Philippines.

During the term of Garcia, when the stalwarts of what is now the Party for Philippine
Progress suddenly found themselves out of place in the administration, the “Filipino First”
policy was raised as a reflection of and response to the growth of national
entrepreneurship under conditions of controls during the fifties. But, under the charges of
graft and corruption and the threat of a coup d’etat emanating from the Central
Intelligence Agency and its Filipino agents who were exposed by General Pelagio Cruz,
Garcia made several steps backward and gave in to U.S. pressures for decontrol as early
as 1960.

The imposition of full and immediate decontrol and U.S.- controlled “free enterprise,”
executed through the puppetry of the United Opposition in 1962, has wrought havoc upon
our national life. Our working class and peasantry have been suffering from the automatic
decrease of their real income, and from the increase of unemployment, the skyrocketing of
prices of all commodities and the subsidy for imported consumer goods which has
undermined the financial stability of the government. Filipino entrepreneurships have been
depressed by decontrol and by its concomitant of tight credit control, forced into
bankruptcy and takeover by U.S. monopolies. As a result of decontrol the Philippine
economy is being surrendered totally to big U.S. monopolies with their unlimited financial
standing. Abusing the alienation of government from the national entrepreneurs, U.S.
monopolies have subordinated government finances to their investment plans.
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2. The Liberal Party

Let us take the Liberal Party. The Liberal Party started as the right wing of the
Nacionalista Party in 1946. It was the reactionary wing and it did become the reactionary
party given by U.S. imperialism the task of perpetuating the colonial privileges of U.S.
monopoly interests even after July 4, 1946. It was the party which frustrated the
Democratic Alliance with the coercive means made available to it by the U.S. military and
money. It is the party responsible for the Parity Amendment, the Bell Trade Act, the
Military Bases Agreement, the Military Assistance Pact and the Quirino-Foster
Agreement.

Consistent with its tradition of unmitigated proimperialism, the Liberal Party—together
with the Grand Alliance (whose leaders are now leading the PPP)fought against the
“Filipino First” policy and advocated decontrol which has intensified the misery of the
masses.

The aggravated condition of the nation is the joint responsibility of the Liberal Party and
the Grand Alliance. Obscuring the fact that it was U.S. monopoly capitalism which
manipulates them to oppose the aspirations of nationalist businessmen, these political
parties endlessly harp on the issue of graft and corruption against the Nacionalista Party in
the allocation of foreign exchange. After full decontrol in 1962, bureaucratic corruption
merely changed places. Pure and technical smuggling and bribery in the disposition of
government funds, approval of contracts and sale of government firms have become
rampant.

What is supposed to be the chief achievement of the Liberal Party administration since
1962 is the adoption of decontrol and the reinforcement of a U.S.-controlled economy. As
this party persists in this presumption, it must be rejected by the national democratic
movement. In conformitywith the dictates of the U.S. State Department, the Macapagal
administration has faithfully publicized a sham socioeconomic program, recommended by
U.S. agents in the World Bank, which merely outlines what public works projects can be
done by the government. Based on new tax measures and on stabilization funds and
foreign investments from the United States, this program is meant to destroy the initiative
and potency of the Filipino people in their economic life. This program has been nothing
but a cover for further Americanization of the economy.

The original and actual intent of the Macapagal Land Reform Program was to deepen U.S.
control of Philippine agriculture and agricultural credit. The amended Minimum Wage
Law is also nothing but an insufficient readjustment to the harsh results of decontrol which
has forced Filipino firms into bankruptcy and caused the lay-offs of Filipino workers. The
Filipino working class has lost more than it has gained during the Macapagal
administration.

In foreign policy, the Macapagal administration has assiduously tied itself to the tactics of
U.S. imperialism which are directed towards splitting the Afro-Asian anti- imperialist
movement and preserving imperialism and neocolonialism. At the present stage, the
Philippine government is allowing itself to be used as an instrument in the development of
a so-called “moderate group”—composed of pro-U.S. governments—which is meant to
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counteract the will of the Afro-Asian peoples to force the retreat of colonialism,
imperialism and neocolonialism.

3. The Party for Philippine Progress

Let us take the PPP. The Party for Philippine Progress is the most reactionary, antinational
and antidemocratic of the three parties running district and national candidates. Analysis of
the vested class interests behind it, its devel- opment and its present platform and activities
reveals to us its reactionary clerico-fascist and proimperialist nature. This must be stated
clearly because this party intends to create semantical confusion and mystification as the
basis of its political program.

The PPP calls itself a “left of center” party only to be anti-left, antinational and
antidemocratic. It calls itself a “rebel against tradition” and a “revolutionary” party only to
be guided by the most traditional and reactionary forces in the country such as clericalism,
militarism, imperialism and feudalism. It calls itself a “nationalist” party (with such
glittering generalities as “faith in the Filipino,” “love for the Philippines”, and “hope in the
Filipino”) only to obscure and evade the basic and concrete iniquities in Philippine-
American neocolonial relations. It calls the Philippine government “neocolonialist™
because it is supposedly “over-centralized” and “too strong”, deliberately not referring to
the fact that it is actually weak as a national instrument because it is subordinated to the
central powers and interests of U.S. imperialism, and it is in this sense that it is
neocolonialist. The PPP would like to make it appear that Filipino bureaucrats on their
own account are the neocolonialists, not the imperialist and feudal interests which control
and organize them.

The PPP calls for a supposed “decentralization” in order to distribute the graces of
democracy but only to strengthen the provincial powers of landlords and their politicians
and to negate all possibilities for any national industrial planning from a republican center.
It calls for “people’s capitalism” only to rob the workers of their meager savings and to
have the mass of small shareholders manipulated by a few high financiers, chiefly foreign.

The PPP can trace its beginnings from the frailes and guardia civil. Its spiritual origins and
historical antecedents are manifested by its obvious schemes of disciplining voters and
organizations to vote along antirepublican, colonial and sectarian lines and of developing
fascist connections with the military establishment. While the PPP has the presumption of
achieving these schemes, imperialist and comprador-landlord interests consider it a safety
check on the two other conservative parties and a weapon of last resort in anticipation of
the revolutionary advance of the Communist Party of the Philippines.

As a distinct political group, the PPP started to train itself in the Chesterton Evidence

Guild before World War 11. With their dramatics, the members of this guild—mostly the
children of the elite—praised Franco and Mussolini and advocated their ideas. The guild
was obviously inspired by Father Coughlin who, in New York, was agitating for fascism.

After the war, the members of this guild assisted in the return of U.S. imperialism and
many of them were used to penetrate political and civic organizations, especially those
with national democratic tendencies. After the army raids against progressive workers’
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and peasants’ organizations in 1950-52, they started their maneuvers to inveigle the
peasantry and working class with their own kinds of organization and with their
imperialist-inspired concept of rural community development. In 1952, as the Magsaysay-
for-President-Movement boys, their political identity with those intelligence and psy-war
officers responsible for the widescale suppression of democracy became more evident. It
was during the time of Magsaysay that they brewed the antilibertarian Anti-Subversion
Law in order to curtail the freedom of patriotic dissent. It is the opinion of the most
competent lawyers today that this is a bill of attainder and a clear attack against the right
of expression and assembly. In 1957, after the sudden death of Magsaysay, the
Progressive Party of the Philippines was established. In 1959, it called itself the Grand
Alliance to embrace disgruntled elements from the LP who were also close to the
American Jesuits. In the elections of 1957 and 1959, the PPP failed but succeeded in
holding back to some extent the faster development of the anti-imperialist movement.
They were always around to make red-baiting attacks against anti-imperialists. In 1961, it
coalesced with the Liberal Party into the United Opposition. The United Opposition was
united by the proimperialist objective of eliminating the “Filipino First” policy, and of
returning a policy of “free enterprise” totally controlled by the U.S. business monopolies
and united by the fantastic amounts of U.S. dollars contributed by large U.S. business
firms to the electoral campaign fund.

In 1962, the PPP was able to infiltrate most successfully all important branches and
agencies of the government. In Congress, the PPP stalwarts, Manglapus and Manahan,
and their associates stood out in proposing those bills, like the Macapagal Foreign
Investments Bill, which would serve the interest of U.S. imperialism in the Philippines.

Disgusted with the inability of Macapagal to get the majority of the Philippine Senate in
the 1963 elections and afraid of being implicated in the Stonehill and smuggling
syndicates, to which many of their PPP colleagues could be implicated, as Macapagal did
implicate Pelaez, Senators Manglapus and Manahan left the Liberal Party in 1964 and
prepared the resuscitation of the PPP. So long as the three political parties, the NP, the LP
and the PPP, are controlled and financed from above by the comprador-landlord class and
its imperialist master, none of them can ever be expected to be truly for the development
of national democracy in the Philippines. But, again, let us say that we should strive for a
national united front of all patriotic and progressive forces and elements in our society,
and let us open the door of national unity to those groups and elements that are truly for
national freedom and democracy at any time. Let us develop a new type of political party
and, at the same time, a broad alliance of political forces against U.S. imperialism and
feudalism. The U.S. imperialists are once more trying to consolidate their forces and
agents in this country in preparation against democratic mass actions that are now
developing in defense of our national patrimony, our dignity and independence. U.S.
imperialism is more worried than ever as it is now fast losing its power and influence in
areas surrounding the Philippines. We are now in a period as historically momentous as
the decade of the forties or the years when Spanish colonialism overconcentrated itself in
the Philippines only to find itself overexposed to our people who were quick to realize that
they must win collective freedom. In conclusion, let us cry: let us have national freedom;
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let us have class freedom:; let us have individual freedom in the service of the class
freedom of the workers and peasants!
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SELF-DETERMINATION AND FOREIGN RELATIONS®

For a nation to have its own foreign policy it must first be free and secure on its
foundation, which is no less than its sovereignty. Apolinario Mabini and George
Washington both agreed on this fundamental necessity of statehood and relations with
other nations. Both of them, as policy-makers of their respective governments, upheld the
basic principle that only the sovereign people can protect themselves and seek their true
national interests. As fighters of a national democratic revolution, they knew the sacrifices
that a people must pay and the victories they must win in order to establish a nation-state
that is the embodiment of the people’s unity, strength and self-determination.

It is the task of the Filipino youth, amidst the chaos and confusion created by American
power here and abroad, to link the present with our revolutionary fathers so that we may
gain the firm purpose of recovering the international freedom of action that was totally
annihilated by American imperialism and so that we may have more firm resolve and
perspective in seeking relations with all peoples who are sympathetic to the reemergence
of the Philippine Revolution and who are willing to deal with us fairly in the course of
normal diplomatic and trade relations. In this patriotic task, the Filipino youth should seek
to strengthen and extend the threads of Claro M. Recto’s logic in calling for a rejection of
our mendicant foreign policy, a policy subservient to the alien sovereignty that destroyed
our national freedom and prevented us from developing a truly Filipino democracy. We
seek no less than the assertion of our own sovereignty.

We need always to uphold the principle of self- determination and our national interests as
the starting point of our foreign relations. We need always to rely on the strength of our
own people__predominantly the masses of peasants and workers__as the power of a
genuine statehood. To rely on and argue for American protection and aid for our people,
as all the so-called “statesmen” of the status quo or leaders of the neocolonial parties of
today do, is to betray and to be traitorous to our own people. To perpetuate our inverted
view of world reality that the benevolence of one world power should be the main factor
of our national security and internal peace and order is to obscure and destroy the purpose
and meaning of the Philippine Revolution and to give continued permission to American
aggression against Filipino sovereignty. Our neocolonial politicians are blind to the fact
that American power can be effectively fought and removed so long as the people are fully
united and not divided against themselves by the neocolonial politics which provide false
illusions and cockfight sensation, subsidized as it is by large American vested interests and
their feudal and comprador allies.

Those who argue that the Philippines is under the protection of the United States and
who, in that neocolonial line of thinking and acting, would narrow down the foreign policy
of the Philippine government to an exclusivistic set of “special relations” with the United

! Speech delivered before the First Student Congress for the Advancement of Nationalism at the Vinzons
Hall, University of the Philippines on October 22, 1966; first draft delivered at the University of Nueva
Caceres, Naga City, on October 28, 1965.
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States that are formalized by such treaties that we now enumerate in this lecture, actually
argue that the Philippines is a protectorate and not a “free” nation as often boasted by
American propaganda. The argument of American protection has always been the last
argument of a pro-American and pro- imperialist in justifying the overwhelming presence
and power of American imperialism in the Philippines. For instance, it is absurdly argued:
After the United Sates, whom would you like to take over the Philippines? This rhetorical
question assumes that the Philippines should be a perpetual protectorate, either under
American protection or under another alien power’s. The true and only
alternative__Filipino sovereignty itself __is obscured by this neocolonial argument. This
argument of American protection does not see the large implication of patriotic unity and
struggle as a prerequisite for the vanquishment of American imperialism and the
reinstitution of policies and instruments serving the sovereign interests of the Filipino
people.

Those who argue for American aid and protection as a necessary condition for our
international relations are not aware of the history of their own people. Indeed, it has long
been forgotten by many of us that American sovereignty was imposed on us, in a
continuous act of aggression, against our own sovereignty from the very start. They
obscure the fact that American imperialism__in its essential mission of expanding its world
sphere for monopoly- capitalist exploitation__came to the Philippines exactly at the time in
1898 when the Filipino people were asserting their own sovereignty by no less than the
sovereign use of arms__over another alien power and had already established their own
government and put out their Constitution to guide social order. American imperialism
came only to intervene and use its own military force to crush Filipino sovereignty and its
revolutionary government in the Filipino-American War of 1899-1902.

We seem always to forget that American imperialist power in this country, whether in the
economy, politics, culture and the military, can be no less than perpetuated aggression. Up
to the present, it signifies necessarily the brutal suppression of Filipino sovereignty and
democracy. It signifies the unredeemed blood and destruction, the corruption and
misleading of our people. No amount of semantical trickery or ceremonial show should
veil our vision from the fact that up to now American sovereignty operates without
restraint in all fields of our national life. Even after the six full decades of American
imperialist brainwashing, we cannot honestly accept that sovereignty and independence
can be granted or given to us by another sovereign people. It is a basic principle in
political science that sovereignty cannot be given as if it were a gift. Every freshman
student in political science would know this and yet our political leaders and teachers have
drummed into our heads that the United States granted independence to the Filipino
people on July 4, 1946. It should also be noted that neither can independence be restored
nor given back by an aggressor-nation like the United States. Sovereignty is not given or
given back; it is asserted by the sovereign people. In this light, therefore, the Philippine
independence that was granted on July 4, 1946 can be no different from the independence
that was also diplomatically granted by the Japanese invaders on October 14, 1943. The
only difference lies in the source of the bogus gift. We are certain that Philippine history
will soon reveal to us that American imperialism and Japanese imperialism are the same, in
their aggression, brutality and deceptions.
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Our foreign policy, as formulated by the successive administrations of Roxas, Quirino,
Magsaysay, Garcia, and Macapagal, takes its beginnings from the state of perpetuated
American aggression as formalized by the U.S.- R.P. Treaty of General Relations of July
4, 1946. We take this treaty, together with the executive agreements which went into its
making, as a formalization of the resumption of American military hegemony in the
Philippines after the brief Japanese interregnum. This treaty was supposed to have
relinquished sovereignty to the Filipino people over their own national territory but it
exempted the American military bases from relinquishment and only legalized further the
persistence of these alien instruments of state power within our national territory. If the
state exists by virtue of the coercive means it can use to exact obedience and the character
of the state takes the character of the class or power which maintains superior coercive
means within the same society, then how can we say that the puny armed forces that we
have, which are dependent on the surplus disposal system and guidance of the JUSMAG,
are capable of securing the Philippine state in the light of the well-entrenched American
military bases which maintain superior military location and capability, with its own alien
purposes, and which enjoys extraterritorial rights and whose troops enjoy exterritorial
rights? The strategic military reimposition of American military power, through the Treaty
of General Relations and the Military Bases Agreement, was followed by the Bell Trade
Act and the Parity Amendment which were meant and which have been used to perpetuate
the “parity” rights of American citizens and to reestablish American control of the
Philippine economy, currency and foreign trade. In order to control further the Philippine
armed forces from its military bases, American imperialism imposed the Military
Assistance Pact by which logistics, intelligence, indoctrination and operation should be
guided by a Joint U.S. Military Advisory Group. Altogether, these mean internal American
control of the present Philippine state. In order to place the counterpart of JUSMAG in
the civil bureaucracy, American imperialism imposed the Quirino-Foster Agreement by
which imperialist aid is supposed to be administered more efficiently, as a departure from
the surplus scandals, but actually by which the strategic branches and agencies of the
Philippine government would be directed and their policies decided by overpaid American
advisers who are oftentimes no better than sales agents of big American firms, and agents
of the CIA. Alternately, the Mutual Defense Treaty was imposed in order to elaborate on
the imperialist right of intervention in Philippine affairs which is already inherent in the
extraordinary extraterritorial and exterritorial rights of American troops under the Military
Bases Agreement. In 1954 came the Laurel- Langley Agreement to extend the right of
American citizens to engage in all kinds of businesses. And then, the SEATO which was
envisioned to involve the Philippine government in the internal affairs of the countries of
Southeast Asia, particularly Indochina and Indonesia. The SEATO became the tiger on
which the infamy of Filipino foreign policy makers rode, as it was immediately employed
to place Southeast Asia under the gendarmerie of American imperialism.

The so-called special relations between the Philippines and the United States are defined
by these said treaties and agreements which have alienated the Philippine government from
the peoples both of Asia and Africa. In the historic Bandung Conference, the ebullient
General Carlos P. Romulo (as Time Magazine would describe him) arrived only to try to
shield American imperialism from the just denunciations of the representatives of Afro-
Asian peoples. He went there only to perform the chore he had always done in the
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American-controlled United Nations, as the errand boy of the U.S. State Department.
Even after representation in the Bandung Conference, the Philippine government
continued to obscure and even oppose the revolutionary movements of Asia and Africa. It
preferred to view world reality from the American viewpoint which provoked the Korean
war and which cheered the fascist-led revolt against the Hungarian government. The
Philippine government preferred to hold on to the coattails of Uncle Sam as the latter
seesawed between pro-Arab and pro-Israel sentiments. It hollered for intervention in the
Taiwan question and in Indo-Chinese affairs. The arch-instrument of American
imperialism, Ramon Magsaysay, had the temerity of pressuring Prince Norodom Sihanouk
to join the SEATO. All the while supporting the actions of American imperialism, the
Philippine government in its foreign policy closed its eyes to the various vicissitudes of the
Indonesian people caused by the Dutch and assisted by American power, the Algerian
revolution, the plight of Patrice Lumumba and other events which called for Filipino
sympathy and support. Instead of being sympathetic to the Indonesian Revolution, the
Philippine government tolerated the use of American military bases here against Indonesia
in 1958.

“Special relations” have also involved the Philippine government in big-power bluffs of
American imperialism against peoples who have already achieved the socialist revolution
or who are about to achieve it. Bound as these countries are by proletarian
internationalism, the Philippines has pitifully relied on the greed and deceit of American
imperialism in its global maneuvers to expand its control over 60 percent of the world’s
resources and maintain the 3,600 American foreign military bases. Through the American-
controlled United Nations, the Philippines would become involved in the Korean War only
to find that even in 1950 American imperialism could no longer exact what it wanted from
peoples who unite and fight back to uphold their sovereignty and motherland.

Outline of World Events

It is necessary to present the outline of world events today to show how our American
protector stands, to show how insecure and unwise is our so-called “special relations”
with the U.S. and to show how detrimental they have been to us and to other peoples who
have been subjected to American aggression.

On every level of international relations and struggle, American imperialism is losing its
position of strength. Because of its unmitigated policy of superprofit exploitation and
military aggression and intervention, arising from its imperialist nature, the U.S.
government has become isolated and has become the chief target of the national
independence movements of Asia, Africa and Latin America and of the socialist camp.
Even its capitalist allies are increasingly anti-American as they realize that they have been
cheated of their colonies in the period of weakness immediately after World War 11 and as
they are now trying to reclaim their colonial losses.

It is clear that U.S. imperialism reached the peak of its power between 1945 and 1955.
From the mid-fifties it started to meet the rising opposition of other world forces and to
decline steadily, to its present status. It was within this period that it crushed the anti-
imperialist movement in the Philippines and tied the Philippine government to a completely
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pro-American foreign policy that was marked by the errands ran by the puny and
peripatetic General Carlos P. Romulo, and was climaxed by the simultaneous crushing of
nationalist organizations and the dispatch of Filipino expeditionary forces to the Korean
War in an atmosphere of McCarthyism.

The Cold War policies of the U.S. dominated the Philippine scene and successfully
curtained off the Filipino people from the Chinese revolution of 1949. The revolution
became an established fact, however, and it frustrated the expansionist advance of
American imperialism as early as 1950 in the Korean War. As the Chinese volunteers in
the spirit of proletarian internationalism rolled back the American-directed UN Forces, the
Soviet Union in 1951 exploded its first atomic bomb and broke the American nuclear
monopoly. The proletarian internationalism of North Korea, China and the Soviet Union
proved more than equal to American imperialism even at that time the latter was at the
peak of its relative world power.

It is true that the U.S. came out the strongest imperialist power after World War 11 at the
expense of all other imperialist powers. It was on the basis of this strength that the U.S.
easily reoccupied the Philippines and imposed all the treaties necessary to perpetuate
American power in the Philippines as well as extend its influence and interests in the Far
East. But World War 11 also gave birth to the most powerful anti-imperialist forces: the
national liberation movements and the socialist camp. These two vigorous forces set into
motion what we may now easily describe as the final stage of the general crisis of
imperialism.

The two interrelated world movements of national liberation and socialism have developed
from the basic alliance of the working class and the peasantry. These are the basic world
forces against American imperialism. The internal conflict among imperialist powers
themselves and their monopoly groups and the internal contradictions of American society
itself have added to the decay of American imperialism as a whole.

The focal conflict in the world today is that one between the national liberation
movements of Asia, Africa and Latin America on the one hand and the imperialist powers
led by the U.S. on the other. It is obvious that the most intense anti-imperialist struggles
have been enacted in China, Cuba, Indochina and the Congo. The Vietnamese people are
now fighting the most focal struggle in the world today. It is within the intercontinental
area of Asia, Africa and Latin America that America imperialism finds itself most
susceptible to the most vigorous blows by the main force of the worldwide anti-imperialist
revolt which continues to raise the fighting spirit of two-thirds of mankind into various
forms of resistance. The oppressed and underdeveloped countries comprise the
overwhelming countryside which has the metropolitan capitalist countries at their mercy.
The national independence movements of the world countryside encompassing two-thirds
of the world population are firmly reducing the areas of economic exploitation and military
control by American imperialism. These are now forcing American imperialism to its worst
and final crisis.

Deprivation of its superprofits is fatal to American imperialism. The national liberation
movements are now curtailing the imperialist market and its field of investment and are
now forcing American imperialism to its home grounds. Forced back to its home grounds
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by the anti- imperialist revolutions, American imperialism is sure to collapse under the
strain of bearing the falling rate of profit which in the period of capitalist expansion has
been buttressed by superprofits.

No less than in Latin America, the most probable last continental foothold of American
imperialism, the Cuban people have already chosen to free themselves from foreign
exploitation, rendering American military might, represented by Guantanamo, useless,
sustaining successfully the unfair blows of the U.S. and the Organization of American
States and therefore showing to all the peoples of Latin America that they too can fight
American imperialism successfully. At present, Venezuela, the Dominican Republic,
Guatemala, Brazil, Colombia and several other Latin American countries are in revolt.

In Africa, the Algerian Revolution, the Congolese Revolution, the Zanzibar Revolution
and the revolutionary leadership of many African peoples are telling the American
imperialists not to push their sphere of influence into Africa and subjugate them again.
Thus the Peace Corps, the American lending institutions, and other imperialist instruments
of subversion are being rendered ineffective. American treachery in the liquidation of
Lumumba and the continued support to his killers, the American use of the UN to make
possible the capture of Antoine Gizenga and the murders of tens of thousands of
Congolese patriots with the paratroop drops by American helicopters in Stanleyville have
enraged the entire African continent against American imperialism. The Organization of
African Unity, particularly its Liberation Committee, is avowedly against colonialism,
imperialism and neocolonialism.

The American War in Vietnam is a shocking proof of the barbarism of American
imperialism. This was the same barbarism employed by it against our own people in order
to impose its sovereignty upon us in the Filipino-American War at the beginning of the
century. The American aggression against the North and South Vietnamese people is
challenging all peoples to struggle against American imperialism in all its forms. As a
result of its aggressive war in Vietnam, the U.S. has become so isolated from the decent
opinion of humanity. Its atrocities are excelling those of Hitlerite Germany and Tojos’
Japan in their genocidal extent.

Notwithstanding the selfish and narrow point of view of puppet politicians in the
Philippines, the world is changing rapidly and soon enough the internal laws of motion of
Philippine society will breach the neocolonial framework. Pushed leftward by the national
liberation movements, the balance of forces between socialism and imperialism is changing
radically in favor of socialism. Before the emergence of modern revisionism, a world
socialist system came about comprising 33.6 percent of the world population (1,000
million) and roughly 26 percent of the world area. Its share in industrial output has been
greater than its share in the total population of the world. Per capita production in socialist
countries is on the average higher than in the capitalist camp.

The astounding scientific and technological progress of socialist counties has spelled the
constant advance of their economy and political strength, particularly in the case of the
People’s Republic of China. Socialist aid has encouraged fighters for national liberation to
ward off the exploitation and enticements of imperialist aid, particularly American “aid.” It
has provided the disinterested alternative to the selfish offers of aid by various imperialist
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countries. Socialist aid agrees on the most disinterested terms as seen in comparison with
imperialist aid.

Socialist aid is given at 1 to 2.5 percent interest, payable in twelve years; sometimes no
more interest is required. Usually, the aid means the delivery of capital goods, the
development of a self-reliant economy, a diversified agriculture and the construction of
basic and heavy industries;

it serves to increase the industrialization and independence of the aid recipient. Payment
can be made in local currency, thus the aid giver is compelled to purchase local
commaodities. Socialist aid, therefore, encourages equivalent exchange of exports and
imports. Furthermore, it requires no economic and administrative conditions such as
imperialist aid requires that loans be spent as dictated by foreign advisers of the aid giver;
and it has no political and military requirements such as that the aid recipient should join a
military bloc and other bilateral and multilateral entanglements.

Imperialist aid, on the other hand, dictates so many conditions on the aid recipient, which
amounts to the gradual or immediate surrender of the latter’s sovereignty and industrial
development. Loans from imperialist financing institutions, such as the Export-Import
Bank, the Agency for International Development (AID), the International Monetary Fund
and the World Bank, are given at the interest rate of 4 to 7 percent and yet such basic
conditions are made that the government receiving them is prevented from directly making
productive investments. The aid recipient is dictated to use the funds for stabilization
purposes; for public works and administrative purposes which ultimately favor the foreign
investors and perpetuate the colonial trade pattern of cheap raw-material exports and
high-price finished-products imports. Always, the condition is made that foreign direct
investors are given extraordinary tax-exemption privileges on their investments, direct
support from the loans and unlimited right to repatriate profits and capital. Commodity
purchases are made only according to the advice of the aid giver. Because the foreign aid
adviser supplied by the aid giver must process and control the use of resources it is
possible for him to overprice the goods in favor of the forms of his country to the extent
of 30 percent or more above the world price. American advisorship is spread out in the
entire administrative system of the aid recipient. The advisers stay in strategic positions in
the government; thus, they develop strong imperialist influence on the policies of the
government. The aid recipient is compelled to be involved in political and military alliances
against the interests of its people and against its own neighbors. Aid under U.S. Public
Law 480 and the Mutual Security Act sets the most preposterous terms, such as the
disposal of American surplus agricultural products by the recipient and the use of proceeds
for controlling counterpart funds provided by the aid recipient and for cold war purposes
under the direction of an overcompensated American advisorship spread out in the entire
bureaucracy. Payment of imperialist loans in all cases can be paid only in the foreign
exchange approved by the aid giver. Because of the wide difference in terms of imperialist
and socialist aid, oppressed peoples and anti-imperialist governments always take the latter
at the first opportunity.

Socialist economic aid is not only encouraging the oppressed peoples of the world to
revolt against American imperialist power. The development of an Asian nuclear power,
sympathetic to the national liberation movements of Asia and Africa, is bound to curtail
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the propensity of the U.S. to frighten the progressive peoples of the world with total
annihilation. The explosion of China’s bomb, according to the anti-imperialist leaders of
Asia and Africa, is now turning the nuclear stalemate in favor of socialism and the
movements for national independence despite the revisionist policy of certain socialist
countries.

The biggest advantage, however, to be taken from socialist countries, especially the
People’s Republic of China, is to learn their principle of self-reliance.

It is not only the interrelated forces of national liberation and socialism which are forcing
back American imperialism. Within the capitalist camp, the U.S. has to meet the challenge
of the Common Market and more particularly the French. The developing economic split
of the West has its parallel effect in the NATO and the SEATO. The French claim for gold
on Fort Knox is sending shivers along the spine of the American economy with its balance
of payment problems. There seems to be no satisfactory resolution of the tariff war
between the U.S. and the Common Market. In the SEATO, we see how it had failed to act
according to the designs of the Pentagon. The French opposition, not to mention
Pakistan’s, to American total aggression against Vietnam has complicated U.S. relations
with its Western allies.

In the United Nations, which has always been controlled by the U.S. since its inception,
the contradictions of world reality in which the U.S. always finds itself at one end because
of its greed and interventionism are beginning to rend the UN charter and structure of
1945 the year at which the U.S. came out richest and most powerful from the
devastating war years.

The Afro-Asian nations resent the fact that they are unfairly represented in the agencies of
the UN and many of them are appalled by the fact that China’s seat has been usurped by
the puny puppet government of Taiwan in the Security Council.

Together with the socialist countries, the Afro-Asian countries always resist the payment
of dues to the UN whenever they realize that the funds have been misused to install or
protect puppet leaders of the United States such as in the Congo and other places.

At the moment, American society is suffering from the militarization of its economy, the
balance of payments deficit, severe trade expansion difficulties, unemployment aggravated
by automation, the color problem and civil rights, the rise of internal imperialist reaction
and organized fascist politics.

As we continue to rely exclusively on the vaunted strength of American imperialism, we
are bound to be surprised by every revolutionary turn of the world situation.

At this point of our national history, we need to set ourselves free from imperialist
domination so that our sense of internationalism, our sense of community with other
nations would not continue to be narrowed down to the selfish imperialist interests of one
foreign nation superimposed on our own.

We need to gain national freedom so that we can broaden our foreign relations with all
nations willing to cooperate and to be friends with us.
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Let us not mistake the cosmopolitanism of the comprador ruling class as our
internationalism. Let us think of the deeper fraternal ties that can be developed among the
masses of Africa and Asia in facing our common enemy, American imperialism. Let us be
one with the Afro-Asian people’s solidarity movement and let us be guided by the spirit of

revolutionary internationalism.
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LAND REFORM AND NATIONAL DEMOCRACY?
The Colonial Question and the Agrarian Question

At the present stage of our national history, the single immediate purpose to which our
people are committed is the achievement of national democracy. On this single purpose, all
are agreed, irrespective of social classes, unless one belongs to a class aggrandized by the
perpetuation of semicolonial and semifeudal conditions in our society. Unless one is a
landlord or a comprador, one aspires to have his nation free from colonial and imperialist
exploitation. Every patriotic Filipino wishes to liquidate imperialism and feudalism
simultaneously in order to achieve national democracy.

The relation between national democracy and land reform is very clear. We can achieve
genuine land reform only if we, as a nation, are free from colonial and imperialist
domination. In fighting for national democracy against U.S. imperialism and feudalism
today, we need to unite the peasantry—the most numerous class in our society—on the
side of all other patriotic classes and we need to unite with the peasantry, as the main
force or backbone of our national unity and anti-imperialist struggle.

The peasantry will join the anti-imperialist movement only if it is convinced that the
movement can bring about a state capable of carrying out land reform. In his long struggle
for social justice, the Filipino peasant has learned that there must first be a decisive change
in the character of the state, brought about largely and fundamentally by the worker-
peasant alliance. He has learned the lesson a long time ago that before democratic reforms
can be completely effected the national state must be secured from imperialist control and
must be firmed up by the overwhelming support of the peasantry and the working class,
whose alliance is far more reliable and more qualitatively powerful than the peasant-
ilustrado combination which became frustrated by U.S. imperialism at the start of this
century.

If we study closely the early development of the national democratic movement, we can
see its profound basis in the agrarian situation in the Philippines during the Spanish
colonial era. The demand for political freedom became a valid demand to the masses only
when they realized that a national state, their own popular sovereignty, could protect them
against the exploitative colonial power which could 1 only benefit the colonizers and their
local agents. The Philippine revolution of 1896 took full form only after the peasantry
became mobilized into a powerful national liberation movement against colonialism and
serfdom. The peasantry provided the mass support for the Philippine revolutionary
government and fought the most intense patriotic war against colonial authority, especially
in those areas where the contradiction between the peasant and the landlord was most

' Speech delivered in Pilipino before the first Central Luzon Regional Conference of
Kabataang Makabayan, at Republic Central Colleges, Angeles City, on October 31, 1965;
and in English at the College of Agriculture, University of the Philippines, Los Banos,
Laguna, on March 23, 1966.
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intense. Colonial domination meant feudalism. It had to be overthrown by the armed might
of the peasantry.

If we study assiduously the writings and experience of the old national democratic heroes,
we cannot help but find the insistent line that the lack of political freedom of a nation is
based upon economic exploitation and control by an alien power. In the case of the
Filipino people, during the Spanish era, the theocratic unity of church and state and the
lack of national and individual freedom were based upon the feudal economic order and
upon the mutual landlordism of lay and ecclesiastical authorities.

In Dr. Jose Rizal’s El Filibusterismo, you will note how the story of Cabesang Tales cries
out for a nation-state capable of protecting its own citizens against foreign exploiters. The
story of Cabesang Tales is no different from the lives of our peasant brothers today. He is
a victim of excessive land rent, usury, servitude, extortion, insecurity from both lawless
elements and legal authorities, ignorance of laws made by landlords for their own benefit,
and even of his own industry which only attracts more exploitation from the exploiters.
His daughter, Huli, is sacrificed to the unjust circumstances that afflict her father’s
goodwill as she falls prey to the pious hypocrisies of usurious do- gooders and the local
curate who would even violate her virginal virtues as she seeks his fatherly assistance. On
the other hand, while her family suffers all these difficulties, her brother is conscripted into
the colonial army—in the same way that our youth today are conscripted into the U.S.-
controlled military machinery—to fight peasants that are in revolt in other islands and in
neighboring countries. As the unkindest cut of all to her family, Tano her brother—now
called Carolino after his share of fighting for Spanish colonialism against the rebellious
natives in the Carolines—finds himself in his own country to hunt down a so-called bandit
called Matanglawin, his own father who has turned into a peasant rebel leading multitudes
of those who had been dispossessed of their own land.

In an ironic situation where the peasant conscripts must fight their own peasant brothers
upon the orders of a foreign power, when the mercenaries must face mountains and
mountains of guerrillas, Carolino shoots down his own grandfather, the docile and
overpatient old peasant who has always advised Cabesang Tales, his aggrieved son, never
to respond to the provocations of the powerful. Old as he is, representing several
generations of peasant oppression and patience, he has finally become a peasant fighter
after the brutal death of his dear granddaughter only to be shot down in an objective act of
colonial reaction by his own unwitting grandson. It is too late when Tano or Carolino
realizes it is his own grandfather he has shot, unwittingly betraying his own family and his
own class. Such is the ironic situation into which many of our peasant brothers are drawn
whey they enlist in the military, follow the orders of U.S.-trained officers, use U.S. arms,
be guided by U.S. intelligence, ideology and advice, and allow themselves to be used
against their own peasant brothers in other towns or provinces in our own country, or in
foreign countries where they are used by U.S. imperialism to fight peasants who are
fighting for their national freedom, as in many countries of Southeast Asia today.

The story of the peasant rebel, Matanglawin, has its basis in the life of Dr. Jose Rizal. As a
young man and as a leader of his people, he showed courage in exposing the exploitative

practices of the friar landlords and drew up a petition seeking redress which was signed by
the tenants, leaseholders and leading citizens of Calamba. What followed the petition came
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to be known as the Calamba Affair. Governor General Weyler surrounded the town of
Calamba, burned the homes of the people, confiscated their animals and exiled the Filipino
townleaders. The colonial logic of the Calamba Affair was pursued to the end, to the death
and martyrdom of Rizal and to the outbreak of the Philippine revolution. The dialectics of
history led to the polarization between the Filipino peasantry and the Spanish colonial
authorities. What made Rizal unforgivable to the Spanish colonial authorities was his
having exposed feudal exploitation to its very foundation.

Andres Bonifacio, the city worker feeling spontaneously the fraternal links between his
nascent class and the long- standing class of the peasantry, expressed in fiery revolutionary
language the peasant protest against feudalism in his poem Katapusang Hibik ng Pilipinas:

Ang lupa at bahay na tinatahanan,
Bukid at tubigang kalawak-lawakan,

Sa paring kastila’y binubuwisan...

Ikaw nga, Inang pabaya’t sukaban
Kami’y di na iyo saan man humanggan.
Ihanda mo, Ina, ang paglilibingan

Sa mawawakwak na maraming bangkay.

Bonifacio’s call for revolt against feudal exploitation had been prepared by a long series of
peasant struggles covering hundreds of years before him. Only after having waged a long
series of sporadic and uncoordinated rebellions did the Filipino peasant realize that it took
a well- organized and a conscious nation of peasants working as a single massive force to
successfully attack feudal power and achieve the formation of a nation-state. Note clearly
in the revolutionary poem of Bonifacio that the denunciation of feudal exploitation goes
with his call for armed struggle against the colonial power.

Apolinario Mabini, in the Ordenanzas de la Revolucion, a collection of directives for the
s