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4 ABSTRACT
I's)
THE RELATIONSHIP OF SPANISH CHURCH-STATE UNION
TO PHILIP?INE CATHOLICISM
"A" study of the impact of Church-State
relatidnship on clerical vocation and
participation in rural Philippines; and the

consequent relation of friary to national social
development, 1570-1900."

Ann McManamen

The purpose of this thesis is to present an historical
anhalysis of the impact of the Patronato Real on the vocation

H

and participation of Spanish missionaries in the
Philippines. It e;amines how the Patronaﬁo was carried over
to the colonial church-in the Philippines, that is, what: the
union meant for Spain, for the colonial' church
establishment, for the missionaries and not least of all,
fér the Filipino population itself. The analysis
illustrates how the serf-identitg, purposes and ‘actions of
the missionaries were a direct consequence of the dynamics
of this church-state union on all levels as the latter ﬂ
worked together poéitively, or as it created hostility and
confusion for all. A more elaborate breakdown of the

structure of this thesis is to be found in the

introduction.

v
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/
.accomplish an incredible task--the simultaneous

INTRODUCTION

.

- The union of Church and St?te in Spain was an
L
immensely authoritative:combination. Their cooperative
pursuits, reflecting only just and holy schemes, aimed to
Hispanization and Christianization of the entire world. 1In‘

order to understand.more profoundly Spanish missionaries and

a

their activity in the Philippines, it is absolutely

essential tqo comprehend the impact of this church-state
alliance on their personalities, perceptioﬁs, goals and

S .
actions. I maintain that the self—identipy, the particular

style and accomplishments of the missionaries were a direct
- . ,

consequence of the'dynamics of thié church-state compact, -..

'
and that without its influence, missionary vocation and .

participation in the Philippines would have been
) S

significantly different.

When I refer to the "impact" of church-state union I

envisage the following possibilities: that the unioﬁ
provided support and\security to the missionaries and their
work; that it was restrictive to miséionary activity and
therefore to’its ben?ficiaries; and® in contrast, atrthe same

1)

time it was not restrictive enough and led to ex§;ssive,
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sometimes exploitative'behavior. Let me examine eachlof
these categories more closely.

\Under certain circﬁmstances the impact of the union
Qas supportive and provided its participants with security.
In this case the collaboration of the two m;Bt majestic
authorities in“the land thoroughly legitimized all of their
combined aims and actions, to the satisfaction of everyone
involved. Approvakﬁggthin or by the church-state union did
not just tolerate or legalize something, but honoured and
exalted that which it espoused or represented. The
missionaries felt secure in the support of the union because
they knew for sure that the most veﬁerable of human beings,
the King and the Pope (in approbation of the one supreme
God), approved the goodness and necessity of their work.

RS

They were confident because both church and state

authorities depended upon them to perform essential roles;
in return, the terms of the unkon agreed to feed and to °
clothe thém, to protect and to defend them on their
mission. And finally, the Spanish Crown authorized them to,”
demand whatever more they required, directly from native

sources. It was the impact of this support thereforé, which

peénetrated the self-identity and motivation, which

n )

//VSYfmulated the abilities and actions of the missionary from

beginning to end. They became agents of both God and King,

-

exuding>with certainty of purpose and direction, -

i
S
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If the impact of the union was restrictive or led to |
. »! »
-t excessive consequences, then the combination of church and .
) .

1] . . M

' _state authority was 1mbaianced or cohflictual. For exﬁmple,

) | * the rgae of the friar in his mission post was often

ambiguobs. He was at once called £o organize and ad;inister

in the name of religion, and in the name of the colonial

governﬁent. I1f, at times, it was difficult for him to

combine these duties (which he strove to do), therefore

neglecting ode or the other, then the exigencies of the

union were restrictive to his total performance.

On the other hand, it was precisely the restrictions
exerted by the union which led, in thé end, to excessive
consequences, In the above example, the inability to
precisely define the role of the missionary resulted in much
church-state conflict. The friars, consequently, found
themselves in positions where it was 'easy to assume
ever-broadening jurisdictions, where it was tempting to defy

&/ahthority, and to manipulate their éharge;.

Throughout this thesis I wish to make it clear that at
any one given time, it was most likely that each of these '
impacts (that is, the weaknesses or supportiveness) of : (
church-state union were provoking, directing and buttressing‘
missionary vocation and participation in the Philippines.

This thesis is divided into three chapters, each

comprising three sectionsg The first section of chapter one

-
'
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introduces medieval church-state cooperation atd, as it
developed in Spain, the union known as the Patronato Real.

It then examines the responsibilities and privileges

'integral to the agreement for the Spanish Crown, and

concomitantly, the dependence of the missionaries on the ‘ “u
King in order to fulfill their evangelical obligations.
Section two looks at some of the immediate complications
developed by the union as civil actbg;zpeglected their
quasi—miséionary responsibilities, and as the first cleigy
to the Philippineggstruggled to interpret their spiritual
relatio%sh;p to teméoral conquest and its secular
(n?n—religioué) participantsf At this .point in time, the
ecclesiastics‘set forth ggr themselves fh a formally
authoritative‘manner, those réasqns justifying their
assumption, as missionariesf\of both spiritual and temporal
rbles, and their precise ﬁFatqs and responsibility in union
with Spanish governmth oificials. The final segtion‘bf the

first «chapter looks at_who the missibnaries in the

-
J—
{~

Philippines were, and {nvestigates the circumstances
encouraging their role aé both spiritual and political
leaders., In barticular, this section focuses in on the
"episcopal jurisdiction controversy", the examination of

which is essential to an understanding of how the friars

- Qiewed themselvgs and their role igdyhe church-state union.

It illustrates beautifully the obstinate and recalcitrant

»
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pergonaiities of clergy was_they deagg with higher church énd
state authorities; it shows thepcgnfused and perplexed '
response of church and state }eader; toward .the ruralY -~
priggts as they grew more autonomous and powerful;—in a few
words, it exposes the conflictual reality of inter-church
fand church-state relationship, and its consequences for
missionary perfofmance. Significantly also, the visitation

controversy was the first step in the development of more
2

potent probléms leading to major-scale hostility. Whét
began as a jurisdictional dilemTa between rivalling Span%sh
actors, soon developed, as we will see, into racial contest
between European and Filipino. '

" Chapter two of this work\deAls with the aims andQ
ﬁethods, scope and profundity of mi%éionary participation,

as Spanish clergy sought to Christianize and Hispanize the

Filipino masses through leadership positions in education

- and local government. . It analyzes their accomplishments in

w

response to their perception of Christian’ vocation, in

o

felationship to the goals of their church andustate
superiors, and their sense of responsibility or cooperation
in fulfilling these goals. This chapter also examines
Spanﬂfh attitudes 'toward native abilities and participation
n their local institutions. 'Section three specific;lly
looks at the obstructive impact of church-state union on the

development of a native clergy in the Philippines. As the

.
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partners of the union combined forces against the ordination

of Filipinos, much was revealed about their own féars apd’
insecurities, about their undersfanding, of religion and’
attitudes toward ;on—Spanish peoples.

Finally, chapter.three investigates the chséquences‘
of missionary vocatioﬁ\qu particigatibn. As 1§th century
Philippinesxbpened up to- the rest 'of the world thus'
.stimulati;g dissatisfaction at h?me, nationalist‘sentimenté
were,'for the first kime, qoherently organized and openly
a550ciated wifhﬂthé abﬁses of clericalism. But while
Filipinos from all walks of socdiety coalesced aqginst their
ecclesiastical exploiters, the Hispanic church-state union
became even more cohesive and-ggggif}ent—-the‘two oppqnent

. \\‘ he
groups polarizing in vicious competition. Section two og

‘this chapter looks at the gradual but complete

dfsintegration of church-state legitimacy in the eyes of ‘the -

I3

native population; at the angr& wars and.radical defiance of

Filipinos who had grown to abhor their Spanish oppressors;
< ' EN
and at the willful self-righteousness of Spanish -
£ 4 .
missionaries to the very last moment, nonetheless. The -

0

final section of chapter three deals with the American

[y

contribution to the abolition of friary, and to thé}r

alternative solution to church-state relationship.
— Y

Once again, I hypothesize that missionary vocation.and

Participation in the Philipppines was directl& consequential

oond
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to the influence and exigenries of the union of church and

state. . Onthe one hané/that union supported and this

strengthened the self-image, endufagce and role of the -

-

miSsigparies. At the same time though, the sense of power

Y

whlch it yimbued in its part1c1pants proved destructlve to
&he rep‘fition of the union 'and consequently, to Hispanic

missionary ‘life altogether. ®.

0

Despite the eventual tegminagggp of friary in the

Islands;, over 300 years of missionary work had left its mark

K

R . L} .
ingscapably apparent. As we examine the purposes and

. A '
performances of missionariSE&over this time, I will analyze
A ‘ .

. ° [
the relationship of friary, as a religious institution, to
¥ L Y

sobial development in the Philippines. Social development
will refer to the _building of those skills which allowed and

eﬁcouraged people tq think and create, to aqalyze and act
"

for the purpOSe of ’ fundamentally changing the conditions and

quallty of thelr l1ves. It will refer to steps in the

liberation of ‘Filipino consciousness which empowered, men to '

‘ undersband their "national predicament"' which forced them °

o

to strive for its 1mprovement in the establlshment of
structures and standardé\promotlng the dignity, security and

happiness of its cx§1zens,/ Any statement I make with regard

‘to'sécial development will be based upon missionary .

attitudes, methods and actomplis ments in native education
Yy, - ‘

° - and town politics, and Filipino respongéé to these.

<



LN . CHAPTER I

THE IMPACT OF SPANISH CHURCH-STATE RELATIONS

. ON .)C:HRI‘STIAN MISSIONARIES T:)TTHE' PHILIPPINES
* , “ - "

Introduction:

4 ’ ' !

In this chapter the '‘nature of the unioniof church and

.0

state; as ‘comprehended by the elements'compoéggg it, are
examined. ™ A .comparison o%‘thesé various percepbiégs proJ?de
the .basis of our understanding  of the relationship which
govkrned civilcand ecclesiastical interaction in the .
Phytgppinesvat all -levels, and Ehrougézut the entire Spanish
regime\' Whiie~thislﬂiqugic‘alliance was by far the most”
powefful ﬁolifical cémbination in the world at its time, the
members of the union did not“alWays share a harmonious
relatlonshlp."~1n fact, qpe church state compact 1n the
Phillpplnes was- characterized by 1ncessant discord and

independent decision—making on phé*part.of its actors. . This

.disorder filtered down into local institutions and was

, R N . . > ) .3
emulated.by the most junior of church and state officials.

The problem between civil and clerical representatives:

a

was inevitable. Both claimed supreme authority over
identical jurisdictions, covering, both spiritual and
3

€

. . .
e te ag uﬁ’_'A -
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temporal spheres. The King interpreted his o‘ligations
. > < .
within the Patronato as inherently conferring him with

ecclesiastical sovereignty. Clergy, in turn, condemned this

¢ v

as a grossly misinterpreted exaggeration of the papal grants
which had indeed delegated duties, but solely with the
spirjtual welfare of natives in mind. On the other hand,

with a clear conscience the ecclesiastics were able to

# legitimize the extensiqn of their own spiritual jurisdiction

’

‘ B
into the natural tealm, claiming temporal sovereignty over
M * ~ p
'nqtive subjegts whenever necessary to the achievement of
- .

‘spiritual goals.
Perhaps Horacio de 'la Costa is more meticulously

accurate when he chooses not to speak of "the union" of

m LR

, church and state per se, but of wvaried and humerous "unions"

L
integral to individual historical incidents which took place

: . .
in the Philippines-.1 N?netheless, it was the impact of the

‘dynamic nature of this union, or these unions, as

\
i

. interpreted by those ﬁhvolved, which shaped thg
§eif—identity of the missiqharies and the éoursg of their

activity in thé’archipelago. -

Pe

Y w




Section I: ‘ . C . .

~

n

-

"patronato Real'-- A-Union of Church and State

Roman Catholic missionary activity in the Philipp\‘ines
, ' . ; ‘
would have been seriously undermined, possibly
: - I
. non—e)eistent,‘l had it not been for that uniquely Hispanic

institution which merged éhurch and, state into a powerful

liaison called the Patronato Real, or royél patronage.

Though history has proven the partners of .the union to be at

times selfish or unfaithful, their dfficial marriage

* sprouted exuberantly self-righteous attitudes and

i

endeavours. But before I begin with the development of
. 4
church-state cooperation in Spain, - let me first of all set

‘thé emotional tone of the country in the late 15th century.

When Ferfinand‘II' (married to Isabella, Queen of

Castile since 1474) succeeded to the Crown of Aragon in

1479, the union of Spain's two principal Kingdoms, Aragon

and Castile, was finally achieved. . The joint rule of ..

4 ?

Ferdinand and I'sabella inaugurated the reign of the
"Catholicxoxings" and the beginning of a new era in Spanish
h'istc;ry. Several remarkable events' rank among the .
accorpploi';hme‘[}ts of the duo; in theix;' time, these ‘historical
achievemeénts served as deep sources of a complete}y’
ethnocentric sense g'>f éride, power and aﬂdvgntu‘rousqess.

n

_One of the earliest features of Ferdinand and

- ¥ ! ‘\
: .

¥

a
- g . s}
w



Isabella's regime was the Spanishp Inquisition, launched in
1478 with the permission of Pope Sixtus IV. Ostensibly, the
Inquisition~ was founded to curb the evil influences of the

4

"conversos', converted Jewé suspected Iof Judaizing practices
after Chlristian baptism. But the activities of the ,
Inq_uisition soon expanded beyond this. Medieval Spain was .
the only country in western Europe with a significantly
heterogeneous population praéticing a variety of independent
religious traditions. Large: concentrations of Moorish and
Jewish peoples therefore, inevitably became the target of a

jealously racist Spanish society determined to dominate them

at all costs or ideally, to eliminate them. Finding its

‘ultimaté goal in such attitudes, the Inquisition's

purification of the Roman Catholic faith meant more than
just dealing with sly conversos, but soon included the
systematic persecution, execution or expulsion of all .

unconverted (and therefore heretical) Jews arid Muslims. The

Inquisition had set itself up as the sole judge and guardian

of Christian orthodoxy and morality in Spain. The climax of
the Inquisition came in 1492 when the royal couple were
persuaded by the inquis}tor-general, Tomds de Torquemada, to
uniformly expel from Spa:nish territory all those Jews who .
refused to be baptized. Following on March 31, the pi‘ous

monarchs' dutifully issued a royal edict offering Jews one

of two possibilities, baptism or expulsion. Consequently,
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some 165, 000 to 170,000 Jews found themselves homeless,
forced to emigrate abroad. Another 50,000 or so chose to
remain and convert.2 Such fanatical obsession with purity of
blood and faith would continue to characterize Spanish
attitudes well into the 17th century.

Another accomplishment of Ferdinand and Isabella was
the conquest of Granada (1482-1492), the last qulim
occupied state in the peninsula. This defeat terminated the
Christian crusade popularly known as the Reconquista or
Réconquest. Way back in the 7th century Spain had been
rapidly and completely overtaken by various Arab nations,
and since‘tﬁat time dominated by Muslim culture and
religion. The triumph over the emirate of Granada (located
in the southeast corner of the country), marked the £final
elimination of Arab power by Christians whom, beginning
effectively in the 11th céhtury, had fought to reconquer
Muslim controlleq territory in Spain. The conqueét was built
up as a holy crusade which, in addition to re-establishing
peninsular unity, was aimed at spreading the Christian~faith
abroad, and at liberating those Christians who had for so
long been held captive of a heretical Muslim regime. The
success of the Catholic Monarchs' in Granada was of enormous
emotional significance for Christian Spain. It was reéarded
as a victory at the hand of God, divine compensation for

virtuous motives and actions.
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Finally, following the conguest of Granada ferdinana
and Isabella were, for the first time since the battyés
began in 1482, able to channel resources into a new
fasciﬁation; world!exploration. Culminating the spectacular
year of 1492 then, Christopher Columbus' discovery of the
West Indies inspired national pride with a new sense'of
excitement and power.

To summarize this far, we find Spain in the late 15th
century hungry for power, glory and adyenture. Victoriously
confident in its strength and future, we find a country yet ’
deeply preoccupied with the purity of the race and the N
religion from wh;ch«its péwer derived. Wiﬁhout quesEion, it
was this same kind of militant political and religious
intensity which profoundly influenced Spénish missionaries b
leaving for the Philippines, and which was to haveia direct
impact on their activity overseas.

From the moment Ferdinand and Isabella engaged Spain
in the quest for new lands, it entered into a conflictual .
competition yith Portugal, also intent upon building itself
a c¢colonial empire. And at the same time these countries
rivaled 6ne another for superiority in world colonization,
the Holy See in Rome soughtt to integrate itself into their
pursuits. Motivated and directed by an understanding of

itself, theé Corpus Christianum, as coterminous to the

Kingdom of God and thus responsible for the safety of all

M
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souls, it assumed the role of "arbiter of Christendom” among
wor 1d powers.3 In response to the adventurous appetites of
the two Iberian competitors therefore, Pope Alexander VI
issued a series of bulls which proved decisive to the course
of history in southeast Asia.

On May 4, 1493, thefpapal decree "Inter caetera'" set
forth the first demarcation line diviéingfthe globe into
jurisdictions between Spain and Portugal. The imaginary
diviéion cut the Atlantic Ocean vertically, from North to

South Pole, 100 leagues4 west of the Azores and Cape Verde

.Islands. According to the decree, Pope Alexander VI had

granted Spain the following: ‘
il -
. . . all rights, jurisdictions, and \\\

appurtenances, all islands and mainlands found and
to be found, discovered and to be discovered
towards the west and south [of the demarcation
line] =X . with full and free power, authority,
and jurisdiction of every kind . . . .

f

. Althougll not specifically stated in the declaration (only

inferred from a previous buLﬁy‘also Inter caetera, May 3,
’ R ;
1493), and consequently/thé~€ource of much controversy, the

lands to the east of the demarcation line were left.for .

\ ™~
Portugal.6 Through this bull, the Pope entrusted Ferdinand
and Teabella of Spain with not only the right, but also the

duty to send missionaries to the lands of the New World

- discovered by Columbus, as well as to those lands ‘yet to be !

¥

4 SN i
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\
discovered and claimed By Spain:

|
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Moreover we command you in virtue of holy
obedience that . . . you should appoint to the
aforesaid mainlands and -islands worthy, . :
God-fearing, lgarned,yskilléd, and experienced
men, in order to instruct the aforesaid
inhabitants and residents in tge Catholic faith
and train them in good morals.’ .= - ‘
On September 26, 1493, the same Pope, a Spaniard and
evidently disposed in favour of the Spanish Crown, issued
another bull allowing for the extension of Spanish authority
to undiscovered lands in the East. The Portugquese King
protested the outrageous bias and differences were finally
settled on June 7, 1499, with the Treaty of Tordesillas. The
new agreement shifted the original 1493 demarcafion line
another 270 leagues west and reassigned all the lands west
of it to Spain, and east to Portugal.8 €?§§
The history of Spain in the Philippine Islands begins
on March 17, 1521, with Ferdinand Magellan unintentionally
1anaing on the shores of Samar. Magellan was seéfghing for a
new réute to the Moluccas, officially in Spanish territory,
where he would find riches bringing glofy to Spain and to

-

himself. On Easter Sunday, exactly two weeks after his

7
arrival, the first mass in“the Philippines was celebrated

o

with a boom amid Spanish and Filipino participants. Two of
the natives present at the ceremony were local chieftains.

Antonio Pigafetta, a Venetian member of Magellan's crew

et

described the solemn event:

. . . Before we reached the shore with our boats,
six pieces were discharged as a sign of peace. We

\

o j"’ﬂ‘l’
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landed; the two kings (Kolambu and Siagu) embraced
«the captain-general [Magellan], and placed him
between them. We went in marching order to the" R
place consecrated, which was not far from the
. shore, Before the commencement of mass, the
captain sprinkled the entire bedi of the two
kings with musk water. The mass was_ offered up.
The kings went forward to kiss the cross as we
did, but they did not offer the EAErifice. When
the body of our Lord was elevated,they remained
on their knees and worshipped Him with clasped
hands. The ships fired all their artillery at
once when the body of Christ was elevafed, the
signal hgving been given from the‘ shore with
muskets.

>

Later on around dusk, Magellan planted a crosg on a Q;Z&top
. . AT

¥

’ _/ »
overlooking the ocean and formally took possession of the
Islands for Spain. Pigafetta concluded: + -

After the cross was erected in position, each of

us repeated a Pater Noster and an Ave Maria, ?Bd
adored the cross; and the kings did the same,

)
t

’ After this initial discovéery of the Philiépines by
Magellan (a.European revelation at any rate), the Islands
were left only nominally Spanish for almost the next half
century. During this time‘the Crown dispatched successive
expeditions with instructions to colonize and Christianize

the lands and peoples found by Magellan. The first, four

efforts11lwere fruitless and it wasn't until February 1565
. & \
that Miguel Lopez de Legaspi, commander of the fifth, .

arrived on the jisland of Cebu with the first colonizers and

missionaries and established permanent settlement in the

Philippines.12

As the two Iberian world powers fought to extend their /

' . ° %

e d r- .' \
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sovereignty abroad and the condhests of Spain prevailed, the
Roman Catholic church understood as part of these successes,
an inherent responsibility to provide for the préper
evangelization of their new colonies. But: the only way
po;;ible, itwgeemed, to ensure the Christianization of
distant, unbelieving peoples waé entering upon an agreement

13 What followed from

with their responsible coionial’ruler.
this were even more pap&l decrees which granted the'Spanish
Crown extraorainary rights over the colonial church in
America and the Philippines, in ‘'exchange for duties measured
particularly in monetary and military support.

With each new papal‘bull issued to Spanish soyerergns
cameeextended responsibilities and privileggs. The decree
"Eximiae devotionis', also by Alexander VI, November 16,
1501, granted the King right to titles in America as long as
he provided for the material needs of its colonial church.

On July 28, 1508, with the bull "Universalis ecclesiae .

~ .
regimini" of Julius II, Spanish monarchs were given a

4

. , ‘ , AN , .
decdisive role in the selection of all ecclesiastical

personnel bound for overseas, as well as the permission to -
sy L]
. : . ‘ . 14 '
erect qll churches in her new colonies, Numerous other

papal declarations profoundly reassured the urgency and '

.

" expediency of simultaneocus conquest and evangelization, and

the King's absolute responsibility over the colonial church v

in the Philippines.

@
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According to the Spanish monarch and his royal . o
. - i ,‘/\
bureaucracy, the duties bestowed upon the Crown b%r;be’Pope
were representative of a relationship between fhpitwo which

went much deeper than just a patronage. The way tLey saw
e e :,,—;‘ .

J

-it, a ruler's responsibility to fulfill His duties demanded

w2
S

his right to use whatever means necessary to allow for it.

) ¢
Basing themselves upon this principle then, . they deduced
that inherent in the Patronato were not only obligations,

but corresponding rights, together creating jurisdictions

"possessing ecclesiastical and spiritual authority. 1In
-

addition to this, the unprecedented scope and quaftity of =
the papal bulls, many of which were specifically

irrevocable, led. regalists to interpret them as apostolic dj

15

delegations of authority. What,developéd from this was an ‘A .

attitude toward the nature of the Patronato that, as Horacid
de la Costa explains, "while it could not touch the strictly
sacramental order and was not explicitly universal, was

nevertheless capable of being indefinitely extended." He

<
\

continues:

By the second half of the 18th century the -
patronato had grown to such proportions that the ‘
King could consider even ecclesiastical jgdges as

receiving their authority from Qim - . . ’ -t

' - TA
. g0 A
As papal delegate therefore, the Spanish Crown's authorid?

in .church affairs was all-embracing. The lattdr controlled

‘church revenues; clerical appointments, dismissals and

-~
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transfers;.mission boundaries; thé erection of churches, s

. N « - '
convents and schools; and the megjation of communic#tions

between Rome and missionaries in the Islands.17

For her part in covenant with Rome, Spain ungertodk
the transportation of clergy abroad, provided them with

their .equipment and pérsonal stipends, and all that was

¢

necessary to fulfill its q?}igaﬁioﬁ to propagate and o
- R Y
safequard the Christian faith in Asiau,Legaspi's .

instructions from the Royal Audiencia of Mexico18 upon
departure for the Philippines in 1564 included the careful
reminder: , i

And you shall have spesial care. that, in 511 your
negotiations with the natives of those regions
some of the religiouns accompanying you be \present,
both.,in order to avail yourself of their good
counsel and advice, and so that the natives may .
see and understand your high estimation of them;

for seeing this’ and the great reverence of the
A g

soldiers toward them, they themselves will hold
the religious in great respect. This will be of .
great moment . . . since.you are aware that the
chief thing sought after by his Majesty is the
increase of our holy Catholic Faith, and FBe
salvation of the souls of those ,infidels.

‘K_ 4

Q’Even before Magellan first stumbled upon the
Philippine Islands in 7521 and claimed their possession for
Spain, the union of church and stdte .construed by the

Patronato set the tone apd framework wifgin which

missionaries to the Islands would carve out the definition
~

of 'their roles, and the scope of their possibilities in the
. é .’o. .
new land. On the one hand they embarked on expeditions tg’

-~ AN .
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‘the Orient with the enthusiastic sanction of God, the Pope

and the King. Cou)d a more legitimate and secure combination

Al

of approval exist? But on the other hand, the union of

4
chu¥ch and statg would be the catalyst to conflicting

(WA

opinions and motives, confusioﬁs of allegiance and anxious
disorder. Social development in the Philippines would be
directly affectea and shaped by the support, excesses or

restraints posed by this dynamic.
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Section II:

-

Clerical Understanding of Church and State in the Islands
Y

-

v Soon after the Spanish colonizers and ecclesiastics
settled down ifh the Islands side by side, it became evident
that the intricacies of the union were not as simple as the

¥

general‘agreement had*presumed. When the first bishop tq
the Phitippines, Dominican prelate Domingo de Salazag,
arrived in Manila in 1581 he found the young colony in a
stéte~qf agpalling confusion. ‘

The Legaspi expedition had brought with it, as a
feature of séttlement, the encomienda system.A Thfough this
arrgngement.Spanish conguistadores 3nd qoipniéers were
grante%?by the King, as'a favour £ services rendered to
theinzébuntry, replete jurisdiction over the inhabitants and
natural resources of areas of land known as encomiendas.

R P .

The holder gfxffﬁencomienda was referred to as an

ghcomendero. In 1571 Legaspi, acting on orders from the

& ';
* Crown, disﬂ%ibuted the first encomiendas in the Philipp#nes

4 R
to his soldiers, on the island of Cebu. As other islands

- were settled, new encomiendas were apportioned.1

« But according to the laws of the Indies, an

en‘ﬁmendero had certain responsibilities attdched to hls

s
role.  Not only was he obliged to make Spanish soverelgnty

» . ‘ . .
known acrosg$ the Islands, and to protect.and defend the

1]

Sudis s pmeere <
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welfare of Filipinos in his té;ritory.\ Equally important,
in a‘quasi—missionary capacity, the encomendero was to
precede and then aid Spanish friars in building chapels and
teaching the rudiments of the Christian faith.. In returg,
for these civil and spiritual services provided by Spaiq:'
encomenderos were authorized to levy tribute (subject td .
government regulation) in labour serv1ces, goods or spec1e,-
from the Filipinos, It was not long before the performance
pf'encomedde;os in these reSpects became exploitative and
violent. Instead of attracting the natives under thgir
charge by peaceful means, providing protection and religious
instruction geared toward conversion, they flogged,
enslaved, overtaxed and killed.2 It was -obvious to Bishoé
. Salazar that the first settlers and ci@il bureaucrats did
not understand the Christian obliqation integral to conqueet
and colonization as outlined bx King and Pope. Under what
conditions then, was their congquest jusﬁ or justifiable?

:
'Q¥at was the rightful nature of Spanish sovereignty i; the
Islands?; éﬁd in practically applying this, Qhat was the
correct and de51rable relatlonshlp of church and state

D

toward one another, and together toward the Fillplnos°

pGEE\E(per his arrival, Bishop Salazar called together

;yhat/éecame known as the firs€'Synod 6f Manila (1582-1586)-.

His @urpose, described by H. de la Costa, "to set forth

clearly what right reason and sound theology demanded in

\// | |
. — \

1

?

\

whe
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matters of justice"; that is} to come to somé general L«

3

. agreement on major questions which deeﬁly affected the

1

health'of‘the new colony, ‘and to provide a guide ar ideal~
for all Spaniards in the Phiilippines to follow. The oL
conclusions reached by the Synod: as.well'as'ensuing -
elaborations on these by Salazar, were fundhme;tql Eo :
clgrical perceptions of reality and the basis of a traditién‘
;ssuming‘extensive,ebiséopal ingluencé over colonial
adminisfration‘in the Philippinés.4 ) ‘_~ - e

Representatives from foﬁn-rgligious orders
(Dominicans, Augustinians, Franciscans and Jesuits) were
presgn£ at, the anodm'To bggiq-the dﬁscussioné, they all
agreed that the only reason for brihnging the Philippines ,
under Spanish rule ;n“the first place was to convert the
F;lipinos to Christianit&. ’ l

Next, they established‘}hat the nature of the: .
Patronato'granted by’Rome‘tﬁ the King was not a natural
right, but an_apostolic delegation. The Augustinians and
Jesu%ps were quick to take their opinions one step further,
simply # that the obvious native Qpposition to the gospelé
warranted Spain's pélitical'intervention with the permission
of the Pope. The Dominicans were not so hastily drawn to the
same conclusion which they c6nsidered ihadequately reasoned,

and worked out a more juristic position based‘on a

distinction between political and Spiritual spheres of

»
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§upernatura} sovereign d1rectedxqau towards the attainment

24

power.s o . ®
Acdording'to Salazar and the other Dominicans, natural 

[

sovereignty empowered one to direct others toward the

- o

attainment of temporal or natural well- belng A

Y

of supernatural or spiritual hapéiness. Only natural
sovefeignty existed "in man by naﬁure;'that sovereignty‘;hich '
led others to séirituaT beatitude could not be produced-from‘

one's own resources and therefore, had to be sought from .

outside the mundane. Sovereignty over the splrltual society

of man founded by Cﬁrist (i.e. the Church) was vested, by

apostolic succession, in the Pope. It was he who possessed

the authoritative direction to eternal fulfillment and the v ’
responsibility to see that this, summarized in the Christian ¢
gospels, was preached to every ¢reature on earth. 1In order

Eo effecciyely exerciseathis sovereignty the Pope could

delegate arportion of ﬁis task to a civil leader who agreed

to help th. Therefore, the Pope had‘coﬁfefred on the

Spanish Crown the authorlty he had recelveanfrom Christ

.'through/Peter, a share Eﬁ ;the supernatural sovereignty of . N

the Phillippines. This priv1lege was not the same as the
King's jsovereignty in Spain which belonged to.-him by natural .
right. | The authority he possessed in the Islands could

exist and be exercised only with the spiritual well-being" of

the natives in mind. This meant, for example, that the

3
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right to. impose taxes on the Filipinos could only be
justified if the natives were actually receiving spiritual
benefits such as religious instruction and the sacraments.
In the end, all of the religious orders arrived at the
saoe conclusion: while the mission to spread the gospel was.
a purely spiritual one, the establishment of Spanish civil
rule was lawful wherever it was necessary to create the
conditions required for the spread of Christianity. The
divine ‘right and duty to preach the gospel impli%d, as they

3

saw it, an obligation on the part of the native to listen

v

(if not hear it), and to allow for its free predication swand

‘acceptance by others.

-

The Synod outlined three conditiorms whlch were
absolutely essential 'to the proper absorption of the
Chrlstlanrtenets of faith. Deficiency in any one
constituted an interference and entitled Spain to temporal
soverelgnty in the Phillpplnes. that native govermments
and laws conformed to rlqyt reason and sound theology" as
defined by the principles and commandments of the gospel; 2.
that the level and structure of SOClety and its’ culture be
conducive to the f}ee growth of Christian institutions and
practices; and ?. that the ‘inhabitants were "well-behaved"
people who would not inhibit or prevent others from

exeréising their right to preach the gospel.7 Needless' to

say, the Synod delegates didn't have to-debate past the

A




> .
first condition. Without hesitation they were able to judge

the governments of native rulers tyrannical and
fundamentally evil, their 1laws cruel and perverse, and their
customs profage énd barbaric. The pitiful evidence demanded
extraordinary measures in order to protect both missionary
and Filipino.‘ |

The inferences \of the Synod are glaring examples of
the attitudes which fired missionary fervour in the
;hilippines. They set up an inéisputable table of facts
which governed the intensity of their task, which prescribed
the course of its methods and the standards of its success.
Not jonly was the lawfulness of\épanish sovereignty in the
Islands established, but their own roles as missionaries in
this spiritual undertaking could, by implication, be
justifiasly extended to the temporal sphere--and worse,
always at the threat of withholding sacramental absolution.
The clergy, saw themselves in possession of supernaturél
authority by virtue of their ecclesiastical consecration8
and thus, in a position demanding their supervision, not
merely their advice. This is not to say £ha£ these powers
were imaginary, . or employed only abusively. They were often
disputed and distorted, but just as frequently legitimate,
or at least conscientiously self justified. They were
powers conferred by the law of God, (sometimes.via the

King), and not merely selfish desires to usurp glory.

}
'

;




Section III:

The Missionaries--In Service of God and King

The spread of Roman Catholicism in the Philippines was
a monopoly of the Spanish Religious Orders. Members of these
religious orders were known as 'regular priests" (derived
from the Latin "regula" meaning rule) because they took vows
of chastit !‘obedience and poverty, lived in communities
under the shpervision of an elected superior and wg}e bound
together by the rule of their order. They stood apart for
their self discipline and asceticism. Thus, when the
Spanish Crown looked for missionaries to staff the jungle
outposts of the Philippine Islands, the regqulars weré
approached over the seculars. "Secular priests" (derived
from the Latin "saecularis" meaning world) referred to those
clergy who lived in the wqud, for example parish priests,
free from monastic rules. Only a handful of friars from
these religious orders were of non—Spanisﬁ Europeah blood, .
and only rarely were any of these actually secular priests.1

The first missionaries arrived on the shores of Cebu
in 1571 with Legaspi. These were five :Augustinian fathers.

Wext came the Frdnciscdfis in 1577; the first Jesuits and s

‘Dominicans together in 1581; the Augustinian Recollects in

1606; and the Benedictines much later in 1895. .From these

times onward, missionary recruitments came with almost every
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ship which left Spain and Mexico for the Philippines.

With a mind to organiie missionary exploits in the
archipelago, the Council of the Indies in Spain, in L59$,
instructed the governor and the bishop to - divide the Islands
into districts and to distribute them among the religious
orders. Though officially designated, these mission fields
were not permanent, were often transferred from one order to
another or even exchanged between thems.elves.2 Eventually,
each\order established a discernible territory under~a
provihcial superior with headquarters in Manila.

Inevitably, the scope of tasks pufsued by the friars
went far Beyond strictly missionary limits. Not only did
the Patronato encourage a certain interpenetration of
functions, and not only did the'ecological situation‘in the
Philippines demand an QVen greater collaboration, but the
awesome respect held by rulers and ruled alike toward sacred
things, actively included clergy in deliberations and
decision-making of all sorts. 1In addition to evangelization
and the charge/of religious matters, clergy were often asked
to advise the colonial government on administrative affairs,

'

to affirm the judiciousness of political decisions and even

' >~
to represent Spain on political missions.

At all times throughout the 300 years of intensive

Spanish presence in the Islands, civil rulers were depegdent

on the clergy in one way or another,., In earlier years this
. ,

et et e o e
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relationship was a conscious choice. Over the centuries
though, as the friars became more independently influential,

i

the dependence of civil authorities on the priests was Ny,

-
determined more and more by political circumstance. A brief
look at the "episcopal visitation contr;;ersy" will
illuminate the process of this development in tLe practical
relationship of church and state as it functioned in fhe
Islandé, as well as the implications of clerical autonomy

for the Filipino people.

While the Spanish Crown expanded its role over

ecc¢lesiastical affairs in the Philippines and turned

practice into unofficial law, pap;E\ ecrees directed-zg\thej
friars tugged away in the opposite d%rection. On May 9, |
1522, the bull of Adrian VI granted Franciscan missionaries
(later extended to the other orders) the right to administer
the sacraments to the natives and to discharge all the
acéivities involved in operating a parish, independently of
the local bishop. Thus, théy were given the authority to
perform duties ordinarily done by the seculars, but without
having to submit to the constituent supervision_ by the
diocesan bishop, whid¥ included regular visits to mission
outposts. In essence then, they were given the rights and ° .

duties of a bishop, save those tasks which required,

specifically, episcopal orders. In the beginning, this

grant was considered necessary to allow for more effective
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movement in the missionary fie%d where episcopates ani;_, /
regular parochial adminisfrations had not yet been seéspp.
Four decades later the quesﬁion of episcopal !
visitation hadrbecome an agoniziﬁg thorn in’th relationship
bethen secular bishops and the religious orders in the
Islands. So, when the Council of Trent met in 1564 this
particular problem, among others, was tackled. Iﬁ keeping
with ‘the aim of the Council to tighten up ;orals and
disciplin; within the Roman Church, it ruled that the
authority of a bishop over all aspects of religious irfe in
his diocese had to be strengthened. Therefore, all p}iests
-serving parishés became subject to the discipline df their
bishop, requlars included. The tension created by this new
development pushed King Philip II to secure a élarification
from Pope Pius V. On March 23, 1567, "Exponi nobis"
authorized missionaries in the Indies to continue with ghéir
work as parish priests; entirely independent of the approval
or permission of their bishop, as they were before the
decrees of éhe Councilsof Trent. In addition, the Pope gave
the Spanish Crown discretionary powers to enforce the
Tridentine canon ih the Indies. This led to the cedula of
Philip II almost two decades later (1585) imposing ®episcopal
.visié;tion of the regular clergy "in accordance with the

I|4

decrees of the Council of Trent. Confusing and

<

‘contradictory as’ it was, all the cedulas and sacred- decrees

TN
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then and thereafter did nothing to alter the attitude of the

friars vis a vis the unwelcome diocesan prelate. They would

[

simply not submit to his supervision. o

The issue was met with obstinate indignation. Why?
Was it a matter of pride, principle,‘malpractice? Episqopal
visitation involved the inspection of missions with regard
to parochial administration and the maintenance of parish
records, the care of baptiéferies and sacristieg, prudence
in the ministiation~oﬁfsac&iﬂents, and the general religious
?nd moral quality of parish life. Visitation, bishops )
claimed, restricted 1tself to the religious ministry of t\f,/-- )

"

frlars,‘ﬁot to their personal conduct which was the -
responsibility of their superiors. But each time an
archbishop would impose the visits, even at the threat of
excommur}ication,5 the same thing would happen. Supported by
their superiors -the friars would refer to papal priQileges‘
of exemption, to the sowvereignty of the rule of their ordgr,
and to the limitations which would inhibit evangelization
and the-sqgversion of natives. The next step could only be.
the resignation of their posts and parishes. No other
_pption was reasonable or possible.

‘ Bishop and King considered several alternative
solutioné to the impasse. The most obvious was to develop a

secular clergy large enough to replace the religious orders,

as soon as the latter's initial pioneering tasks in the
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outposts were stable enough to be handed on. It was only
s under these c1féumstances anyway, that off1c1al #mmunity r
from episcopal authority existed. Therefore, another cedula )
by Philip II ‘'on December 6, 1583, gave the secular clergy
outright preference over the friars in appointﬁents to
vacant parishes. Unfortunately, th% severe lack in numbers
e .

of seculars made the decree inapplicable and the Crown ended

4

. ,up suspending it two years later. Not enough secular

prlests from either Spain or Mexico were willing to leave

for mission posts in the remote, 1nconve:1ent Islands. And

while Fhe Spanish population in the Philippines was just too

small to promise a significant number of candidates for .
priesthood, the idea of developing-a native clergy seemed
sacrilegious.6 The Spani;h friais were in an excellent

position to hold out from all command;, except thoée which> .

4
came directly from their religious superiors.

The vigitation controversy gave rise to an ongoing
conflict in which thé regqular clergy,.episcopate and civil
government ﬁgge inextiicq?ly involved. From Salazar's_time

¢ onward the issue would build up p sure, explode, sﬁbside,
apd slowly start to build again so that the gntire process
repeated itself many times during Spanish domination in th
Islands.7 The role of the colonial governmept.in the whole

« 7 situation was much more ambiguous than the.stances of

episcopate er friar. Their .position was one of reserve,
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preferring to leave the friars as they were. (Ggry few

‘Spanish civil bureaucrats or lay settlers ;esf&éd outside

the cities of Manila or Cebu--the only representatives of -
civil affairs across most of the épuntryside‘were the -

friars. Without them, Spanish presence in the Philippines

‘became myre a fantasy than a reality. But despite the

" preference of the colonial government t ,maintain status quo

arrangements, the CnQ&n\EEiNanxious about Ythe inflexibility
of the religious orders to yzgiaxtb\visitation. The

ihdgpendent attitude of the friars was surely indicative of

{
!

more serious-grouble, disdain of the Patronato itself. It
was based on this fear that the Crogn purppsefully yet
delicately, integrated itself into the problem.8

» Although the Klng had always looked to the colonial .
governor as v1cepatron of theﬂzhurch in the Islands {and
thus charged with protecting the pr1v1l¢ges oé thg Patronato
in thé&Philippines), the tradition set g;\Salazar‘loggk
before, elevating the right; and role of the episcopate, had
overshadowed this'facet of colonial administration. But now
that the episcqpate was having a difficult time controlling
the friars, the responsg§of the Crown was to re-emphasize
the ortginal terms of the Patrod;to and magnify the role of
his vicepatron therein. In effect, the King was attempting

to piace the desires of both bishop and friar at the mercy

¢ RN
gf the governor. Therefore, in 1624 thd Crown ,ssued a

:
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cedula reminding the bickering clerics of its superseding

-

authority.9 It de¢lared that, if the parish of a regqular
priest became yacaﬁt the superiof of the ordér was required

! 4
to notify the governor of the reason why, and then submit to

him a list of three possible replacements. » If the

R vicepatron approved the v;cancy he, not the superior or éhe
o bishop, would then choose another cleric from the list to

" staff the mission post. When apﬁointments and dismissals'
continued amiss, the King Qecided in énotber decree (1629)
that the choice of a successor by the governor had to be
approved fhis time:‘in collaboration wiﬁh the bishop,
Agalh the rellglouﬁvorders barely rez?\yggg.. Not even
w1thhold1ng their stipends would, make’ them\pudge. Once
more, the old threat of renouncing their parishNes emerged
‘andﬁthe King had no choice but to give way to th%ir wishes.
The conditions in the Islands made the friars inéispensasle
and nothing, apparenély, was worth the risk of“{;sing them.

. With the close of theQ18th century and Spain's .

involvement in political wass on the European céntinent,
mucﬁ‘éf her hold on colonies inaAmerica were lost and -
wedkened. By the«garly 19th century there was no question
n“) that i Spaln dldn t want to lose &ny more of her
/ sover:?}hty abroad, the friars had to stay in the
* Philippines. They were infdriating and unruly, but j

nonetheless, Ehey were Spanish.”And so, until the Philippine
C 3
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Wars and the arrival of the Americans at the turn of the

19th century, the friars remaimed in their parishes and’
. , ) . . ‘
retained all of their privileges. :
X

AL | The facts and 1mp11cat10ns of the "visitation :
controversy" are essential to an analysis of church-state ]
\&”f - }mpéct on thfﬂéplf identit¥ and participation of the friars
in the Philippines, First of all it becomes evideht that tne

>

, ;"' awé?“beF ofLSOprEZS claiming 50vereign;y o:er the mov?ments of
"&h;. ‘ the missionaries, during the entire“épanish regime in the
Islands, was- confuqenq, if not absurd. Between the wishes

and whims of King and Pope, colon1al governor and .
archblshoé\\gashop and religious superior, the friars surely *
had reason to assume that their own concerns warranted
recognitioq/in tne scranble. More often than nqt the

1]
S .
instructions\gziued by one of theiparties directly,

~\\\; e, gpntravened the edict of the,next: while one governor
favoured a partlcular rellgious order and encouraged royal
> . ‘
[] . support 1n its dlrectlon, another at ‘odds with a certain
' T~ :
. : 1

group ‘was capable of mak%ng life difggcult for themJ1 So as
Rogg and Madrid made decisions together or separately; from
abroad; as archbishop and governor fought,. from\ Manila, for
autnority over vacillating jurisdictions; the f?%ars and .
their superiors perpetuated the course of their own

decisions.. Scéttered across the countryside in remote

'barrios, they‘pere literally free to do as they pleased.
» ' .
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One might wonder whether ‘the "friars would have been ény‘ﬁbre
receptive to official decisions had the commands been more
- v .

unified? Given the depth of their mqtivatioﬁ to evangelize
and convert it would be easy to suppose ﬁot. But maybe, if

civil and ecclesiastical hierarchies had'been‘more coherent
B ! ey, c >

@

reached with the friars. 1In later years, as most of the
religious orders amassed fortunes in laﬁd and influence, it
was just too late for official decrees to have commanding

signific%nce for them.

At the same time, the friars were well aware that even

‘/if“everybody opposed tWyt, they-were indispensable to them

B ‘
all. Without their participation the Christianization and

Hispanization of the orient, and the 'world, was a ridiculous

<

sham. Their  bargaining position was vast and their sense of

powger overwhelmin&. Whether their intentions were motivated

- [ i

by Christian love or personal pleasure (or a mixture of -
[ N

both), the fact remains that for over 300 years friars were

-~

left largely alone, free to interpret and pursue what they
, B

reasoned to .be just and necessary, in the eyes of God, for

Filipinos and for Spain.
‘Given that the missionaries were frequently the only

/

Spaniards outside the larger cities, and tpat_they were
L

often the only people who learned and spoke native dialecgs,

¢

- state officials depended heavfly on their expertise in

¥ SN . . s .
- and conciliatory, a compromise position could have been /f“j7
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dealing with the-population. ' The friars interacted directly

37

with the F'il‘ipinos, purported to unﬁ“éfétand the native mind,

and mediated between thém and their colonial rulers. Eve'nd;

more powerfully, t'hé friars had learned how to manipulate

the conduc¢t of the natives. Could civil authority ever gain

. ; . ) .
the’confidence of g\F\ilipino as effectively? John Forman'

description of this is vivid:

i

s

v L un the last day of Spanish rule--the } i

placid word of the ecclesiastic, the superstitious
veneration which he inspired in the ignorant
- native community, had a greater law-binding effect

Royal Decree or the sound of the cornet would not
have been half so effective as the elevation of
the Holy Cross before~the fanatical majority, who
became an easy prey to fantastic promises of
eternal blj 55' or the threats of everlastlng p
perdition:

L\‘ than the commands of the civil functionary . . . A

But as history shows only too well, the freedom of the

\ . *
friars became excessive and abusiwve. This is not to judge
" Al

all clefgy as self-motivated power mongers (no doubt some

were), but what friars saw as essential to th Oper

educatlon and reflnemeﬁ{ of Fillplnosr the Flllplnos became

— reluctant or not at all willing to accept. By the 19th

century, what started out as inter-church and church-state

‘rivalz\'y,."built up into passionate anti-friary. " Missionary

3

attitudes and praétices bec.ame‘ racial issues. Roman
Catholic clergy became identified dirég:tly with Spain and
imperiali'sm. In 1898 civil and religious authorities had
more“ to worry about than just the stubbornness of the

8
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missionaries--Filipino nationalists had declared war on

Spain, on everything Spanish, with yehement purpose and

_impact, 'Spain was on its way out of the Philippines.
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CHAPTER II :

THE INTEGRATION OF SPANISH MISSIONARIES INTO FILIPINO LIFE;

THEIR ROLE AND~RELATIONSHIP TO THE NATIVE POPULATION

Intreduction P

Unlike the conquests of Mexico and Peru, the
imposition of Spanish:authorit} in the Philippine Islands
was a relatively pacific operation, involving a‘minimum'of
vio;ence and loss of lives. In fact, it is peculiar that
almost the entire spectrum of Philippine history dominated
by Spain, is void of any significant military organizatioﬁ.
The subjection and acceptance by natives of the new Hispanic

order was not so much the accomplishment of state coeércion,

. >

' ‘as the peaceful, yet powerful persuasion of the
missionaries. Right from the beginning the friars commanded
agk?;credible influence. Through'their sacerdotal office,
often by virtue of it, they were able to demand and instill

those traits (i.e. respect for authority), which firmly

secured native obedience to their colonial rulers.

Once in the Philippines we must bear in mind that
missionary‘pdlicy and practice were hardly ever random

experiments. Evangelical standards amd strategies were, for

- . - v~ -y e cE UL IEE e
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the most part, appropriated,directly from New Spain, or °

re-formulated based upon the exﬁerience of missionaries in

the Americas, and adapted to the particular conditions in o
the Philippines. For example, the general content and

methods of instruction used in the Philippines were directly

extended from Spain's South American colenies.
During the earliest years of missionary activgky in
the archipelago, the main priorities of the friars were to

- teach the necessary content of prebaptismal material (the

’ N

qastery of which constituted conversion),'and then to ' .
administer the sacrament of béptism. Before a naéive could
. receive baptism though, it was essential”that tH; following ~
) cénditions be met: that he renounce paganism and @ffirml
¥ belief in the salvational né;ure of baptism; éromise to
engage in monogamous marriage relagionships only; be able to
recite by heart the Pater Noster, Ave Maria, the Credo and
the Ten' Commandments; be aware of the significance of the
other sacraments and of one's practical obliéations as a
Roman Citholic, such as, Sunday mass attenfance and at ’
lqést; anfannual confession. Sometimes all of these

criteria were followed meticulously, and at other times they

were only haphazardly dgmanded.1

At first the process of converting and baptizing” went
very-slowly. Between 1565 and 1570 less than 100 natives’
' entered into the Roman Catholic faith, and up until 1578,, Y

1
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mdBt of the baptisms were performed on children only. éy:
1586nfhere were 94 missionaries in the ghilippines hq@
\baptismal counts approached 170,069; these numbers soared,
‘by 1594, to 267 friars and ?66;000 baptisms. The nuﬁger of '

people baptized continued to rise proportionally to‘ &¥

*increases in the numbers of Spanish priests postqﬁ in the

Islands so that by'1622, approximately 500,000 Filipinos,

over half the entire population, had received the _ ?
; 3

sacrament.2 The pioneering process of breaking into the
. ‘ . *
countryside, introducing Christianity to the natives and

en?iciqg their cooperation to the point &f bapE}é;:> took ‘a
solid 50 years of i:tensive-proselytizing;ithus laying the
first foundations of the faith. .

The other concern of the missionaries (a concern which

followed each and every baptism), was the day to day
maintenéncé of the religion  in native lives. Most Filipings
still lived in dispersed clan groups across the many

islands, yet intimately dependent on the folk traditions of

their" forefathers. But through a minutely contrived procesé

~revolved around the rélocation of natives and the

-

establishment of .local political and educatibpal .

institutions, Filipinos were further indoctanatedr;nto the

SN

i EPCREVLE,

éssentials of Christian _belief and lifestyle. Rural
monastic schools and the ffia}-dominated system of local

government aimed not only to train an elite class of

y !
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. By .the middle of the 18th, century, many of the precarious
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~.Filipinos who wouldiact as intermediafies between parish

priests and the rest'of the village population, but also ' - oo )

o

’ intended to consolidate a permanent "master servant” pattern

in the relationship of native to Spaniard, and to maintain

rthat particular power arrangement as tightly as possible. A

rural mission posts cf:earéier~days had -bYecome official . | ///

.parishes with a fixed population of parishioners, at least

one elementary school and a;completely established local

government machinery. T

I would like to clarify(sev}ral p01nts related to the,
content of material dealt with in this chapter; First of
all, I will.not expiore the differences between the various

monastic orders in the Philippines, nor. their relationship

- to one another. Our coricern will be with the conseqqences 7 »

/ elaborate’on clerical participation in the higher levels. /// 4

R

of church-state- relationship {as opposed to inter-church
conflict), on missionary attitudes and performances
generally. - .

" Secondly, .in the section on education, I will not (
. 't . -
Secondary school and unfve;sity educations were, for the !
most part, only open to Sp?niards and much later on, to a
Qeéy limited quota of wealthy native applicants. 3

Finally, as I examine Spanish missionary activity

among the nativengppulation, I exclude their interaction

N - . .
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with the Muslim Filipinos of Mindanao and Sulu (to t% far

south of the Philippine'lsl ds), referred 'to as Moros by

.

the spaniards. Of the same Malay stock as Christian

Filipinos, the Moros were di;tfhguishéd from them by their

A

Islamic religion and culture,\and by their fiercely hostile

-

' L2l
determination to preserve tHeir.independence from outside

authority. Therefore, when fhga earliest Spanish
n

conéuistadores attempted to subject the Moros, along with

v

the rest of the native populétion, to Hispanic sovereignty,
the Muslims entered upon a state of war against the Spanish
"infidels". This was precisely the relationship which

endured between them for the next 300 years. Despite many
C

efforts, the Spanish were never able to suppress the wild

fighting spirit of the Muslim warriors, never able to claim

' sovereignty over them.
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Section: 1 .

Missionary Mefhods--Evangelization and Education
: - " -

x . i

Sixteenth century Spain was a vibrantly influential

European power, a nation pro of its culture, its politics
and its religion. From earligst times Spanish authorities

were concerned with the promdtion of education in their

overseas colonies,1 an intgrest rooted in their ethnocentric.

N -

approach to the world. The official aims of a Spanish

education in the colonies were three-fold. Since the :

primary concern of ‘hedieval instruction at home was the
preparation of students for eschatological reward rather

4 ‘ [ 4
than temporal successes, religion predominated all facets of

the system. Likewise, the aim of instruction in the
by

Philippines was the preparation of natives in anticipation

¢

of similar‘,re_warg'ls. Secondly and thirdly, though equally

L

salient, education in the Islands was contemplated as a
~

means to penetrate and root the Hispanic culture and the

. . <
Spanish language beyond the borders of the mother count:ry.2

' Responsibility to implement this peculiar brand of education

impressing. Christian doctrine, Spanish tradition and

language, was delegated from the beginning to the Spanish

religious orders. 4

~
When the missionaries first arrived in the designated

territoryﬁo{"their particular order, they ét aboyt

T .
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establishing mission statlons in all those places where a
sufficient number of people lived, or could be 1nduced to

congregate. Almost 51multaneously they erected a chapel,

proceeded to gather the people for instruction, started

catgchism classes in preparatiéﬁifor baptisms and set to
work organizing a school. This was by no means a painless
task. &he first and principal obstacle encountered b; the
missionaries was the nature of native settlements. The§
were small clan groups, widely scattered across the Islands
and l%ylng adjacent to the land they cultivated. Under
thegé circumstances the apostle-friars spent most of their
time just travellinq‘the countryside, in twos, trying to
find and reach the people.3

The combination of a highly dispersed Filipino
population and a severe shortage of ecclesiastical personnel
soon led representatives at the Synod of Manila to recommend
to épanish authorities the extension of the "civil |
congregations'" of New Spain, to the Philippiné\IElands. As
early as 1512 witb the Laws of Burgos,4 Hispanic imperial
policy involved repeated efforts to civilize and refine the
natives of Spanish colonies by urbanizing and patterning
them according to medieval European religion, morals, ideas,
.dress, bureaucracies and so on. The creation of civil

congregations involved therefore, relocating and -

concentrating indigenous peoples into larger communities
: . )
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around a church, in sites carefully chosen by church and

state officials according to the requirements sét out by the
laws of Spain.5 In this Qay, civil and religious authorities
were éiven the politica}, economic and evangelical leverage
uto pursue their objectives. For the friars this meant
primarily, more raéid and methodical religious instruction;
for civil authorities it meant, in addition to this, a more
coherent colonial administration and more profitable
.exploitation of resources. The Spanish Crgrn did not

hesitate in dedicating itself to resettlement schemes in the

Philippines. During the 1580's and 1590's it launched a.

~

vigorous program of societal reorganization similar to those

already operating in Mexico and Peru.6

Init}ally, many of the Spanish encomenderos ih the
'‘Islands opposed and eyen blocked the urbaniza?ion policy.’
They claimed that the fridrs, by inteérfering with native , N
traditions and custom$, drove the Filipinos away into the
moqntaigs or even onto other-islands.’ Needless to say, this
left the tribute-qollectors without their clientele of
taxpayers.' Despite this earlier opposition, tﬁg fr;ars went
ahead determined to implement the project, if by
themselves. They chose sites in consultation with the

»

authorities and erected churches and convents around central
( a

squares--these were called the '"cabecera" or today, -

"pob?aciéﬁg} and were designed to be the capital of the

-
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parish. It was around these plazas that the new village

' >

population would locate itself.8 The missionaries then

proceeded to compel the natives to move. Different stories

+

chronicle methods ranging from military coer’cion'9 arid

10 : r 7

cunning deception, to seduction through the pomp ,and

colour of_numerog§fﬂq£y/festivals and ceremoniés.11 -
Throughout the entire Spanish regime, concentrating
the natives inté towns remained a concern for the friars.
Unfortunatelf thougﬂ, the Filipinos were reluctant to move
and ghe missionaries had to content themselves with only
partial success. A total change in the social structure of
socieﬁy deménded a reorggnization of their subsistence
gconomy.and for some reason, the friars didn't offer the

12

natives any viable alterritives. So while some Filipinos g

would and did relocate, the missionaries were forced to
adopt a compromise system whereby, a series of "visita
chapels"13 (located in what are known today as bérrios or

baranguys) were built and periodically visited by the clergy

‘who staffed the poblacion. . This unit consisting of

.

poblacién surrounded by Qiggrous barrios is today, still the
Bredoﬁinanp pattern of rural settlement in the bhilippines.

Decentralization of the ﬂopulation was significantly
reduced, but not ever to the total satisfaction of Spain or

colonial church. In 1660 Ignacio Alcina, a Jesuit in the

Visayas, descriﬁed thg early towns: / . ) ‘
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For the most part there is nothing in‘the towns
except the priest’'s house and the chapel, small or
big afrording to the number of people, and a few
huts which the natives use when they céme to ’
town. This they ‘do only when the father is there,
and they do not come every day but dn:y on
sundays. The only ones who stay are the boys who
are still learning their catechism, for we insist
on their being there as long as the father is; the
old folks too and the sick stay for a while. But
even this much requires a great deal of
persuasion, for they are scattered all over the

countryside, wherever they have a mind to dwell.14 *

' The .process of converting Filipinos to Christianity
involved rigorous teaching before preaching the Word could
actuglly be effective. Spanish missionarieq saw themselves
as battling with a devil who had successfully cursed and now
tyrannized the native masses. Their approach thgfefore, was
not to presekt‘yhe Christian faith as an evolved or more

perfect state of Filipino beliefs. The religion they

presented to them was something totally new, the designs of

an almighty and omniscient God.15

As they strove to break
the ngtives complefely from their heathen past, Christian -
practices were peréistently sﬁbstituted for pagan customs.
For example, propitiatorybsacrifices at planting time were
replaéed by the solemn blessing of rice seed by the friar;
catechism and prayers ;?re set to tradltlonal planting and
rowing chants whlch once recounted the heroic enterprises of
gods and ancéitors.16 In this sense, the efisting

superstitions of the natives were not genuinely extirpated

for the new doctrines of the missionaries, but were used to
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"entice and hold the Filipinos to new Christian practices.

But the insertion of a new religion into the beligf
system of the indigenous population required a logical and
effective pointkof entry. Hence, special attention was
focused on native children, ahd.primary education became a
major preoccupation of the friars. By making the children
the target of réligious instruction, the missionaries gave
themselves access to the native communiﬁy without having to
struggle directly with rigidly fixed pagan mentalities. Sq’
after the missionary had set up his station with chapel and

residence, his next step was to build up a.base of young

" boys from the community--students whom native leaders would

entrqgg to their care. As the friar indoctrinated the minds
of Ehe youngsfers, the latter in turn taught their families;
once the leaders of the native clans had been won over by
the new enlivened disposition of their children, the
conversion of the rest of the community)was just a mattef of
time.

Until the end of the Spanish regime, ?he principal
feature of primary school education in the Islandé remained
memorization of the prayers and the catechism. These
included, in the reduced form taught by the missionaries:
the Our Father, Hail Mary, Hail Holy Queen and the Creed;
the 10 Cogmandments, the 7 sacra@ents, the 5 commandments of

the Church, the 7 capital sins, the 14 works of ' mercy, the

L4
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14 articles of faith, and the practice of confession. .At

"

times’this schedule wa§ embellished with courses in
deportment, readiﬁg, writ;ng and a;ithmetic; liturgiqal,
vocal or instrumental music, but these were considered
significant only as theylreinforced Christian doctriﬂe.
Only after 1863 did a sadly inadequate "secular" textbook
-appear and eQen tﬁis, when used at all, was predominated by

religious and moral content. ' .

o

The aim of instruction for the friars was always
religious conversion epitomized in the sacrament of baptism,
and the ﬁaintenance of the newly acquired faith after this.
For the most part, it was the maintenance of the faith which
requireé the greatest dedication. Again, the shortage of
priests in relation to the size and dispersal of the
4Filipino population demanded extreme action by the friars.

Ignacio Alcino déscribes the frgstrations effected by these

inadequacies:’

Each father has under his care at least two towns;
some have three, others four and even five. I
‘myself, this Lent of 1660, visited and heard
confessions in four. Thus we are always on the
move . . . the missionary must be forever raveling
and unraveling this work. What he accomplishes by.
a sojourn of 19 or 20 days (sometimes more,
sometimes less, depending on the size of the

town), he finds when.-he returns one or two months
later to be altogether undone and forgotten. Thus

we are continually starting all over again . . . o

Many evils result from the distance and .

inaccessibility of their settlements, such as, in
_ the temporal order, the complete lack of human

intercourse and refinement, and in the spiritual

order, the undisciplined manner of life, the ‘ ’
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"« survival of their ancient usages and
‘superstitions, the drunken feasts they indulge in
. . . the frequent extramarital relationships, the
crimes of violence and rapes committed without
witnesses, in a word, the fact that they leave
their faith and their Ch;isti§8 principles the
moment they leave the church. -

S

14

The styie or metpdd of instruction which emerged in
responsé to this was notiparticular to any one religious
order, g?t became general practice with all the

missionaries. The Roman Catholicism tau

ght to Filipinos was

4

one steeﬁed in religiesity and ritual. Music became an
important vehicle of the faith and the catechism and prayers

were often instil'led as songs; visual senses were stimulated

o

"by pictures yividly{illustrating the horrors of hell; and
cereﬁonies integral to instruction (or instructive ritual) .
were made into awesome, sblemn eVen£s in order to impress
the sapfed‘impértance of 1essops'taugﬁt by the friars.19'The

daily timetable of any elementary schooler was intensely

imbued with seriocus religious formality, a formality and

. *

figidity reminiscent .of mediéval monastic Rules generally.
The following.description by a Franciscan friaf, Juan
Francisco de San Aptonio} is by no means atypical:

) Every day without exception, at the sound of the
"bell, all the school children promptly assemble in
" the church. The little choristers led by their
choir master intone the Te Deum with solemn
devotion ending with the versicle and prayer to
the Most Holy Trinity, after which they sing prime
of the Little 0Office of the Blessed Mother. There
follows the conventional mass, after which the
boys recite the rosary together along with those
of the faithful who stay for this. exercise. Then -

o AR -
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. the school children file out in order, following a
small processional cross and reciting a prayer, to
go. to the school house, while the choristers go

. with their master to choir practice. Two strokes
of the bell is the signal for the end of classes,
and ‘then everyone goes home for the mid-day meal.

At two o'clock, the bell is rung for vespers,

., and all the chlldren return to the church to sing
the Little Office 'of the Blessed Mother in the
manner described. After this everyone goes to his
assigned task until five o'clock, when a very
devotional procession is formed in the thurch and
winds its way through the streets of the town
singing or reciting the rosary. This is concluded
in the church with lltanles, the antiphon of the
Immaculate Conceptidn of the Mother of God, and a

respopgory for the blfssed souls in Pur?atory

‘The method and quality of teaching did vary from ordef
to'order,-and from friar to friar. For example, the
Francxscans became promlnent for thelr competent and
1nten51ve instruction, and the Jesuits for their prof101ent
pedagogical methods. The Augustinians attained the

. ¢ .
reputation as the leest effective educaters, maybe due to

the continued disciplinary problems within the order.z1

The
differences in instruction across the Philippines are '
pafticularly‘interesting though, for our purposes, when
examined in the light of an analysis by Jotheddy"Phelan.22
He notes thet the variations between the different orders
did not dlways accurately reflect the actual quality of
their instruction. Those parishes which were most
concentrated and densely populated, whether or not the

quality of their indoctrination was high,, tended to be the’

most intensively penetrated and therefore, most feadily
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converted and mainﬁained. Because the Filipinés“tn‘aﬁr-~~
Visayas were so scattereé, the intensity of Jesuit
instruction, despite the superibr quality of theip methods,
was no'greater than that of their Augustinian brothers who
held the more densely populated territory around Manila. s
Phelan maiﬁtains therefore, that the success of cleérical
9ducation, measured accot#ding to their aims, depended more
-~ on the density o} the population than on the methods or
quality of instruction.. Nevertheless, no matter how high
-the quality or sensible the method, all friar education
remained conspicuously anti-intellectual and rigid. It
commanded only obedient response to the narrowest reductions
of Christian doctrine.

Another method used by the friars to maintain the
intensity and observance of their lessons was the use of'l
fiscales, native intermediaries between themselves and their
.conéregatioﬁs. The fiscal, always chosen from among the '

- converted indigenous elite, became -every friar's.right-hand
man. His duties included the organization of "the town's
patronal fiesta; parish sacristan, as he attendea to the

upkeep and beautification of the church; teacher, as he

organized and supervised, more and more, the instruction of

’ \¥catechism beginning in the 17th century; and above all, the

‘fiscal servéd as a sort of Christian truant officer. He

compelled his fellow parishioners to attend Sunday mass,




). . .
\- - B

®
« L
holy feasts and catechism classLs, and admonished those who

set undesirable examples. 1In 1605 the role of fiscal was

.

described in the following manner, as one who:
§

. . . teaches catechism to the ignorant, .

strengthens the weak, visits, the sick, and if'they
are dangerously ill sends fof the priest. He

incitgs sinners to confession, ;solicits alms,
helps” bury the dead, reprehends the guilty, gives
advice, promotes charity, inflames zeal, c9§rects
what he can, and what he cannot, deplores.

Also quite common practice with the friars was
training}thg more advanced catechumens to supervise énd
conduct lessons while the priest travelled to outlying
barrios, or attended to other parish duties. It seems that
the missionaries wetre not especially wary éf employing
native assistapce for pqrochigl respéﬁéibilities including
sacred inétruction and4 in extrao?dinafy circumstances, even
'the admin&étration of baptism.?4 But these Fitipinos were
always a meagerly equipped, poorly financed staff, cr ated
only to serve and perpétuate the designs of their pafish
priest. '

The languages of instruétion employed by the
missionaries, unlike in the American‘colonies, were nativgrfy
-dialects. This pxactice directly opposed official royai
policy which firmly and repeatedly demanded instruction in
'Spax;ish.zﬂ5 The decision taken by the friars to use napive

dialects instead of Spanish was motivated by both pgactical

and expedient concerns. On the one hand it was easier for
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A

one person to;learn the 3 or 4 dialects of a paéticular
region, than for thé multitudes to master Spaﬁish. Their
principa% tqsk of teaching the Christian doctrine, friars
argued;‘could only be dgne properly and efficien@%g in the
language ‘of the people. On the other hand, the language | .
situation served té consolidate'\re ﬁolitical p&sition of , &
the missionaries in the rural areas. Not iny could the

[
friars choose and thus control the ideas which entered the

native EEEEL but colonial offic;;ls were forced iﬁto'a

relationship of dep?ggence on the priééts whom they needeg

as mediators between themselves and the Filipinos. Colonial

offici;ls in the provinces, if not repreéented'in the person ) ™~
of friar, held office for -short terms and were not as apt or
motivated to learn the dialects as the missionary whose . }-
enterpriée depended entirely on his personal rélationshiplto
Filipin?s. Use of Spanish in rural areas was usuai@y limited
to essential theological wards which wére not réa@ily

, translated into the native dialects. Hence the Spanish
'wo;ds for concepts such as God, Holy Spirik, grace, church,
virgin, sacramenkLJ;edempttch and so on were directly - 1

) t e
transplantéd into the Filipino languages in order to . .

26

2
i
3

preserve the orthodoxy of the ideas they represernted.
4fhé sta£us of language in the Islands soon became as

amb}guous as the jurisdictional‘controver§ies ;mong clergy, coon

and bétween church amd state. While the promulgatfon of |

w\
$
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succeséive laws made Spanhish the onlf legal language of
instrpction, the Friars who were in charge of edhcaE{on )
Lucceséfully resisted royal: checks on their domination
therein. This became particularly fair for Filipinos
when, in 1863, civil authorifies in Manila passed a law
statiﬁg that 15 years after i&i’establishment of a schooi in

any given community, only those who knew Spanish coulé“

qualify for the two mgin elected town offices; 30 years

hence only those who knew Spanish would be considered for S

exemption from draft labour;27 and after December 20, 1868, .

any office contemplated by a Filipino required; absolutely,

28

fluency in Spanish: It was ,understandable that over three

centufies, civil authorities felt pushed ‘to severe ~
measures. Unfortunately, the~vi¢tim§’of the new language

law remained largely incapable of rectifying their plight.

© A

Although the royal céddié could not be seriously"

enforced--only few Filipinos spoke Spanish--it provided the ,"'

friars with additional leverage. The coﬁbination of church

practice and state policy here worked together to mitigate

* Filipino advancements possible through the apprehension of

the language of their colonialists.

n : K
During the 18th and 19th centuries, many efforts were .

/taken by the {panish Crown to bring education in_the Islands
v ¥ . ’,,
more decisively under its helm. But even though these steps

were often ehbodied in laws’' they remained, for lbng periods

©
. . 1
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of’ time or indefinitely, as emﬁiy orders.29 The most '

4

N N
striking and persistdent effort at reform came on December

v f 20, 1863, motivated by the new "liberal" regime in Madrid.
. [4

- The educational decrees promulgated at that time were based
on the recommendations of an educational commission

appointed in 1855 and provided for the establishment 'of a

\
public school system. This didn't mean that the whole

\

educational system)was to be secularized at once, or even
L > *

eventually. The provisions of the new law demanded that the

\

A
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same course of elementary schbol study practiced in Spain be

. implemented in the Philippines; that at least one primary

o

°

school for boys and one for girls be established in each .

_town; that municipal governments maintain and upkeep these
: 3%

village schogls; that primary instruction be free and

' ~

compulsorily conducted in Spénish; and that local school
boards of a secﬁfar nature, comprising lay membefs,ﬁbe
formed. In Manila, the "Syp;rior Commission of Primary
Insé&uction" was created an&fpresided over by the
gévernor—general the coiény, in consuitation with the' ¢
archbishop‘ang sevi9>other mémbers. The civil authority of

~ . . §
S each~pr¢§I;;;\Qi§§ became " the provincial Inspector of
/ i ’ .

k\\u\N’,,\::;Siﬁybn’ assisted.by a provincial school board on whic

the provincial superior bf the religious order in tha
province. The parish priests reméined, officially, the

éupervisors,of religious instruct{fn'and more generally,

" e
e et Lo
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JInspector of Education in each town. Also, the new law

provided for the creation of a teacher's training school for

male Filipinos, established in Manila and élaced under the
chgrge of thg Jesuits.
The outcome of the Educational Decree, as might haye
been anticipated, was not commendab%e. While many new
school buildings were erected and an increased number of
pupils énrolled, and while a new class of more competent lay
teachers were trained to replace the inadequate{x equipped
native assistants .empldyed by the priegté; éﬁe eéucationai
system remained effectively under-friar control.
Unofficially, they managed to greserve their domination over
everything,‘relegating schd®t boards to token ageqcieé and
lay teachers to lackeys of clerical persuasion. Catechism
remained the bredominant and powerful feafure of pr}mary
school education. Before 1863, and right up until the

. . . L - ,
arrlvgl of the Americans in 1898, the missionaries succeeded

in nullifying all reforms aimed at the secularization of

LY

education. ,

Spifish missionaries were also responsible for setting’
a ' ! %

1
up and maintained complete control over, higher institutes

"of educationlip Manila and elsewhere (éuch as the - ‘

‘universities of Santo Tomas, San Jose, and San.;aﬁacio in

the capital, and a handful of secondary schools in tl\e more

%
f

important towns outside Mamila). These schools offere

\ {

,
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varying but broader lists of Arts and Science courses

including Latin gramﬁar, Spanish, philosdphy,acivil and

‘Roman law, chemistry, physics, medicine, theology and‘canon

[4

‘law. Unfortunately, the majority of Filipinos could not

benefit from these schools which were created for, and

served foremost, Spanish and mestizo children.3? Most

pure-blooded Filipiﬁos never secured more than a village
scﬁool training, gnd on a non-compulsory basis.

But even at the higher levels many a Spaniard and
Filipino were critical of the narrownesg of instruction.
While in Europe José Rizal, a brilliant Filipino scholar and

reformist, was overwhelmed by the discrepancy in methods of

laboratory research abroad and at homg. He wrote aﬁoﬁt the
' LY

instruction of physics‘at the leading university in the

Philippines, Santo Tomas, in his famous novel El
o

Filibusterismo:

The walls were entirely bare; not a drawing, nor
an engraving, nor even any kind of a.
representation of an instrument of physics . . .
From time to time, when some complacent professor
came, a day of the year was assigned for visiting:
the mysterious 'cabinet', and admiring from afar
the enigmatic apparatus arranged inside the

cases. Then no one could complain; that day there
were seen much brass, much glass, many tubes, .

. disks, wheels, bells etc. And thg show stopped
there, and the Philippineés were not turned upside
down . . . The 'cabinet' was made to be shown to
foreigners and to high officials from Spain, that,
on seeing it, they may nod in approbation, whilé
their gquide smiles as if s 'You have been
thinking yoy, were going €o find a lot of backward
monks, éh?'"

!
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Still, it was this mfnority of students from the highef
institutes of education in the Philippines (including also
gﬁose Filipinos aEtending European universities), who became

‘”*%‘the seed to strong nationalistic influences which were to
play, as we shall see, a decisive role in 19th century
Philippine history. *

The aims of colonial educaﬁion according to ghurch and

state both overlapped and diverged.! While civil authorities

. were concerned withﬁéhe cultivatién of a religious, cultural
and linguistic tradiéion, the friars attended to a less
comprehensive-v;rsion of instruction. 'They acquiesced with
civil experiménts oripromoted royal orders if, and phly if,
Ehey’coincided with religious or personal goals. Hence
nativé resettlement, a policy of the state administrafors,
was almost completely the productlof missionary ambitions
(if only partially accomplished) which copcentrated
communities more and more intensively around churﬁhes, and
rendéred village life more thoroughly dependent on Christian
laws aﬁd practices, as they still are today.

But if we look at the langﬁage situation we find that:
the story differs. Even though the national dialect,
tagalog, and many of the regf%nal dialects have been
penetrated by numer6u§ Spanish words and sounds, épanish )

Kings combletely failed to impart their mother tongue to the

natives in the same way they were able to do in Latin

'»g&ia:{%zﬁé:. B L R
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America. The friars effectively obstructed all royal decrees
pertaining to language‘of instruction. While throughout
history this worked both positively and negatively for
Filipinos, it would be difficult to speculate which set of
consequences might have proved most detrimental. For
centuries, absence of faqilitf in ‘Spanish left the natives
at the mercy of their priests, it barred them from public ‘
offices, from higher educations and from substantial
interpenetration with Spaniards in the Islands. But despite
this, it presérved their ancient languages and much of
native tradition and thus, provided a source of pride and
encouragement amid nationalist fervour. !

The extent to wﬁich a friar-education successfully
Hispanized the Filipino mafses is not as blatant as their
triumphg in blocking the implementation of Spanish, and
saturating primary school burriculum with religion. For the
most part, the impact and absorption of Spanish cultgreﬂby- |
the natives was limited by its in@irect a;':plicat:ion.J2 Just
;s the regular clergy were oftgn able to maintain
considerable autonom;,from their superiofs in both Madrid
’and Manila, so too, conditions in the countryside allowed
Filipinos a measure of choice in.their response to local
Spanish authorities; For examgle; the reluctance of natives

to resettle'in larger, centralized villages, the cultural

isolation of priests and their parishes, poor communications.

rd
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with Manila and Spain, the shortage of clergy, scarcity of
Spanish settlers, and the failure of th; colonists‘to spreéd
their language, are all factors which enabled Filipinos fo
ﬁaintaih native particularisms. Yet, the very determination
of thé friars to impose their brand of Hispanic tradition,
usually T%pivated and bound up in the perpetuation of ‘
religious/ideals, forced Filipinos' to ébsorb permanent,” if
not violently disruptive, changes in pie—conquest patterns.
The combination of necessarily having to accommodaﬁeo
Filipino disinclinat{on and ecological limitations on the
one hand, and selective integratidn pf Spanish tradition by
the natives on the other,.created a largely externalized,

only partial Hispaniza;ion of the Filipino people.




. positions appropriated by priests brought with themtawesome L i

icodes, commandments, doctrines and dogmas which, in varying

“70
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Section II: ! -

L4

Missionary Methods--Evandelization and Local Government

* In addit;on to complete command over education in the

‘Philippinqé, SpaRish missiqnéries monopolized another

crucial facet of town life, that of local government.

- ' ?

Through their domination of the latter they entrenched and

integrated even further their own religious priorities and

values with native reality. o
In the medieval Roman Catholic world, even the most

humble of the priestly class were endowed with special

e

divine powers. Their direct link to the Origin of life and
S;vio; of mankind placed theﬁ in a category of men above all
the rest. They possessed the/fgsight to disfinguish God's'
will from the devil's. and fherefore, the wisdom Eo'éirect
earthiy ﬁattqrs in}the'ﬁame of temporal‘sovereigns ;nd ‘

officials. Their clerical role then, was adaptable tb'any

ranking secular position. They could be secretaries or

_treasurers, governor-generalsq or military commanders,
' merchants or managers: The only discrepancy which had to be

* endured--sometimes scarcely understood but always

respected--was their zealous religious drive. Hence, civil

ways and degrees, a}tered'both théir spiritual and temporal
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roles. This was exactly the sgituation found in the
éhilippines asklocal Spanishﬂpissionaries were delega;ed or
assumed, sweeping political prerogatives.

In ofder to visualize the process of poiitical
t;anéformation from pre-Conquest to Spanish colonial tiﬁé;;
and in order to understand how the friars manipulated this-"
transformation in orde¥} to strengthen, in the name of .
religion, their relatiqnship with ;he Filipino people, I
will first provide some historical background. I will then
analyze the interacting political functions of priest and
parishioner and' the implications of this interdependence for
religion and the political system in the Philippines.

Beforé the Spanish arrived, certain political
divisions and hierarchies among natives characterized their
;ociety;”ﬂThe small;'dispersed settlements which the first
missionaries encountered were kinship gfoups known asﬁ
barangays (derived from the Malay word "balanghai"’depicting
the sea craft which brought the first Malay Emmigrants to
the Philippines), and comprised anywhere from 30 to 100
families. Each barangay wds ruled by‘a patriarchal
chieftain, a dato or datus, who held his pésition primarily
by inheritance, occasionally through_arself—made reputation
.as fearless warrior and leader.2 Sometimes several barangays

settled together or within close proximity but they remained

distinctly séparate entities, cooperating only for pragmatic

-




purposes of survival.

Within the barangay several definite social cladges

existed, remipiscéﬁk of the earliest feudal felationshipé in

Europe. Thé«noblemen, thét'is, datus and their families:
held the highest placeAin,society referred to as
"m'arhlarli'k‘a" in tagalog (i.e. high or great by birth). As
“chief leg;slator, éxecutor,_judge and military commander,
the datus was responsible for the interests and welkare of.
his baréngéy. In return he collected a tribute from his
clan members, was dutifully served whenever he.commanded'apa
ioyally rgvereé by his suﬁjects. The nékt class oft
citizenry were the "tiﬁagua", a group of freeborn persons or
emancipated comﬁoner;; followed bf the lowes£ social strata
known as "aliping". &he latter were divided into two main
.seqtions: serfs (al;ping namamah&y)‘who—owned property, '
lived in. their own hémesi but served a lord; and slaves
(aiipihg sééuiguilid),who did not own propgrty, servéd thgir
lord in his house and farm, and ééuld be sold.3
During the first three decades of permanent Span{sh

settlement- in the Philippines, bolitical organization waé'

minimal. Falling, roughly uqder-the categories of

. "conquest", "pacification" and "extraction of tribute",

management of éffai?s in the Islands was left rather loosely

to conduistaﬁbre, cleric and encomendero. By 1610 a system :

.
of provincial and municipal governments was established

i -
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through which authorities in Manila organized and

administered the colony. It was this system which remained,

with only minor changes, almost until the end of the Spanish

. [ ]
regime.

For the entire duration of colonial rule; Spain's
attitude toward éhe'Pﬁ;lippines was that of a natien
inhabited excluéiveiy by 1egai minorsj urgently requiring
direction and defense. Friipinos were never’rggarded as
equals warranting representation in thé Spanish Cortes,4 or
native institufion equivalent to this. They‘wefe aiways
seggegated poiitically/from Spanish ‘and mestizo communities
‘in‘the colony, -governed as a separate.étate with théirtown
laws (includiné debréés by'tﬁe Crown, execﬁtive
proclama£ioﬁ§ by colonial gbvernof, and Spanish'léws
applicable to the~colény by permission éf the King), and-
their own hi;rarth of'officiai‘s.5 ) ¢

The political organizafion‘impleMented by Spanish
imperialists early in:the 17th century took the following
fprm: The "pacified" regions'gﬁ the Islands (those aréa;
where natives éhbmitted_themselves to Spanish rule and
;eligion),:were divided into proVinceslcal;ed alcaldias and - " .
ﬁlaced under the ‘rule of civil executives krown as "aiééldgs
ngorés", or provincial governo¥s. The yet unpacified or

a e

strategically located areas were divided into territories

called corregimiéntos, under the charge of politico-military

& N
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goverﬁors known as "corregidores'". The provinces were

) distinguished, one from another, according.to dialects and
as time went on more weré/E;eaged out of corregim%entos as
they wére pacified, and out Of{private encomiendas which
were gradually being phased out.é The offices of alcalde
.ﬁayor and corregidore were‘directly responsible to the”
Governor and the Audiencia in Manifé, and were open only to
Spaniards on the bgsis of appointment. They empowered the
new officials with executive and judicial functions, the
supervision of‘tribute-bollection‘in their administrative
units, and at times, the privilege to engage in trade.
Those ‘who served as alcaldes mayores soon attained
reputations as e of the most unqualified and inc;pabie
représentati#es'of he Spanish browh.nDuring those times
’whéﬁ’participatxo in trade was open to them, the provincial
governors took. advantage of their meagerly galaried
positions and became qptorious for controlling prices,

. haraSSIng and even.términating cqmpetition in their “
provinces. In 1810 meés Comynf’an 18 year veteran in the

1

Islan@s wrote:

It is in fact common enough to see a hairdresser
or a lackey converted -into a governor; a sailor or
a deserter transformed into a district magistrate,
- - collector, or military commander of a populous .
‘ province, without any other counsellor than his
own crude und?rstanding, or any other guide than
his passions. :

v i

It was qnl& beginning at the municipal level that

‘
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.Upon arrival to the Isiands, the first handful of

75

.
|
S

Filipinos played any role in the colonial government, a role

cleverly circumscribed by church and state authorities.

‘fﬁgﬁ%t;nlan fathers quickly analyzed native social -

-

structures and recommended to Phlllp 11, as soon as 1573,

 that the reign of the privileged marharlika be perpetuated

thréugh gpanish rule.8 The p;:stige and influence wielded, by
the traditional native aristocracy, if properly manipulated
by Spanlsh authorltles, could be used to obviate resistance
among Flllplnos of all classes, to Hlspanlc imperialism® A
dgcade later, clergy present at the §ynod of Manila strongly
urged that local government be left, as far aéipossible, to

native officials:9 , - .
s -
Oon the supposition that the King and his gOVernorcf
exercise a just sovereignty in this land ( we \\
have said), we affirm that the governor is obliged
not only to appoint alcaldes mayores, but also to
- authorize:in the larger and more settled towns

native magistrates, elected by the natives
themselves, who ghall' have charge of public peace
and order:and the hearing of ordinary cases. -

-

: -

o

The ‘Fathers .outlined their reasons with the following
postulations:

In the first place, in order that the.alcaldes
mayores, who try cases of greater moment, may not
always be among the natives, since this is not
advisable. Secondly, because this is of natural
" xight, and nature itself enjoins it even on brute .
animals. - Thus we see that cranes, ants and sheep L
have governors and chiefs belonging to their Do~ ¢
réspective species and not otheis . . . Thirdly,
because the magistrate must be familiar with the
laws, customs, uses and abuses of his community,

- -
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and this the alcalde mayor cannot be, because he

has to depend on an interpreter . . . And so,even

with the best of intentions he is liable to bommit

serious errors, to the scandal of the natives who ~ N\ )
see ‘'only what is done and not what is intengded. -
It follows m this that the“alcaldes maydgfs are :

not qualifiedito attend to the details of
administration. Let them leave these matters to

the native magistrate, who without incyrring the

expense of hiring interpreters and scribes, but -

solely by word of mouth, can administer them y
better than the alcalde mayor with his

interpreters and scribes, because of his

familiarity with local conditions.

’

The recommendation was concluded, evidently, with a threat:

. « o it is the opinion of the synod that the

governor is obliged under ‘pain of mortal sin and

restitution of the damages that may otherwise

arise to institute such native magistrates i
wherever pogsible. And let him not do so as a - . J
mere formality, but in such a’'way that they are

truly 'magistrates . . .

; Synod's suggesti::\wﬁé enthusiasficallx adopted into
official colonial poficy. £1 became the rudiments of the

. system of municipal goverpment soon to follow. The only
difference was that the iiberal sp%rit of the proposal came,
in practice, considerably toned down. Over the centuries}
Spanish confidence in native talent would coptinue to lose
strength. . I

After the provinces had been outlined and designated

to Spanish Fhurch and state officials, they were subdivided
into areas called ;&Eplos or townships, with £he parish : .

Iy o Fe
churéh and plaza (poblacidn) at the center. A gglipino
N ¢ k

¥ 4 J— .
official known as the "gébernagércillo" or petty governor
Y

-

,D‘ /‘
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)

(corresponding-to cqptemporany town h\yor) ‘was charged with

_ the duties,of the pueblo, assisted by a staff Y3 natlve town

s 3
) officials.  The pueblo, in-turn, was divided into barangays

or harrios which were‘collectively part of and serviced by,
. . - the town Fﬁ.e. a pobladidn surrounded by tiny villages of

approximately 40 to 50 families who had relocéted their
PR . ) barangay‘groupe closer to visﬁta’chapelS).10 Each barrio was

& .
» S ‘ headed by a "cabeza/de barangay" or today, barangay. °’ .
‘ < . + N 4 . " '
TN captain. : .

v -

/ ~The two. mairtroffice.& throuqh which Filipinos could
' - 3
5& i . partic1pate in local politics wé&e that of gobernadorcillo

‘and cabeza de barangay, followed by a series-of suborolnate _L{ ?«.

(O 'y positions, such as tenientev:Eyoerdeputy mayor), fif ( ' "o,
T ‘ .directorciilo (town secretary), chief'of polnce,'notéry, ° l‘ﬂé .

S i - Inspector of rice fields, Inspector o@ palm trees and so on, ’

i clerks and ,other seéretaries.‘ And since Spanish polioy

e advocated the assxmllatlon of pre-colonial barangays and’the

-

. 723/’§;e;ervation/oﬁ tradttronal power relationshipsfbetween L

P

.Filip;nos, 1t was from within the ranks of the 1ndigenous

i )

e . aristocracy that natives were chosen to fill up the two o N
co primary and other pet%y offices in mun1c1pal units of ) . 4
o LT e government. By’ offioially acknowledging the authority qﬁ

Jx' L . the datus and,his family, Spaniards (particularly the friars

-
or tbose stationed in the provincea), found safe and !

e SN . inherent allies from among the\native population. willing to




‘hlm by the Spanish provincial governor and 1nvolved ‘{

cooperate with colonia{ designs. Indeedq it was through a
system of '"pleasing" tnaditional native rulers,—their
relatives aband friends, that Spanish missionaries were able
to direct and~control the population single-handed from

their isolateq'outposgs. While the friars gave natipe

: o ‘ :
leaders a senSe of personal power thus satisfying ‘their

'immediat% needs, they reassured the masses they were not

captives of an arbitrary and alien tyranny. Members of the

native upper class becaﬁe'middle-men between their own '

colon¥al rule entrenched and deepened the power and class

- ¥ - »
distinction traditionally held by native leaders.11

' The duties of the gobernadorcillo were delegated to -

v

\

fundamentally, from the beginning, his supervision ?ﬁfi_fée .

A J

collection of taxes in hisﬂmunicipality. As time went on,

thg scope of his role broqqgned to include: drawing up lists

of eligible §tatu§ory labourers énd soldiers, and assignment
to their rgspentive projects; charge of bullding and
repairyng roads, bridges and other public workss
éhmlnlstration of Justice in civil cases involv1ng P44 or
less,‘and the preparatlon of suits to be tried by the

prov1nc1a1 éovernor, maintenance of the munlcipal jail and

1vt1}age schooI, guardian of peace and prder in the pueblo;r

* . ! '
. . -

- ’ e YR D

78

/

. people on one side, the local ﬁriest and entire hierarchy of
N :
Spanish officialdom on the other. It was in this sense that

N

5
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local post office duties; and providing for the comforts of

¢
~

of ficial guests and travellers to the town. The only catch

was that the treasury in Manila did not pfo'vide for any.of

the expenses incurred in the above listed duties. Not only

was the office of gobernadorcillo supported by only a

+

nominal wage, but the incumbent was left personally .

responsible for finding the monies to pay his assistants,

feed his gquests, o'perate and upkeep his town.12 In addit+ion,

he ‘was legally‘ accountable for remittance of a specific

W

tribute total to the alcalde mayor--an amount to be

.collected in his pueblo including: the difference fallen

short by those of his. toyﬂ%who couln't pay, those whom
x_night have absconded, and so iMes even those yrho had died

(if taxation lists had not been revised befor;e the annual

- collection).13 This kipd of pressure forced the local

+

[
. governor to resort to his own creative measures in raising

funds. Needless to say, this situation was the catalyst:' to

many illegal practicés and the growth of an atti‘iude

— o N
wh?feby, out of sheer frustration, dubious methods became an
’ ' v [ 4

essential part® of local adhinistratiom 14 To ~t:khis day, a
similar attitude pervadés municipal governments across the
Ph‘ilippi_nes.' . ‘

According to John Foreman, the duties of f)arangay -
‘céptaint "wéré perhaps the most irksome and repugnant of

. . - ) .
15 If the gobernadorcille could manage it,sand most

o

. o .
/ . . ! ) : ¢ L"'_

P4

-

)
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likely he could, the burden of responsibilities involved in

2

ﬂi’exactidﬁ taxes were thrust onto the actual collector, the
cabeza de barangay. His primary job was to app}oaph each
adult member of his barrio for tribute and exemétion
payments, and to ascertain the fulfillment of draft labour
services. Remuneration for his time and troubles came .
partly as a royal concession--exemption of cabeza and his
eldest sons from tribute and participation in compulsory
labour projects--and partly derived from the prestigiousness -
of the position itself. Both gobernadorc}llo and .cabeza
were acknowledged the right to demand personal services from
their townsmen, a legacy of customary law which was freely
acceptéd, but which led to much abuse under the oppressive
circumstances of Spanish rule. \ "

The system of local government administered by the

=

native aristocracy was characterized by what was known in

'-the Hispanic wor1d as caciquism--that is, a town politics
wmonopolized‘by a small group’of influential bosses.
‘Although James A. LeRoy maintains that caciquism was a
¢

native institution before thevSpanish came,16 it might be

.

more accurate to speak of it, in its post-cohqﬁest\form, as

&

a product of colonial oppression. If we look at the content

and role of native leadership after the conquest, as

17 =

compared to before, we find them drastically changed in

fesgonse to their new circumstances. If the roles of the

v
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new aristocracy became exaggerated and misrepresentative;

and if an oligarchical municipal structure flourished amid

widespread abuse, greed and mismanagement, a tyrannic

colonialism was>probably more responsible than the
influences of native tradition.
For most of the 17th century alL/married males

belonging to a pueblo voted annually for candidates from

among the native elite, to fill the position of

. gobernadorcillo. A final decision was made in approbation

of the parish priest, and confirmed by the Spanish governor

in Manila.18

Later on, under the rule of ensuing governors,
- N
this popular franchise was severely curbed. Instead of all

male householders participating in the elections, voting

. became limited to a small gréup of electors, chosen by lot,

from among the "principalia" (the term given to the local

‘native aristoecracy during the Spanish regime). The

composition of the franchised elite altered from time to
time. For exqmple, iﬁ 1696 under the Ordinances of Good
Government of Governor Cruzqt,'annualvelections For the

position of go;grnadorcillo in the provinces of Pambanga,

<t
Bulacan, Laguna and Tondo were reduced to voting by 12 of .

the senior barangay captaims and the outgoing

éobernadorcillo19—xaga1n, under the supervision of the lccal

Al

Drlest wxéh final Fe01slon pendlng approval of, or sometlmes

‘'selection by, a Spanlsh state of ficial. According to

4 .
:




resulting in lawsuits, disturbances and secret deals,

Cruzat, the circumscription of popular elections was
essential to peace and order in the colony. The old system
was leading to "the formation of factions among the natives,
' w20
those municipalities where popular franchise was not a
problem, that is, areas further fromlManila and ther%fore
less sophisticated politically, no immediate changes were
made. In 1768, Go&ernor,Raon‘s_drdinances pré%ided for‘thg
same electoral content as above; voting annually by secret
ballog, git this time across all parts of the country.21 On
October 5, 1847, the Municipal Election Law changed the
composition of the electoral board from: the preceedipg, to
six ex-gobernadorcillos, six incumbent barangay captains and
the outgoing offic¢ial. These 12 were chgsen by lot prior té
the annual election.22 ' ~
The second most distinguished municipal office, that

>t

of cabeza de barangay, was an inherited position turned over

-from the beginning to the immemorial datus and his

descendants. Only in 1786 was hereditary ‘succession

abrogated and barangay captains elected by members of the

prinéipalié for ghree year, renewable térms.23

\
open to the native populdtion, real Filipino participation .

Y

Although variouﬁ\fzficipal and village positions were

or representation, even at the local levels, was
af

.preeminently lacking. Beside the fact that political

- |
. ] e

¢
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offices were open only to membe;s of the principalié, and.ggk
only a smaIl number from this same group were empowered to
vote, final decisions restéd ulfimétely in Spanish hands.
All avenues of social mobility and democratic representation
were cleosed to the ordinary Filipino: Petty bureaucrats wvere
granted privileges, honourific titles and opportunitieé for

aggrandizeméht, but only in return for representing - the

wishes of their colonizers; only in return for making

" Spanish authority real by submitting.to it, and inducinq[

their fellow townsmen to do likewise., If they hoped to

W,

preserve their liberties within‘the colonial order, théy had -

no choice but to comply. Gobernadorcillo and cabeza de

n24 through

barangay. were the "political shock absorbers
wﬁich the demands of friar an@ state official were
transmitted and‘justified to the masses, and from the other
side, ‘through which natiVé concerns yere'repgesented to
their Spanish rulers. |

But e&en‘if members of ' the principalia remainea an
e&gltéd cléss in the eyes of their-felloys, as far as the

Spanish were concerned they constituted,é politically

subordinate, all around inferior group. It was for this

: . 4 _ ' .
reason that the local parish priest became such an essential

figure in the chain' of command. In his midst, all Filipino
officials automaticéll} became dependeﬁ%s.- It was the

missionary in each éown who became the vital link between

-
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’ the Spanish alcalde mayor and, the native town-magistrates.
The role of the friar in municipal affairs was omnipotent.
By law he supervised municipal elections, he confirmed their
- _ results and oversaw the performance of Filipino leaders in

office; he had the aﬁthority to suspend or remove civil
officials from @heir posts; he was supervisor of the census,
inspector of taxation and censor of municipal budgets before
. they were sent to the alcalde mayor; he was adviso; to the
municipal council when ‘it met;‘he certifiéd the civil
statuses and physical conditions of men chosen for draft

labour or the army; and he endorsed or suppressed royal

cedulas accordiﬁg to their appropriateness or accuracy.25 It

was the opinions and concerns of the friar which ‘carried
majority-rule weight in the pueblo:

. « . nothing is done without his counsel, or more
precisely without his consent. What the town
governor does before everything else, upon
receiving an order from the alcalde, is to seek
' the father's permission; -and it is ' really the
- father who causes the order either to be obeyed or
' disregarded. It is the father who settles out of
‘hand, or takes upon himself the conduct of ‘the
litigations of the town; who draws up the
necessary documents; who trudges to the capital to
plead for his Indians; who opposes his prayers,,
and sometimes his threats, to the outrages of the
~alcaldes mayores; and who gets his own way in the
end. In short, there cannot be any human
. institution more simple yet more solid, and more
- o _capable of securing greater agyantages to the
o N state, than that which has beenzgstablished in the
C . parishes of those islands . . .

-

'Even more forcefully, in 1768 Governor Anda y Salazar

-
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A

wrote the £ollowing about the'predominance and independence
of friars in ibcal political matters£
With respect to jurisdiction it is a well-known

fact that no gobernadorcillo executes any order of
the governor-general, Audiencia, or provincial
‘governor without the permission of the curate,
under penalty of 100 lashes, which is*meted29ut
instantly if he obeys the king's officials.

AlSne in their mission pogts Spanish priests
inevitably, used their political powers to strengthen
religious (and personal) goals; ‘and used their religion to
build up and solidify their political power. As political .
leaders, their word combined the laws of both spiritual and
temporal sovereigns, without competition. Thus, it was not
at all unusual to find Spanish priests liberally'borrowing
money from the community treasury to finance bountiful

religious festivgls;28 it was not_absurd,or uncommon for the

priest to declare a holydday of obligation over a council

. meeting, or Qréhibit work for the occasion of a certain

religious holiday. Indeed, for the m§§sionaries religious

events were an essential aspect in their determination to

29

maintain the intensity of the faith. They brought

Filipinos together from their scattered abodes .in God's .

honour, under circumstances where a lone Spanish friar could B

systematically supervise the faith-behaviour of his flock.

Evidently, the multitude of these religious occasions,

Ve

despite. their usefulness in the provinces, becape a pr%blem

.




‘priests agreed to the employment of forced labour for

v

for Spanish entrepreneurs. Evzg/the Archbishop of Manila,
. i ] . ..
Juan Angel Rodriquez was'conceﬁned:

In the first place, one is bound to admit that

there are entirely too many holydays of .
obligation. They now total ‘one hundred and. . =~ . .
twenty-one, which is one-third of the year; a

little less, perhaps, when some of them fall on a
Sunday . . . the frequency of holydays is an
impediment in Manila--the center and as it were

the heart of the archipelago--to many of the
functions and services essentiel to the proper
conduct of this commonwealth.” '

In the same way that the friar maneuvered his town's

. agénda of yearly events (with the correspondlng allocation

of funds to finance -them) in an_effort‘to safeguard the -

, ‘ . N
faith, the priest also dominated over decisions regarding .
the use of forced labour. Unlike the‘missionaries,in

Mexico, tﬁose in ,the Philippines acéepted as necesgary and

_even integral to the life .of missionary éctivity there, the

exblditation of native~labour. Because they were always on

-

the1r guard agalnst the threat of 1nva51on by a pagan power

(i.e. the\grotestant Dutch, Muslim Filipinos) Spanish

defense'purposes, despite the burdens it placed on the
natives.>' And once theé friars had legitimized the ’

connection between draft abour and the protection of

Christianity from heathen Jaffront, the distribution of

Filipino labour became their prerogative within the

. . <

- community. Before anythinq else native manpower was used to

b
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build churches, parochial residences and schools; to éperate

and maintain them; to ‘tow the local priest's boat, guide his

‘ travels and cook his me'als. In addition, if community

revenues were insufficient to finance the needs of the
.. . PO
parish and parish prigst, then the latter obﬁiged his

parishioners to provide for him in kind, and levied. church
93

fees for the ministra,ti]on of the sacraments. By respondin

. Filipinos were simply playing their due role in parochial

matters, in return for opportunities already extended to
them by the missionaries. Nonetheless, it was not uncommon

for church fees to i:ecome excessive and abusive, and for t;h;a
friars to monopolize native labour for their own purposes. 32
By controlling compulsory labour the friar not only kept a
rigid.command over people inmh'is parish, ‘but used his
éolitical influence to aggra@:diie any task_even remotely
related to the propagation of theé faith.

As we have seen, the native aristocracy in each §ﬁeblo
b'ecame an extremely important group for: the par<ish priest.:
Not only did ‘téwn officials and electorslorigi;late from
here, but its members were among the first Filipinos in the
community who had been converted by Spanish {l\issionaries.
The principalia’ then, repre‘sented the town"s most profou'nc}ly
or dependably Christian, as well as political, core of
officials. All Fili;.pinos in the service of the church (i.e.

the 'fi\scale and the choir cantor) automatically became

\
POPESETTVPRTISE S
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‘choice of representatives.

y
principales and enjo}ed the Qamé statutér? privileges-;;
political officeholders. In fact, there was mich
overlapping between religiogs and politiesl community roles,
if at all they could be separated into such categories. )
John Leddy Phelan states !hat most fisc;les were actually
ex-gobernadorcillos, and that rotation of offices among the
native elite was commonly observed.33 The austere moral:
codes and inflexible formulations of Christian doctrine

brought. by the Spanish friars and imparted (or imposed) as

truth to the native upper class were duly adopted and in

N ]
. turn, impressed upon the rest of the parish population

through the principales, 'according to their various public

roles. At times Filipino rulers were induced to aid in the
proseiytizing enterprise of their missionaries. For
example, on July 28, 1591, ,the Jesuit priest Alanso Sanchez
cdnvinped Pope Gregory XIV to grant those datus
significantly involved in the conversion of the{r tdwnsmen,
a list of indulgences whic? made their efforts worthﬁhile:3{\
But whether blatantly enticed or not, the fact remai&ed that 1
in order to be a member of the town council oﬁe had to be,

at the same time,'a‘goldier of the faith. And the pér;on

who set the qualificationg for both, also made the final

Ml
'

Finally, during tﬁe colonial period the renowned

-

pulpit became a very versatile instrument of commupication. -

!

e -

|
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F;om itg stand many a political discourse was pledged as
God's will or cursed as the devil's. 1In 1636, Governor
HuEﬁago de Concueraﬂprotested the audacity of certain
o preéchers'usiné“tﬁeir“éulpit to criticize fhe mismanagement
of Spanish government.35 Indeed, town law according to the:
incumbent curate was ocutlined and commanded from pulpits
across the country and obedience to it, convepiently
verified by its complementary rite', the sacrament of
penance. ' ‘ . . .

Understandably, the*political independence of the -
friars was cause for ongo}ng fear among civil and . ‘
ecclesiastical authorities in Manila. But given the f}ag}ant
incompetence and corruption rampant among provincial and
municipal officials, it might.well b; that those in Manila ‘
deemed clerical intervention‘tie least vicious of two
evils. At least the missionaries were succeeding to keep
Filipinos iﬁ:safely Fubordinape roles and in doing so,‘jpré
. still the mbst dependable and stable guardians of Spanish .
faith and sovereignty. ' ‘ ‘

Frpm the Beginp%ng, church and state authér%ties in‘
the st{E

) £¥ "
ds acquiesced to the ‘incorporation of a political .

%
|
]

3
structure \open to native participation. Although policy
formulatijﬁs\ggq\directiveé always qriginated from either
' Madrid ortﬁaﬁlla) local Filipino magistrates were able to A >

‘exert a significant measure of authority in the enforcement
. - | *




v

. .problems and processes of local government, the inadequacies

L - -

of Spanish laws in the'countryside. But their power ', ¢ :
operated within lim%tations. Ih addition to the cumbersome"(“ )
and often hateful nature of their tasks, there was the
ominous presence of the parish priest. It was he who
compelled them to observe or ignore orqers from‘above§, éniy;
at the risk of antagonism could they \directly oppogg thé
wishes of “their curate )

The growth of the principalia during the Spanish ] N .
regime has had enduring consequences for subsequent

political development 1n the Philippines. First of all, even

though Filipinos did not achleve national self- government
until well 1nt3 the 20th century, thelr limited
participation in the colonial regime exposed tnen to ng
political.practices, opportunities and possibilities. 1In o

4
addition to acquitring an intimate understanding of. the

Q
of the colonial system (i.e. lack, of money; &idespread

corruption and incompetence, concentratioﬁ of civil

b

officials in Manila, the omnipotence ‘of the parlsh prlest, s .
and so on), forced native leaders to make decisions .and \l j,‘ A\;
accommodations for it on their own terms. They were D;. a t:' :
1nadvertent1y trained to develop personal initxatlvezgnd ‘ g

Ay
creatlvity. It was this same group whoﬁﬁequired famzliarit$ ’
\ . !
with Spanish law and literature; who at the same time . v

o y r

a N
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perpetuated through Hispanic sovereignty aspects of native . ’ ¥

¢
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_/politicafgani social pregress. The devalopmen# of stable

. s \" . e 1

. . ) . \ - ) , [
SR .

customary law regat¥ding property and inheritance,

, =, |
pre-colonial forms of debt slavery and religious
superstitions. : . co. ° ﬁé
' . . \d
On the other hand,. thejpolitical caciquism entrenched

by “Spanish rule beécame one ff the chief obstacles ‘to
g

/

" democratic institutions, to this very‘day, has beeén
obstructed by the cacique tradition® which, once a local
pﬁenomenon and Aever since uprooted} has becomg an

institutionalized facet of national politics.36

.Aé;f?r religion, the dual role of the friar and to a
iesser extent 5 of éllvtown delegateé,»mqst certaiﬁiy
strengthened its\ significance for Filipinos. In order to be
anxone‘of import cé,'one haq'to be a baptized Christian.

But whether or not it helped;éo make Filipinos more ]

spiritually religious, in other words, whether it

facilitated an interiorization of the faith, can only be

a

surmised. It might well be .that the poor political

“performances of botp Spanish and native officials across the
country confuged and alienated Filibinos from a religion
'tﬁey very urgeqtly'wanted and needed. 1In any cése,
Fiiipinoé wergAtaught by it thedassociation of all lgaders
with Faiher—figures, and the assurance that all *

father-figures were wise because their inspiration came from

Gdd. Their response could only be indulgent obedience,

2
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Section III: .
o )

-.The Patronato, Spanish Friars and Filipino Priests

Historian H.3de la Costa describes the deﬁelopﬁent of

" a native clergy in the'Philippines as "abnormally slow".

Nevertheless, thé ordination of indigenous peoples in parts
of the pagan world was.not a new phenomenqn.' The papal

ES

brief of Leo X in 1518 gaye permission for the
,adm}ﬁistration of Holy Orders to capable and worthy East
ifdians and Negroes; in 1541, the year before Francis
Xavier's arrival in Goa, a n;tive seminary was established
and functioned there; as early as” 1626 onward,. the Sacred
Congregation, of Px;opalganda2 directed\bisths abroad to
recruit and train suitable youné natives for the priesthood
in order that they might promote, in a more profound and
permanent manner, the propagation ,of the faitﬂ among their
unbelieving éountrymen;3 and on July 15, 156},h:i7 Council

of Trent made the creation of seminaries for t training )

.~ and education of future pfiests obligatory in Roman Catholic

.dioceses w6tld-wide.* so what was the problem in the

i Philippines? And how did the impéct of this retarded’ growth

effect 'social institutions and development in the Islands
\ )
during Spanish occupation? oo
The rationale deiiberately holding back natives from

entry into the priesthood in the Philippines was always




o

.
basically thevsame, vyet different facets of the defense were
highlightég according to the spirit of the times.  To bégin
"with"though, certain ecclésiastical'1egislation in the New
WOrld'cohbined with compl}cafions created by the Spanish
Patronato, set t@e tone and foundatiﬁn upon which all future

prejudices would be steadil?.builf up.

a

~ During the course of the 16th century premature
a

experiments with the development of a ndtive clergy in

Mexico resulted in severel? negative attitudes on the part

ks =

of church officials there. Consequently, the firshgand
second Councils of Mexico in 1555 and 1585 respectively, and
the second. Council of Lima héld in 1591, all clearly-and

sharply prohibited the ordination of natives..S Their aim at

-

this point, to prevent the absorption of unworthy elements

©

' '
, J 7
expense of all possible native aspirants. * A Jesuit priest,

E el -

,into the ranks of the Holy Ordered was to be effected at the

. Father Bayle wrote: ' R @
.. . . after the generous intentions of the .
beginning had suffered shipwreck on the reefs of

-~ experience, the ordinary legislation’ [of the
church in New Spain] was unfavourable, to the
native clergy, whose ignorance and natural
instability inspired no confidence, and whose megn
origin obscured the dignity {of the priesthood].

- =
B

The full force of the policy’émbodied in the legislation of
the Councils of New Spain was directly extended to the
Philippines’ and, as in the American colonies, completely

obstructed the admission of '"those who suffer from natural

ES
< -
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'
or other defects which . . . detract from éhe dignity Af the
clerical state . . l",7 into any of the religioﬁs‘brders in

" the Islapds. |

The influence of the Patronato was much more subtle

?nd indirect, and in many ways much more cumbersome. In

1557 and 1561 decrees by Philip II forbade bishops from
transferring mission posts assigned to the regular orders,
to secular-clergy. Parishes in territories outside the
jurisdiction of the various orders were to be designated to
secular pri;sts. The only problem with thié was that after
the Islands had been divided and distributed among the
reqgulars in 1594, virtually all parts of Ehe country became
the official responsibility of one religious order or ‘
another. Secular prie;ts became automatically subject to
the sovereignty of a religious order or more specifically, a. .
friar.8 This point' is important in two respects. First of
.all, the problem of a native cle{gy developed categorically
into a battle b;tween the regulars and secﬁlars. While the
religious orders, over time, admitted few or no Filipinosl

-into their numbers, the secular clergy in the Islands beécame
,almost entirely composed of natives. The seculars, as 3e
have seen in the "episcopal visitation controversy", became
potent£a1 threats to the security of the mission footholds
of their regular brothers,. Witﬂin the framewoik of the

Patronato, an "all or nothing"9 approach to the replacement

NG
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of regulars by seculars had developed in the
Philippines--secular priesfs ga{néﬁfparishes only ap“tge
expense of the regulars. It was precisely the laék’of
seculars which perpetuated the;power of the réligious orders
and their friars.) ; ' SN
Secondly, under the terms of the Patronato fhe.Spanish
Crown obtained many privileges: it regulated the ereétion of -
chirches and seminaries, the qdalifiqationé and selection of
candidates for priesthoéd,~and;the transfegtof parishes‘aﬂd
priests from one to the ‘other, or between regular§ aﬁa '
séculars. Needless to say, the royal prerogative involvgd
in all such matters worked toward solutions which favoﬁred”
royal concerns. And throughout the Spanish;regimé the
predominant position of the home government, except on
several occasions, ruled toward the entrenchment of regqular
clergy in their posts and parishes. ~To them the Spanisﬁ
friars represented adamant, trustwor;Py guardians of Spain's -
political hegemony in southeast Asia; they répresented a
zealous and moral force for peace‘anq order in the Islands;
they were intelligent, stable men, unquestionésly.loyal to
.Kiné and country. Sincé royal legislation under the
auspices of the Patronato dié little to encourage a secular
’ cleréy, it consequently put a damper on the aspffét;ons of

possible native clergy and the willingness of incumbent

orders to train them for roles other than coadjutor or

o/ \ ! *




caretaker.

By the latter half of the 17th céntury, the /
ec¢%e§ias£ical legislatiPn wh?ch had so effect}ve}& denied
-natives .ordination no longer éxisted as a legiti/ate excuse
for their‘exclusion. The o;d laws were officiaizy
recognized as prejudicial and approériately éu lified.
Unfortunately, the damage had already beén‘f}Z:ly Qedged“q
into comférta(bl{ bia\s:ed minds. The,attitudc/a,/s‘ which had
developed in the Spanish'IndieS a century before wouid
continue to haunt the opinions aﬁd decisions.of subseqﬁent
.centuries. ’ | - /

The preQailing ;ationalé of 18th/éentury proponents.’
against a native clergy appears to re E on their hardlined,
yet genuine convicﬁions about the inﬁérently defecpive and
immoral charactér of Filipinos gengrally) for sacerdofél
office.10 Numerous accounts record;d by both church and S
state officials, boldly reveal the discrimiratory and’
ethnocentric nature of Spanish/coionial mentality. Gaspar
de San Augustin, an Augﬁstin%gk,friar whé cénsidered himgelf  ,
an expert on Filipinos wrot 4 ) o . .'

 The complexién of theéz Indians, - as revealed'ﬁy
their outward fgaturgé, is cold and moist, be%ng
much under the inflyence of the moon . . . This , !
complexion and infllience is what makes them :
inconstant, malicigus, suspicious, sleepy, -lazy,
sluggish, given t? frequenting rivers, seas and

lakes . . . poor-spirited owing to ;?eir cold | - ‘{
humour and littLZ inclined to work. , < -

AN
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‘Fray Augustfh~érgueq that much harm would result if

Filipinos were admitted to“Holy‘Orders:

Their pride will be aggravated with their

.elevation to so sublime a state; their avarice

with the increased opportunity of preying on

others; their sloth with their no londer, having to

. work for a living; and their vanity with the

adulation that they must needs. seek, desiring to

" .be served by those whom in- another state of life

" they would have had’ to respect and obey . . . All
‘'of which does not apply to the Spaniard, who by

. ‘becoming a cleric deprives himself of the

opportunity of becoming a mayor, a captain or a
general, together with many other comforts of his
native land . . . What reverence will the Indians
themselves have for such a priest, when they see
that he is of their.colour and race? Especially

., when .they- realize that they are the equals or-
‘betters, perhaps, of one who managed to get

himself ordained, “when his proper station in I*Se
should have been that of a convict or a slave?

¥

'.In‘pddition to building upon the prejudices of

previous centuries, 19th bentury‘opposition to a native

clergy restedéiargely'on political‘éonsiderations. In the

same way that the presence of Spanish friars in the Islands -

was crucial to’'the political dominance of Spain in Asia and

% .

the world, the ordination of natives amid Spanish American ,

cries and claims to independence, amid escalating national

~

’

- consciousness in the Philippines, was_no doubt a

" gelf-destructive policy. In 1863 a réyal commissioner, '

Patricio de -la Escosura, was sent-to the Islands to report .

on conditions there.. He wrote: -

Here the native ecclesiastics are, with very ew-
exceptions, either a liability to the clergy@r a
danger to the'colony . . :. every time a native

-
4 ! . €2




priest here distinguishes himself by his learning
or his activity, every time that he is seen to
-succeed. in his chosen profession, every time that
. 'he shines in one way o6r another, the same
psychological phenomenon is invariably produced.
Public opinion marks him out as an insurgent, and
- the d}§affected seek him out and surround him

-
Indeed, why' would the Crown want to of fer possible native
d . .

reformers and radicals the political leverage intrinsic to
the prieétly station {@pen Spanish friars could fulfill the
:same duties, more patriotically? The following observation
‘by Governor Sarrio was precisely that- rationale which
induced Ferdinand VII to reverse the secularization of
parishes {began by‘Archbrshgp‘Sancho'shortly after his
arrival in 1767),14 by royal decree on June 8, 1826:

Be assured tﬁat_in:each European priest Your .

Majesty has a sentikel who observes all the i o

actions and movements of the Indians to inform the

government of all that happens .. . . The fact of

being a-priest does not remove the fact of being

one of the c¢onquered nor the aﬁginity he has
towards his fellow-countrymen. ‘

t

By 1870, all those pArishes which Archbishop Sancho ‘had //,
succeeded in transferring from regular to secular.hands had
been returned back to the friars,bthus completing the entire
«reversal process. '

The first indicatiof of an interest by the Spanish - '1Jﬁ
Crown in the development of a nativg clergy came embodied in’
a royal cedula in 1577. It ordered the establishment ogt,

) -
seMIQ%ties to train natiye boys for priesthood, in keeping
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with the provision of the Council(bf Trent (1563: ). The N
. .
response in the colony, spearheaded by Archbishop Felipe .

. . ) ’
Pardo of Manila himself, was emphatically negative-and no

seminaries -were built.16 Again in 1702, the first Bourbon -

[y
-

successor to the throne, Philip Vv, issued”a decree ' ordering
the coqftruction of a seminéry in Manila for eight |
seminarians. The storf which surrounds this proclgmation is
an excellent example of a patheéic situation where royal k
indifferencef colonial independence, and the arrogance of
both unnecessarily complicated a delicate issue.

At the same time King Philip decided to.push'the
creation of a modestly sized seminary, an Itallan secular
\priest visiting the Islands, Father Gianbattista S?dotti,
came up wi&h an even more graAd;ose idea. He imagined

¢

turning ‘Manila into the center for an Asian regional

L 4

seminary which would train candidates for the priesthood

from all the surrounding countries:\ Archbishop Camacho of

2 .
/ﬂ;nila supported and blessed the idea and in ho-iime at all . Y
the monies were raised and an edifice large enough to 1

» accommodate 72 semiharians was completed and_named.17 But
while authorities were proud to inform ?ope Clement XI about
their admirable accomplishment,ga report to the Kiﬁg was
somehow overlooked. When the sensitive Philip V found out

about the new seminary he was not pleased. Considering his

patronal rights violated and/his royal‘puthority insulted by
: 1% .

'
- - - T —— . — —
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the interference of a foreigner, he ordered that all foreign

clerical students be sent home' and the new seminary
: N € .

demolished. , In its place the original eight person building

was to be started again. The found§tipns of "the latter were

erected, but the smaller seminary was never completed, In

1720 a letter from Madrid to th; governor iﬁ Manila

' suggested that ‘the foundations of the discontinued seminary

~—

be used instead to complete and loQge the Royal Treasury, an

armoury and iﬁé;ntry barracks.18 Finally in 1772, Archbishoé

Sancho de Santa Jusgg-y Rufina of Manila converted the

L

Jquit university, San Ignacio (after the expulsion of the

ty .

Jesuigg from the Islands in 1767)19 into the first official

seminary renamed San Carlos. »
~ .

t ‘
But even before the first:formal seminary was

established in Manila several of the religious orders,

particulafly the Jesuits affad Dominicans, had taken the,
- ¥
initiative to provide a form of clerical training for
A 4

natives tﬁréugh'severpltof the colleges theonpefated in

20

Manila. . Probably not before 1680, small numbers of

- Filipinos began to efiter these programs and according to
CoSta} the first.ff them ordainéd.shortly after 1720.21

Nevertheless, these were a group of clergy educated

A i

exclusively for subordinate pafochial responsibilities, in

the interests of their . overburdened S5p&¥hish missionaries.

If these native priests often endured accusations of
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" inadequacy and incompetence, their insufficiencies were moTe

a refleétion of the Becond—raﬁe intentions of their ' ——

sacepdotal traiﬂihg, than of congenital deficiencies and

base origihs.22

i

The nature of Christianity in the Philippines and its
[ 4 N
impact on the Filipino people were largely influenced by the
’ . . i e
failure yof- Spanish -civil and ecclesiastical officials to

make room for a native clergy. It is.true that the initial

disparity between pre-congquest Philippines and medieval
Spanish cultural levels made it Jifficult for Spaniards té
find "suitable'" clerical mafenial among the'native masses.

But surely this wasn't a permanent prqblem? Instead of

. . Iy
bringing the two groups closer together, haughty state
officials and missionaries only crystalized colonial
relationships and deepened the racial disparity between .

themselves and the Filip{nos. The independent and zealous

friars ruled the countryside as hasters to,their obedient
native servants and subjects. . Given this, one ‘can imagine‘

how difficult it would be for a Filipino to aépire to such a
: . ) ‘:}:,;\' .
noble vocation as priesthood and likewise, for Spanish

officials to consider the ordination of menial attendants
2 . .

and laBourers. On the other hand, Spanish friars stuck to

their prejudices with such unyielding tenacity that their-

.

ﬁustifications for them, in many cases, became obscured and

_ obsolete longrbefore they would let them go. -If local

—

»
.
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priests were not .adverse to empléying natives for almost _any
B ’ ‘ I
" parochial duty, including the adminis;ration of sacraments,

- : v

then why.did the QrOSpect of their ordination create so mpch -

< hostility? . ' .
. ' ) One can only speculate about the consequences which ,

L
i)

. c -
might have followed from the development of a well-trained

native clergg. Con51der1ng the unp;oportionate numbergaof
ecc1e31ast1cal personnel per caplta and the scattered
dlstrlbuthn of the population, a native.clergy might have

,been a mendous help in consolideting the hold of the’

Roman Catholi¢ church, not to mentlon that of the.Spanlsh

P

Crown, over the masses. Folk tendencies embracxng ~

-«

superstition, 3 and i olatry~uQ\\d have been more gﬂ»ﬁ
closely controlled th sacrameh{e administered more
frequently; and the- utward formalfsm of the falth
supplemented by more/profound and sdlld understandlng.
Instead, what John Leddy Phelan referé to as the
"Philippinizatiog"z3 of Spanigh Catholicism, was\set’ln
motion. Chgrch and sgate ?uthonities were left 1argely
incapable of regulating the perceptions-and expreesions of
the faith which Filipinos chose to interpret and adapt. But
while this facilitated, in a sense, the preservation of
native traditions, it did nothing to elean& nat?onal'self
esteem and hopour through the presende.of Filip{}o mediums

”fg God and eternal life. Filipinos were obliged to turn to

d‘

S
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their captors for absolution and grace, social ‘and polltlcal

g * A

\“)dec151ons qgmtined the exclusive rlght of the frlar, in a

»

few words, the colonial status quo was '‘maintained.

. -

o

friars to e entually leave their parlshes, Filipinos were

- not, understandably, prepared or equipped to flll‘thelr

vacant posts.\ Despite his pro friar‘httitude, American
y ] o
Archbishop Michael O'Doherty wrote: s

A areful gnalysis of after events will lead one ,
he conclusion that~if the Spanish friars made
a mlstake ip, their pqlicy of governing the
F1lip1nos, it' was solely” Iw, this that they failed.
to,realize that a day might come when Spanish
sovereignty in the Islands would cease. Hence
they made no plans for an ‘emergency such as RN
ggppened in 1898. They neglected the Catholic
principle that no Church can rest upon a
substantial basis unless it is manned by a native
clergy. True, native priests had been ordained in
“ -the ippines, but they were seldom, if ever,
allowed to betome pastogs. [Rather were their
offices.those of helpﬁﬁs in the more ordinary
dutles of the parlsh
/ \

, .
only with the triumph of the ‘United States and their
. . \

separation of church and state, were Filipinos given fne

-

fresdom to aSSume the respon51b111t1es xnvolqu in-

developing a.full-fledged J(adu\genous clergy. -

! . L]
“ \../
.

Whe the Americans arrlved im 1898 and induced Spanish
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John Leéqy Phelan, The Hlspanlzatlon of the

Phlllpplnes. Sgaalsh Aims and Flllplno Responses, 1565 1700,

The pnlver51ty of wlscon51n Press, Madison, ﬂ959, p. 56.
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2ibids p. 56. L : y o ®
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Section L. ~ M

Section L. |
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-»
#fhe dGeoree of Charles I in 1555 instructed the

implementition Of an efucatidnal system in its colonies: "To”

serve God, our, Lord, and for the sake of the publid welfafe

of our kingdom, vassels,mgubjects and natives have in them

4 e

universities and -studia geggéﬁlia where _they may be
. . ™

instructed and graduated in all the sciences and

. " _
faculties." GreYorio Zaide, Philippige Political and

Philippine Eaucaiion Compahy, Manila,

1957, p. 89 (footnote), quoting from the Recqpllacion de .
ﬂ

las leyes de Indias, Lib.I, tit.22, ley 1

v
a

22§ide,‘6p. cit., p. 89, .

3Nicholas’P. Cushner, "Early Jesuit Missionary ‘
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Methods in t Philippines"y The Americas, 15‘91959), p.

© +368. . ' c

4The'Laws of Burgos atteﬁpteo, for the first time, .a

comprehensive remodglling of the New World along

. spanish-European lines. See Lesley Byrd Simpson, "The Civil

‘Congregation", Ibero-Americana, 7 (1934), p. 31;

1y & ' : Q ) . s .
5For more detailed study see Simpson, op. cit., pp.

, * 31-129, and Howard Clineé, "C#vil Congregations of the
: b v ! ’
Indians<of New SPain 1598-1606," Hispanic "American

1A ~

3¥f : Historical Review, 29 (Aug. 1949), pp: 349-369.

’ 6

-

John Leddy Phelan, The Hlspanlzatlon of the

L3

Philipplnes. Spanish Aims and Fillplno Responses 1565 1700,

The University of Wisconsin Press, Madlson, 1959, Pp.

44 45, / . . LT
7Horacio ‘de la CQsta, The Jesyits in the,Phlllpplnes

J ,
1581~ 1768 Harvard University Pressj Cambrldge Mass., 1961,

- pp. 184- 185, - : , S

* 8

Centuries later,when the first American civil o

GoVernor of'the'PhiIippines,\the non~Catholic~WilliaﬁAHoward
. t
Taft, travelled around the Islands he noted the predomlnance

‘of the parlsh churches which appeared almost as fortresses «

-

at the.centers of towns. Unacquainted with the finer:

-
-

details of Spaln in the Phxllpplnes, he 1nqu1red how the
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Roman Catholics managed- prime town land for the construction .

,of their churches.j The American-prelate acéompaﬁying'him,'

e

Bishop Rooker of Jaro, waé amused and recorded his .
response. He'claimed that tﬁé Governor reminded him of the

foreigner in Europe who had remarkeg, "How- wlse ch is, to

Ld

-

have built His rivers so close to the citles "

: . 9pHelan, op. -cit., p. 6.

: 191n the brovince of Zambales, one.Dominican
- ’ [N y
missionary oréanized a group of soﬁéiérs to stage.a

o«

psehdorraid on a settlemdnt of Filipinds, claiming they had
S o : X

orders. to destroy ail,their homes. At that point the
’ .

Dominican planned &¢ come forward, galléntly, in defense of

'tﬂe natives, to dismiss thé soldiers and then try to

! 1]

o

persuade thé¥Filipinos to move their homes closer to his

éhurqh where they would be afférded greater protection.

Onofre D. Corpuz, The Philippines, Prentice Hall Inc.,
Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1965, p. 41. = t
~ . D i

&
o~ v

- | L4
® 11Phelan, op. cit. p. 47.

Phelan, op. cit., pp. .110, 156; and Costa, op.

«Cit., pp. . 291 292, 459. y o - ,
. ‘ o ‘ ] . . By
e 135 "visita" was a district which, because it had no - :

” B
. ’
°

resident friar, was dependent on the missionary services of

* the cfosést'poblacion or town.. Today it is known more S
- ¥ ’ L

2 . A
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commonly in the secular terms of barrio or baranguy.

\

14Costa, op. cit., pp. 458-459, quoting a letter

3 Y
from Ignacio Alcino to Juan Marin in Pintados, June 24,

1660, ARSI Phil. 12, 1-12. (ARSI-Archivum romanum Societatis

Iesu)
15 pp
_Phelan, op. «cit., p. 53.
16 .
Costa, op. «cit., pp. 156-157,
17

James A. LeRoy, '"The Friars in the Philippines",

Political Science Quarterly, 18 (Dec. 1903), p. 672.

18Costa, op. ?it., pp. 458 & 460, quoting a letter

from Alcino to Marin, op. cit.

19Nicholas P. Cushner, Spain in the Philippines from

w

Conquest to Revolution, Ateneo de Manila .University, Manila,
\ .

1971, p. 95.

20Horacio de la Costa, Readings in Philippine History,

The Bookmark Inc., Manila, 1965, p. ' 28, quoting from

Chronicas I1I, Sept. 8, 1585, in San Antonio, pp.- 14-15. For

more examples of the same sort see Costa, op. cit., pp.

‘141, 288, 530.

2lbhelan, op. cit., p. 60. .

22ipia., pp. 60-61.
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23Horacio de la Costa, The Jesuits in the Philippines

1581-1768, Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Mass., 1961;
p. 159, quoting ARSI Phil. 5, 217v; cf. Chirino, Historia,
iii, 16.

24Nicholas P. Cushner, "Early Jesuit Missionary

Methods in the Philippines", The Americas, 15 (1959}, p.

377.

25LeRoy, op. cit., p. 662.

e 26

Nicholas P. Cushner, Spain in the Philigpines from

Conquest to Revolution, Ateneo de Manila University, Manila,

~ 1971, pp. 89-S80. Q

J27Spanish defense of the Philippines included a system
of draft labour known as the "polo". All townsmen except for

- native chieftans,‘thgr eldest sons and the other loéal
filibino politicians, were required to participate for 40

‘days a year in the labour pool on tasks suéh as buildi?g and
repairing roads and'chhrches, cutting timber, or Qb:k;ng in
artillery féﬁndaries, shipyardé and so on. Exemption for

-

richer . Filipinos gould be bought.

28Corpuz, op. cit., p. 36. -

29th 1770, 1772, 1774 and 1778 the Crown instructed

colonial authorities to érganize public primarg schools ‘in




Juan de Arrechederra (1745-1750); Bishop Miguei Lino de

& 7

110

a

the towns. The.royal’decrees were never enforced. - Zaide,

op. cit., p. 93. . N .o .

3
1

Costa, op. cit., P‘ 571; and LeRoy, op. c¢it., p.

14
‘.

30

662.

31

James A. LeRoy, Philippine Life in Town and Country, .

G. P. Putnam"s Sons, New York and Londoq,'1205, pP-

207-208.
32 » : ' . ;
Phelan, op. cit., pp. 157-159. .
Section II ‘ o, e
1Moré than once a §panish prelate acted as colonial
governor when the latter's chair was vacant. Examples of ) Q//

this are Archbishop Francisco de la Cuesta (1719-21); Bishop //

Espeleta (1759-61); and Arcﬁbishop Manuel Antonio Rojo

(1761~64).

2Horacio'de la Costa, Readings in Philippine History,.

The Bookmark Inc., Manila, 1965, P. 3.

3(Eregorio Zaide, Philippine Political and Cultural

History, v.1, Philippine Edhcation Company, Manila, 1957,
pp: 52-53.°° . . L
4Only for thitee short periods of time--1810-i3,
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/1820—23 and 1834-37--were Filipinos granted representation
/ ‘ ) :

/ﬂ in the Spanish Cortes and the benefits of the Spanish

constitution. Spain's last two American colonies, Cuba and

Puerto Rico, were permitfed by the Constitution of 1876 to

representation in parliameﬂt, but the Philippines were’' not

v
»

included,

sJohn Leddy Phelan, The Hispanization of the

_ Philippines: Spanish Aims and Filipino Responses 1565-1700,

The Univefsity of Wisconsin Press, Madison, 1959, p. 121.

®phelan maintains that the encomienda began its

<

decline between 1621 aggd-1655. A royal cedula dated o
September 17, {721, clearly marked a turning point in its
descent, statsthg that as encomiendas fell vacant, they be
reverted to Crown landé and not given back into the hands of
~. . ’ : ‘
private @ﬁsomenderos or religious orders. Despite this,
Zaide reports the contipnued apportioning of encomiendas by
. — .
the King through cedula dated May 1, 1774 and June 8, 1792,
authorizfng their reassignment for five yéar periods in all
colonies except Peru. Also, in 1789 the colbnial governor
grantga an ‘encomienda to the Hospital of San Juan de Dios in
/ » oo
Manila, for a four year period. It«#as only around the
.’ beginning of the 19th century that the s}stém began to fade !

\ - H
away for good. See Pheldn, op. cit., p. 97, and Zaide,

op. «¢it., p. 171. ' . : o o
. T
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7Costa, op. cit., p. 137, quoting from Tomas de

Comyn, Estado de las Islas Filipinas en 1810, English

translation by William Walton, London, »&21, p. 194,
8 ‘ -
Phelan, op. cit., p. 122.

9Horacio de la Costa, The Jesuits in the Philippines

1581—1768, Harvard University Press, Cambridge Mass., 1961,

p. 34, quoting from "Proceedings of the Synod of Manila

(1582-1586)" in valentin Marin y ‘Morales, Ensayo de una

sintesis de los trabajos realizados por las corpq;ac1ones

re11q1osas espanolas de Flllp;nas (2 vols., Manila:_ Imprenta

"

By the end of the 18th century, the pre—cohquest

de Santo Tomas, 1901), I, pp. 216-217.
10

barangay aristocracy which Spanlsh authorities had used to
entrench their sovereignty no longer existed as' a &1nsh1p ‘ f
group per se. Rather, it persmsted by the same name, as a
grouping of f?milies representing a territorial unit of tax
Payers., By this time also, th%/barangay c;ptain was not
necessarily a common ancestor, but a municipai official
whose job it was to collect their tribute.

11Costa, Jesuits in the Philippines 1581—5766, op.

3 - . ! "\‘
cit., p. 532; James A. LeRoy, Philippine Life in Town and

Country, G. P. Putnam's Sons, New York and London, 1905, p.
Lountry } .
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' : The Mexican concept of communal treasuries was

“establishéd in the Phili;pines e;rly on, ét the advise of
Bishop Salazar. At tribute time each member>~eof a pueblo
wguld contribute a‘specified amount of rice to the caja de
communidad, which would serve as an emergency surpius and
loan bank; and which would finance public instguction and
the salaries of municipal officials. The system did not
flourish--no surpluses were ééllected and if there were, e
money was morevoften than not borrowed by town offici sffo
\(f\ggg for feligious fiestas or other nén—iTperativef ofteQ
personal matters. Reform measures throughout the regime did

little to change these practicés. See Phelan, op. cit.,

p. 128.

~

f Ay

i\ ' 13 JoQﬁonreman, The Philippine Islands, Charles

\fr”ﬂ_‘-\tbae;_s Sons, New York, 1899, p. 246; Costa, Readings in

Phlllgplne History, op. cit.,'pp. 184, 191,

14Costa, op. cit., pp. 185-186.

. Vporeman, op. cit., p. 246.

‘.&:&.

16LeRoy, op. cit., p. 176. *

- ..V
17Miguel A. Bernard, The Christianization of the

/

Philippines: Problems and Perspectives, The Filipiniana Book '

Guild, Manila, 1972, pp. 139-140;‘
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’ I 18Costa, The Jesuits in the 'Philippines 1581-1768,

op. cit., p. 532; Antonio de Mprga, History of the

Philippine Islands, vol. 2 (translated and edited by E. H.

Blair, and J. A. Robertson), The Arthur H. Clark Company,
< '

Cleveland, Ohio, 1907, p. 156. . _ a

1,gcbsta, op. cit., p. 533; Phelan, op. cit., p:

125. g o

20

, Costa, op. cit., p. . 533, quoting from Del Pan,
!

Documentos, pp. 140-141. "

21Zaide, op. cit., vol.2, p. 130. . *

22A Gefman scientist travelling in the‘Bhiiippines in

the 19th century, Dr. Feodor Jagor, chronicled the local
élection he witnessed on the island of Lauan, just north of
Samar: "It took place in the common hall; the governor (or

his deputy) sitting at the table, with the pastor on his e
right hand, and the clerk.on his left, 3~-the latter also
acting'as interpreter; while the cabezas de barangay, the
gobernadorcillo, and those who had previoﬁ;ly £illéd the

offiée, took their blaces all togethef ondbenches.‘ First of
all, six cabezas and as m;ny former gobernadorcillos are J
chosen'by-lbt&as electors; the actual gobernadorcillo is the

thirteenth, and the rest quit the hall. -’ *

e e Y
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. After the reading of the statutes by the president,
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-‘.‘, who exhorts the electors to the conscientious. performances

“+

of their duty, the latter advance singly to the table, and ...

write three names on a piece of paper. Unless a valid

protest be ‘made eith;;‘by the pastor or by the electors, .the

et

one who has the most'iotes 'is forthwith named
goberriadorcillo for the coming year, subject to the approval

o¢ the superior jurisdiction at Manila; which, however, .

«

——— .

always consents, for the influence of the cura would provide
against a disagreeable election. The election of other
functio’narifes takes place in the same manner, aftel;: the new

gobernadorcillo has been first summoned into the hall, in

order that, if he has any important objections to the

officers then about to be elected, he maﬂz be able to x'nake'

¥ ©25

them.' 1In Zaide, op.. cit., vol.2, p. 131 (footnote),

quoting from Dr. Feodor Jagor, Travels in the Phil"ippines,

London, 1875, pp. ° 235-236.

23phelan, op. cit., p. 123.

<

24

3

Onofre D. Corpuz, The Philippines, Prentice Hall

Inc., Englewood Cliffs, N.J,, 1965, p.: 27.

‘Zaide, op. cit., vol.é, p- 'i‘?'z; Teodoro A.
- i

Agoncillo and Milagros C. Guerrero, History of the Filipind

. . -
_ People, Malaya Books, Quezon City, 1970, p. 90.

26Cos,ta, Readings in Philippine History, op. cit.,
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PP. 131~132,ﬁuot,ing from Comyn, Estade, pp. 149-150
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(translation by H.'de la Costa).
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27 . . . ~ . "' »
Corpuz, op. ¢it., p. 46, quoting from Pardo de
| Tavera, Una Memoria, pp. 16-17.
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o Phelan, op. cit., p. 128. % .
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Phe lan, Op .Ci t'o" po 73 » ﬁ. T '
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. 30C08ta, op. cit., pp.  75-76, guoting '"Consulta”,
| Manila, O'ctober's, 17'37,.Coleccig'n Pastells de %dgig (CPM),
Filipinas VI, pp. 140-141,
. , [\ “
31Phe1an, op. cit., p. 102. N )
i ' -
. o . 32Phelan, op. ‘cit., p. *103. The Dominicans and
}%Esuits were the only religiou's orders who did not levy fees
for the administration of the sacraments. _
33 . ) . s
Phelan, op. cit., p. 126. Lo ’
;4Gera1d H. Anderson ed.; Studies in Philippine Church
P
‘- History, Cornell University Pﬁess, Ithaca N.Y. , 1969 In
article by John Leddy Phelan, "Prebaptismal Instruction. and
' the Administratlon of Baptism in the Phll/:{ppines during the
Sixteenth Centpry" p. 35.
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Nicholas P. Cushner, Philippine Jesuits inf Exile,; .
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Institutum Historicum 5.I., Rome, 19‘54, p- 9, quoting i
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Pastells, VIII, p. XXIX.

/jrphelan, op. cit., p.- 127. {
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1Gerald H. Anderson-ed., Studies in Philippihe Churcﬁ

History, Cornell University Press, Ithaca, N.Y., 19692 In
article by Horacio de la Costa, "The Developmént of the

. Native Clergy in the Philippines", p. - 69. ' ™

| | 2phe sacred Congregation for the Propagaéion of the

}3}th is the departmgnt of theﬁaoman Curiavrésponsible for
the direction and admipistration of mission§{y°matters in
the Church. It was made an official organ unéer the reign of
Gregory XV in January 1622, in response to divergen} )
missionary methods among the didfferent religious orders, and

o the excesses of Spanish and Portugugse claims to missionar}
control underithe Patronato. The SCPF saQ itself as aﬁ Pe

)
organization \ﬁfch would unify thg direction of missionary

endeavours. Until the 20th century it was vested not only

o with administrative jurisdiction, but legislative and . <- -
- ) ’ o
judicial wers as well.
3 powers ' L
12

— i
3Costa, op. cit., p. 76. . X

v /

4Before.,this proviéion provided by the Council of

. Trent, acquisition of the necessary training in preparation

»
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L o for the priesthood was a responsibility left up to the )
’ ‘ ) - . . -
, . individual candidate. There were no obligatory institutions

7] . or norms which bound an aspirant to a particular education

and spiritual formation. Nevertheless, several organized

~ 4

-

',/ . training schools'did exist in different parts of the Roman

Catholic world before the Council's ruling. » ’

5C!bsta, op. c:Ltt., pp. 74-75; Horacio de la Costa,

The Jesults in the Phlllpplnes 1581-1768, Harvard Univérsity -

~ . Press, Cam'brlidge, Masé}, 1961, pp. 233-34.
~

Horacxo de la Costa, "The Developme_rg: of the Native

v

Clergy in the Philippines", p. 75, quoting Constantino

\

Bayle, s.j., "Espana y el clero indigena d JAmérica,“' RaZon
. v B o N ~

' y Fe, XCI¥ (1931), p. 216. : T
' , ’ 47\\ - L ) N .
COSta, ibid., pp. 74-75, quoting from Council of ,
. - . - Mexico (4.585), &ib. 1, tit. 4, "De vita, fama et moribus
. . ; ord1nandorum<:“nete 3, in’Mansi,°Conciliorum . . ‘
¢ amblxssima c?llectlo XXXIV, cols, 1034-35. .
j e .
: 8 . . o, £ .
‘ - Costa, ibid., pp. 72, 104. :
oo ;
~ Horacio de la Costa, The Jesuits in the Phl%%pplnes i
b4 . 1
~ 15§1‘-1‘768, Harvard Unlversn:y Press, Cambridge, Mass., 1961 *' %
o 4 -
' p. S574. ) _ -
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following incident: Iq 1767, King’Chér}es IIIl's concern over
the monopoly '‘control position of the religious orders in
their p;rishes pushed him to send a court prelaté to thé
Islands as Archbishop of Manila. At once Archbishop Sancho ™
de Santa Justa y Rufina reopened the quésﬁion of episcopal
'visitation and ordéred submission“to it by all the regular
orders. The resﬁonse was as he expected--the majority of .°
friars would not, under any circﬁﬁstanees, obey. So

Archbishop Sancho proceeded to transfer as many parishes as

' .
he could, from regular to secular clergy. As he soon found

" out, the task he had set before himself was great. -In order

to assure the supply of seculars he needed to fill the large

number of vacant parishes, he hurriedly phshed through large §
éﬁantities of inadequately prepared natives fér ordination.
The consequences of this.move were disastrous. The
performance of the new Filipino priests was disgracegul and
often blétantly criminal. Apchbishop Sancho lamented h{s
mis&ake,wand the Spanish friars were eventuallffreturned to
the;r parishes. Uﬁfortunately, this was not the end of the
story for Filipinouclergy. The ‘incident blackened their s
rg;utation sq.severely‘that all hope was lost inﬁhaviné

others take them seriously, as tbe course of history has

“@hown, for at least the next century to come and even

longer. g
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11Horacio de' la Costa, Readings in Philippige History,
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The Bookmark Inc., Manila, 1965, p. 81, quoting San
Aug}'xstin in Juan, José Delgado, Historia general J
- L sacro-profana,*politica y natural de las islas del poniente @

Llamadas Filipinas, Manila: Juan Atayde, 1892;. p. 275

(first printedi\%edition of a work by Delgado while a.

missionary in Samar, 1751-1754). - T v ‘
. st A 3

.

. . v - o e

, 12costa, ibid., pp: 90-91, quoting San Augustin in

‘ 3o . Mas, Informe II, pp. 33—n’34. - . T
13

Costa, ibid., p.£ 177, quoting Patricio de la

' Escosura, Memoria sobre Filiginas ¢ Jold, Madrid Manuel G.

o p — (
' o Hernandez, 1882, pp. 199-200. . _
o' " - s . - .
‘ ' '45ee footnote #10 of this section.

| ) ® :
{

Nicholas P. Cushner, Spain in the P

'] - 15

hilippines,
Ateneo de Manila University, -Md&nila, 1971, p. 215, quoting

P Pedro Sarrio to Charles III, Manila, Deéember,ZZ, 1787, in

Retana, Archivo del bibliofilo filipino, I, 63.

16, 7> : . D e
Costa, op. cit., p. 82.

* "7Named the College of San Clemente in honour of the

N reigning pope. (Father Sidotti was one of a group

accompanying Archbishop Charle's-Thomaus Maillard:-de Tournon,

>
- W

appointed by the Pope tq, travel to Peking-to sefitle the
3 .

dispute over Chinese rites.)
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18Horacio de la Costa, "The Development of the Native

- @ Lk
Clergy in the Philippines", op cit., p. 86. ,
. . . “ \ ‘; N ~ ‘ ) ‘ o

r - { N
1g.In 1767 King Charles III ,ordered the eipulsion of

P

the Society of .Jesus -from all Spanish colonles. The

’
follow1ng year all Jesuits left the Ph111pp1nes. Although”’
-Charles did not elaborate in hlS decree the reasons for his

°

, unforeseen deoieion, his move was l%kely motivated by
concern over the powerful inaependence and.influence wielded
by thla\partlcular Order who hecame promlnent across the
Roman Cathqllc world for their ability and w1édom as
scholars, éc1entists and educators. The fear they evoked

; made them the target qf many anti-clerical caﬁﬁaigns across'
Europe——a fear which came to be shared by Roman Cétholics

- : . ,

_outside the Order, and eventually off}cial Christendoﬁ.
Zaide reports that the'immediate reason fer their expulsion

‘ was incited by an ubriéing in Madrid againse a reactioqary

' Italian-born minister in the court of Charles III. For no

" substantial reasoh the Jesu1ts were accUsed of provoking the

»Mérch 1766 outbreak. Séé GregorlogZalde, PhlllEE ne °

Political and Cultural Hlstory, v.2, Phlllpplne ‘Education
. N
company, Mawila, 1957, p. . 21; also, Nicholas P. Cushner,

Philippine Jesuits in Exile, Institutum Historicum S.I.,

‘Rome, 1964.

N 20Costa, 6p.ﬂ cit., p. 89.:
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)costa, The Jesuits in the Philippifies 1581-1768,
, , { T .
op. cit., p. '577.° o -
22 '

“Costa, "The Development of the Native Clergy in the

Philippinés," op. «cit., pp. 92-93; Costa, Readings iA

Philippine History, bp. cit., pp.' 132-33; John Leddy ,

‘Phelan, The Rispanization of the Philippines: Spanish Aims

and Filipino Responses 1565-1700, The University of

Wisconsin Press, Madison, 1959, p. 86.
» s ¢ - N \

23phelan, ibid., p. 88. L

* ' 2%ichael J. O'Doherty, "Religious situation in tive

' Philippines",x[Ameriéﬁn],Ecclesiastical Review, LXXIV

7
(1926), p. 131, . .
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CHAPTER III R
_.THE CONSEQUENCES OF SPANISH CHURCH-STATE RELATIONS .

. - i

' o AND FRIARY IN THE PHILIPPINES

' + ‘ . N -

Introduction

.
.
4
. j

“Tgat secto:'of the population upon which Spanish
sovereignty in the Philippines was built and by which it‘was-
maintaingd; constituting the mosﬁ dependent and permanent:
institution in the Islands,.were the religioﬁs 6rdefsi By
the 19th century though, the reputation of friary among
Filipinos had eroded to sarcastic and hostile resentment.
The rural missionaries had become the target of all mative
aécusafions éiqdling out friary and cle?icalism as the core
of everything evil and ‘abusive in their country. Indeed,
over their 300 year :gign in the Philippines the Spanish
' pfiests-had escaped all pressures, from abo;e,or below, to

reform, 1iberalize or secularize their operations in the
countryside. In the end, not only the natives but all other
Spanish church and state officials found themselves makihg
“exceptional accommodations to the wishes and whims of then

) ftiars. Among Filipinos,”emotions had escalated to such a

» point that ﬁeace or war in the Islands depended entirely on

»
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: thejpresencé or absénce of the friars.

IE wasn't until the latte£ part of. the H9th century
that Filipinos developed an organized nationalist movement,
at first intending anly to secure certain reforms from their
colénialists, but before long advocating independence from
Spain. Many factors combine to explain why the process was

" so long and slow. For example, geographically, the o
multitude of islands.and mountainous terrain kept secial-
contact between parishes at a minimum; ling;istic
differences among natives regionalized- the population; and

' Spaqish policy requiring passéorts to journéy'from one

region to another inhibited travel. Poor communication

an‘between natives prevented them from knowing that their

brothers countrywide, shared a bitter hatred toward clerical -

.
abuse. : ] . IS
The movement for natfpnal unity and independence in"
the Philippines came 50 years and‘more after those of New
" Spain and, unlike the latter, was a struggle by and for the
indigenous population. In the Americas, on the other hand,
those ringleading the revolutions for independence were
S?anish—blooded o%‘mestggp rebels., Right from the -
beginﬁing, due to its closer proximity to Spain and
ostensibly greater abundance in riches, m&ssive_numberg of

\\ Spanish entrepreneurs flocked to the New World. Over'the

centuries, descendants of these first Spanish immigrants

N o

Cun oy -



P
developed strong allegiances and profitable commercial

,interests in their respective countries. In the

[y

Philippines, the numbervof Spanish settlers represented only
a fraction of the native population. 1In 1896 there were no
;more.than 5000 resident in the Islands, amid 7,900,090 *
Filipinos. It was for this reason that the Spaﬁisﬁlin the
archipelago were always much more segregated from the native
.pophlation (originally they,wére prohibited frém gesiding
among them), much less in tune with Filipino interests: or
able to identify their own concerns with theirs. Those who
were in the‘position to understand and promote native .-
interests were precisély those who indulged directly in

their subjugation and control. '

‘ . . ‘ . -
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Section I:

f,( N

Nineteenth Century--Afticlericalism and ;

Filipino Nationalism

The development of a national coﬁsciousness in the
Philippines was integral to the growth of anticlerical

sentiments focused on the Spanish friars. As we will see,

"it was the secularization controversy which first aroused

the sense of a national identity, and @t was an anti-friar
focus which fuelea its craving for>fulfillment.

For centuries, Filipino rdspondes to Christianity and
its colonial ministers ranged a narrow spectrum frbm welcome
acceptance. to tolerant, yet selective, accommodation.

Resistance only sporadically reached organi{f:, viélent

.dimensions, and never were these demonstratiomns sustained or

coordinated. But the 19th century was to change all this.

The stage was set so that the radical attitudes of

P} .

indigenous leadership and the diffusion of their influence,
her?tofore never expeiggnced, could unfold and mature; and

so that status gquo ?ctors could no longer suppress or elude
that which their oppressive rule had finally brought to

surface.
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16th century, upon foreign busiqsss and trade. Up dntil

" this time, the transpacific galleon trade had supplied the
principal source of income to the Islands. Once a year one
sﬁip eacﬁ left Acapulco and Manila witﬁvexport products for
an exclusive market. ,Those goods leaving Manila wéré
predominantly Chinese”and other southeast Asian products
which were brought to the capital by oriengal tradex;s.2 BuF

" by 1859, the British governor of Hong Kong, Sir John
Bowring, reported the operation sf several foreign business
Afirms in Manila--7 British, 3 Americazzi§:§wiss, 2 French
and 1 German.3 Between 1855 and.1873 six4 other ports were
opened across the Islands leading to the demand for certaiﬁ
export crops and the encouragement of their cultivation on
commercial écales; the applic;%ﬁon of new scientific
techniques brought improved éroduction and increases in
capital. In 1869 the Suez Canal was openedvreducing‘the
distance between Spain and the Philippines; communications
between the two were faster, trénsportation less dangerous.
As'the doors opened, tﬁe Islands began to fill and mix with

o

new blood, new ideas, new perspectives. Eighteenth and 19th

.

century Eufopean liberalism could no longer be confined to
the cgntinentu Its ideas about humanitarianism, equalityg
freedom and self-government, combined with revolutionary

ideas from France, fermented the minds of curious Filipinos,

especially those from among the new, economically pggéperous
. L]

A

-

}-



\ 128

and éducated middle class.

1

Following the opening of the Islands to workd trade
markets, participation by Filipinos in prbfitable coﬁmercial
ventures generated a new strata of native entrepreneurs;5
Financially Succ;ssful and socially ennobled, they
interacted digectly with Spaniards and other foreign

bureaucrats and merchants; they sent their children to

colleges in Manila and Eurob . But while they demanded the

- ’

political and social prerogatives corresponding to-their new
_stétus, they were made to endure the policies and 'excesses
of'medievél colonial administrations and attitpdes. Hence,
it was from within this new enlightened group of Filipinos
that ideological criticii's and expressions of discontent
were analyzed and ofganized for the first time.

Back in Spaih, a chaotic political scene was also
contributing to problems in the Philibpines; Earlier én in
the century, the Cortes of Cadiz (1810-1812) had decided in
é‘struggle between conservétives and anti-clerical liberals
" (inspired, in the abéggéé of a monarch, by the constitutions = -
of revolutionary France), to limit the:power of the Crown by
providiﬁg ; cénstitution and obliging the King to wérk
through the responsible members of the Cortes.. The
Constitution of Cadiz gave no special seats to the noﬁility

or the church in its single-chambered Parliament, but based

B PP S i

itself upon a more general distribution of prdvincial and
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‘municipal represeptation. In 1814 King Ferdinand VII
; P B

" abolished flogging and approﬁed the Moret Decrees of 1870 ) ,/

\5 129

v
returned from exile in France and proclaimed the w;;k of the '
Cortes anl and.Voidh Nevertheléss, thé' r
liberal/conservative dichofﬁmy wﬁich emerged so forcefully

. I
at that time Qgcame the basis of the politica} strife béth _ T
Spain and thé*Philippines saw carried on throughout the 19th ‘
century. From 1833 onward ‘many Spanish governments cam; and
wént, oscillating between the two antitheticél platforms.

L
Naturally, any triumph or defeat in Spain meant, in the

colonies, a change of governor and his train of lesser

officials, and a disruption in the programs of that
pargicular colonial administration. Over Ehe period between
1835 and the American arrival, fifty governor-generals took
office averaging term$ of one yea%, thrée months each.
Finally, the Revolution of 868 in Spaiﬁ with its

victory of liberalism, was decisively important for the

'Philippines. The new colonial administration which followed

in 1869 consequently, under the leadership of-gOQernor

Carlos Maria dgﬁia'Torre, wés the most liberal governmenﬁ‘ kd

~

ever seen in the Philippine;;faylike any previous executive \\\
head, de la Torre entertained and mingled freely with
natives and mestizos. Among other things he encouraged

freedom of spgech; terminated censorship of the press,

partially secularizing education in the Islanpds. Aithodgh
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", reaffirm ‘hard-lined Spanish authority.

/{i . ' | . ) ‘

his éegime lasted only -a few short years, it had an

overwhelming ihpact. Given a taste of freedom straight [from

the spoon of a Spanish governor, Fihfpinos could never"agaiﬁ’

lower their expectations. They would never quietly accept

' the réactionary leadership of gocérnors to come, those

2

would reverse de la Torre's munificent po kcies and see

the
&

Islands durin§ the 19th century:

The old situation [that of Filipino ruwstic
simplicity and theocratic rule of a rather
" bengvolent sort] is no longer practicable, with
the social change which the times have brough
The colony can no longer be excluded from th
, general concert of- peopless Every facility
.communication opens a breach in the ancient /system
and gives cause for reforms in a liberal sense.
The more that foreign capital and foreign brains
pengtrate, the more they increase tﬁé\gene al
welfare, the spread of education, and the stock of
'self-esteem, the existing ills begbming i
consequence the more intolerable.

-~ -

Although nationalist dissension in the
eventually culminatéd)in a politico—religious revolution,
the seed of the conflict’Eas religious in origin, and Qas
planted long before the 19th century. As early as 1582
déb;tes overhthe aliocation of power between regulaf orders

aip secuﬂar'priests sparked the commencemenmt of a conflict

which was to evolve over time.into racial uﬁ@tle between

K

Spanish friars add Filipino priests. Hence, the issue which
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started out as a qg$stion of secularization (i.e. the o .

substitution of regular priests--those belonging.to a -

monastic order, with secular priests--those who didnﬂt),'

”

& g
became one of the Filipinization of parishes. B
4

Filipinization demanded that Spanish missionaries turn over

their cherished posts not just to any secular priesp,,but to

native seculars in particular. ) -
P ta ' ‘
Throughout the centuries, official church and statg o w
E P

policy with regard to secularization remained ambjiguous and

confusing. 8y the 19th' century this obscured situation -

H

reached its most decisively negative point with two

devastating royal éecréesa The first, issued on June 8,

o

”1826, ordered the desecularization of all parisheé in the

Philippines. Motivatei.Frimarily by politicalr concerns, this -
bolicy drove.;uﬁerous native secular priests from chufcheg
they had held peacefully for many, many years.7 .

The second decree was enacted ip‘response to the
return of the Jesuits to the Philippines in 1859.-Upon their *
arrival, authorities in Manﬂla”ofdered that parishes in
Mindanao, several of which the Jesuits had:held previously, :°

be yielded to them. The Augustinian Recollects who were

presently)administering tpe'panishes were not ‘prepared to

T »

' apandon them so simply.  Therefore, in order to compensate

4

« . - ) - s .
the Recollects for their losses in Mindnao, the cedula of

" July 30, 1860, allocated them parishes in the archdiocese of
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LY ) Manila, the.majo§ity of which were in‘th&gcbntrol of -

o ' B
Filipino secular clergy. Once again the latter were

.

uprooted and dispersed. In addition to gbesé:pvertly racist
-.decrees,.anticlerical legislation in Spain at this éame‘time
was impelling thgeatening numbers of peninsular clergy to
= the Philipcinesrnéfficial colonia% response to them was

sympathetic and they were readily handed over those parishes

*
1

A L
, . whigh remained in the care of Filipino secglars. 1In 1831°
Y “'govern%r Pascual'Enrile sammarized, in a létter to the

Secretary 'of State, q%nerally accepted sentiments by both

.

v . ; church and tate authprlties regarding why the
. Filipiniiatlon of curacxes, at this time, was not only’
dangerous but morally wrong: : v

, WL Your Excellency is not unaware of the fact that ..
e o -the numben\h“$panlsh settlers -in these Islands is
\ . insignific compared w1th the large Indian and .
, PR . half-caste population; it is therefore illusory to
\\\\\ , -7 expect Yhat so small a force can hold down a
determined revolutionary movement. We must
: | realize that if these Islands submit to Spanish
, ‘ rule, it is thanks to the moral ascendancy that we ’
a . still possess, though no longer to the same extent’
as before the dissemination in the Spanish
dominions of "innovating ideas.
- In this our unhappy age, the moral fiber of
a 7 o . ™he colony has suffered notable deterioration;" and
' ( the fundamental reason for it, .in my opinion., is
T . the fact that Indian and mestizo priests have been
' allowed to take over many of the parishes . 3
. Religion gains nothing by this policy, and
the stateé loses much. Religion gains nothing,
. because the 1little training that these priests
get, far from ridding them of the vices of their
‘ upbringing and natural charaéter, as might perhaps
. . be expected elsewhere, merely increases and -
7 " P aggravates those vices, and the ecclesiastical
. . ‘ . 'state e'bn peqvides for them a convenxent shield.

] . . /
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The state loses ‘much, because the parishioners, . S

"following the example of their present pastors, R e

forget the sound principles inculcated by the ' .

religious _who formerly had charge of them, and

gradually open their hearts to feelings of N ' ,

disaffection against the Spanish government. A

Given this attitude of mind, it is not . -

inconceivable that theyeshould one day think of

rising agalnst it . . i ,

y ~ o~ :
Needless to say, by the 19th century the issue of - %
Filipinization was fid longer just a. problem for native
. : . )
priests. Spénish'accusagidas of racial' inferiority
implicated the entire Filibinp yopulation.' *@

But even well into the century, Filipino resistance to

their oppressors was minimal and unorganized, their

hostiljty quiet. ‘It would€ake an outrageous provocation
’ ' e

new native middle class woufd explode. bnly fhen would the

. .. o R . , . .
© breaking point arrive where resistance would become an C .

fron-rule regime with the reintroduction of tribute and

insat#able means, agg Qhere no amount of compe@satioﬁ‘coulq
induce them to turn back. The critical event which . ! o
pre;ipitated "the" nationalist movement in the pPhilippines, ] "

came énly in 1872 under the reacfionary leadership of
governor Rafael de Izquierdo (dé)lﬁ Torre's successor).

Ju*taposed to his predeSQSSOr, Izquierdo's return to an . 4.F

forced labour 1nflamed 250 native. artillerymeh, soldjers and

workers at the arsenal in cavite to seize the nearby fort of ' 5.
b . Fd .
San Eellpe, killing 11 Spaniards in the- endeavour. The " .

-
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. . "Cavite Mutiny" was easily suppressed by government troops,
, y o
30 to 40 rebels were shot and the remaining taken prisoner.

The British consul in Manila described ;pe rebellion to the. |  *
k-

'Foreign.Office in London:

. « . it is evident that it was without
organization and but yery limited in its
- ramifixcations; for weffind that the native troops.
. sent from Manila Bired on their brethren in arms
' at Cavite instead of assisting them as they might:
‘easily have done had they been so disposed; that
no rumours of ‘tumults were heard in any of the
towns or villages in the interior; . . . that the ‘ K ‘
people even of the town of Cavite remained ) . -

throughout passivé spectators of the \scene . . .9: .
. ) ' g Nevertheless, it seems as if Izquierdo interpreted the
o o

mgﬁifestation as a symptom of widéspread i?surrection to

come and so acc&rding}y, he took recourse to-terroristic”

.measures. Many prominent native clerics, professionals. and

{(f"' merchants were arrested on suspicion of.conspirgéy against - .
- -Spanish sovereignty. Most';ere either sentenced to life ~
‘\\\~ impr}sonment or exiled to remote islands and prizizfsp. b

Among th&se sentenced to death, three popplar nativg

‘Prieéts, Jose Burgos, Mariano Gomez and Jacifto Zamora}

accused of ringleading the revolt were privately triéd)and"”

amid,much'pystgry and controveésy,‘publiciy garroted on

- * February 17, 1872. The.execution of these three nativél'g "

IN

priests as, the bells in the,Cathedral of Manila tolled in

Il LS e it M

their honour, was ‘the event which finally struck the most

. . » .
profound disgust and hatred among Filipinos, toward Spanish-

S
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"rule. e
Although the momentum of the nationalist movement waéku#/ ‘
driven by victim§ of religious ‘and/or political injustice, .
it was not‘fong before both camps jqined fdrces, th; |

Fi‘ipino intel\iigensia assuming the leadership of all t};e

fest, but this time with a common, inevitable focus.
Clericalism‘was the eﬁemy::clericaliém wielded ecifically

by Spanish friary. ALl factions of the Filipithzzkxenalist
movement Qe they clergy; intelligensia or ;erchant, shared
idegf}cal reasons for orienting their popular dissent around '
~the Spanish missionaries; In the Philippines it was the

local curate who possessgd the épiritual, éocfhl, political
and economic .clout. It was he who' décided and delegated,
sanctioned ana supérvised, judged and reborted;.and then
forgave or pqnisheq al} those who disobeYed'or fell short-of
his ordersﬁ :Therefore, no matter whatystance Filipinos took .
in the name of nationaffiﬁtegrity——§eculagization, politi¢él

‘or sociél‘emancipation, igqreased shargs in fhe benefits éf
power, and so oh——thﬁ%’ﬁahld somehow have to face a fr;ar
eye to eye. And their ;lternatrves were limited: either
they integrate themselves into the current system designed
and dominated by the reliqious orders, or-demand the E

reduction or abolition of the political and social authority

they exercised. As far as Filipinos were concerned, the

3
K
J
"

Spanish friars were immediately resgpﬂ%ible for. all the

i)
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misrule, ‘exploitation and alienation suffered by natives, .

throughout the centuries. It was they who blocked their

»

émbitioné and deliberately isolated the Philippines from

Spain, and from Spanish church and state officialdom in,

" Manila. In the words of reformist Marcelo H.. del Pilar:

The basis of monastic wealth is the lack of union
between the people and the government . . . To
frighten the government with the rebelliousness of
the country, and frighten the country with the
despotism of the government--that is the system
that the friars have so skillfully evolved in
ordeqoto be able to rule.at the expense of every
one. '

RER

~Irohically, the nationalist movement which took its
cue from the execution of three priegtgﬁ.started out as
peaceful agitation for reform within the context of the
§p§nish empire.11 Reformists Qemanded the assimilation of
the Philippine Islands to.Spain; hence, Filipinos would
become ‘full Spanish citizens, represented in the Cortes and
immune from abuse. But as "pen and tongue" strategies .
brought no results, feform tactics became revolutiongrf.
Anti-friary turned into passionate hatred of Spanish
sovereignty altogether, which soon meant the advocation 6f '
political separation from Spaiﬁ. "
For the most part opposition to the Spanish religious

orders was not the expression of disloyalty to the Roman

Catholic church. Nationalists contested the friars as a
A \ ’

‘ sobio-pplifical unit, not according to their affiliation

L]
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n with a particular religious institution. Buq often enough,

3,

especially among the Filipino intelligensia, anticlericalism

s o

did lead to anti-church stances. As José Rizal wrote:
I wanted to hit the friars, but since they used
religion not only as a shield but ‘as a weapon,
protection, castle, fort and armour, etc., I was
forced to attack their false and superstitious
religion to fight the enemy who hid behind it
. . . God should not be utilized as a shield and
protector of abuses, and there is less reason for

,religion to be used for this purpose. If the

friars really had more respect for their religion.
they would not often use its sacred pame or expose
it to the most dangerous,situations.

éo just as‘peacéﬁul demands for political reform transforméa
. . ;)
d into raging cries\of independence, anticlericalism, fi many
cases, became an attack on thé Roman Catholic church, its
role and function in Filipino society. This tangent qf the
revolution eventually led to the 20th century establishment
of 'the furiously nationalisti¢ Iglesia Filipina
Independiente under the leﬁdership of a former Roman
Catholic priest, Gregorio Aglipay:.But right up until the
L o ] ‘Philippine Wars at t;; turn of the century the dichotomy
between pro and anti church elements in the nationalist o
movement did not create major problems--their alliance was .

.politically urgent. So even after anti—churéﬁ factors had .

personally ceased regular religious practice, the

j ‘ ' .

i secularization of parishes was retained as an essential part

of thejr platform.13

There was almost no demand which Filipino national¥sts

- A kel
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ﬁade, that did not directly undermine the traditional
position of the friars in the Philippines. From:native‘
equality before the laws of Spain, to the disamortization of
friar lands, nationalist ap;éals were interpreted as posing
‘ a danger to the strength of the faith, or the rightful
jurisdictionlof the friar and so were completely rejected by

all the religious orders. As long as the friars felt that

their work in the Islands was "perfectly amalgamated with
14 ‘

°

religious interests", which they claimed to be the casé,
* then they could do no harm to the native masses. On the
, other hand, the criticisms and accusations of Filipino
nationalists toward the ¥riars became only more malicibus
and vindictive. Theyqattacked them personallyﬁbacdqéed them
‘of immorality; of charging exceésive church feés, of
commerce in religious dbjects; they criticized their
extensive landhdldings and exploitatiog‘gg_tenaMt farmers;
their opulent wealth and deliberate racism. By 1896 the
Philippines was on the‘verge of a nationai revolution.

As we have seen, complex political confusion
ofiginating in Spain and reverberating in the colonies

inhibited harmonious and ongoing communications between

" them. Distracted by her own problems, the most Spain could

offer to appease the tension in the Islands were a handful

of palliative decrees15 which 'did nothing to overcome the

ills of Spanish misgovernment and which, nonetheless, went
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. made, that did not direcély undermine the traditional

position of the friérs in the Philippines. From native

equélity before the laws of Spain, to the disamortization‘of
friar landgt nationalist appeals were interpreted as posing

a danger talthe strength of the faith, or the rightful
jurisdicEion of the friar and so were completely rejected by
all the monastic’orders. As long as the friars}felt that .
their work in the Islands was "perfectly amalgaméted with’
religious intérests",14 wﬁich they claimed to be the case,’
then they could do no harm to the native masses; On the
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.

exténsiye laﬁdholdings and expioitation of tenant farmefs;

their opulent wealth ahd deliberate racism. By 1896 the )

Philippines was on the verge of a national revoiut&on.
As wé have seen, complex political confusion

originating in Spain and ;gverberating in the colonies

iﬁpibi;ed harmonious and ongoing communications between

~ them. ' Distracted by her q@n problems, the most Spain could
{ B ) :

offer to appease the tension in the Islands were a handful
. 15 .

S

of palliative decrees which did nothing to overcome the

ills of Spanish misgQvernment and which, nonetheless, went
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" largely unheeded by colonial executives; and another

collection of decisively pro-friar laws intended to protect
Spanish sovereignty against the threat of native uprising.
At this point in time Spain felt more threatened than

ever by the prospect of losing her stronghold in the

w‘Philippines. By 1824 she had lost most of her South American

territory, (save Cuba and Puerto Rico) to their native

populatioﬁs who had taken advantage of the unrest in Spain
to establish theﬁselves as independent nation¥. Another
loss: eséecially of her only.colony in the Orient, would
have detracted significantly from her international status
and honour. In the Philippines proper the fear of violencé
was even closer. Thus, church and‘igate authorities, with
only occaéional exceptions, strove to maintain the status
quo. But no longer was it so easy to grant s%mple'
concessions to nafive leadegs in ordér to command the same
blind obedience of the jpast. If Spain wanted to avoid a
revolution she would havé to allow for a minimum of reform

with the guarantee of its support and intgggation through to

the friars. But at this point even bare yimum was a risk
Spain was not ready to make. The friars were Spain's .

soldiers, and so she chose to strengthen and support them.

-3
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Section II:

Q

Religion and the Philippine. Revolution

The last few years of Spanish sovereigntf in the
Philippings were a whirlwind of activi;y. The f;iars always
re%éined the immediate target of the revolutionaries but as:
{iyipinos negotiated and interacted directly with Spanish
state oﬁficials, their suspicions were Qirected toward an
even §arger .group of adversaries whomﬂ evidently, supported
the hegemony of the missionafies) So while'Filipinq leaders
once denounced Spaﬁish friars and simultaneously acéepted,
even’ encouraged ongoing cooperation with the mdther‘coﬁntry,
the integrity of the latter now deteriorated in their eyes.
Filipino nationalists, ironically,1 had been willing to
accept Spanish empire and religion in return for certain
reforms. Total disregard of their pleas proved to be éQen
more dangerous than Spaniards anticipated. That awesome - .
church-state combination which naturally-sﬁbstantiated eéch

other's presence in the Philippines,. disintegrated with

increased rapidity and completeness. The impact this would

have on native confidence not only in friar-related

institutions, but in the political sovereignty and religion

g‘

of Spain itself, severely undermined their intense 300 yeaf

experience in the Iklands.

The Philippine Revolution can be divided into three
i : .

u&z‘iu.w.h A T

.

i e
-



.Q/

141

‘phases. During the first two of these, the immediate enemy .

" of Filipinos were the Spanish; in the last phase, Filipinos

féught with American soldiers: Ih,this section I will
examine attitudes toward friéry and religion during the
first two phaseé'of the revolution. Sectibn IIT will
continue with the consegquences, fér religion, of thé third
phase. , : ; | . - |

’ Chronologically, thé fifst pe;#od of the~Philﬁppine
Revolution began in August 1896 with the discovery of the
Katipunan, and ended formally in Decembef 1897 with the *
tpuce of Biaknabato. *The second phase began in_May 1898 with

the arrival of the Americans in the Philippines, and ended

in February 1899 with- the commencement of the

x‘ ) -
Philippine-American war. ' A ) .  1%

Durigg each of these two periods Filipino leaders
established Revolutionary Governments', sééarate from Spain,
in order to deal with their colonialists on issues such as
friasy and independence. The transition from one phase to .
%he next witnessesya~significant‘str;ngthening~in Filipino
sense of power and ability to act deéisiveiy in terms of

developing structures and strategies-aimed at libération.

- At first Filipinos were unclear about their longer-term

.

*destiny--they\locked into the future with a certain amount"

of determinatlon, but' in broader, more undefxned terms.

They were more sure about thexr 1mmed1ate concerns, namely,

.
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the tyranny wielded by the religious orders and other
. mani{estations of Spénish oppression. « At this earlier point
in time filipinos were still contemplatiég reconciliation
" with Spain and the Spanish church, in exchange for the
‘ removal of friars from their parish powerholds, and for
legal equality with Spaniards. As it became evident by the
end of the first phase that status quo conditions were only ' L
tehporérily disturbed by all th® months of bloody battlé,
and that real changes were not?forthcoming; as Filipino 1 .
: ;iﬁéufgents, hence, bgcame more mature and decisive, ’
" strategies during the second phase of revolution were even
bolder and less dependent on Spanish responses. The
Revolutionary Government during this time stepped forward to
1e§isléte and enforce laws directly congravening Spanish
authority; it even went as far as té provoke the
disestablishment of the Spanish Roman Catholic &hurch
hiefarchy in Mani;a, whilé legitimizing an alternq{e,,‘
Filipigg version.
After the failure of peaceful reform organizations
(guch as the Propaganda Movement and the Liga Filipina) to
elicit response to the demands of Filipiﬁo nationélists, in

July 1892 an underground association was founded by Andres - ‘ :

Bonifacio with theﬂggaL,Qf_Ehilippine independence, but this

time to be accomplished by armed revolution. For years the

Katipunan secretly built up its membershfb, gradually

7
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+ Primo de Rivera had promised certain concessions during the

_negotiations (especially regarding the expulsion of the

« 144

-~

b

. constitution,!’l):he se;ﬁeiratioh of the Philippines from the
Spanish ménarcpy and their formation-'into an independent

. 3
state with it_s‘ov}n government . . 3 put despite this

radical bottom line, the demands of the revolutionaries

displayed, on the other hand, an inclination to possible

~cooperétipri "with Spain, . Their stipulations: uincluded, among
otheré, the permanent gxpulsion of Spanish religiouséprde;s
from the Philippines and the return of their lands to the
Filipino/peOple; tax reforms; frgedom 6f association and of -
the préss;l legal equality 6f Filipinos with Spaniards and
répreseﬁtation in the Spanish Cortes.v

When Governor Primo de Rivera realised that™ the
revoluti“‘on had reached and continued to su;stain levels of °
disorder he was unable to control, he endeavoured to settle
peacefully with the rebels. éubseq\;ent negotiations:
terminated in mid-December, 1897, .with the Pact of
Biaknabato, the terms of which prdvided for various monetary
paymgnts and a deneral Lamnesty to those' who agreed to
discontinue fighting.4 Much to their résentmer}t though, the
reforms requested by Filipino leadgré were pbdt formally

incorgorated intc the Pact. Aguinaldo insisted that Governor

P e W

: friars),S but fearful of public cri‘ti‘cism, requested that

©

«they not be put into writing. The Spanish Governor denied

%
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Aguinaldo's accusation.6 Nonetheless, it was soon evident o -
. A

"that both sides of the Pact were wavering. Not all rebels
showed initiative in surrendering their. wea] hs;ahd_only

part of the payment aledged to thé revolut&on fies was Met.
.On February 24, 1898, from exile in Hong Kbng{ﬂﬁguinaidou$y
declareg the truce null and void. Thus,” this fi;s‘ phase of
revolution fought as a political battle (with implicit

sgciall economit and religious goals) against their most 2
tangible opponent, the épanish friars, terminatéed with
Fiiipinos strongly suspicio&s of all Spanish authorit}.
Native‘insurrection might have resumed immediately had not
their leaders been in“éxil;, many of their arms given up,
.and'their outrage disorganized.7 1

- The éharges that the friars were respénsible for
driving)natives to desperation in a revolution must have
bqenAintense and widesprgad. On April 21, 1898, members of -
four religious orders found it necessary8 to respond to
accusations in a solicitious, formal denial directed'to thé -
Minister of Colonies in Spain. In what is known as the o
"Friar Memorial" the missibnafies emphasi zed Lhe honourable

intentions of their work ‘and listed their‘selflgsé

accomplishments among thé natives. They alleged that

.f’

o
antifriary was an abusive technique used by Filipinos to

-

gain the support of liberals in Spain, in order to avoid the
consequences of treasonous behavior as natives plotted, in §

,‘x‘ # “
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:eal&ty, ‘the destruction of -Spanish sovereignty. ‘The ﬁ;iars
clalmed that the unfortunate 1nf11tration of llberallsm}was
to be b;amed'for 1ns€illlng anarchlcal tdeas in native }
S ]
» \
minds. For every known fault or offense reproaching the

missionaries,‘the Memorlal prov1ded a -refutation or

explanation., .- “In addltion to this, it reconmended .to the

:sPanlsh govéxnment that, in keepinguw1th thedr obllgatlpn to

Christian;ie hnd'prese;ye'the faith in the Islands, Masonry

and other secret organizations be prohibited; that affrqnts

“ ' [§
against clergy be regarded as both religious and civil

'offensee; that the'Spanish government absﬁaip from
inQolvement in the right of friars to parishes an@ lanés;
and that the traditional respect for the ecclesiastics be
encburagag by enforcing colonial officials to set public
examples as dedlcated Christians. Only. if their
recomméndations wereJEI3331y followed would 1551onafie; be
able to "resist the enemies of the fatherléég/with greater
‘force"’ for friery, they.plaintained, was the- key to Spaﬁish
au@hority_;p the Philipp\ges.

Evidently, Fhe religious orders emerged from the 1896
Revolution ngn\more forcefully convinced of their rightful
and urgent role iq~the Islands. Any liberal concession Spain
might lcontemplate granting to Filipinos was, according to
the missionaries, absolutely absurd even at this point.’ The

Friar Memorial advocated only the intensification of

‘k_.} ' | -
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Religious supervision and control. Meanwhile, native

. 7
. sentiments against‘the friars rzﬂained,fever;sh. The Taft

Comﬁission10 verified the profuhdity .of native vehemence: °

. . . the statement of the bMshops and the friars. ¢

that the mass of the people in the islands, except
only a (few of the leading men of each town and the

v native clergy, are friendlyxto them, cannot be
accepted as accurate. All the evidence derived
from every source, but the friars themselves,
shows clearly that the feeling of hatred for the
friars i§1wéll—nigh universal and permeates all //
classes. b

Nevertheless, right up until their very last minute on
Philippine soil the fanatically gself-righteous Spanish

friars felt extremely powerful and vindicated in their

actiqps.

a

Before a continuation of the 1896 Revolution could be

12

maneuvered, on April 24, 1898, “ war broke out between Spain

and the United States (over the question of U.S.
intervention in the struggle for.éug;n independence from
Spain) radically altering the destiries of aall those in the
afchiﬁelago. Tgé following day the American fleet, anchored’
just outsié; of Hong Kong in anticipation.of~ﬁostiiities,
was given orders to sail for the Philipﬁines and on May 1,
un;ér the leadership of Commodore George Dewey, successfully
béralyzéd the Spanish vessels guarding Manila.Bay: Led to

assume that the Americans had come to the Philippines as

anti-Sbanish allies in the name of national liberation and
& ° ,

independence, .Filipinos rallied to welcome the triumphant -

\% . >
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squadron.
At this poiné begins the second phase of the
4Philippirie Revolution., Just two' months ifter Aguinaldo had

“

o - declared the Pact of Biaknabato (February 1898) obsolete,

the Americans arrived on the scgne. 'Filipinos regarded the

immediately strengthened

-

by their material aid and suppoxtive presence. Invigorated
- .

U.é. soldiers as friends and wer

» and confident, they wasted no® time in pushing through with
o

v

§erious plans for a total .liberation from friary and $panish
imperialism. But sho;f{y after Aguinaldo had established a
second Revolutionary Govermgment, it became clear to: .
Filipinos that their alleged ally had dééeived them; The
Americans had not come to théir rescue as sympathetic
liberator, but as an imperial conqueror. . Hence,  Filipinos
now prepared to do battle with enemies on two fronts. All
the while, natives felt certain that the ‘Spanish and the
Americans were schemigg together against them, in fhe name
of friar control. It was under these circumgtances and
pressures that the Revolutionary Government and ensuing
government of the.First Philippine Républic( during this

secbnd~phase‘bf'revolution, passed decisive laws and plotted

bold strategies aimed at undermining friary and Spanish
control of the Roman Catholic church hierarchy; and during

which time leading Filipino citizens (as exemplified at the

<
Malolos Cong?éss), displayed reﬂgﬁkable changes in

D
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traditional attitudes toward church and religion, o ’ r\\_;

" e Let us return to the outbreak of the Spanish-American

War in the Philippi‘;s. While the Americans held Manila Bay
against the Spanish and waited for military reinforcements

to arrive from the States,13 Commodore Dewey shrewdly

-

4 r

calculated his next move. He gave instructions to send one
of his warships to fetch Aguinaldo, by this time a national
heré, from Honé Kong. Upon arrival he supplied Aguinaldo

with weépons in order to mobilize a Filipino army against

1)

their common enemy, and fully approved his subsequent

establishment of military headquarters in Cavite.

¢ Before the Spanish-American War had broken out and

during its first‘few months, Aguinaldo had been summoned by

various American officials residing outgide of the

Philippines, to private conferences where Fiiipino—American

'collaboratiop and future, were discussed and negoti:ated.14
. ~

once back in the Philippines, Aguinaldd.had had gzhilar
discussions with Commodore Dewey also. Through;ut all the
conversations, the Filipino leader wés slowly vet
eventually, persuaded to believe that the Amer;gpns had come
to the Islands as allies, not as colonizers: Agquinaldo
maintained‘that U.S. representatives had promised him
récognition of Philibpine indeéendeﬁce in_réturn for.

Filipino cooperation against Spain (an allegation denied by

. 1
the American deliberators despite much evidence pointing
X .

o
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toward their implicati'on).15 Nonetheless, given Aguinaldo’'s

{
prior communications with American officials it is easier to

' oo L ’
understand why on May 24, 1898, several days after his
arrival on Dewey's warship, he was able to affirm the
altruistic intentions behind the American|presence in the
Philippines, to the Filipino people:
The Great North American nation, example of true
liberty, and, as such, the friend of freedom for
our country oppressed and subjugated by the
tyranny and despotism of its rulers, has come to
offer its inhabitants protection-as decisive as it
is disinterested, regarding our unfortunate

country as gifted with sufficient ?gvilization and
aptitude for self-government . . .

As Commodore Dewey looked on from his. ship in Manila

3

Bay, Filipinos took advantage of their new '"freedom' in his
midst, and proceeded to make history for themselves.
Aguinaldo and approximately: 30 thqgsand native patriots, now
well;armed and strengthened in revoiutionary spirit,
advanced into the country§ide winning province after
province in LuZon f;om'Spdnish troops.p On June 12, 1898,
Filipinos celebrateé the 'signing of the "Act of Declératiéﬁ
of Independenée"~(complete with public hoisting of a new
national flag while a band pgrformea the recentl} composed
national anthem)‘as yet without words) announcing.to the
world tﬁeir freedom from all impérial fetters. Dewey hai
been invitéagzo the momentous event but was obliged to

)

decline, preoccupied with other business.17 On June 23,

e~ Yy -
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1898, Aguinaldo decreed the institution of a‘Revolutionary
Government "to struggle for the independence of the
Philippines until all nations, including the spanish, shall
expressly recognize it, and to prepare the country so that a
trué republic may be established.“18 And so the da&s passed
Sy, the Americans "waiting and observing quietly from the
Bay, while Filipinos fought and revelled on their course to
_an independent republic. Historian Usha Mahajani wrote:
| “%étween July and chober 1898, Philippine vessels
flying the flag of the Philippine Republic Passed

in and out of the Manila harbour saluting and
being saluted by American men of war.

But as one might surmise, this plausibly idyliic
Filipino—Amefican partnership was npt to last much longer.
By summer 1898, thousands.of American reinforcements
had arrived in the Philippines (in itself causing concern
for Filipino leaders). But the event which réally prompted
nat;ye skepticism toward theig‘North American all} was the
_capture of Manila on August .13, Althohéh it had beén a
combinatioﬁ of American and Filipino effor?s which had taken
¢he Spanish foothold, AmefIcan troops pouring ipto the
capital to celebrate their victory barred entry to their

20

Filipino counterparts. From this moment onward American

-,

schemes became clearer and clearer to the revolutionaries.

On December .10, 1898, they crystallized when, a%ker several

\

months of negotiation Spanish and U.S. commissicners signed

" A ‘#

.
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the Treaty of Paris. By the terms of the treaty, Spain
.»3»\

transferred sovereignty over the Philippiné’lslands, to the

o
United States. The determination of civil rights and the
political status of Filipinos was henceforth under the
'jurisdiction of American Congress. On December 21, U.S. ‘ ’p}

President McKinley informed the incumbent Military Governor

of the Islands, General! Elwell Otis,21 of his decision Lo

retain the Philippines. The first public proclamation by the
Americans regarding their claim to the Islands came to the ]
Filipino people finally on January 4, 1899.

Meanwhile, months before the Treaty of Paris was

actually signed, ﬁqlipinos anticipated American betrayal.

" With independence all of a sudden teetering precariously,

national leaders had called together a Constitutional
Congress in order to sanction the authority of their
Revolutionary Government (June 23, 1é98): to ratify their

declaration of independence (Jun3,12, 1898), and frame a

.- gonstitution which would legitiﬁize the sovereignty of the

o

was duly inaugurated with Aguinaldd at:its hedm.

Filipino people and prescribe the fundamental laws of their

nation. Between Septemgpr 15 and November 29, 1898,
delegates22 from amongJ;he most highly educated and upper o ‘ i
classes met atyMalolos, Bulacan, to participate in the ‘
deliberations and on January 23, 1899, after executive

4

approval of the cbnstitution, the First Philippine Republi&

‘ %
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-viéwpoint of -their leaders, Filipinos had battled heroically '
- to shake themselves from Spanish clutéhes, they had

&;jubilantiy proclaimed .their independehce and established a

153

Particularly interesting for our purposes are some of the '
flaws and undertakings of the Revélutionary Government, of
the Malolos Congress and the First Philippine Republic which
illustrate the attitudes and concerns of Filipinos toward
religion during this time.

The s?cond phase of natignal revoiution beginning with
the arrival of the Americans'and“ending in battle with them,
is peculiarly preoccupied with the religious aspect of the.
general political revolt (in a moré absolute way than the
events of 1896-97). Politically, the Revolutionary
Government struggled to emancipate Filipinos from the
temporal sovereignty gf Spanish and Americaﬁ imperialists;
religiously, it struck 6ut against ail levels of the Spanish
ecclesiastical hierarchy, éiming to appropfiate its
spiritual authority'and re-delega;e it to a unigquely
Filip;no,’yet indisputably Roman Catholic, church
organizatioq. -

I do not intend to judge whether ‘or not the Spanish
fri§rs merited the quantity‘and gravity of charges directéd
toward them. The fact remains that Filipinos believed in f
their abuse, were intensely repulsed and resolved to

extirﬁéte all evidence of it, however possible. From the
N , '
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governing arm tO‘éafeguagd national intérests--yet all the
,while Spanigp friars'contipued to dominate episcopal sees
and parishes. Therefore, if Spanish cle?gy had not alreaqy
fled in fear their rural kingdoms, if they had not been
imprisoned or killed by Filipino insurgents,23 then they
continued to manipulate native lives. "-A poiitical
revolution,: they learned, was not sufficient to destroy
Spanish imperialism. Until Filipinos controlled
ecclesiastical posts across the Islands révolutionaries
would be, in a large sense, waging battle againgt tﬁeir own
people and at the risk of perpetual subjugation
nonetheless.

On October 20, 1898, a Filipino priest of well-repute
named Gregorio Aglipay was appointed, or rather
‘"recognized", by the Revolutionary Government as Military
Vicar General of the Phiiipﬁines,”spirituah head of the
country under the existing staté,of war. During the week
which followéd his assumption to office, Aglipay issued
three circular524,to Fiiipino clergy cohntry—wide,
elaborating planépfor what Pedro S. Achutegui and Miguel A.
Bernad appropriateiy refer to as a religious couprd'état.25

Aglipay's first circular began justifying the
neceséity of Filipino clergy to overthrow the incumbent

- church government. Given that Spanish ecclesiastics were

monetarily maintained by the Spanish government, and: that

[3

B R 2 W~y

"

+.
oot

AT



- : . ) 155

,

their vested iptérest and‘partﬁcipatibn in colonial pélitics
wgé\by no means negligible, the downfall of that organ by
which their very existence thri;ed, could only mean thé&ir
own loss of authority. An indépendent Filipino reéime coula
no* longer gupport the spiritual 1;;§ership of a hierarchy
whose temporal associate tyrannized defénseless masses, and
. whose own 8artnership in state.affairs implicated it élso:
If Filipino clergy asplred to preserve ‘the purity and
_'profundlty of the.faith among their people during this t1me
‘of upheaval it was essentlal for them to renoqnce the
spiritual authorit& of their corrupted episcopal despots.
In Eh;b‘mqtter the Revolutiodéry Covernmént, also seeking to
expire Spanish abusé, offered its wholehearted subport to
Filipino clergy who denounced the Spanish church hierarchy.
."In his cifcular'Ag;ipéy insisted thgt:the cooperation of
Filibino clergy with the Revolutionary Government, against
'monasfic monopoly, was essential. — ) \

In the same circular, Aglipay proceeéded tooestﬁhlishl
the new ecclesiaétical organization. Clergy from each
provincée were to assemble immediately for the electign of
brovipcial heéds, to be known as Deputy Military Vicars. All
those who complied and participated‘in the electioné-would

be understood as friends of-the Revolution énd recognized as

Military Chaplains by the Revolutiénary Government, All

Military Chaplains were to defer to their respective Deputy' -

y j . . : ‘;
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.easily transferred. They were not elements in the natural
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Military-Vicar as immediate superior, and to Aglipay himself
as Vicar General and supreme head over spiritual matters in
the Phllxpplnes. "Each prOV1nce was also to elect an

eccle51ast1cal Deputy who- would become a member of Agllpay ]

advisory‘Council. From among the latter a speci%l Commission

would be aésigned to represent Filipino clergy to the Pope

for canonical sanction of appointments and actions taken

thus far. Aglipay rémainedAfervently committed to the Roman

Catholic communion--the emphasis of his rationale was the

« preservation of the faith under the unusual and urgent

conditiong’credted by the Revolution, and the necessity of
~indig?nous clergy ﬁo‘participate wiéh the:;evolutionary
Governmeﬁt to defend it at all costs. The circulpr ended
with a wafning to all those whom it addressed:
‘The Couricil will call upon the Revolutionary
Government not to permlt any Filipino priest to

exercise his spiritual ministry in the territory

occupied by said GoVengent, unless that priest
submit to these rules,

But as simply as Aglipay foresaw the execution of his
project, the theological weéknesses of his proposals were

clear, even to his lay proponents, Spinifual jurisdiction

and powers, unlike temporal authority, could not be so

order of things but came delegated by Céd, through the °

visible head of His Church. No earthly sovereign could

oAk RS .t

. ' ‘ ' ﬁ
effectively bestow or retract spiritual authority, could .o
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légitimgtely repudiate'qr re-create an ecclesiastical
hierarchy. . This, of course, worried aAglipay who held his
own position by virtue of. Aguinaldo's civil authority, .and
in the face of a severely conventiohal, respégbiulli’ 7
obediént native clergy. Aglipay toyed dangerously with the -
realms of sacred and profane.J Hence, the following two
circulars he issued‘gently, yet fifml?, aimed to convince.
Filipino clergy that the principles of his plan were .
profound1§ religious,Qﬁcrally exigent and that” cooperation
with the Revolutionary Government would not compromise the
traditional spheres of church authority. Political leaders
did not iﬁtend to render church subo;dinate.to state
concerns--their collaboration was crucial, but their powers
unquestionably separate. This was precisely why a p}an
"involving the spiritual welfare of its recipients degénded
initiation by clergy, only utilizing the resources supplied
by the state.

But the problem still remained to be further engaged;
The efficacy of Aglipay's scheme rested solely qh tﬁe ﬁ ;
assumption that spiritual authority derived ipherentiy from
his appointment as Military Vicér General of the \
Philippines; a supposition he knew was not only false, but
heretical. If Aglipay was .going to coordinate the
expropriation of spiritual functions from the established
order and their re-delegation to another, he required at

o .
" '
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very least, s0me measure of legitimate ecclesiastical
authority to do so. His next move then, was to find it.
Aglipay's resourceful solution brought him-to,Ehg

. imprisoned, Eorture-broken Spanish Bishop of Nueva Segovia,

' Hevia Campomanes, now far from his palace in Vigan. and

»
completely disconnected from his episcopal

responsibilities. With three létters of high recommendation
@from yicars Qhom the Bishop trusted, Aglipay successfully
induced the superior to appoint him Ecclesiastical Governor
of his vacant see, in the‘hope of restoring the unattended

diocese somewhat to its normal state.27

28

Bishop Hevia of

course, knew nothing about Aglipay's subversive circulars

b .-
and actions up to this point. He o?ly welcomed his good
faith and enthusiasm. So on December 17, 1898, the ne
i

Ecclesiastical Governor of Nueva Segovia was solemnly

"

festively, inducted to office at the céthedral in Vigan,

Ilocos Sur. -

2

During his incumbency Aglipay issued 24 decrees

ranging in content from the purely administrative to th(fﬂ :

_seriously politicETI?g He took advantage of his

authoritative seat to scold ciefical inefficiencies and
inappropriate conduct, as well as to plot with the
Ph%%&ppine GovernmenF revolutionary strategies. Aglipay -
forcefully promoted the coalition of Filipino clergy againgt

~

friary, the "enemy!, and against the Americans whom, in the
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pulpits, and gxgn organize

event of conquest would undoubtedly vindicate the Spanish

religious orders ané this time annihilate the indigenous

priesthood.‘ Aglipay encour ed clergy to "march at the side

of the Government of, our R ublic"30

]

in the name 6?7qu and

religion, through prayers and obligatory money donations; he

compelled priests to iﬁcit revolutionary spirif from their
en militias ready to fight

for national deliverance at any moment and ‘to the bitter
’—h—‘w '
end. }

- —

‘;n“Ma& 1899 Aglipay was declared anathema by a

Philippine ecclesiastical court (comprised solely of Spanish ‘

priests) and, "being guilty of the misdemeanors of
usurpation gf ecclesiastical jurisdiction, and of having
impeded the exe;cise of the same . . .",31 was
excommunicated. Aglipay's response to the senfencexwas at
first to ignore it, and then finally to defy it. The
obstinateiclergyman refused to givé up his spiritual
authority in submissiqncio the Spanish church esiablishment
in Manila. On Ociifff 23, 1899, under the persuasion of an ‘
influential former member of the Revolutionary Goverggént,
Apolinario Mabini, Aglipay,called,together a generai
assembly of Filipino,priests(at Paniqui, Tarlac, for the
purpose of organ121ng them as he had envisioned in his first

circdldr one year prior {(October 21, 1895). Twenty-seven

clergy, mostly from the northern provxnces‘of Luzon, were
o h s '
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present. for the conference. Aglipay reassured them that
, L
under the' conditions of war, Spanish ecclegiastical

leadership in the Islands was "impeded" and therefore, it .
M 7 . “

was the responsibility of Filipino clergy to assume the

x

L &

- ‘ &

direction of schism with the Roman Catholie church. The.

governing fupctions of their church which presenﬁly operated
withoqt direction. He explained that papal approval of L
their irreguiar conduct was ESsentigl, put'impossible wh;le
the Philippines were still at. war.” The main accomplishment
of the Assehbly was the adopt{on of a Provisional
Constitution wﬁich established, for native clergy, a ne&
church structuré, its rélationship to the Ré&olutionary
Government and to Spanish priésés and prelates. For ‘

example, canon VI of the Constitution, one of the more

. e b 4
radical provisions, read: ’

The Council will not recoynize any foreign bishop
as pastor of any diocese of the Philippines -
without previous approval of the majority39f the
Filipino priests in_ a general plebiscite.

il a

Although the constitutibﬁ of the Assembly waé never
implemented, it was in fact a public declaration by Filipino
clergy of independence from the Spanish ‘ecclesiastical

h%prarchy; and altfjough it professed to complete allegiance

. o L4
with Rome, it was most conspicuously a first step in the

’

eventual move to separate froq the established chu;ch

©

completely, might have come sooner had it not been for the

~ . c
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Philippine- American war whlch slley broke down native
,re51stance‘§;oerally, leaving Fll:glnos powerless to act.
Nevertheless, revolutionary leaders had ostensibly,
accoﬁplished an astonishing feo};;&he confplete seizure of
spiritual authority from Spanish ecclesiastics--an event
which, Achutegui and Bernad lament, has not been glven
commensurate’ con51deration in Phllippine church hlstorles.

From the moment F111p1nos declared themgelves an
»

independent nation-(June 12, 1898)vthey sought to challenge

LY

and undermine the traditional jurisdictions of the religious

orders and even thé—legitimacy of the church itself, with
their o;n laws. For example, on June 20, 1898, while nati;e
- revolutionaries battled Spanish soldiers with American guns,
Aguinaldo decreed that according to Philippine law canonical
marriages were invalid unless p}eceedéd by a civil
ceremony. The mandatorycnature‘of civil marriages was "
‘"reiterated again in August 1898: and adopted by the Maiolos
YRepub;ic; Uhderotandably, objeotién;to the law atose among
those elements whom, althouéh antiéfriar, wished: to preserve
the tradition;i prerogativos of the church. For the most

part though opposition was minimal even among Filipino

% x

prlests who Smely lacked the strength to resist.
The most fiery instance of inter-Filipino contest with
. regard to religion came in November 1898,  as Malolos

" delegates debated Title III of the ‘draft constitution,
- e '
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© temporary provisfbn which passed adoption in the new

'Calderdn's initial proposition and read: ' o

162

o A
presentéd to the Malolos Congress by*atﬁorney Felipe
Calderon. Calderon, -ardently anti-friar yet HEading the
strongly conservative faction of. the Céngress;‘fought for
the unity‘?f éhurch and state with Roman Cat alicism as the‘
oﬁﬁicial religion of the Republic (as was thd situation
under Spanish rule){ but tolerant of ﬁinoriiy sects. The °’
gebates went on,and on, one side dwelling on the past
conflicts and alduse of church;state partnership (i.e.
clericalism; the relegatiop’?fVChurch to a subordinite - ('“
department of the State);wand the otﬁer extolling its moral
and spiritual advantéges {i.e. acEpowledging‘God‘s supreme

role in temporal matters; fostering national unity).33

- o
final vote was taken among 52 delegates on an amendment tb

The

‘The state recognizes the freedom and equality of
all religious worigip, and tqg separation of
Church and State. . '

-
¢

' ‘ ; . \
The first result of balloting was a tie, while the s%cond

favoured the amended broposal by only one vote. The entire

&

argument was’ so emdtionally‘as well as politically Y

delicate,35 revolutionary leaders replaced Title ,III with a
¢ 4

‘.

constitution. The issue of church and state had been

"'deferred to a Later} unspecified date. - Theoretically, the

separation of church énd state had‘triumphedr practically,

L

the status quo still reiéned,

-

\

\
rﬁh“'%uvui"mw e e e AP e
" - -

e ——TT AT pom e



[ty

163

" The passion provoked by the status of chyrch and state
du;ing the Malolos Congress is ver; revealing. The authors
of the constitution defTBeered with 300 years of history
heavy in their memories. While most Filipinos agreed that

clericalism and friary were completely adverse to Philippine

. development and national dreams, not all, not nearly a

W o

majority of the Lopqlation, were yef willing to forfeit
Roman Catholicism or religion. Both were absoluteiy‘
intrinsic to a particular understanding of realityﬁ~even
minimal erosion 6f the validity of that worldview would’ ..
require many more years of contact with a secular world. On
the other hand,‘the very fact that so many of the Filipino

elite espoused such a radical stand waé‘an indication that

‘native attitudes‘could and were, genuinely changing.

L3

Leandro H. Fernandez, a lelplno d&toral student wrote:
It is truly surpr1s1ng that a Cathollc country .
should have taken such a liberal view regarding
the separation of Church. and State and the freedom
of worship. It can only be accounted for because
of the many abuses and tyrannies that had resulted
from a union of Church and State in the Islands,
and from the fact that the members of the Congress
were of a superior type, many of whom were well
educated and had had opportunity for travel in
countries in which abuses of the Church did not
exist. Many, no doubt, felt that a continuation
of the union of Church and State in the
Philippines would involve a continuation of the ' ;
friar rule and this they desired to avoid at all o ool
costs, even to the extenseof permitting other . 4 .
religions to enter . . ]

Fernandez' observation raises/an interesting point ' S

»
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'e§sential to remember though, is that the judgements of .
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e’

about the conviction of the congress-members based on their
social class and level of education. Throughout Philippine
history the disparizy of political and social consciousness
tweeﬁ leading Filipino townsmen and the masses was always .
gaping. From pre-conquest times, the mative population had"
willingly and simply deferred to the judgements(and opinions

of their respected leaders. In fact,ythe role of any given

individual entitled "leader" was, within .his particular -

sphere of responsibility (i.e. family, barrio, town or

country), preciseiy to make decisions for those subject to
him with full concern, of course, for their welfare and

interests. The masses, in response, almost instincfively

placed ‘an unyielding trust in the decisions of their’
.superiors. It is improbable that the views of the Malolos

delegates reflected those of the ordinary Filipino. What is

-

native leaders, especially in matters of national
importance, were cbmpletely accepted and as far ‘as they'
could be comprehended, iﬁtéqratgd intd'native reality.

With fégard to educétion, Title IV, Article 23 of the
Malolos constitution sought, again, to liberalize that

A { ) .
jurisdiction which had been traditionally’ coveted and

controlled by the Spanish missionaries;
!

Any Filipino can found and maintain establishments
of instruction or education, in accordance with
theoprovisions which are established.  Popular
education shall be obligatory and gratuitous in
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the schools of’the nation.

Finally, based on the continued partnership of church
and state, the legality of the Spanish religious
corporations‘and the disposition of their vast landed
estates were clarified according to Philippine law. On

€ianuary 1, 1899, and agaxn on the 23rd following the
proclamation of the Republic, President Aguinaldo announced
the expulsion of all regqular Spanish clergy from Philippine
territory regardless of their ecclegsiastical rank, and

including those unordained ministers who had dedicated

) themselves permanently to the life and fuanions of a

Religious. In an additional provision of the new

constitution the Republic declared that as of May~24, 1898,

. all friar "buildings, prope ies, and other belongings . - .

will be understood as restored to the Flllplno
n37. ‘Indeed, much of the resentment built up

against the missipnaries was aggrevated by their claims_to/

some of the most fertile and productive lands in the

Philippines. At the time of the Malolos Republic the

Dominican order owned 161,953 acres, the Augustinians ;

151,742 acres, and the Recollects—93,035 acres, distributed.

all across the Islands.38

Unfortunately, the First Philippine Republic did not ‘

Ll S s

last long enough to implement its impressive constitution

and evolve‘over time into the popular,'representative and

I'd
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resbonsible" regime to which it aspired. on February 4,
1899, as U.S. troops proceeded to occupy Philippine
gerritory,against the wishes of its native inhabitants, war
broke out again--the Americans battling to establish their

proclaimed soyéreignty, and Filipinos to defend their .

Vs
independence. But from this point onward,:steadfast
political direction and control by native revolutionaries

over the destiny of their country, were lost. The First

o

Philippine Republic came to an end on March 23, 1901, with
the capture’of its President, Emilio Aguinaldo, by American
soldiers disguised as Filipinos. Despite the‘obvious
superiority of tRe foreign troops warfare‘aragged on for

another year after Ag inaldo's seizure, ending finally on

April 16, 1902. Another era in Philippine history had begun,
this time undgrffhe leadership of the United States.

While the fi phasé‘of the Revolution. engaged
Filipino soldiers‘in war against the,épppession of friary,

its Revolutionary Government was not able to élter the
ofganization and power of Spanish missionaries over native
lives. Young and naive, the government at Biaknaﬁato always
anticipated Spanish cooperation qith native demands.
Revolégionafy leaders soon came to fealizﬁ though, that they
wSuld have to become more resélute and ;ggressive, if they? )
didn't wish to-remain permanently victiﬁ to exploitation by

Hispanic church and state authority. So, during the second

e e Sevemes w W
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phase of revoiution, Filipino leaders changed theif style. -
Fired by relgfhtless Spanish arrogance and abuse; by American
support and then deception; and ;ith a more definite
perception of what they wanted for their future,
revolutiohary lead;;s took drastic steps to undermine status
qué power_relationships inhibiting national emancipation and
independence. But unfortunately, no matter what Eheir

’

tactic was (i.e. ré;igious coup‘d’etat or revolutionary
legislation), several factors alway;‘worked in their
disfavour. For one, the philosobhical and‘social disparity
between natives kept the population largely divided. While
a sage‘ﬁajority of Filipinos could claim profound
anti-Spanish and anti-friar sentiments, other "nationél"
feelings were not so clear cut or sweeping. Beside the
major dichotomy between elite and masses, the native upper
class was broken into clergy and laity; the laity into pro ’
and anti-Roman Catholic church, .pro and anti—religion;.the
clergy into pro-Revolutionary Government and pro-Roman '
Catholic church establishment. But even if Filipinos had
been more ideologically gohesive, they were still up against
yet énother challenge--the military mighi of a new imperial
power, the United States,'whose troops continued to flood
the Islands.  Through the Treaty of Paris the-Americans ‘

gained 1egal.soveréignby»over the Philippine Islands and, as

we have seen, moved in to annihilate what 'self-determined

"
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course'Filipinos had carved out for themselves durﬁﬁé‘the

past two and a half years of revolution.
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" Section III: o . . (\FS;\\’
American Solution tgaFria;y and .Church-State ‘ "

Relationship in the Philippines

i

From the moment the Amerfcans destroyed the Spahish
fleet in Manil;.harbtur and tenaciously pursued the conguest
of the Philippine Islands, they set themselves up for
participation in the archipélago's complex religious
affairs. The climactic Treaty of Paris fused U.S. .
involvement therein,. and led to the Highly del}cate process
‘of~diséntanglement and redirection, a la Ameéricaine, of a\v
'profoundiy entrenched religioﬁs tradition. fn this fiéal
section I aim to accomplisb two'thihgs: to ‘look at Americﬁn
response to the twogmost tanéible legaqies of friary'
confrontiﬁg them upoﬂ official installation in thé'Islands‘
(i.e. the missionaries themselves and their lands): to
identify American policy on religion and analyze its
immediate implications for spiritual, social. and political
life in the Phlllpplnes. | — |

Through the Treaty of Paris, Spain implicitly ylelded
authority over the structure of Philippine church-state
'relatlonshlp to the U S., and made several explicit
prov1s1ons for her remaining religlous 1nterest in the":

"Islands. Article x of the peace Treaty assured freedom of

religious pract1ce in the Philxpplnesr an arrangement .which
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up until this time Spain was reluctant to even imagine let

alone adopt, but which safequarded the right of Spaniards to

perpetuate their brand of Christianity amid a

v

obliged the Americén government to "undertake
release of all Spanish prisoners in the hands

insurgents'in Cuba and the Philippines", many

noted earlier,1 were friars being held by the

Government for political bargaining purposes.

potential .

. variety of Ngrth American choices. Article VI of the'Tfeaty

to obtaiq the
of the

of whom, és
Revolutionary

Article VIII,.

concerned wiéh Spanish landholdings, stated that American.

assumption of authority in the Islands could not "in any’

4

respect impafE the propérty or rights which by law belong to

p

bodies . . ." Through these particular terms,

[

the eaceful possessioﬁ'of bropertY.bf ail.kiﬁds, I
@f

lic or private establishments, ecclesiastical or civic

the Treaty’of

Paris placed the United States in a“perplexing situation.

Against the febrile antifri&ry rampagihg its newly won

“colony, the Americén‘government had committed itself to

’prbtecting the lives, lands ‘and reiigion of Spanish

missionaries. Legally, Spanish friars were free to return

to their vacant ‘parishes (though'realistically this could

not yet happen) and 'were entitled to protection under the

law if they chose to do so.2 And as far. as the Vatican was

‘concerneQJGthéy were still vested with the fart ;orce of -

their ecelesiastical power. But as the United States

i
i

:
1
i
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endeavoured to keep her.part of the Paris %reaty, the more
practical corsequences 6f her role in Filipino-friar
contentions b;came fearfwlly'apparent. At this point it was
up to Americarn politicians to set their own priorities
straight, angiyor out a solution which wéula honour their
T;i:} while not unduly provoking Filipino
sensibilities.

Every step tiken by U.S. authorities upon occupation
of the Isiands was observed by Filipino revolutionaries with
susbicious contemét. American moves seemed to confirm over
and over again their worst fears--that the latter indeed,
piotted wfth Spanish briests to re-establish friary in the
Philippines. For example, when the reputedly pro-friar
American Archbishop, Placide Chapelle, arrived in Manila on
JanuarQEZ, 1900 (the delegate chosen by the Vatican to
handle the Philippine church situation)}, Filipinos felt
deceived as Military Govérgor Elwell Otis joined the
despised friar Archbishop No;aleda aggva group of friar

cohorts, to give Chapelle .an all too impressive welcome,

Chapelle's American nationality.and tactlessly open alliance

‘with the Spaniéh religious orders combined as proof to

Filipinos of their clandestine intrigue against native

‘interests;3

But this time Filipino worries were unwarranted.

- Whether or not Ameriqin prelates supported Spamish friary

.
@:&% 5 Forer e B
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{which would not be surprising), aﬁd whether or not Ameriicarr

polltla?ans had promised to safeguard Spanish llves, U. S.

officials were definitely not interested in uSLng the filars

to manipulate the Filipino masses, nor in supporting them as

) PR} .
Spain lﬁ‘ﬁgne. Their first challenge then, was to prove -

[

this to Fil;i.pinos .

©On July 6, 1900, Military @evernor Arthur MacArthur
(Otis' successor) circulated a pledge to the people of the
Philippines, clearly outlining fundamental American policy

on religion. - It clarified an altogether new approach to

2

church-state relationship in the Islands:

As under the Constitution of the United States
complete freedom is guparanteed . .. and there
must be a complete separation of Church and State,
so here the civil government of these Islands -
hereafter to be established will give the 'same

that no form of religion shall be forced by .th
government upon any community or upon any citizen
of the Islands; that no minister of religion in
following his calling in a peaceful and lawful
-manner - shall be interfered with or molested by the
government. or any -persen; that no  public funds 5
shall be used for the support of religious . ¢
organizations or any member thereof; that no
official process shall be used to collect A
contributions from thé people for the support of
any church, priest or religious order; that no
minister of religion, by virtue of his being a
minister, shall exercise any public or
governmental office or authority and that-the
Separation of Church and State must be complete

ang entire.

In pursuance of the poli mbodied in the
forpgoing paragraph, it i¥ apparen5 that
copgregations, by independent individual action,
s6 far as any governmental interference is
concerned, may reject any clergyman who is not .
. acceptable to the majority of the communicants of - -
the parish, and prevent his ministrations therein
-by such means as are suitable to accomplish the

~ & v
,‘\\ security to the citizens thereof, and guarante ’ <\ N4

' 3
. ' ] .
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purpose, provided that any agtion in the premi

es
be not accompanied by application of violence.i

. Uhderstandab&x, the American promise (cirdﬁ{gted‘in

the Spanish language only) was treated with careful

“

skepticism by Filipinos. This time.around only solid action

was going to win their confidence, -Those issues immediately

disturb}ng to Filipinos, ané which)therefore became of
primary concern té U.S. strategies, were the fate of' the
friars and Eheir vast lanééd prdpefties.

that either\gne of these occupied oroclaimed Philippine

territory, plagued Filipinos with the fear of perpetual

enslavement. ‘And as if to reinforce their gloom,. the

putlook of the Spaaizzem1551onar1es remained, after all the

tribulation endured
J

relentlessly -hopeful and optimisti¥. James A. LeRoy

ver years of revolutlonary act1v1ty, s

described their disposition: B
The general attitude of thé friars, both then and
for some time afterward, was that of saying to the
people, through their publications of various

- sorts, through occasional emissaries to work up
petitions for their, return to their parishes, and
through the Filipino priests who remained
actually, not just outwardly, obedient to the
friar archbishop and friar bishops: "The
insurrection must scon end, for the Filipinos
cannot hold out much 1onger° we shall be ,
recognized and’ protected by the United States as
we were by Spain;. if you want to be on the sgfe
side in the future, you must be for us now,

) - , ' #® R
On January 31, 1900, the First Philippine Commission®
. ! / .
(Schurman Commission), "an advisory bedy appointed by'

a

s o AR A
-a

The mere knowledge '
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L e %
'.x : " President McKlnley to: 1nvestlgate and make rQEQmmendatlons
| ’ 1
reflevant tohaqntemporary conditions in the Phlllpplnes,

‘%ubmltted its final report. It contended .that the hatred

for Spanish agiars, indeed deep-seated and thorough among
- h N -

. [, ! the natlve population, was rooted primérily in the fact
that the religious corporatugns owned-so much land. It

41 recommnended there{g;e, the' purchase of these lands by the

¥ :‘~ ; American government and th%iq resale to natives'in small

ﬁw'tracts, at affordable prices. " Seventeen months later the,

T , ' - g A- . ]
'g' K Second Phrilippine Commissibﬁ%‘under the leadership of
4 , . ) ) , . 3 ’ , .
' & - 'WilliaM Howard Taft, came to the same conclusion. 1In a
o % . " ! * . N X
' > recommendation dated June 30, 1907, they stressed the .y -
\ L3 2 ’—\‘ . ‘“‘

, > urgency of its admlnlstratlon' T ;
‘ . s I . .
;e .o he Matter is a preSslng one, for’ the action of
R R : the, courts in egforc1ng legal decregs in favour of .
;T the, real owners” of the land against the tenants
o Lo will be.a constant source bf irritation, riot,.and:
. ‘ : . lawlessness in the provinces where land is, and 0 o
» ‘ ' .~ will ledd to-disfrust and uneasiness everywhere.

% ~

. , ' Despite the fact that ‘neither of the two Commissions
PR N ) . ) t { " _ L 4
y ‘ fo:mally”suggesxgd the withdrawal of the.friars from the -
. Islands altegether, it was certainly not a remote

5 I'd o —h— ' )
é : alternative. Vafipus,memberg sitting on either Commissjon
‘E C *-“supported and encouragea théir expulsion for the sake of ﬁ'

future Amerlcan FillpinO relatibns.11

] . . . ll" .
SR : wrote: . AT e , S

W
~In 1902 William ;‘aft
) .

'_'. ' If the pqrchase of the lands of ‘the friars and the
7t 4. adjustment of all other guestions arising between

Mg an -
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. the Church and State should include a withdrawal
of the friars from the Islands, it would greatly
. facilitate the harmony between the government anc?2
the peopge and between the Church and the S€adte.
o ‘ ' William Taft was particularly concerned with the fate
of friary in the Islands. As early as July, 1902, the month
following his arrival in Manila with the Second Philippine
Commission, he had approached the missionaries with an offer
; ) .
) to purchase their lands at a good price, on the condition
. that they proﬁise not to giiback to their parishes, or at
least not to return as phrish priests. The.willful friars

flatly rejected Taft's suggestion--after all, they anxiousiy

anticipated their resumption of parochial tasks and , s

D

functions.13

Why in the world would they waﬁt_to undermine
@ . ‘Eh'eir: mission at thlis point?

Many months passed by after this and the frigf issue
dragged on, unresolved. On July 4, 1901, the Americans
terminated military rule in th% Phil;pgines and established
(Civil Government with William Taft as first Civil
Gox‘/ernbr.14 And 3s the Unitgd giates“undertook to evolve its
¥ own political plang, éuerrilla warfare perservered between
Filipino an Aﬁerican soldiers. It wasn't until May 9,
19025,that the Ameficap Secretary of War, Elihu koot;;

i

CA instructed Taft to return from busines§ in Washingtdbn via

Rome, in order EP negotiate directly with the Vatican on the

~subjéb€ of Spanish priestsvand church property. In the name

‘of pﬁhlic welfare and good government, the Aﬁericanq would i

. .
. . . . T
¢ .

Y e ———
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"odds, with Spain, and would infer the accuracy of all those

‘base accusations 'aimed at the missionaries, blatahtly false
) R (: .
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.
make a diplomatic attempt to eliminate friary as a problem
in the Philippine§: On the one hand they were constrained to

acknowledge the legal rights of the missionaries and could

'ﬁot, as E}lipinos preferred, outright confiscate church

lands and immediately expel the priests. Even if the friars

'cdnstituted a threat to peace in fhe colony, they would have

to be removed without insulting the Roman Catholic
establishment. On the other hand, even if the Americans
were going out of their way to arrive at a. settlement with

the religioug orders, they didn't want Filipino nationalism

15

to appear or feel all the mhre powerful as a result. After

weeks of discussion in Rome, .T was able to negotiéte what
he considered a disappointing ba y Vatggan agreed to

‘support the purchase of friar lands by the U.S. government

th:ough the mediation of a papal delegate actlng on their - '

behalf, if the friars wanted to sell; maintained that

Spanish priests were still free to return to their curacies

if their respective native communities wished to accept them

" back; and-Tefused to aéguiesce to their forced withdrawal

from the Philippinés. If they wanted, the friars could leave
the Islands voluntarily. According-to the Vatican, their, - .
forced withdrawal would place the Americans at odds with ..

their obligation to. the Paris Peace Treaty, the Vatican at

e
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'
or.exaggerated concoctiops.16 :

L

cooperation of the friars as far as possible. He arrived in

Taft proceeded back to Manila hoping to secure the

August, 1902, to find the Spanish missionaries now ready to
do business. The immensely complicated task of }ana\ .
ggrchase could begin, the entire process involving the
following steps.

To gyart off, the American governﬁent would have to
verify the legality of Religious land titles. Many |

Filipinos held that the religious orders could not show

valid titles for their lands which, by national right,

. belonged to the Filipino people anyway. The question rested

then, on’whether or not the principle of "prescription"
(legality of titles based on use over lang beriods of time)
applied to the property claimed by any of the religious
corporations.*‘

Next in the proceés of land purchase, the immediate
ownership of the\titles had to be distinguished. Many friar
land titles had been transferred to varioﬁs corporations and
individugls with the ecclesiastics holding the controlling

interest. For example, the Augustinians had transferred all

of their agricultural lands to the "Sociedad Agricola de

Ultramar"; the Dominican lands were to be found under the

“"Philipgine Sugar Estates Developing Co. Ltd."; and the

Recollects had signed their land over to the "British Manila

( .

. .
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Estates Company Ltd. of'Hong Kong". Such transfers made the
purchase of fhe lands even more complicated as agents n&w
Knas to negotiate,with representatives from these companies‘
in addition to those of the religious orders.

What might have provoked the friars to deal with their
lands in this way? Ever sincé war had é;upted in 1896;'most'
of the 60,000 tenapts occupying church.terriLory had not
paid their rents. It was held that the transfers (dated
f898, 1899 and 1900) were an effort on the part of the
priests to collect rents'peaqefuliy,‘believing that the
tenants would pay opce suré that the friars were no lon&ex

Lthef?‘landiofds.17 : ! a
_The last steps of the t;?psacﬁipn involved the
,évaluation of the lands and*?greement by both parties on a
purchasing price. The combigalionsof all of the above
resulted in months of elaborate investigatioé'and hard
bargaining. Finally, on December 22, 1903, the land
contracts were signed. The Philippiné Government had bought

410,000 acres'® of church property for $7,239,784.66, a high

/ e *
price as far as business deals go. Taft reconciled the cast

to its therapeutic function:

We paid a large price’fg} the lands because we
_were-paying for.a political object. We were not
making,a land speculation . . . There has thus
been e&iminated an gpen sore in the social and
political body of the Islands which would have
involved them in constant pain1gnd most injurious
disturbances of law and order, )

’
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More importaﬁ;ly to Filipinos though, the economic

.sovereignty of the Spanish missionaries dissipated with the
‘purchase of their lands. The transaction indicated to them g
tha£ the political powerhold of the friars might have indeed
been broken for good when the Americans defeated Spain back

]
At first the resale of friar lands to Filipinos went

in 1898.

.smogthly. Those areas -already ocgupied‘by.tenagt farmers
were bought up almost immediately,dgnder long-~term contrécts
and leaseQ%Which allowed 20 years for repayment. But once
occupied lands were sold or leased, general land sales
slowdd down significantly. By August 29, 1911, 173,772-1/2

\

acres of friar land remained on the market, with no sign of
' 4
imminent resale. This began to worry the Philippine

government - who had purchased the lands with borrowed money
(compoundgd with interest and expensive administrétive fees)
and who f;;nd th?mselvgs consequently, under pr;ssure-to

r dispose of them as quickly as possiblé; If they could not
repay their loan through land resales they would be obliged
to raise monef through taxation, burdening a population who

[y

did not directly henefit ffom the land transaction to begin

_with.

1 ) . -
The idea behind séiifhg the-friar lands back to

Filipinos in iimited parcels, was to allow for the
5 ‘

éevglopment of small, independent landgwners, no longer

'subject to the extravagances and oppression which. \

¢

-

[
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sovereignty ‘of the Spanish monkg dissipa@ed with the '
purchasé of their lands. The transaction ‘indicated to them
that the political poWerholdvof the‘friars might.have indeed”
been broken for good when the Amerfcaﬁs‘defeatéd Spain back
in 1898. | .

At firét’the fesale of f?iar\land;'tb filipinos went
smoothly. Those areas already occupied by tenant farmers .
were  bought ué.almost imrMediately, under long-term contracts
and leases which allowed 20 years for repayment.giaut once,
occﬁpied iénds weré gold orAleaSea, general land sales
‘ slowed doWn'signifiqantly. By August‘29, 1911, 173,77211/2
acrés of “friar land remained on the market, with no sign of
imminent resale. ' This began to worry the Philippine
" government who had purchased the lands with borrowed money
(compodhded wikh interest ;hd expensivye admin;strat;ve fees)
and who found themselves consequently, ,under pressure to
dispose of them as quickly as possible. If they could not
repay their 1loan thr;ugh land resalés they would be obliged
to raise money through taxation, buréenibg a population who

did not directly.benefit from the land transaction to begin

~ . I .
with. ' .
The idea behind selling the friar lands back to
. . »
“Filipinos in limited parcels, was to allow for the

development.of-spal}, independent landowners, no longer

subject to the éxtravaganées and oppression which

4 N~
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1

predominated their previous experience. The Americans

anticipated thousands of natives rushing out to buy pieces
of property, anywhere across the” country, elated with the-
prospect of economic independence. But Filipinos, an

extremely community-oriented people accustomed to living in

small viliages, could not be enticed by an offer of land

when it dictated isolation and insecurity apart from their
barrio "barkadas". So as the American homé;tead idea failed
to attract customers, land sales, especially of those vacant
and uncultivated, cont1nued to decline. ‘

On the other hand, government offic1als realized that
the areas most difficult to sell to Filipinos could probably
be SOIq in larger tracts to corpofations interésted in
developing the country's natural resource industfy. As it
stood now, limited by quotas on land acreage, the latter
could not secure enough territory to‘make business in the
Philippineé profitable for them. Opening up friar lands in
this way would nétnonly solve the Government's financial
dilemma, but would provide natives with employment o
opportunities and bring badly needed capital into the
country. Consequently, on July 3, 1908, the legal
réstrictions on maximum land-adreag;u;hicﬁ cquld be sold to

20

an individual or corporation, were removed. (Thfé decision

was passed unanimously in the all- Filipino assembly of the

Philippine legislature.) Indeed, the Philippine government

-
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provoked by the abrogated land restriction,
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regarded itself as fortunate when, in following,
corporatiéns bought- and moved into ter;itories‘of +

unoccupied, uncultivated friar lands, in isolated locations

‘where it might take generations before Filipinos would be

réadyvto buy them.

Because of ensuing controversy over the alleged abuse
21 on February
28, 1914, the Philipbine legislature (now completely "under .
Filipino control) again limited the salg'of friar lands tol
16 hectares per individual, and 1,024 hectares fog‘al‘
corporation. Two years iater in 1916, the Philippine
Government Law commanded that all friar lands remaining
unsold, if not conside;ed'part of the "public domain", be
placed under the final authority of the Philippine

legislature. Otherwise, decisions by the Legislafure with

regard to friar'lands were subject to the approval of the

.American President. The question hence was, were the friar

lands "public domain", or not?22

‘Policy with regard to the sale of the church property
remained ambiguous. Nénetheless, one crucial and enduring
consequence of it was that once quanéity restrictions had

been removed from land transactions in 1908, the door was

‘immediqtely opengd to the arrival of transnational .

corborhtions which wasted n§ time in establishing subsidiary

}branchés abroad. While the sale of small areas of land to

— 3
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Filipinos eventually put-the Philippine govetnment in debt,

as purchasers failed to produce the crop-yield sufficient

v

for their payments, the situation thus created was not an
irreversible one. But the sale of ffiar lands to imdustry

* was the beginning of a new era for international
profit-oriented business in the Philippines--an era in whiéh
Filipin&s witnessed the perpetuaffbn, in a different form,.~

. of the éxplpitative landlord-tenant relations of the past.
’ As for the fate of the épanish missionaries in the
.Philippines,»it seems that voluntary withdrawdl was takeB
more seriously than éxpected.‘ Out of the 1,124 friars >

resident inlthe Islands at the outbfeak of war in 1896, by

o

‘December 1, 1903, only 246 of these‘femained,23 involved
primarily in educa;ional~work in the large; cities. Why the
‘change in attitude? A combination of rejection by
iqdividualvrural parishes,24 the(increésingly.popular

tendency of Vatican to replace the higher Spanish church

25

officials with American.and Eilipino,priests, add_the fead

1
created by U.S. attitudes and actions pointing toward the

destruction of the ongoing hold of friafy over life in the

Y

Philippines, made the venture back to their parishes all the
more precarious an§ insecure; Concerning their lack of

unqualified American support, James A. LeRoy astq}ély

s

concluded:

"It is significant that-the friars, though free to .
return to their parishes'in most ‘districts since

; N

L7 .
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1900, and in all since 1901, have in but a few
cases ventured back into the towns of the more
settled and populous provinces. They would have
done so, -could they have been assured of the
special favour and protection of American military
power, and c¢ould they have gone back carry%ng the
virtual threat to their opponents that the
"Government was behind them", as it was in the old
days. With the purchase of their landed estates
by the new Government in the islands, and-the
final assurance that they could expect nothing
more than a free field and no favours under the
present administration, the "friar-question" under
its old form has almost beea eliminated from the
Philippine situation . .

a

LeRoy also maintained that that partieular component of tee_'
Filipino populationlwhich barred friars from returnihg to
their parlsheerwas the educated middle class, the more
resolutely rad;cal sector of the nationalist movement. He
beiieved that if the Americangihad cared to control this .
groub under force of arms (cbnetituting what' he thought
would have been “a’political mistake of the crassest sort

for the Government"),‘then‘it would have been fairly easy

for the majority of Spahish~missionariesfto:retgrn to their

folds and 61d roles, even in those areas where the .impact of

the revolution had been great. He based his conclusion on

»

“the fearful, obedient and humble nature of the ordinary

farmer, and upon the manipulative hold of S$panish priests ?\

over the native women.27

It is indeed amazing that after such a long and -
concentrated\experience with Hispanic‘Chfistianity, its

basic principle of church-state union, and all that this\

\ ’
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missionaries arriving from Europe and America were
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union implied, would be so decisively reversed almost

overnight. And if, as‘:LeRoy suggests, a significant portion
of the rural population were maintained in tﬁéir \
revolutionary spirit by a minority of educated rebels whose
absence would allow_Spanish'friary to flourish once again
unconstrained, then what could "the separation of church and
state" 6r "freedom of religion" possibly mean to the average
Filipino?

The fact that the Americans could still effectively
bait the masses with the threat of friar-rule even after

most of them had gdhe,z8

that the arrival of new Protestant
groups to the Philippines provoked native hostilitiés even
to the éoint of violence (believing these to be the
substi@qtes‘for a new American-funded friarjrule),z9

indicate the confusion of the masses and their lack of

comprehé&;ioﬂ‘with regard to the new religious policy; Only

v

‘time could successfully illustrate.to them the depths of its '

meaning and prove to them that fr;ary was, without doubt, an
institution of the.past.

The new relatiqnship between church and state, and
freedom ofrworship, were to substantially alter the nature

of spiritual, social and political life in the Phili?bines:

"While Filipinos severed’direct contact with Spanisﬁ bléod

and ;radition, the intent and anticipated function of -




, pdssed providing for free and ééﬁpulsory, secular priﬁary
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Aifférehﬁ.l Roman Catholicism was no longer the official
state religion. Many other Christian denominations freely
established missions across the country; the Philippine
Independent Church broke away from Roman Cathoiicism and

30 The Patronato

developed openly @ithout state interference.
Real with all of its mutually supportive alliances and
agreements became obsolete; no longer couié priests hold
positions in the civil administratiqnf no longer could they
involve themselves in worldly enterprise, could they
circumscribe, predetermine or manipulate national life.

While the American government forfeited the right to make
ecclesiastical appointments, to control church property anq -
money, neither wo;ld it sustain the livelihood and J

privileges of any priest. Where ecclesiastical influence

and inflexibility had once intimidated civil authorities 1&

vy

into supporting or enforcing their teﬁporal and spirispafﬁy
3

designs, a,secular ruling power now usurped major roles in
facets of town life once monopolized by the‘religious. For
the first time the church could no 1ongeriprofect it¥elf

: L . ‘

* .
with claims to ecclesiastical immunity buﬁxlikg its civil

. cbuhterpar s, became subject to the laws of the land. ’ }

" In eddeation, a genuinely secularized system would
soon predominate. On January 21, 1901, amid much fireq ) '

controversy, the Public School Bill, Act Seventy-Féur! was.

- . » r
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education. _Section 16 of the Bill, dealing~with reiigious“
instruétion, stated that school tgachers were forbidden to
teach‘religion“in their classrooms, to try a;dvinfluence ' k
their® students with their oyn religious views, Fo,make fun -

out of or criticize the religion of their pupils. Réliéid&gh
educaﬁion would be providedhfor on the sc;i:} premises, ®
after school hou:; only. Section,15 of the Act provided for
1000 American teachers to fill pedagogiqél positions across
the Islands. There was no sEecific statement regarding the \_ .

il

selection'of‘teachers, but Taft insisted that at least 200 .
of these, or more if possible;’be Roman gatholic.31

aAll of this’does not meanﬁto imply that Roman ’ :L
Catholicism in the Philippipes suddenly became less
important than befare. To the contrq;?, evenxtodayhtgg'

Islands remain pervasively Roman-'Catholic, steeped in all\

the emotion, colour and ritual of before.. Only this time A

" the religiosity fostered by Spanish friars in the past,

became separated from politics amd schogdl curriculum adding
a markedly secular dimension to town life. . Religi?sity‘

adjusted itself to the culfiiral idiosyncracies of new .

,prieéts (foreign or Filipino), and responded to new @%‘ : Qiﬂ

. . -\"I . Ha )
- political realities such as democracy and ﬁﬁﬁmalism, which

$

liberaliged and socialized the manifestation of their. - - B S "

Catholicism. - ‘ © L. » e
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In™834 the Philippines were officially ‘opened up to
world trade markets, ks

[ N

2The galleon trade was responsible for many ills in
the ?hilippines; nearly all Spaniardé in the’colony stayed

in Manila to speculate in and enjoy the proceeds from their .
parfic}pation in the préfitable érade-—thUS preoccupied,
political prerogatives were deiegateq to pariéh priésts who
gére left alone in the ﬁrovinces to carry on; engrossed in
andjsolely;dependent on the galleop trade for revenue, .
agriculture and industry in Ehe colony were«totally
neélected;'and the prohibition of o&her European ships to
. 'the Philippineé£ even of Spanish/trade with oéher Asian
countries, left the Islands ‘completefy closed off to thé

world.

e

. ' 3peodaro A. Agoncillo, A Short History of the - /

.Philippines,'The New American Library,’Inc., New York and

§ Toronto, Tﬂe Néw English Library Limited, London, 1969, p.
~ ) . '
' 66. ’ ' ‘
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- G. P. Putnanm's Sons, New York and London, 1905, pp.g

dports opened at Zamboarnga, Iloilo, Sual in

Pangasinan, Cebu, Legaspi and Taclo?an. 4

v
é

"SThis new native middle class'was not necessarily
descendant from the traditignal principalia but fhe line
which separated\ the two (the upper and middle class) almost’ ©

entire1y~disappearea during the 59th century.

6

James A. LeRo&, Philippine Life-in Town and Country,

£

“ 4 "~

150-151, guoting Dr. Feodor Jagor, (square brackets are

LeRoy's).

= u— ‘

7See_Chapter II, Section -I1I, footnqte #10. : ﬁh

8Horacib_de la Costa, Readings in Philippine History,

~

The BooiFark Inc., Manila, 1965, p. 176, quoting Enrile to

Secretary of State! Manila, October 20, 1831, Coleccidn
. £ - .

Pastells de Madrid (GPM), Filipinis VI, pp. 654-655.
' “r . T | ‘
' 2Costq, ibid., p. 180, quoting Ricketts to Lord -

Granville, Manila, March 10, 1872, in Public Records Office,
L d ' .

Londopz,?.0.~72/1322. ‘

@

10reddoro A. Agoncillo and Milagros C. Guerrero,

History of the Filipino People, Malaya Books, Quezon City,

1970, p. 159, quoting Marcelo " H. del Pilar, La Soberania

Monacal en Filipinas, Barcelona, Spain, 1899 (translation by

e .

- »

!
4
}
H
§
i
.
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Queensland, 1971, pp. 56-57.
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Y

Dr. Encizpaﬁfsn‘Alzond. 1957). : .

1Usha Mahajan1 wrltes' "The .argument’ of loyalty {to

Spainf} merits closer study’ for it was used by the Fillplnos .

with! the Americans and the Japanese as well, Filipino
\

.

intellectuals may have sincerely de51red Closer, but

'honourable assoc1at10n with Spaln, but there was alsg the’ .

question of strategy, ‘a’ pledge of loyalty was calculated to

-advance a case for reform. Under Spanish rule, a political

agitator was liquidated as an enemy but a "loyalist" could

|

not be so disposed of . . ." See Usha Mahajani, Philippine

Nationalism: External.Challenge and Filipino Response, '
¢ - /
1565-1946, University of Queensland Press, St. Lucia, '

! o
2

12Gerald H. Anderson\ed., Studies in Philippine Church

History, Cornell Uhivers;ty Press, Ithaca, N.Y., 1969. In
L4

article by Cesar Adib Majul, "Anticlericalism during.the

Reform Movement and the Philippine Rebolug}on", quofing José '

Rizal in Epistolario Rizalino fManila; 1938}, v(2nd part 3

1888-1896), p. 528 (translated by
A~

Majul, ibid., p. 161.

13

14

Majul, ibid., p. f63, quot the “Friar Memorial ,

gt ¥ My -

of 1698", Complete text found in BRPI, LIII, pp. 227-286.

.f\“,///' J

15For example, the tax reform of 1884 repealed the
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: . K .
despised tribute tax, only to replace it with the cedula
tax, a ygarly payment for identification pabers, the price
ad}u§ted,according to race and ciQ%l status. The idea
behind.both taxes remained identiéal--they were tokens of
acknéwiedgemen; of the Spanish king for his protection and
services, still symbols_of'a co{onized,peogle; the
Provincial Reform of 1886 took away eﬁfcutive and “
administrative powers from the:ngtoriohs,alcaldes mayores
and relegated thgm to judges of the courts of first™
instance, but simply handed over tb? same job to new;Spanish
Q& representatives in the titlé of Civil Governors; the royal

1

N\§Ec;ee of'1£89 applied the~Spanish Civil Code. to the

¢

Philippines but before it could even be imblémented, the
colonial governor withdrew several of its provisidns for
‘Filipinog--those pertaining to civil Tarriagé, civil

registratién and freedom of the press; the Moret. Decrees of

¢

. &
1870 which aimed to partially secularize education, and the

Maura Law of 1893 which planned to give more political

adtonomy to the larger towns, were never implemented; and so

on.

Section II

.
. 7

1Usha Mahajani quéstions whether or not Filipino

‘'nationalists were. genudinely willing to sétt;e for anything

less than total independence; he suggests that the demand

P

i '
- -t P prasrges. - 12
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s

for certain reforms was just a tactid ihuthe face of Spain's
obst{nate claim to unconditional sovereigntﬁ ézer the
Islands. He writes: "Even ideology and ideological
objectives cénnot be implemented without tactical

manouevres, " Sée Usha Nghajani, Philippine Nationalism:

External Challenge and Filipino Response, 1565-1946,

University of Queensland‘Press, st. Lucia, Queensland, 1971,

pPP. 56-57, 78-79. ' s

2LeRoy, The Americans in the Philippines, v.1,

Houghton Mifflin Company, Boston & New.York, 1914, p. 85.

<
3Quoted in Teodoro A. Agoncillo and'Milagros C.

Gﬁerrero, History of the Filipino People, Malaya Books,

Quezon City, 1970, p. 208.

(-

4Gregorio Zaide, 'Philippine Political and Cultural

Histbrz, v.2, Philippine Education Company, Manila, 1957,

pp. 173-174. . ’

‘\\5

v
v

Mahajani, op. cit., p. 78.

@Mahajani, op. cit., pp. 77-78.

7John Foreman, The Philippine Islands, Charles

A\ .

1

Scribner's sons, New York, 1899, p. 550.

1

\

8Geral‘d\ H. Aqderson ed., Studies in Philippine Church

History, Cornell University Press, Ithaca, N.Y., 1969. In
{
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article by Cesar Adib Majul, "Anticlericalism during the

Reform Movement and the fhilippide Revolution™, p. 165,
' ¥ -

9Majul, ibid., p. 564, quoting the "Friar Memorial

of 1898". Complete text found in BRPI, LIII, pp. 227-286.

\'1OSee Chapter III Section III footnote #8, for

9

identification of Taft Commission.

11Majul, op. ‘cit., p. 165, qguoting Sehate Document

No. 112, 56th Congress, 2nd" Session, p. 30.

o .
o
\ . . ot

1ZSpaiA\ggslarea war against the United States on
April 24, 1898. The following day the American Congress

proclaimed war with Spain as of April 21, 1898,

13Dewey's policy was to avoid armed conflict with the
w

Spanish until after American reinforcements had arrived.
Altogether, over 15 thousand troops and 641 officers were
sent to the Philippines to join Dewey after his victory in |

Manila Bay.

-
3

14WOod—Aguinaldo talks in HOng Kong from March to.

\ April 6, 1898; Pratt-Aguinaldo talks in Singapore in April

1898; Wildman-Aguinaldo talks in Hong Kong in May 1898.

15For more details 'see Mahajani, op. cit., pp. .

89-105; Zaide, op. c¢it:, pp. 184-85. For a completély

opposite version of the same story see Dean C. Worcester,

. |

SRR TR — ~
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/l, b
p .
The Philippines Past and Present, v.1, Mills and ﬂgon Ltd.,
London, 1914, pp. 18-66. ) . . /\*

N / |
j{GForeman, op. c¢it., p. 586, quoting S éate Document

~

No. 624 Part II, 55th Congress, 3rd Session,

- "3aide, op. cit., p. 195.

18

From Senate Dbcumgnt No. 62, Part 55th Congress,

’ s

ork of the ‘//*O

3rd Session, 1898-99, pp. 433-37.1The Retolutionary
Government replaced but continued the 7/

dictatorial reglme ‘established by A901¢;ld0 one month prior ,

on May 24, 1898. In the face of the ?pnfu51on and disorder
which dominated the Islands, Agulpa;éo had been advised to
temporaril§ postpone the creation ¢f a constitutional

government. = ) ‘ S

-

19

Mahajani, op. «cit., p./ 98.

N ! *
20'I‘he capture of Manila/by American and Filipino

soldiers was actually a shay. Prior to the event, top U.S.

and Spanish officials had pegotiated a surrender whereby ’
Spanisﬁ troops would fig?t for a shoft while to save f&ce ,_;{5~
for Spain, and then ho%#% the &hite flag. As part of the - L
L

secret agreement betwegen the two powers, upon seizure of.  : ..

4
Manila F1lip1nos weré to be prohibited from entering the
. capital for fear that native forces would proceed to T

masﬁacre their Spanish captives. ‘ i

. 2
‘ = - - L
RS -3 -
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21'f‘he Americans proclaimed military»occhpation of-

Manila on Auqust 14, 1898, urider General Wesley'Merriﬁt,~the

day after it was taken. . It;was the"ac;ual existence of war-

Y -~

which empowered the American president to set up a military

]
government in captured territory.
. .

22The total number of de{:gates increased up to 110.

% L] . "

23Of the 1,124 Spanish missionaries who resided in the

Philippines at the outbreak of the war in 1896, from 300 .to

400 of them were being held prisoner by the

revolutionaries. Charles Burke Elliéot claims that about 650

friars had beenkeitﬂer exiled or killed; and yet others took

.refuge in Manila under the protection of Spanish, and then

American arms. Filipino, rebels held many of the friars in

order to increase their bargaining bower as théy fought for
recognition of their independence by the 6.8. and the’
Vagaéén. Reports about the treapment ?f the captive
missibnaries 3éry from good, to humiliating and torturous,

. . -4
depending on the part of the country, the friar, his power

and previous conduct toward the natives. Charles Burke

Elliot, The Philippines ;o the End of Commission Government,
Greenwaod Press, N.Y., 1968, pp. 42-43; Anderson op. cit.;
in articlg by Peter G.'Gowing, "The Disentanglement of
Church and State early in{the American regime in the

Philippines", p. 204,

13

14

T
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24pated October 21, 22-and 28, 1898.

253ee Pedro S. de Achitegui and Miguel A. Bernad,

Religious Revolution in the Philippines, vol. 1, (first )

edition), Ateneo de Manila, Manila,.1960. L —

~

26por full .text of first circular see Achitegui and

Bernad, ibid., (2nd,edition, 1961), pp. 52-54.

27ibid"., pp. 69-72. Bishop Hevia prepared 2 documents

for Aglipay, both dated November 15, 1898. The first,
announqéd his appointmenp as Ecclesiastical Governor and the

other directed clergy of Nueva Segovia to 6bey and honour

g

their hew spiritual director.

28Ach6tegui and Bernad suggest that Aglipay'éithree

,réferences may'have also been beguiled by his professed

k3 et -

' . ' /
intentions; at least one of the tﬂree letters of

recommendaticn was written before the appearance of

Aglipay's first circular. o . !

29Achdtegui and Bernad, op. cit., p. 75.

ra

-30Ach6tegui and Bernad, op. cit.,-p. 79, guoting

N

from Circdlar’ZO, April 1, 1899.

-

3TAqhﬁtegui'and Bernad, op. cit., p. 89,

. N . N
~ »
“~

32Achﬁfegui and Bérnad, cit., p. 111,

op/
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33@chﬁtegui and Bernad, op. cit., (2nd edition,

1961), p. 58; Majul, . ob. cit., pp." 168-69; LeRoy, op.

¢it., p. 317 (footnote).

.

34Quoted in‘AgoncilloAand Guerferé, op. ,cit.; p.

L]

235.

3S"Aglipay's eﬁtire”positjbn and his effectiveness as
o ‘an agent for the Philippine Government depended oh the

supbogitién thaf he was a pSwerful figure in that
éovernmé&f; a supposition thaé wguld-have to be abandoned*in
a contht'whefe zhe Churphv%aa n6 longer any ties with the
:statei" Ach@;egui'and Bernad, op. cit., (2nd edition, !
1961), p.  63. e
. \"\., ° ¢

"3®Gowing, op. cit., p. 206, quoting Leandro H.

Fernandez, The Philippiné Republic, unpublished PhD.
dissertation, Faculty of Political Science, Columbia

University, 1926, pp. 124-25.

-,37Quoted,in Majul, op. cit., p. 167.

38Elliot, op. cCit., p. 43. William Howard Taft

>

reports a total of 425,000 acres in friar hands at this
time. See Special Report of Wm. H. Taft, Secretary of War, -
"to the Presidént on the Philippines, January 3, 1908 (Manila

0

1909) pp. 20-21.°

pian o~ e
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Section III

1see Chapter III Section II footnote #23.
Y -

2Chag:les Burke Elliott, The Philippines to thé End of

4

_Commission Government, Greenwéod Press, New York, 1968, p.

45. ' ~ ' :

&

-

3For more examples of chidents convincing Eilipinos
of Spaﬁish—American complicity see: ibid., pp. 38-139;

> 4
Gerald H.‘Anderson ed., Studies in Philippine Church

VHistorx, Cornell University Press, Ithaca, N.Y., 1969, in
article by Peter G. Gowing, ?The Disentanglement of Church
“and State early ‘in the Amerjcan regime in the Philippines",

p. 208.

Aouoted in Gowing, ibid., pp.  209-210.

q

5James A. LeRoy%4 The Americans .in the Philippines,

v. 2, Houghton Mifflin Company, Boston and New York, 1914,

_pP- 299 (footnote).

brhe First Philippine Commission under Dr. Jacob G.

Schurman, arriﬁed in Manila on March 4, 1899, just 2 months
afEer the commencemént ofnwar between the Filipinos and
A%ericans. The instructions of President McKinley to the
Commission were: to present to the Filipino people, on

behalf of the President and the American public, a message

re
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of goodwill and sfatemeht of their altruistic purpose.in the

Islsnds; to in0§stigate,soc al and péliticai conditiohs i;/

the archipelago; to reflect a;d méke recommendations

cdneerning the possible direction of U.S. pélicy in .the
'Philippineé. The final report of\the Commission included thé
auth?ritative observation that the people of the Philippines
were not yet prepared for independence, and that the

presence of the U.S. government in the Islands was therefore

essential. For the full text of the "Instructions of the

‘ President to the, First Philippine Commission”, and the

/

"Proclamation of the First Philippine Commission to the

Filipino People" see Dean C. Worcester, The Phillppines Past

and Present, Mills-and Boon Ltd., London, 1914, v.2, pp.

975-80 (appendix).

7See Chapter I1I Section 11, p. 147 for gquote by

Taft Commission.

8The Setpond Philippine Commission arrived in Manila

on June 3, 1900. Unlike the First, the Taft Commission

not merely an advisory body, but had legislative and som
»executive powers as well. It's mandate was to see to the
gradgal transfer,of éovernment conp;ol from militafy éo
'civilian rulers, and to aid in the organization a;d‘
'establisﬁment'of all levels of civil government. Beginning

September 1, 1900, the Commission was authorized to assume




|

t L4

the legislative functions of the incumbent military gqvétnor !

(leaving the latter Qitb executive power$s only
time when a_cent}al; civil government was crea
to ta*e over permanentl& from the Commission,

Congress decided otherwise. Among other thing

Commission\was also instructed to investigate

L ' . C
related t6 the religious situation, in the Isla

"promote and extend, and, as they find occasion, to improve"

the educationa’l system already’established by

) until‘thag
ted and read);
or'untila i
S, the Taft
problgms

nds; to

military

. (/
officials; they were empowered .to make laws doverning

Y

taxation, national budget, the creation of a ¢
courts, the structure of government and in all
matters. .w;lliam 5. Pémeroy writes: "In its e

undoubtedly in its intention, the Taft Commiss

means of by-passing the American Congress at a time when the

introduction of colonial legislation in that body would have

precipitated a bitter debate on imperialism th

affiected the election of 1900." William J. Pomeroy, American
Neo-cptonialism, s emergence in the Philippines and Asia,

ivil service,
vl

other civil
ffect, and

ion was a

at would have

Tﬁfgiﬁational Publgzgzkﬁ\Co., Inc., New York,

For full text of "Instruebifns of the Presiden

, Second Philippine Commission" see Worcester, o

( 980-88 {appendix). The Second ?hilippine Commi
\-%bq%ished on August 29, 1916 by The Philippine

[
——

Law of 1916.

1970, p. 133\

t to the -
. .

p. -«cit,, pp.
ssion was

Government

)
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™ begun. As Usha Mahanjini notes: "The United States was no
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,
- : s
, . . I , .
- .

gg:;pite all the controversy otherwise, the Americans

s

0 L3
serious}y regarded the’fpanish friars as légal owners of the

land theywdiaimed, even before any land investigations had"

-

interested in the rights and wrongs of the friar question."

-~

Usﬂa M?E;ﬁaﬁi, Philippine Nationhalism: External Challenge

and Filipino Response, 1565-1946&*Univer81ty of Queensland

Press, St. Lucia, Queensland, 1971,lp. 284,

- 4

.4
1oGowing,'op. cit., p. 213, quoting the Report of

4

.\ L |
the Phiiﬁppine Commission, 1901, I, pp. 24-25.
) - LN

« "Eluwell otis, a member of the First Philippine

Cémmiséion, also advised against the return of the friars to
« — o .
their parishes. See LeRoy, op. cit., pp. 298-99, 298

-
-

(footnote).
- ; . . »

>
*

. , ) ” . . .
2Gowing, op, cit., p. 213, quoting Taft in an essay
: \

entitled "Civil Govefﬂhent in the Philippines", found in’ The
/ ’ ° M .

Philippines (New York, 1902). 135-36. )
T I SR
2 El}iott, op. cit., p. 44. ;
. 14Military governmdﬁE\gnder the leadership of Military
A" 2N .

Governor Adna R. Chaffee,_ gontinued to ekist for _another
& ; ) v

year, in the unpacified Christian)provinces. On July 4,

1902, the entire Christian portign of the Philippines was

. Y : .
proclaimed at peace. The title "Civil Governor" was changed

/

&

<
-
- t ,
)
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to "Governor-General" on February 6, 1905.

. [

15 . ) .

- Mahajani, op. cit., p. 284. . - N
' 16 § —' |

.- Frederick J. Zwierlein, Theodore Roosevelt and
Catholicgﬂhj882~19l9, The Reverendguictér. T. Spfen, St. .

- ~——
Louis, Mo., 1956, p. 50. o o

P
[

7Elliott records the following testfmany made at a
hearing in Manila: "The real reason why we conveyed our
property to. another party was - to have nothlng further to do

wlth the admlnistration of these agricultural {snds, Qnduto

-

' remove that complaint which was made against us, that the

frijars owned all the lands, and were making all the mqney."

[

Ellioé&, op. cit., p. 48, gquoting SBnate Document No. 190,

3

pP. A54, 61. Cong.,Rec., XXXV, Pt.8, p. 7435 (1902).

-~

18Precisely‘ 167, 123 hectares. Charles Burke Elliott

reports that the govefnmqnt had acquired tltle to 386,120

aCres of agrlcultural ‘tapd. Elliott, op. «cit.,-p. 49. The

*

approilmate prlce paid per acre w%s $18.00.\One hectare is

’ : C N L

equal to 2.5 acres. : . .

19Willi.'am Cameron Forbes, The Phlllpplné Islands, v.s

2, Houghton Mifflin d8., Boston, 1928, p. 503, quotmg £rom
"Excerpts from Ex-President Taft's Address before the

Brooﬁlyn Institute of Arts and Sciepces, November 19, 1913."

8 ' . I




Iy ' T, : N 4
, !

~ , ‘ 202

205y act No. 1847,
2. Co

Elliott, op. «cit., pp. 55-57.

! ,

. R » .

zzﬁlliOtt, op. cit., p. 57.

- -

23Gowing, op. cit., p. 217..

Rl a ;
o -

?4Gowing, op. . cit., p. 218; James A. LeRoy,

Philippine Life in Town and Country, G. P. Putnam's Sons,

New xofk and London, 19055 p. 154.
. - ~

., ) Qo
J !
! %nGowing, op. cit., p. 218; Mahajani, op. «cit., p.

LeRoy, op. cit., pp. 154-55.

286-. L,
26

27L6ROY, oplv ci‘t' [ p' 1 54 ..-4“. . . |

28

LeRoy, op. &it., p. 155.-

b
[

29, .- ¥
Gowing, op. c¢it., pp. 209, 219, .

30After gnsuccessful ;ttempps by Eilipind'c{efgy'apé
laymen to come to an understanding‘wgth‘Spanish and Ameriéan
‘ prel?tes on the Eilipinization of cﬁraé;es and allrhi§her
’ggciesiasfical post; affén an dnspccéSSful atteﬁpﬁ by |
Filip&nd ciergy to.dealvdireétly with Vatican on the matter,
¥ - ¢

anti-friar sentiments became even more highly gmotionaliand .

bitterly defiant. In January 1902 and again on May 8 of the

[
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strategy was-a lawyer and journalist from Vigan named

.bifth of the Iglesia Filipina igdgpendiente, and its

' g - 203

»

same year, Ilbcano clergy met to .discuss the secession of
Filipino ciergx froqﬂRdﬁe and)the establishment of an
independent Filipino church. “(The May 8 gathering became i «(?
known as'théixul%abeng Assembly.) Gregorio ;glipay was name?

by the priesfs to caer out t%éir resolution.h As it turned

out éhough, Ehe peggon(who finally launched thé radicai

o

Isabelo de los Re{es.) On August 3, 1902, he prdclaimed the

(3

complete‘separation‘from Rome. nf@iél reaction to de los

Réyes and his outragéous stand, by both clergy and laity,
was very negative. Even Aglipay was skeptical about
[4 -

joining,/let alone about his nomination, by de los Reyes, as

'éupreme Bishop .0of the new chhrch. anétheless, by this

point.in time the idea of "a national church was not at all

.an absurd alternative. _Thé following month Aglipay decided

o P '
to accept the leadership of the Filipino, church, and began
work oﬁ its structure and organization. On October "25-26,

1902, ° the Iglésia Filipina Independiente was officially

inaugurated. In no time at all, what became known\as

'Aglipayanism,gspread like wildfire across the Islands, more

~ »

-4 .
influential.in some parts (i.e. Lazoft) and weaker in others .

(i.e. stéyas),‘ﬁntilvits membership grew to &laim one,

r ¢

-quarter 'of the entire.Filipino population.. In 1904 there

were approximately 1,560,000 Aglipayans out of a population

[}
S
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of 7 million; By 1906 the movement. began to lose some of
iﬁé membersh}p back to the Roman Catholic Chﬁ;éh and
continued to decrease in numbers. Today 5% of Filipinos
still adhere to the Pﬁiiippine Independent Church. For'é;l

complete history see Pedro S. Achitegui and Miguel A. '

Bernad, Religious Revolution in the Philippines, vols. 1 & .

)

2,~2nd)edition, Ateneo de Manila, Manila, 1961. Also, see

Chapter III Section II of this work, pp. 154-161.

31For a good history of the ear ddvelopment 05 the

public school system under the Americans, see article by
Sister Mary Dorita Clifford, "Religion and the Public"

Schools in the Philippines: 1899-1906", in Gerald H. -
/

Anderson ed., Studies in Philippine Church History, Cornell
University Press, Ithaca, N.Y., 1969. - .
— -

—

-

Py

I



ONCLUSION \
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We have seen how overwhelmingly poweriyl'the ?panish
missionaries were and became over the course\Qf their reign
in the Phiiippines.‘Throughout this thesis I have %aintained‘
that it was the dynamics of the union of church and state
which empowered them. From the moment éhé missio;aries
arrived in the Islands they brought with them the—qa;xalnty
of their superloraty in nationality and religion. The union
of church and state reinforced this medieval conv1ction as
it legitimized and sanctified.the aims and fruits of its
cross compination. As thé King trust%ully delegated civil
“tasks to the Spirit-fired men of God, he in turn was
entrusted with the responsibility to promote and safeguard
the Christian faith abroad. The Spanish govg;nment
thérefore, supported the religious mission and liveliﬁood of
the friars and at the same time dépénded_upon their
performance for temporal Hiépanic successés.

Beside the emotional and monetary security thch the
union provided, other aspects of the alllance provoked,aq\\
directed certain mlssxonary responses which entrenched ev

"\
further their sense of correctness and power. For examplhkw//

e

the perva51vely conflictual relationship bet¥een colonial

L

. «
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are instances of weaknesses or restrictions posed by the /
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governor and archbishop in Manila re ;hurch and state
jurisdicti&ﬁs and goals; the confusion of divérgent official
policy emanating ihdependently from church or staté sourées
without true collaborPtion br consulgation between the two;
the failure of civillcolonial officials to promoté,
diligently, religious ideals; the scarcity of civil
officials in the countryside to counterbalance and check
clerical activities; the preclusion of a role'for secular
clergy motivated by state policy gelegating jurisdictions to
the friars only, and thus paving the way for monopoiy\by‘thé
religious 9rders; the ambiguoys or non-existent response of //
state officials to the re&alcitrant and inflexible behavior - /

of friars as they ignored official church or state rules and //

decrees, alone in their rural mission posts-~all of these

union (i.e. in an imbalanced or conflictual relationsﬁip),‘
which prompted clerical activity based on their own L

interpretations and personal needs. Because the <\ a

‘missionaries were at all times so politically and

Py ~

réligiously expedient, church and state leaders tended

deliberately, to OQerloék clerical obstinacy and its ' ¢

. conééquences, thus legitimizing all the more forcefully the

free direction of missionary convictions, decisions and

actions. Spanish friars became the intermediaries between )

JE

the native population and church-state officialdom. If they
L]
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i

cpuld transform both their support and independence from the
latter into an autonoﬁously ahthoritative seat of power,
then their relationship to. Filipinos became even more
exclusivély or personélly magisterial, This is précisely
what happened in the Philippines.

On the'other‘hand, if official church and state policy
suppo%ted the goals of the missionaries, then the latter
cooperated wholeheartedly ahd used the legislationﬁto
buttre§; their evangelical designs. For example, Filipino
relgcation or rural reSeftlement schemes; prejudicial

.

attitudes toward the development of an indijenous clergy;

‘the particular brganization of local governmegt and function

of its native participants; Spanish language requirements
for native town officeholders; draft labour and tribute
schedules; and endless efforts to maintain-status gdo
conditions in the Phiiippines——in dll 0f~phese instances
missionaries particiéated with state policy which worked

naturally to their advantage.

. v
'

Either way, Spanish friars derlved their power from

the support or shortcomlngs of the church gstate un1on. When

"the Americans defeated the Spanlsh in 1898 and resumed

sovereignty in the Islands shortly'thereafter, they

disassembled the official compact between church and state.

M v

. } |-
All of a sudden, the American government refused to sdpport

.

Spanish missionaries any further than to gua}angee theT

‘ .
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.their civil rights. It w;s only at that point where Sﬁanishﬁ3@$
clergy were convinced that U.S.'authorities would‘not .
patronize or sustain tﬁéir-participation in thg same, way
that the Patronato had, that‘they resigned to/leav{ng the DR %
Philippines altqgether.. Not a moment before this time wipld

they surrender, and right up untii then they felt gomplefely

-

powerful and” important.

Despite the excesses of friary in thé‘Philippines it
is' curious to note that  anti-church or anti-religion
sentiments remained minimal. ' Anti-clericalism, with the ~
respoAsibility for abuse focused on the Spanish religious
orders, never substantially dissuaded or underminéd the
religiousness of the masses, or the predominance of Roman
Catholicism. It is true that at the turn of fﬁe century,
amid malicious anti-friar wars and the American annexation
of the Philippines, Roman Catholicism found itself in a
éonsiderably weakened position. Not any longer the official
religion of the Philippines, and given a new place in
societ; entirely removed from politics and business; against
the new American policy of religious toleration and facing
the breakdown of its intérnal organization, Roman
Catholicism appeared dejected and defeated. But this sad
picture did ng£ last for long. Still supported by a
majority of the Filipino population, the Church immediately

responded to its faltering health--it thrust itself into

-~
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AN

competzzlbn'with nationalist schisms such as Aglipayanism,

anq with the new Protestant éroups arriving in the Islands
from Amerﬁca and Europe. With the friaté gone and the role
of the Roman Catholic church substantially altere@ by
American religioué policy, it was compelled to change its
orientation, to revifalize and refurbish itself in both
program and léadership. By 1915 the Church'emerged from its
previously unsteady situation with growing strength and
vigour. )

As the 6rganization*of the Roman Catholic church
éxpahded during the American regime, more and more Filipino
candidates were trained: or@ained and choéén to filll
clerical.positipns in parishes and in the upper écheloné of
its hierarchy.. By 1936 a maﬁority of curacies were under

% . ‘ '
the’' charge oftiative priests; seven of the ten bishops
across the islands,were Filipino; and in 1934 the first
native to fill the highest ecclesiastical post, Arcpbishop
of Mahilai had been appointed. Thus, the denial of an
indigenous clergy, a major irritant provoking-the
development of ﬁationalist movements and schisms, was now
removed,

With the arrijal Lo} Qhe Americans, Christiqnity in the
Philippines ceased to be entirely and directly of the
Hispanic variety. It was no longer an indiscreet colonial
tool of thg most arrogant aﬂd militant form; it no longer

L4
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symbolized for Filipinos, Spgﬁish rule, friary and tribute y
payments. Nonetheless, oné can neither conclude that Roman |
Catholicism became an& less important as an instrument of
socio~-political manipulation (especially at thé local

levels), or any more important as a'systemhofatheoloéical

belief. That set of Christian practices and symboIs.which

P

Spanish friars had.substitdted for pagan traditions, and ) /
which ;ontinued to embody folk béliefs, remqineé unchénged..‘
Generally speaking;‘sophisticated Christian concepts wereM
still not internalized gy the mass;é; the outward emotion:

and colour of Hispanic ritual anﬁ avid indulgence in

religious ceremony or festivity, were perpetuated; a major

focus on morality, receiving the sacramenfé, on the creedé
and‘the catechism.as essentials of the faith preréquisitg
for'salvation, still prevailed. The masses continued to

pray to the sainfs, to revere and submissively obey.their

parish prieést, to embellish their homes’with holy pictures, -

.

statuettes and other religibus paraphernalia--in the

sﬁpefgtitious tradition of_their forefathers.
' But even as many vestiges qf a Hispanic'Chriséianity
p;evaiied} thé religious situation in the Islﬁnds had
fundamentally changed, and so therefbfe, haa the visible
@épth“of absorption or acceptance.of the faith undér its new

direction and status. With the dichotomy of church and

state, and the establishment of a secular educational

/




S oo : sysi:em, life in the Philippines became less ré_ligiougly‘and

more politic;ally' regimented. A Filipino was .not" compelled,

under the threat of punishment by his politician-parish -

priest, to comply to_ the rigourous outward formality of the
i@ " -

faith.

Everydaﬁée(ist,ehce became more secular, religious

ritual and Spirituality' a more compartmentalized aspect of a

person's life. This'is not to say that the general-

dependencé of the population on religion was significantly

minimized, but rather, that the direct motivation behind

this dependence had shifted somewhat. . Compliance with the

-

rules of the faith was not/so muéh to avoid retribution by

their colonialists, but in fear of the supernatural, or in

anticipation of help for particular needs. The following °

account by Antonio Pigafetta as he records Magellan's ‘éppeal

* to the natives he encount';:x;e; in 1521, cléarly illustrates ‘

the classical missionary

itude on conversion to

Christianity; precisely that attitude which no longer

compelled Fi lipknos :

-

The captain-general tgﬁf them that they should not
become Christians for fear or to please us, but of
their own free wills, and that he should not cause
any displeasure to those who wished to live
according to their own law, but £hat the
Christians would,be better regarded and treated

‘than the, others.

But with the new American policy on religion Filipinos were

left free, at least theoretlcally, to decide, independently,

‘the course and depth of their rehgioug, life. They were’

L !
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left even freér than pefore,l to interpret the significance
of Ch'riStian truths for their Swn lives, and to accommodate
these to folk beliefs or Superstj:tion. lIn this wa‘y, the
downfa‘ll of friafy actually promoted a greater possible‘ !
iﬂntgrna‘}i«zat‘ion of. the faith., 'Where friary undermined the
Chﬂr’istian message of personal respo'nsibility‘ for one's
decisions and .acyions by minuﬁely rleg,ullating them both,

under the ensuing regime this Christian freeCiOm was

ostensibly restored. Influenced by ideas such as democracy,

. equality and plurality, and in, competition with other

re?.vigious organizations striving to attract Filipigo
attentions, the Roman Catholic church became more regponsive
to social and personal neeas, .rather t:han dictative of the
béntept of those needs. At the same time though, one canﬁot

overestimate the ta'ngiblle conéequences of a shift

1
~

emphasizing personal responsiﬁility in moralr and spiritual
life, especially when the change was so abrupt, and >
considering the high dependency level of the population

>

involved. The Church still wielded much influence over the

o
o ]

daily activity and decisi‘ons of its ddherents. ' It would
take many more decades of developxﬁent.beforé Filipinos would
respond vto their new épiritual freedom, and before they
would take the initiative té probe and explore the depths of
their faith, : : /

‘ The final ob»‘ser\_ratioﬁ I would like to make re\gaf"ds the

[
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independently oversee, the information, rules, schedules,

213

B \
relationship of friary to national social development. 1
defined "social developmgnf" as the}pyilding up of social:
téols or skills ‘which promoted a deééer self-understanding,
an. ability to analyze a;;“ﬁct uponwéﬂe's situation (in this
case the '"mational predicament"), in order to fundamentallf

change and imprOvé it, in ordér'to build a happier, freer,

7=,

qualitatively bette£ life.

. In the Philippines friary played an absoliitely key
role in the social and political oiganization qf rural .
life. Missionaries, as representatives of the Spanish Crown
and-Rﬁman Catholic church, monopolized the educational \\~
system and local political structures in thé Islands. In

doing so they carefully regulated, as far as they could

codes, conduct and participation of Pffipino§F$n their

«

parishes. iPerpetually at the threat\of'phnlghment o

seduction § reward, natives were indoctrinated into'a
, e \!}}"‘ . s f .
lifestyle minutely prescribed by the tenets of Hispanic

Catholicism, according to the local friar. The narrowly
limited school #urriculum cgmbiﬁed with anti-intellectual .

¢+ ~

methods of instruction; the saturation of town life with »

"obligatory religidus ritual; recourse to sensation with the

intention’to intimidate; the restriction of higher education

I ‘
to Spanish and wealthy Filipinos:- only; efforts to relocate

natives from their scattered dwellinés into larger, more

-
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concentrated settdements; #enial of the right of the masses
to votetfor their o;n elec€ed towp officials, or to involve
themselves with decisions Jertaining to their nation's
d%stinyq the delggat{on ofLmenial tasks to Filipinos holding}
foices‘of "prestige" in lecal governments; the aggressive
oppdsifion to " the ordination of natives, and the low quality
levels of instruction to those accepted into clerical
stud}es-—all of these examples illustraée efforts by

-
missYonaries to segregate Filipinos from Spaniards,‘from
positions of po&é}, and levels of education comﬁarable to
that ofztheir colonialists. The friars calculatéd their
move;\specifically to maintain status quo- power felations
between thém and their native subjects, Filipinés were
never taught to think on initiate, to qufftion or_analyze;
only ﬁ% accept and obey. They grew thus to depend ;ore on
div;ﬁe intér%ession than théir own abilities and efforts.
THey cdhme to trust more in the intelligence and wisdom of
their Span{ég;ﬂissionary for the answers to life'g mystery
and mdndané‘reality, than in their own capacity to reason
and ma&e éécisions. 'It MLsothe §ries£ whém, directly linkea
to’ the one Almighty Géd, became éheir gurroéate father-
figure. Independent native thinkers were accusgd by the
mbssionaries‘aQVSubversive agents of the devil, a conviction

—_
which came to be widely shared by the native masses as they

were convinced of the inherent evils of knowledge.2

-



One might question -the supﬁqsedly subservient
disposition of Filipinos who fought relentlessly for Lo A
national independence from Spanish and then American’

'sovereigns. We must keep in mind though that widescalews- . ‘é
nationalist movements, demonstratioh,\and wars, though_ ’
physically foughé'by many, were fully understood by oply a
minority of natives. As Renato Constantino wrote, the quegt ' v
for national freedom from colonial fetters required a |

universal liberation of consciousness:

It cannot be the work of a select group, even if ]
this group regards itself as motivated by the best .
interests of the people. It negeds the
participation of the backbone of the nation. Our ?
(Filipino) history presents us with numerous
examples of militant participation of masses of

men in struggle but with a limited .consciousness

of the dimensions of their objectives.,and of the
reality they were striving to change. ’

"

r

. . . - |
If then, we are going to analyze the impact of friary on the

aﬂerage‘Filipino, we find that it promoted only passivity,
.sé;vility, dependence and féaré hardly social skills ox
de@elopmental tools. Far outlasting the presence.of the
'Spanish missionaries in the Philippines, friary kept the

vast majority of native mindé deprived and captive, » o

[}

perpetuaged the anti-progressive, colonial mentalities which

Filipinos today still struggle to overcom@, . L -_~J
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