
.MiJldaDAo Forum Vol. XXIV, No. 1 
'f.be B. Reilly 

June2011 

Imaginable as . Other: The Representat· 
M 1.:_ • z . 10n 

of USlllllS 1n aide and Zaide's pz.: 1.;n • . .LU.LL~pme 
History.and Government and Agoncillo's 

History of the Filipino People 

BRANDON REILLY 

Abstract 

This paper looks at the tendency of Filipino national histories to 
represent Filipino Muslims as Other, rather depicting them as 
constituent members of the nation. These narratives help to 
perpetuate the cultural misunderstandings that characterize 
Christian-Muslim relations and they ultimately postpone the 
meaningful integration of Muslims into the body politic. I 
demonstrate how two archetypical examples of the genre: Zaide and 
Zaide's Philippine History and Government and Agoncillo's History 
of the Fih'pino People, misrepresent, downplay, or at points even 
denigrate Moro contributions to national history. My hope is that by 
rendering visible the problematic representations of Muslim 
Filipinos, we can begin the process of revising Filipino history so 
that it is more inclusive and appreciative of all of its minority and 

marginalized groups. 

Keywords: other, other Filipino, Filipino Muslims, 
marginalized, Moro 

Samuel Tan's The Filipino-American War, 1899-1913 is a 
res~lendently ironic work. His intention was to write the anti-colonial 
r~sistance of Muslims into the narrative of the nation, or as he puts it, "to 

give the 'other Filipino' the important place they [sid deserve in Filipino 
revolutionary history."l Previous histories of the war focused mainly on 

events in and around Manila, a trend that had continued until fairly 

--------------
author is a candidate for a Ph.D. degree specializing in Philippines, Southeast Asian 

cond ry _at the University of California Los Angeles. He is currently in the Philippines 

Phi1t~g research for his dissertati~n "Collecting the People: Textualizing Epics in 

beenPPllle History'' which looks at how ;pies have been understood and once they have 

h.ren:C::ded, how such texts have been given meaning, from the sixteenth century to the 
st. 
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. nd I would even say historical error, is an essential facto . 
For~ttin~ 8 ation and it is such that the progress of historical studi r 111 the 
creation: a n r for 'nationality. Historical research, in effect, shines :s :ft.en 
poses a ~n~:lence that are at the origin of all political formations g t on 
th8 actsho: consequences have been the most beneficial. .. Thee~ even of 
th°:'8 0

that all its individuals have many things in common and t:cet ohf a 
nation 1s . ' a t ey 
also forget many things. 

·Ernest Renan, "Qu'est·ce qu'une nation?"2 

cently.s To write a history of the war's effects on the southern thir ' 
:e country (Mindanao, Sulu, and surrounding islands) wh d or : 

. . d d t t ' t , ere the , 
maJ'ority of Muslims res1 e a cen ury _s urn, such as Tan int d · 

. h' . al k .en ed 
would thus fill significant gaps 1n 1stonc nowledge. More urg ti I'. 
such a work could potentially highlight _the common history 0~nt:~ (. 
archipelago's var~ous peopl~s~ thereby breaking d~wn, in a ~mall way, the t, 
divisive boundaries of religious and cultural difference that at times .: 
balkanize the Philppines. Yet this is not what Tan accomplishes. Rather ; 
than conjoin Christian and Muslim struggles, he perpetuates the dividing ;: 
line between them. He notes, for instance, that while there were no 
pitched battles in Mindanao from 1906 to 1~12, there was "a series of( 
independent and isolated incidents of piracies, brigandage, and personal 1

1

1 

violence."4 This characterization might be unremarkable, would Tan not ·. 
have referred to similar acts which took place in Luzon; perpetrated by ·; 

Christian Filipinos, as "defiance," "resistance," "guerilla," and 

Phili . 1 Samuel K Tan, The F11ipino·American War, 1899·1913 (Quezon City: University of the :·: 
PPines Press, 2002) xiv·xv .,.. · 

• · · Fra"""' 2 Ernest Re "Q , h s bonne Pans, · 
March 

1 
nan, u est·ce qu'une nation?" (Paper presented at t e or .'. htlP' 1 

1, 1882) • La . . , . de Lis1eux, ""'11) 
http://ourworld ' m B1bhotheque Electromque ber 22, '{,VJ'· 

My translation:compuserve.com/homepages/bib_lisieux/nationOl.htm (accessed DeceJD Cil.f 

a Se d (Quer.on 
e, e.g Teodo· A Ag · bll rev 8 • ,!ir.reo1 ' 

University of Phili. . :ro · onc1llo, Malolos: The Crisis of the Repu c, , ·ffects on (llJ,l•~ , 

~gions. See Williappi~r Press, 1997). Recent works have looked at the w~rs ~900-1901 (~u ,i 

City: New Day Pub: enry Scott, llocano Responses to American Aggression,'hili. 1/Jjne PtO~ 
Wa~ <New Haven: y::s, 1~86); _Glenn Anthony May, Battle for Batangas: A ]'.ins~ the Aole rtfJ), 

Resl.8tance and Colla ho l! ni~ers1ty Press, 1991); Resit B. Mojares, War Ag~ rsitY press, 2 
4 Tan F.1· • ration in <AJbu,. J899·J906(Manila: Ateneo de Manila Unive 

' i 1pmo·Arnerican War, 176. 
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" volutionary activities!' 6 He identuies what is essentially th re b ts f . . . e same 
e..ies of acts y two se o terms, one peJorative, the other neutral s 'h Fili' • Am • u, , even romantic. 1'. e rp1no~ en~ ,, sr shows that Christians and Muslims 

participated _ equally m the libratory struggle against the American 
invaders. They were not, however, equal participants. 

Tan's account provides a familiar view into how Muslims have 
figured into the writin~ o~ Philippine national his.tory_. Even though he 
writes more sympathetically than most, he cann<?t ~ut imagine Musfuns 
as a separate people. His work serves as yet another example about how 
perceptions of M·uslims as "infidels," "pirates," · and sl~ve raiders that 
originated from th~ Spanish colonial period ( 1521 · 1898) still inform 
perceptions about by the them today among the majority lowland 
Christian population .6 The Filipino-American War is exceptional, 
however, in that it explicitly attempts to appreciate t~e historical ag~ncy 
of Muslims as anti-colonial warriors who fought in . the .sel'1{i~ of the 
Filipino nation. The · ~ajority of post-World War II na~i~~al histories, by 
contrast, are less conscientious. · 

In this paper, I will chart the representations of Filipino Muslims, 
commonly referred to as Moros (originally the Spanish term for ~uslims 
throughout the empire) , from nationaliist histories. The ~e.ntjeth ~entury 
historiography -of the nation that marginalizes Muslims is v~st. T~ ftµly 
account for this pervasive bias in the innumerable works in whic~ it is 
produced would require the consultatio~ of literally ~undreds of works. 
For the purposes of brevity, therefore, I will focus on two exemplars par 
excellence of this literature. The first, Philippine History and 
Government, 5th ed., is a high school primer penned in its earlier editio~s 
by Gregorio Zaide, perhaps the most prolific Filipino hist:orian of the 
twentieth century, with new~r editions be~g w~~tE:n by his da~ghter_.

7 

The second, Teodoro Agoncillo's History of the Filipino Peop~e,_ 8 _ed., 18 

the standard nationalist work .8 Although ~he most recent ~~~ion 1~ over 
two decades old, it is likely still the mostly widely-read Filipmo history 

: Ibid., 92, 93. . . sar-Adib Majul. Muslims iJJ 
the Ph. . ~he st.andard work on Muslims during the Spa~~b ~ra 18 Ce 1999) ihpfines, rev. ed. (Quezon City: University of the P?ilipp~nes Pre~Gover~ment. 5,h ed. (Quezon 
City· All Gregorio F. Zaide and Sonia M. Zaide, Philippme Hi5wry an . ·N t' 

8 a ions Publishing, 2002). 
111 uezon City: Garotecb 

Publish· Teodoro A Agoncillo Hist,ory of the Filipino People, 8 ed. (Q · 
•ng, 1990). • · 
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the globe. My principal aim will be to show h / 

textbook tbrOu~ho_ut of Muslim historical achievements from these°" the ,: 
often subtle oJDISSlr out of the history of the nation arid thus "<>rke i 
effectively ~te.s ! t:m as Other. I con~nd that because of this ~DlPe~ / 

readers. t.o ~aglll tber than inculcate . a broad national citu.enryl'aaure /, 
such bist.onesli~ ~a s difference, as truly national histories should d t~ J'. 
transcends re giou . . ~:.#. d all o, lll "I 

rod the structures of religious wuerence, an c upon readers (j 
fa~t rep_ uFili':8. 

111
• 0 Muslims as something Other than Filipino. · 1 '

1 
to unagine P nl Fili' . h i, 

Muslims are of course not the o Y pmo group t at is excluded ii 

fro 
...: nal histories-the Chinese, Indians, the numerous and dis+; ....... ,' 

m nawo . all . d nl . . . 
"cultural minorities" are typ1c . y ~ent1on~ . y 1n p~ssmg if they are 

entioned at all. The marginalizat10n of Filipino Muslims from national 

:Stories is, however, a particularly salient problem because of the , 

decades of strife that have been fought along religious lines. Wntingl 
Muslims out of our history-or perhaps .not bothering to write them in-l 
serves to aggravate sectarian tensions and ultimately postpones the~~ 

eventual resolution of the dischord in Mindanao. A more complete hisroryi~ 
of the Philippines would deal fairly with all marginalized groups. It would~l 

be at that point that one could speak of a truly national history, one thati~.i 

treats all members of the nation as equal participants. Here, however, Ii1,, 

will deal only with the issue as it pertains to Filipino Muslims. '!; 
Indeed the problem of the Christian-Muslim encounter-let usl11 

stray from the det.erministic word "conflict" lest our scholarship reprodu~ , 

the !-8~s of irreconcilability9-that lies at the heart of Muslim~: 
~ndamental problem that underlays the writing __ ot

1
; 

. pmo hist.on~s 1s that contemporary political issue of Moro separatiSmf 

~rm~ the nat~onal discourse about Muslims. Muslim separatism in the:~ 

cim::mes, which is generally said to have begun in March 1968, wheD\l: 

many.~: :ce~: in the Army_ murde~ed anywhere from a dozen~ ~\t: 
Island in h th ndr0d of their · Muslim counterparts near Corregido 11:. 

serious n~io:al ~s beco_me known as the Jabidah Massacre, became ,8\ 

attempts to resol is~~e in t?e late 1960s.10 Then President Marcos:\1 

ve e conflict met with limited success as would JJlOS 1 \ 
, I\, 

• I thank Ziad Abul'l8· h ~- . 
io Cee Adi wro1111pre . . lo '; 

Mizan Preee 19~~) b Majul, The O:mte. ssing UPon me the importance of such ternu.no(BelYteleY: •\ 
' • chap, 4. 'IIJporary Mushin Movement in the Pbih'ppines r , 
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hi llTh . attempts by s successors. ere 1s at present no satisfactory historical 
treatment of the now m~re than forty·ye~r. lo~g affair. Muslim separatism 
has since becom~ a maJor fe~ture ~f Philippine politics and will remain 
one until a sustainable peace 1s achieved. In ways that have yet to be full 
appreciated and mea~ured, it informs popular thinking about Filipin! 
Muslims today, and 1t almost always results in them being cast'- in 
negative light. Neither the Zaides nor Agoncillo deal squarely with this 
particular problem, as for instance Tan does in a less direct way, and it 
would perhaps be asking too much of them to expect that they did. The 
complicated issues this problem raises go beyond the scope of this paper, 
and thus, I can do no more than introduce it here. 

Constructing a National Christian Community 

Like high school textbooks throughout the contemporary world, 
the dual purpose of Zaide and Zaide's Philippine History and Government 
is to instill democratic values in the country's youth by charting the 
nation's history and explaining how governmental institutions function. 
The historical section of the book comprises the first three · quarters of the 
t.ext while the rest is devoted to civic institutions. Perhaps because it was 
written to rally people behind the idea of the Philippine nation, ·its view of 
the past is uncritical in many respects. Some of the history it provides is 
simply out of date. For instance, Zaide and Zaide reproduce the 
discredited "wave migration" theory, which posited that the archipelago 
~came populated by successively "superior" groups (a notion that 
resonated with the American imperialists for obvious reasons), as a 
Possible explanation of the archipelago's settlement. 12 The text is far too 
C?aritable in its view of Philippine politicians. In its discussion of the first 
!De Postwar presidential administrations, for ~nstance, the word 
corruption" is only found once in reference to President Magsaysay's (r. 

1953-1957) firing of "corrupt a~d lazy government officials."•s One would 

11 A b • . · D ,:llguil v· tug and Glenda M. Gloria, Uader tbe 
Cre nef overview is provided m Mantes au an 1 fi Social p li y & Public Affain, 
20oOO:nt Moon: Rebellion in Mindanao (Quezon City: Ateneo Center or O c 

, . t, hap s The evidence disproviq 
this th 

2 
Za1de and Zaide, Philippine History and Gov;.rnme~ ;,~ Materiala for the Study of 

PbiJipp:ry ~n be found in William Henry Scott, Pre_ ispan~~84[l968]) Sl·S2, 143·144. 
~allis~ry, rev. ed. (Quezon City: ~ew oar Publishers, Garcia, finished out Magaaysay'~ term, 

"as the i1!'!..~, 161 · 165. Magsaysay's vice presulent,)Carl:9 th n lost his bid for reelection 1D part 
n eu;cled for a single four-year term (1967·61 • an e 
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t to find some errors of fact and interpretati· i ...... -n., expec . th . . ula on , .. 
na~ k' 1 ts/he who has wntten e unmac te ·text cast 4',l , 

histoncal wo~ 's~cant about the errors in this case, however t~e 
stone. What 18 tomatic of the authors' tendency t.o disfavor his 18 that 
they are .s1::or of 8 more nationalistic narrative of a Particular t.oricai 

:esigned t;o be a handbook of the imagined conunllni Bort. 

Fili 
. They are not an earthbound group. ty of 

pmoe. d · ti' al Ch · t· A broad, generally non enomma on , ns 1~n theology suffu 

l ry chapter of the book. The authors stated mtent is made 
near y eve . ·tte " h 4\Ute 

li •t m· the book's preface, 1or 1t was ·wn n 1or t e goodness of 
expo . d .. the 
Lord t;o this nation."1' Further reading emonstrates that this 18 not l. 

· h' · · als · · te 1 · al uat a personal statement of f~t , 1t 1s o an ep1s mo o~c "lens through 
which the Zaides read history._ In chapter three ther~ 18 a Chart on the 
Origin of the Filipinos," that lists three broadly possible routes: creatio 
by God, through the "human theory o! evolution" or explanations P<>si~ 
by indigenous "legends of fairytales. 15 The · authors make clear which 
explanation they favor. 

We will study about all these three explanations about the origin of our 
ancestors ... Scientists do not believe in the story of God's creation as told 
in the Holy Bible. Instead, they have-invented the theory of 'evolution,' 
or the story of bow the first man came from apelike . creatures who 
walked the face of the earth thousands of years ago... As Christiane, 
however, we do not believe that man evolved from apelike creatuna . 
Instead, we believe that man was created in the image and likeness of 
God, because God loved us.16 

The book's Christian religious content is thus scarcely concealed. How the 
Philippines' non-Christians might interpret these claims is difficult to 

becauae of charges of corruption. The man who defeated him in the election, Diosdado Macapagal 
(1961·66), lost his bid for a second term for the same reason. Ferdinand Marcos, Macapagal's 
succeaaor, became the first Philippine president to be elected to two consecutive terms. Tfie two tel'DI 
limit set forth in the 1946 ·C,onstitution mattered little to Marcos. He declared martial _law on 
September 21, }972. He held on to the reins of power as long as he could, until he was u}tilllate1Y 
ousted hr the . P~ple Power" revolution of 1986. See Patricio N. Abinales and Donna J. Amoroso, f:.te and Society in the Philippines <New York: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 2005), chaJlS· 

• 
14 Zaide and Zaide, Philippine History and Government, second unnumbered page following 

title page. 
I& Ibid., 31. 
16 lbid., 30. 
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auge. Their exteriority to the Filipino nation as a result of their practice 
~f 8 different faith, or none at all, is made nonetheless clear. The authors' 
religiosity clearly informs their interpretation of the past, and it often 
produces surprising effects. 

Filipinos today venerate a generation of nationalists, called 
i]ustrados, of whom the polymath novelist Jose· Rizal (1861-1896) is the 
best example, who were inspired broadly by European Liberalism.17 
Anticlericalism, in particular, resonated with this group because it 
provided a powerful ideological weapon with which they could combat the 
Spanish religious orders that largely carried on the matters of governance 
the colonial state. 18 If it can be said that their writings had only one 
overarching theme, it would be that the friars were responsible for 
everything calamitous that ever happened to the Philippines.19 Exactiy 
how this group's activities in the last quarter of the nineteenth century 
directly or indirectly led to the ·revolution that broke out in 1896 is a 
longer story than can be recounted here. 20 Two related points are 
nonetheless worth mentioning. First, the religious orders in the 
Philippines came to be seen as villains by the country's nationalist 
vanguard by the last few decades of the century. They were, for instance, 
depicted as murderous, lustful, ignorant, covetous, gluttonous-anything 
hut virtuous-men in Rizal's Noli me tangere (1887). Second, whatever its 
causes and course, the 1896 revolution, inspired in part by the activities 
of the Ilustrados, was an inexorably anti-Spanish affair: revolutionaries 
sought to villify and literally exterminate the Spanish presence in the 
Philippines. Ilustrado antipathy towards the friars and anti-Spanish 
sentiment amongst mestizos are in fact familiar themes in Philippine 

> 

M 17 The classic account of this generation remains John Schumach~r, S.J., The Prop~,aada 
e/c6ment, 1880·1895: The Creation of a Filipino C,onsciousness, The Making of the Revolution, rev. 

· Quezon City: Ateneo de Manila University Press, 2000(1997)). 
Rev . •~ ?esar Adib Majul, "Anticlericali.sm during_~e ~form Move~ent and the.Philippine Uni~lu~on in Gerald H. Anderson, ed., Studies in Philippine Church HistozyOthaca• Cornell 

ersityPress, 1969), pp.152·171. . Pe . 19 See Rizal's two canonical novels Noli Me Tangere, trans. HaroldAugenbraum <New Y~k-
or:m :.2006[1887)) and El Filibust,erismb: trans. Ma. Soledad Lacson·I.ocsin ~o~l~tu: Univen1ty ~n;au Press, 2007(1892)); see also Marcelo H. del Pilar, Frailocracy in the Philippines, trans. 

ft.grava <Manila: National Historical Institute, 1979[1889D. . . . . National ,ii. See _Onofre D. Corpuz, Saga and Triumph: The Filipino Revolution ag8Jl1St SpaiD (Manila . 
Histonca1 Institute, 1999). 

49 



The Mindanao Forum Vol. XXIV, No. 1 B. Reilly 

Jlllle 2o11 

histories. II yet these two themes are largely absent 4!... 
lCOJn PluJi 

History and Gove~en~ . . . . · f/Jp1"
6 

Filipino nationalists, _Amencan nnpenalists, and man hie 

have emphasized the rwnous effects-often unfairly. Yf 

colonialism in the Philipp~es. Zaide and ~aide, b! contrast, i;:k uSp~ 

country's Spanish past ~th _unapologetic gratitude, noting t~on the 

Philippines could not avo~d being a col~ny becau~e t~e Europe.an t 

were building their empues b! grabbmg colomes other contk°:etia 

Fortunately, w~ fell to the Sparu~rde who broug~t Chri~tianity t.o us.~~. 

is not often that one sees a colonized people laVIBh their conqueror _ It 

such effusive ~raise. . Whereas a . sec~ar nationalis~ would 
8 
:~ 

emphas~d native resistance, Sparush IlllSrule, the nunous uphe e 

caused by colonization, etc., the Zaides remark curtly that the pr~Y: 

conquest and colonization (which was more <:9mplex, uneven and 

centuries-long than depicted), simply happened because it was inevitable 

and that, in any event, it was a fortuitous event for the Filipinos, with t~ 

implicit contrast being drawn with other colonized Asians. More than 

three hundred years (1560s· 1898) of Spanish rule, whatever its charact.er, 

is memorialized here as a · single foundational moment. This claim is Put 

forth in the service of engendering a society that is both Christian and 

Filipino. Whether terrestrial or celestial, it would leave little space for 

nonbelievers. 
Zaide and Zaide's first mention of Muslims takes place in chapter 

two (titled "Social Environment"), in a discussion of the country's religious , 

composition, under the factually incorrect heading "The Only Christian 1 

Nation in Asia." · The passage in which they appear is worth quoting at 1 

length because it is emblematic of the way that the text as a whole deals ' 

with Muslims. 

The Philippines is the only Christian nation in Asia. About 93% of the 

people are Christians-83% .are Catholics, 7.6% are Aglipayans, Z.3% are 

Protestants and other sect.s. 
Catholicism was Spain's greatest legacy to the Philippines. The 

Americans introduced western Protestant Sect.s (Episcopalian, Baptist, 

Methodist, Seventh· Day Adventist.a.) 

21 Cf. Agoncillo, History of the Filipino People, chaps. 6·10 and Renat,o C,onstantino, A Past 

Revisited- Volume J: Pre·Spam'sh-1941 <Manila: published by the author, 2002(1975)), chaps. 7·10. 

22 Zaide and Zaide, Philippine History and Government, 62. Emphasis added. 
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The Aglipay Church or Philippine Independent Church ia a 
unique Filipino Protestant sect, founded by Isabelo de los Reyes in 1902, 
with Gre10rio L. Aglipay as its first Bishop. It resulted from the 19th 

century desire for freedom and reform. Today it has some 1.43 million 
adherents. 

A spiritual revival in the country has been propagated by the 
translation and wide use of the Bible in native languages. Bible &tudy 
groups, charismatic evangelical groups and prayer meetings have 
become a popular feature of many communities. 

The Iglesia ni Kristo, founded by Felix Y. Manalo in 1914 is a 
Philippine sect with members both in the country and abroad. It has 
476,000 members. 

Islam, with 1.6 million followers, is the count~ 's second largest 
religion. 

Pagan religions followed by tribal minorities (such as ancestor 
and nature worship), account for a very small minority of the religions 
(0.03%.) Buddhism (0.002%) and Shintoism (0.008%) are followed by 
Chineae and Japanese communities. There are also focal communities 
that have special C\llts (e.g. the Iglesia Watawat ng Lahi which worships 
Joae Rizal) or practice faith healing ritua1s.2a 

Zaide and Zaide do not characterize the Philippines as a "multi-religious" 
or something like a "spiritually diverse" country, but rather explicitly 
state that -it is a "Christian nation," the premiere Christian nation in Asia 
to wit. Much space is devoted to listing the varieties of Catholic, 
Protestant, and homegrown Christian sects, and in the cases of the 
Philippine Independent Church and the Iglesia ni Kristo, they, authors 
even say something about their origins. The absolute least amount of 
space possible is devoted to Muslims, who are blithely mentioned as being 
physically present in the Philippines. Nothing further is said about them. 
It is also noteworthy that Christian revivalism is discussed-and in a 
mildly appreciative tone-and its Islamic equivalent is not~ Islam in the 
Philippines too has been evolving amidst the challenges posed by 
modernity much in the same way every faith across the world has.24 By 
highlighting the dynamic nature of Filipino Christianities and not doing 
the same with Islam, Zaide and Zaide create the impression that the 
latt.er is a moribund faith; it is something that . is . unworthy of 

13 Ibid., 23. 
24 Patricia Horvatich, -rhe Ahmadiyya Movement in Simunul : Islamic Reform in ONe 

Rem~te and Unlikely Place," in Robert W. Hefner and Patricai Horvatich, eda., Islam in an Era of 
~tion ·States: Politics and Religious Renewal in Muslim Southeast Asia <Honolulu: Univ. of Hawai'i 

88, 1997), pp. 207·230. 
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consideration for the majority non·Muslim Filipinos and unappr .. 

to say the least to Muslim Filipinos. These are subtle and per ha eciati\'e 

unconscious moves on the part of the authors ~ They constitute th
8 

~~en 

di 'di Ii th t will e uret 
pen strokes that create a VI ng ne a separate those inside 

outside of the nation. 
and 

Historians of th~ Philippi~es h~ve not yet ~gure~ out how to treat 

the history of the Muslim populations the S~arus~ penod, other than t.o 

say that Muslims largely evaded colomal subJugatio:11. They say little of 

substance about their material, cultural or spiritual life. Sulu and most or 

Mindanao are treated as if they were separate entities entirely, as if they 

were oceans apart, in spite of the broad cultural commonalities that the 

peoples of the archipelago shared. 25 Because this division is assumed t-0 

exist, a number of basic historical issues are left unexplained. How 

similar or different was the culture of these areas compared to that of the 

Christianized-populations? How and when did it change? To-what extent 

did Spanish colonization disrupt local trading p~tterns? What role did 

religion and religious difference play unifying or dividing people?· 

Zaide and Zaide not only reproduce this . divide betw~en the 

Philippine Christian core and Muslim wilderness, they ,9onstruct a_ nation 

against it. They project into the . Spanish period an . embryonic Filipino 

people that is gradually into being within the colonial framewor~, a group 

that is, unsurprisingly, engendered by its Christian faith. Religious 

affiliation alone thus determines membership, and Muslims and animists 

are therefore, . excluded. This dichotomy is brought into relief by the 

authors' discussion of the various campaigns the colonial governillent 

waged against the Muslim groups ii:t the south, a series of events 

commonly referred in Philippine historiography as the "Moro W ars."26 

The word 'Moro' in Spanish means a Muslim. The Filipino Moros in 

Mindanao and Sulu were not conquered by Spain. Many times the Moros 

were defeated in battles, but they won the war in the end. 

Out of loyalty to Spain and the Cross, the Christian Filipinos 

from Luzon and the Visayas fought against the Filipino Moros from those 

war!· Thousands of Christian Filipinos died in battle. They served as 

soldiers or 88 seamen in all the Spanish expeditions against the Moros,27 

• See the . . 
,,.:,: we 

Cult . magnum opus, William Henry Scott, Baran,-ay: Sixt,eentlrCentUl'J' PowPP 

ure "!d Societ)'.'(Que:wn_Ci~: At.eneo de Manila Univ. Press, 1994). 

rr Majul, M_118lim8 the Philippines, chaps. 4·8. 

Zaide 8nd Zaide, Philippine Hiat,ory and Government, 115. 
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. vealing that the authors memorialize the "Thousa d -~ Chris . It is re ] di d . b ttl ,, b d n s w tian Filipinos [who e in a e ut o not similarly mention the killing of 
Muslims. Nor do they show any concern for their violent d th Th 

e.nY n to describe some of the heroes of these wars first the Ch ~ati · eyd goo ; 1 bt h ' nsanan then the Mus~ onhes: hn e w~en tf ohse two sections, however. there is a 
passage depicting t_ e in uman1ty o t e Muslims: . 

In retsliati~n for these Sp~nish attacks, the Filipin9 Moros ·raided the 
coastal ~wns of the other islands as far north as Ilocos. They burned 
churches, killed the Christians, and took slaves whom they sold in slave 
markets of Celebes, Malacca, and Djakarta.2e 

How horrific indeed! Yet Zaide and Zaide oversimplify the past. Slave 
raiding has its particular history in Southeast Asia and within the 
,Philippines, a history · that-as far as we can tell based on the available 
primary materials-reaches back into history before the arrival of the F panish in the sixteenth century and even Islam in the· fourteenth 
century.29 Unconcerned with the political, economic, social, or 
~sychological dimensions of slave raiding, Zaide and Zaide see fit to depict 
it as an excl~sively Moro undertaking, which implies that it was Islamic 
feligion or culture that had propeled ~u~an ?ri~anda~e. A _more accurate 
assessment would note that slave ra1d1ng continued 1n areas that were 
~rimarily Islamic because among the Spanish had put a stop to it in the 
areas they controlled- . mostly-areas in which they also conv~rted the 
f eople to Christianity. Presumably, Visayans, who were at the nioment of 
:Sp_a~sh arrival not yet converted to Islam, would have continue~ slave 
raiding as they had had it not been for the · Spanish. And while the 
c~tural dimensions cannot be overlooked, slave raiding must be ~n as 
being Primarily economic in its motivations, hence its increase m the 

28 Ibid. . J es 20 Th . . th Philippines remam am Francis e, best sources on this phenomenon as 1t ocurred m . 8 Trade, S}a,wr, 
and Etb!t:rn.s "triptych," The Sulu Zone, 1768·1898.' T~e Dyns~ics 1:te:~apore: National 
Universi ty i'! the Transformation of a Southeast Asian Maritime . list EcotlOIIIY and tbe 
lfia~rica! /Jof S~ng~Pore, 2007(1981)); The Sulu Zone: Th~ World Csf':aiangi,ap·: GJobaluaOOD, 
Ma,;tillJe 111~~nation <Amsterdam: Free Univ. Press, 1998), lranun ~n . Preea 2002>. On slave r~g in ~ding and the Birth of Ethnicity (Singapore: Sing~~re J ru,Z:~1 eomr:ierce,, J46(}-JGBO-" 
t'o/1111Je On . Utl\east Asia, see Anthony Reid, Southeast Asia _in .e 1988) 129-136. 

e. The Lands Below the W1nds<New Haven, Y11le University Press, ' 
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. hteenth to early nineteenth centuries, when the global e 

eig h t Asia required a greater supply of labor. lnd4ft..1 thCOnoniy i .. 
Sout eas h I · t f M 1:_ e S 

I encouraged t e ens avemen o uswns and . Paniah 
themse ves d h b . allllnia•A 

f Christianizing them an t ere Y saving their 6 .,. .. 1_ lie, aa. 11 

means o d . f . h QV"!S so S I{ 

.din therefore was not a pro uct o e1t er Islamic relia; · lave 
nu g, ' . uld h th . d .,Aon or 'h 

ulture as Zaide and Zaide wo ave eir rea era believe. nioro 

c in Zaide and Zaide, there is no explanation given as to why th 

called Moro wars were fought. Were _they nece~sa~? Were they re . so

in motivation? What was.the economic and social lDlpact for thos ~ 0ue 

labor made such campaigns po~sible? ~e fact t~at t~e Spanish ~dose 

conquer the islands by force 1s mentioned earlier m the text, 80 th tJJ 

thoughtful reader can ~iece together. that these w~s were large}; 

expar, sionist for the Spamsh and defensive for the Muslims .. s1 Nowhere . 

the possibility that ~oro~ we~e ~i°!,P~Y defe~ding the~selves agains~ 

attacks asserted; Muslim retaliation 1s mentioned but mcursions that 

prompted them are not. In the place of accuracy, explanation, or analysis 

Zaide and Zaide conjure . inflammatory images of burning churches' 

murdered and enslaved Christians. ' 

Zaide and Zaide's false dichotomization of Filipinos who were ' 

either "inside" or "outside" Spanish colonialism obscures the myriad forms 

of interaction that took place; it is a product of a contemporary mindset 

much more than it is a judicious portrayal of the past. Conflict and 

commerce between islanders, for instance, did not suddenly stop when 

Magellan and his successors stumbled ashore.32 They construct a 

bifurcated world in which there were two broad types of mutually 

exclusive social practices, practices which we are led to believe stem 

ultimately from cultural and religious motivations. Native responses ro 

Sp~nish impositions did not neatly cleave along religious lines but in fact 

vaned from outright acceptance to acquiescence to violent rejection; that 

80 Michael Salma T.'h 1.1 
• Bondal6 ,ad 

Nationalism in the . n, e. 1:1mb~1:assment of $/awry : Contro.-e1'8les ,ove~ 881 2()01l, 

227·228. Amencan Coloma/ Philippines (Loa Angeles: University of California Pre 

at n.:..1 ~.- . 
• 

32 See William Hen Seo .. Relations 111 

Sixteenth C-entury " in hia ry . tt, Crusade or Commerce? Spanish· Moro , . i'ne //iJl!J(f, 

rev. ed. (Que1.0n city: N D 'BCXS m, the Parchment Curtain and Other Essays in PbibPP 
ew ay Publishers, 1982), pp. 42·48. 
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, 
8 space for negotiation is undeniable. sa Here is wh th . b re we. . . hi . ere e Zru.de t e zaide's desire to write a stofy that is both nationali t· nd "' · t bli s 1c and ~}lristian creates a maJor s um ng block, one that they do· not 

k 
wledge and never really resolve. They seek to account for th hi to ac no · h 'nh b"t d th h" e 8 ry of the Muslims, w o 1 a 1 e e arc ipelago that the nation would later 'be as its own. But they are unable to fully conceive of the Fili' • 8scn . p1no Muslims' _history as fully part of their ow~-theirs is something else, something Other. ·Conse~uently, they deal with the Muslims in a quixotic 

episodic man~er, tre~tmg a few decontextualized events that seem 
random in their selection. 

One would think that . in their discussion of the early twentieth 
century, the time when American colonialism transformed Christian· 
Muslim relations into a national political issue, Zaide and Zaide would 
devote more space to the role of Muslims; The Americans, after all, were 
instrumental in creating the unimaginatively titled "Moroland," the early 
twentieth century administrative region that covered all of Mindanao-an 
event that more than any single development before or since integrated 
the country's southern region into the Manila-centered colonial and later 
postcolonial state .84 Yet it is another missed opportunity. The hiswrical 
agency of Muslims is no more appreciated in the authors' discussions of 
the American colonial and postcolonial state than it is in the sections on the Spanish period. They only meaningfully appear, as a result, when 
they can no longer be plausibly ignored : in the turbulent postwar period 
when the Moro separatism was born. 

Ferdinand Marcos was in his first term as president during the 
J~bidah Massacre (1968), in his second term when the Moro Natio~al Liberation Front (MNLF the principal organization of Muslim 
separatism through .the mid 1980s) began to assemble in the early i 97os, 
and was effectively dictator by the time that the MNLF started _to fi~ht back n:1ilitarily, and achieve recognition diplomatically.35 ~y h1ston~al narrative of the modern Philippine sU;lte which considers Mustim 

-------------! 33 A las . . . . I Raf el Contracting Colonialism: 'l'rallslati c sic example of Filipino syncretism 18 Vicente ,. . ; ' . h R le (Durham : Duke Univer • on 8nd Christian Conversion in Tagalog Society under Ear;Jy ;pams u sity.Press 1993) 
· a. p ' · . Government of Muslim !~PiJJPa 189~~r Gordon Gowing, Mandat,e in Moro/and: Th)e :er;:n area was known first as "'IOtop~ . ·1920 (Quezon City: New Day ·publishers, 1983, 3 · e 

~;~ ," from 1903·1906 . 
itug and Gloria, Under the Crescent Moon, 31-35. 
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. .. ould likely.include it as; part of a -discussion of:Mareoa~ lo 
separatism 'W . , . b . ak , _ . Ii • . . . -. -B- ng . 

. . • n ·especially .. the tendency. to_, re up po tical histones;. , 1 

reign, give . . 'd h , . d t ·. ak -Ulto 
'd ti'al te~s . Zaide .. and Zai e, owever,. o no . m e any:menti 

pres1 en ... -.u ., • ·• , _ .. , • on of 

Muslim separatis~, -in .. e1th_e~" -t~e chapt:er, ~arcos s ~o _, preside~tia} 

terms--or·-the chapter of- his dictatorship. .Neither -the ·MNLF -nor.~its 

leader Nut Misuari· appear-once, and ,neither ;do~ t~e .i' terms -.''Musllin" 

,J / « t • " ,.., • . · · f'' · ·",. •' : · ' · f , 'r '· : • i • -;. - • ' r ·'. , .. · •• :' r 

anwor. -sepana ism. . . ' . ' '. ' -' .'. , . ' '... ' ' ' . . - .·. - . - ' ' .. '"•a., : i' ' 

. . Zaide and~ .Zaide do / acknowle_dge . uslim~-.separatism .. , as: .. 

component--of -the·· . nation:s · ;history:~ '. ;but·Jin~ a> -~at~er :;bela~d andJ 
unenlightening way. Rather than discuss the topic 1n. ·.the J iis-torical_ 

section of the· . book, :as . they· .should have-, :they · discuss, as ·."a ,:sort' of a I 
hist.orical ,a:side . .jn the ::section\ :on -. governmental institutions. -:1.Further1 

interesting· is.:tbQt tney: ·do_·\.no~- tre_a~:-_th~: iss~e :: ~s jt,~originaood and· 

developed under-MarCQsrbut--_broach the;top1c .. wnen 1,t ;suppo.sedly)'became, 1 

resolved-a. ~~to_ry . ;not :Worth-. relating: -ttpparently! -. In:_: discussing. t_b~ 

~os · admllll8tra!1on · .(1992·1998!, ; • c: t~e , .,, a_ :uthors.; · ~li~t, ,, · ten, ,maJor ( 

achievements. Here iethe second.on~.-1- .. . !. .,;;:,,;· ... .-_ ; :.' :-:-,,.:;.: :· . .,,;!; · · · , 

·.··'. :·:' . ·;·, ,,·. ·:·, , , , ..... : , ,,, . ·, ' - - ,., •. '-c ,"(,::_( •<>•··-'. -:.· •. _., -~ 

>. 2. Sett:Iement _: ~(-, _the_ .. ~9;ye~\: ::.ip,~~;µcy>
1

.~nd. ··:¥.~~-·,, ' 
~p~a~t ~ovemen~, t4r~'1g~ _pe~ce)iµks other ~ar.r~ngeID.e~ts.~th ··· /'. 

. . -~~niocra~c Front/New· Pe'ople;s 
0

'Ariily·· (th~' ~ajor' ro11:1munisf i1 

Org8.ll1Zations] representatives 'a:na· 'the--MohFNaiiohaf 'Libei-aiioii'· Front \ 
lea?er. Nu:r Misuari , Thus,.en(ied·}the; armed rebellioiis'.ih tbe' ,couiltry · \ 

·.whic~:hadco~t~tle~sJ:l~O,Q<>.Oijyes; 37 ... _ _,_ ,:_.; . . _, .· -, ; . .,,c. . 
J .. •• :.'. -:- I JJ • ,, . ( • ':"; .. ··:~ 

~t}_heh:f' MidiCl!tipn ~hat M!lslin; ~P~~ati~;.:~~~~~~~t,ed· 88 
1 

abb~~te: fas:oenQn.,:The f~ct1that t_4is ,di~c.~s~~o:µ. occ~s \~~ ,, s~c~~d ; 

abo t ·ts··· • •• n,;-~n4 ·.W helatedlY, is astoru'shi'ng .- Nothing 1~·- ... 

U I On01n • • · · · · · , , · '· · ' ' · ·· · ~a. 111 I 

' , ~s or t to · · · · · ""'J,1,1\ · 

as euch~omethin· . .- ~aJ~c .. .-11~~- In~Jea~_o_f a ,~stpr-x,9(}4u~~mr~cp~rhat. is. 1! 

· - . , g\ one,. would ~vn t · + • .... 1 . hi +nY"V~VI a . 
pre~nt.ed is a sin . .: , . . " "l'?t'_ .€}~ l~ - -a . na;l!~9P~ ~i . llt~,., , .. ' . ~ 1 i 

revealing. It is-~: de gi:efer~nce.~ c'fh,~ .. -.:way _in whiqq!.i~is prese~~d _:~ble~ ' 

t~t has already b~:n ~ta~ an_ongoiqg P.~~9eali-i~ijµe,r;t>ut ~ ~pro a~ 9 \ 

hist.orical event th 80 ved. By minimizing Muslim separatisIJl tio.11 · 

as strong unified etiautbors are able to represent the (Christian) na 

, en ty, bereft of di . . 
· . _ . any · V1S1v.e•.pressures. . 

II 4 
' 

• ' •~ • a / • • • 

Zaide and Zaide P.'b".:,, . , , .,, . . 
17 Ibid. ' uJPPlne II/ · · ' . ' 

·· 180. 
19tcry and Government, 164-166, chap. 24. 
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1 • Zaide and Zaide do discuss Muslim ·separatism in slightly greater 
~etail during their discussion on governmental ·: institutions. To !Ontextualize · the emergence ·of the Autonomous Region, in Muslim 
~ ndanao (ARMM), the semi·indep.endent Muslim majority state within a 
\ tate achieved by plebiscite in 1989, they provide what is the- boolcs·~nly 
)ubstantive historical explanation of .·the -development· of Muslim 1eparatism. .' - . . .. · • 1 • ·.: · I 

' ' 
It 

( . . 
During the martial law era, Pres. Marcos tried to win the favor of the 
FilipinQ commu~ty and the Arab, world by creating _t~o . ~U.S.~ -r~giow, (Region-IX and XII. [of the current -sixteen administratiye . regions]) , in 
wes~ ~nd ~e~~al ,Mindanao. _ He t~e~t .his -~if~, r4-st . -La~y· ~ni~lda 
Marcos to meet ~th Liby~ · l~a.der CoJ1 .Gad~~fi t.o ~,1k~ -'~p~ r~ppli 
Agreement in 19(6 that .w~>Uld liave .given more.,pow~:i,-~ and:.~¢!9!.Y to : the Musµµis in Mindanao , ,Then, qµ Januacy 2a, 198,6, Pr~s .. M~r.~s . ,. • ' , I • • • • I • • • ., • , • ' , , ' ( merged the two autonomous regions into one. But still, this did not ,bring peace to Mindanao. ·'- "·. 

A civil war erupted, . with the Muslims led by Pro_f~ssor Nur Misuari . ·The bloody ci'lil war only· ended after · the , ouster 'Gr! President ._-· ' 
Marcos. But, frQm _ time to. t4ne, · the' various ,_MusJ.im,•5arµied ,gioups in·,--~~.' .. 
~danao ha~e fc;,ugh_t ~ih go_ye~~1;1t ~op~ and tl~~l~~ n~.d :~\'ill.a.~·-.. ;· ; ; The Muslim militants include the Moro National _ Liberation . Front . <MN'LF), · and · t)le Moro· lsbin.1~ ' rib~r~tiob. ·Fro~{ ootF' ·ra ' spliliier ---'. ,_·. · organizatlonl), ' and .the -terrorist 'Aou Sayyaf'bandits {whose 'origins -and _. · , : ·. · 'ideology is-not yet understood]'. 38 · 0 '.-_ • · · ·' • 1 .. , ' :, • •• ; ; '.- I··. , } -'.': .. _,. ·~. •.:., -· 

I I •' : '!..-'~ : . .' ,\ ,:, r • • : ; \ •:i; i ',. 'I :i; r: 'I ~\ . {... ': '. I .{ ; :· • • As ~t}l previous .~;eat~~n~ ~f:~o;r,o lµstQcy,. :\Yi11~t .. th~,-~ut.~o~$ ,l~~ve 9.ut. here_ are expla,i~ti:.911:~: fo~_ ¥,-q~liµi ;gtjey,~P:~~s:rlt~ ) .tp_at '.~;L\'1~ 'ttj~-~-to -~µi-t \>:eJivo}; of_t9e ];ilil}_~n<;>,cqWJI1uriitr:,a~q:.f~~1~ 1~p ~~rlq,.'~ but ~~e,'l.er,~µt;s that _ '.c~iµm~Ued; .~m. t<:>: ~~co;rppµ~h: thl~-. ~~'~ ot"7t:¢ore hi~1;oey. ~ thout .. .a '4is,~~-. ,'f.J;ie c9nca~~at1~n_ ,9(.eyent.s gives ~'b~,] e_a4~~ th~ ~un,Press!on . ,that ).1.arcg~' s ,ol}ly~•J'O~e w~s -.th~t of!~ JH-'O~c~iy~ ~~ntjli~tQr~ ,When his attempt at achieving a diplomatic solution failed (again, to what .'Problem we are not told), it was at that point that . '.'A.civil war erupted.'~ ~Wbile,,the •story tis more,.complicated,. it is···more accurate to say·that the 
f, ~~er_se ~ -·~rU:87th8:~ ¥uslim'.1grotip~ re

1
sor~~: force_' a po~tical ySQlution could no t .be reached. 39 While the .~:uthors are-disci;-ee~ 1n terms of their employ~ ~nt,·~f the-.' te~~ · ~'civil war," · instead •of; for instance, ; l • / .._ ., J • •• , I , • • l ' • • ' .i ' • 

J'9 •I ,•' ' • ! . • • • I• 

f .. ) • ' i I • I • 

38 Ibid., 229, ' ' . . . . . . . . ' . . . . I I ,· 39 Majul, The Conte~porazy Muplim.M,overpeptin't/lePhilippines, ,chaps. 3·4. 
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. di . h ''-a. 
. " they are less JU c1ous w en they d '""'I 

•. urrecbon, e~b 
UlB . That "Muslim 9:1111ed groups... 1ought with gov;4' e the 

costs- ed civilians" 1s of course true, but also tru _rnlllent t Conn: 
threaten i ill' . . t· 'd e is th l'nn..~, 

nd civilian m tias 1n uni ated and at go,, ""Pi a~' " 
tr00P8 a 

40 
murder ernlh.~ 

noncombatants. . ed At-~ 
Zaide and z_~d~ do m~e one m~re mention of F· . . lla!it. 

cy 88 
their act1vit1es pertain to the birth of ARMM b iliplllo 1• 

•n, ,~ 
closing the subject. re U}t;~ '111 ~tt11aie~

1 

The Muslims are the most important minority group i th 
history, Islam was the oldest organized religion and gov, n e cou_ntry. In 
islands. Muslims are the largest minority group. ;rnment Ill niany 

countries in Southeast Asia and the Middle East suppo;erful IslaIIJ.ic 
Muslim cause ... The roots of the Muslim problem are re~ t:e ~iliPino 
peoples. The 'Moros' are looking, like all Filipinos, for a :a asic_ to all 
themselves.41 tter life for 

This is a conciliatory gesture, in a way. Even if the authors have 
sympathetically approached the historical or contemporary politi: 
significance of Muslims, this final statement about them indicates a 

willingness to ultimately extend national kinship towards them. One 
11 

wonders however if this is merely a geopolitical consideration, hence the l · 
assertion: "Powerful Islamic countries in Southeast Asia and the Middle 

East support the Filipino Muslim cause." At other points in the text 

where Muslims had been discussed, they had been treated not merely SH 

different from Christian Filipinos, but as less civilized people. Certainly 
the authors did not take great pains to appreciate the agency of Muslims 
or their historic contributions to the Filipino nation during the Spanish or 

American colonial periods. Nonetheless, they are portrayed in the end as 

no less Filipino than any other group. This makes clear that alth0ugh 

jjapi 
d ost often bich i.! . . . f h se militias, calle m •ation, VI , • Majul provides a description of the act1V1bes O t e d Group A,,IJCI li.,. I" 

Reliable lllmnation reveals that Ilap is derived &om lion~ Armed ,18ught,ring Id•:,.,... 
'com-.i of 200 lll'Dled members, •J>ecially trained fur \error1Sm. a: , including ,even ,. ..u,I 
"'PJIOl'1ed by 'intluential Christian settlers and government 0~ 'ILA GA or DA~\.,,;o~ 
PWitical, ."°~mic and religious reason,. Their miseion is Ope'."~1n It ,nudes ID 1 ' r,t ~ J 
kill Mualim, like rats. lna,. is Bisayan and dap, Tagalog fur ra ·,. thereli>re everY ,~ 
Campaign, When the tails of rats were brought by the gove'.nmen ' d; bis left ear ~,sn7l, 
W,Pnved of its tail Similarly, every victim of the ILAGA Gang ma,me nsstion (Ibid., 
if male and her nipples are slashed if female as evidence t.o receive compe 41 

Zaide and Zaide, Phih'ppine History and Government. 229· 
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Zaide and Zaide seek to promote Christianity and nationalism they value 1 th'e latter slightly more than the former. , 

The End of Antj.~Colonjal Struggle? 

· A~oncillo begins the History of the Filipino People by outlying the geographic and cultural landscape of the Philippines. After describing the land, he moves onto what he sees are the quintessential Filipino cultural 
1 traits: hospitality, close family ties, respect for elders, fatalism, loyalty, sensitivity, the tendency to be indolent, lack of initiative, curiousness, 
t individualism, jealousy and regionalism. 42 (It should be pointed out that he did not have a PhD in History, nor did he have advanced degrees in Psychology or Sociology, so his claims should be read with this lack of 1 

expertise in mind). 43 Following this, he goes on to describe some of the differences between Filipinos from different regions, but in a peculiarly selective way. He first discusses the Tagalogs, then the Ilocanos, followed 1 by the Bicolanos, then the Visayans, and finally, the Muslims.44 
r. Immediately problematic, this list leaves out the majority of 1 ethnolinguistic . groups in the Philippines; even major groups with 
t populations of over one million such as the Pampangans are left ou~. In . 1 fact, the order of the groups discussed seems to have nothing to do with their numbers (most to least populous they would be: Visayans, Tagalogs, t Ilocanos, Bicolanos, Muslims). Nor is this simply a matter of listing the groups about -which the most historical writing has been produced; there is, for instance, a growing, though still modest literature written about Bicolanos. Indeed, there seems to be no explanation for this quixotic assemblage of the customs of a few ethnolinguistic groups~r for even beginning his _history in this manner. Most peculiarly, however, is that "Muslims," a religious though not an ethnic group, are included in the section. 

· 42 Agoncillo Hist:ory of the Filipino People, 4· lli. · 
"He was ~roud of the fact that he did not possess a ~hD excep! an honorary one co~rred on him. I asked why he did not pursue postgraduate studies and his reply was, Jou will be rem be d b h k blish not by the letters that come after your name . Ambeih R. em re y t e wor s you pu , . n•- -1 • De l Sall u · ·ty Ocampo, Talking Hi.st:ory: Conversations with Teodoro A. Agonc11lo UVU1DI a. a e mvers1 Press, Inc.: 1995). · 

« Agoncillo, Hist:oryofthe Filipino People, 15·19. 
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M 
,~.... in the Philippines do not com.prise a homo usllllls d t 11 [ genou . . stic group, just as they o no . rea y appear as such] s et~ 

or ~~he world. If, in his introduction of the various ethnoa?Ywhere 
els Ag cillo had wanted to discuss the ones who were 'PtA' lin~tic groups, on b h M . J.v1us1un h tainly could have talked a out t e agu1ndanaos "PtA' , t en be cer . M 1. th 1. . . , n1aran 

the three of the maJor us 1m e no mgu1st1c groups aos, Tausugs, . . h h d , or any 
f th mall. er ones But this 1s not w at e oes. To characte . 0ne o e s : . h 1 h . . n1.e th makeup of the Philippmes, he t us emp oys w at 1s 1n fact a colonialise 

. al typology which harkens back to the era of American . t raci . f h t· h . racia1 "science." AB one anthropologist o t e ime c aractenzed it: 

The native population of the Philippines is made up of a number of 
different tribes, which naturally fall into these three groups, viz.: 
a. The mountain pagan tribes, including the dwarf· like negritos, 

doubtless the aboriginal inhabitants of the archipelago. 
b. The Mohammedan Moros of Sulu and Mindanao 
c. The Christian tribes, the Indios or Filipinos of the Spaniards, who 

form the bulk of the population. 45 

Agoncillo's typology may be more refined, but it is no more scientifically 
valid or warranted. 

His racial classification is clearly problematic, but Agoncillo puts it 
t.o good use. Building upon his arbitrary distinction between Muslims and 
~ally everyone else in the Philippines, he provides a sh~rt 
mtroduct.ory passage about them that is thoughtful and sympathetic. 
After first discussing the traits of the Muslims, he ruminates= 

~:~iwo_nders why Muslim brother has not bee~ integrated into th~ 
cim:~me body politic. There are obvious reasons. One is tba~ as~ non 
ha tian who has for centuries . struggled for his individual identity be 8 dcome to suspect his Christian brother of betrayal, for the latter was 
::_ by_ ~he conquerors in their attempts to obliterate Muslim cultui:e 
Chris~~n. Consequently, the Muslim casts suspicious eyes on ~bis 
There is n rot~er, who, he thinks, is afflicted with Messianic delus10: 
discard his 0thing, more a~ominable to the Muslim than to be to1 the 
Philippm· 'Mofr ro way of life. Then, too, the various governments O ly es, om the S . h . . bad utter nedected the M . pan15 penod down to recent tunes, . fierce 

uslim, let alone other minorities. Because of bis 

C6 p..,_,_ (JulY.5ept-19H)· ,.<UlJI. R. Blake "Phili · . . 1 13 no- 3 
· 449·457. Emphasis added. PPme Literature," American Anthropologistvo · 
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love of his culture and religion, the Muslim is looked down upon as an 
aberration-a 'Moro,' with all its ugly implications. The result is that he 
becomes antagonistic to any attempt to bring him to the Christian 
society's fold, for he believes .that the attempt is made not because he is 
loved, but because conversion to the Christian way of life is necessary. 
The proud Muslim does not accept such imposition.4G 

This musing can be profitably read in two ways. First, it evidences that 
for Agoncillo the problem of the non-integration of the Muslims into the 
Philippine body politics is a salient contemporary issue. Second, the 
passage demonstrates the difficulty with which intellectuals-a 
prominent historian in this case-have sought to grapple with this 
problem. As stated earlier, the place of the Muslims in Philippine history 
is an open question. Unfortunately though, in his History of the Filipino 
People, Agoncillo himself never quite figt res out how they fit in to the 
master narrative. For him, their importance in Philippine history stems 
almost exclusively from refusal to be subjugated.. "The Muslim is, among 
Filipinos, the fiercest lover of freedom."47 Thus, they only appear in the 
text when they violently resist. It is as if to say that Muslims are only 
useful insofar as they fight off colonizers, that they serve no other 
function in Filipino history; nothing else about their heritage, culture, 
languages, material achievements, etc., is worth considering. 

Agoncillo sees a fine line between the embryonic Spanish colony 
that will later become the Philippine nation and the archipelago's 
Muslims. He notes the introduction of Islam to Sulu in the late fourteenth 
century, to Mindanao in the early fifteenth, and soon thereafter to the 
Visayas and Luzon. 48 He argues that: "The arrival of the Spaniards in the 
second half of the 16th century and the subsequent conquest of Luzon led 
~he Muslims to retreat to the south where they maintained their 
independence from foreign powers to the end of the Spanish regime."49 

His point is valid overall, even if he states a bit simplistically. By 
confining "Muslim" history to a place outside of the colonial Philippines, 
rather than, say, writing a broader cultural history that links the various 
Peoples of the archipelago, he dodges the issue of having to treat their 
Proto-national accomplishments. Hence there is no mention of Muslim 

46 Agoncillo, Hist,ory of the Filipino People, 19. 47 Ibid., 18. 
48 Ibid., 22·23 
49 Ibid., 23. 
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. contributions to the "cultural transformation" of the archipelago il) the 
section under that heading. 150 He briefly reconstructs the cqstoms of 
prehispanic animist Filipinos but does not do the same for their Muslun 
counterparts. 

Agoncillo limits the scope of hie discussion of Muslims during the 
Spanish period to certain moments of violent contact. Interisland · and 
international trade, which do not figure prominently in his account 
anyway, link the colony to Russia, France, Germany, Japan, the United 
States, and Mexico but, strangely, not to Sulu and Mindanao.151 The 
economic hegemony of the . Celebes Sea in the nineteenth century, the 
Sulu Sultanate, does appear to have existed in -Agoncillo's imagination.62 

The Sultanate's economy was driven almost entirely by the trafficking o 
slaves captured from nearly every corner of the archipelago; its impact on(. 
the colonial society is thus difficult to igm re.153 Though he does not: 
reference the Sultanate by its name, Agoncillo does refer to it indirectly,! 
during his brief discussion of the Moro Wars. 

The active resistance against the Spaniards heightened from 17.18 to 
1762, and from 1850s [sid to 1878, during the so·called 'Moro Wars ... " 
This was the time that the lranuns and the Maranaos of Lanao 
commenced their relentless ravaging pillages in the Visayas which 
caused economic stagnation in many parts of the islands under the sway 
of Spanish rule. Thousands of Christians were captured during the Moro 
raids, resulting in the decimation of population in the Visayas. These 
'Moro raids' were in retaliation for Spanish acts of reducing Moro 
captives to slavery and razing their homes, landed and personal 
properties to the ground. 54 

A credit to his impartiality in this matter: he acknowledges the equallY 
violent role the Spanish played. Agoncillo discusses the Moro wars 
further before identifying the possible hist;orical origin of what is now 8 

notorious, because it is misunderstood, form of resistance. "By 1876," be 
writes, "Jolo had surrendered to Spain, and the 'Moro Wars' were carriedj 

r,o Ibid., 96· 100. Cf. Zaide and Zaide, Philippine Hiat,ory and Government, 47·48, 
51 Agoncillo, Hiawryofthe Filipino People, 116·118. 
M Cf. Warren, The Sulu Zone, 1768·1898. 
58 James Warren, "Slavery and the Impact of External Trade: The Sulu Sultanate in the 1~ 

C,entury" in Philippi,e Social Hist,ory: Global Trade and L<>cal Transformations, ed. Alfred W. McCO 
and Ed. C. de Jesus \Manila: Ateneo de Manila University Press, 2001(1982)), pp. 416·444. 

M Agoncillo, Hist,ory of the Filipino People, 114. 
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out mainly through the Juramentado or sabil allah ritual suicide attacks . . ' commencing an open resistance to the unwanted Spanish occupation of their ancestral lands." 55 This ·sentence is interesting for the simple fact that he documents the nineteenth · century occurrence of what is today a much discussed practice among the cottage industry terrorologists. More importantly, however, is Agoncillo's point that the conclusion of the so· called Moro Wars signaled the rise of a different form of warfare. One way of reading his assertion that the suicide attacks constituted "open resistance to· the unwanted Spanish occupation of their ancestral lands" is to say that they were anti-colonial in character. While he himself does not explicitly use the term here, his subsequent discussions of the role of Muslims in Philippine history can be understood under this rubric. The next mention of Muslims is during the time of the Filipino· American War. Agoncillo circuitously argues that Americans employed three main tactics to integrate Muslim groups into the emergent Manila· centered colonial state structure: military coercion, infrastructural ·developm_ent, and integration through diplomatic agreements with local elites . First, however, he incorrectly asserts that: 

the Americans were very diplomatic and cheerful in dealing wit~ the Muslims. In an attempt to win them over, the Americans ap~omted General John C. Ba~s to nego-iiate a ~eaty with the Sultan by which the Muslim~ and the .Americans could ~o-exist pe~cefully. There was, 
th £ no atte mpt on the part of the Amencans to conquer the ere ore, . h h · h d if Muslimi, for they knew that they would have a big fig ton t err an s 
they made such an attempt .56 

H. b t li ti·ng of some of the pitched battles that took place 1s su sequen s . di t t1,,..:.., . forces and Muslim groups contra cs betwe~n the Ame~1c~:ading "The Muslim Struggle," Agoncillo depicts assertion. Under t e . . . li " which he argues, "can be "th M lim armed response to unpena sm, e . us . hie areas where it occurred: Lanao, Cotabato classified mto the ethnograp . of the maJ· or campaigns and d " H to discuss some an Sulu. 57· e g_oes on f th war before noting American attempts personalities of this theatre O e 
at building civil society: 

MJbid. 
Mi Ibid., 223. 
111 Ibid., 252·253 . 
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the work of pacification was also undertak 
In the Mindanao are~epreneurs, and teachers, particularly duri en by 
AI11erican layme:, en Province from 1903 to 1906. The Lun/g the 

period of t~e h o~ubanun country of Zamboanga opened the s a?d 
Lamassons in t_ale f the area. Coconuts were introduced in LapSOCJ.o· 

· potenti s O • 1 · uyan 
economic to improve agncultura mcome. But perhaps 
and ~ther area:h efforts of American capitalists and plante;s m~t 
effective were 

1 
e the commercial and trade potentials of Mindaw 0 

rtedto~- I 
sta . ll in Davao and Cotaba~. The g~nera effect of these socio: 
especia. Y . ·t· 

8 
was to neutralize any resistance to colonial rule 58 

economic actlVl ie . 

1 d by discussing the American effhrts at securing ceas fi 
He cone u es e· re 

ts with Muslim elites. He argues that the end result of ti.:_ 
agreemen . h Phili' . h u1s 
three·part civilizing mission _in t e pp1ne so~t was that "with the 

comprehensive provisions of the . [ Carpen~e~-~ram] Agreement, the 

beginning of the end of the Sultanate was 1mtiated. At the same time 

also, the gradual rise of Filipino power over the Moros would become a 

reality in subsequent developments in Moroland." 59 This, in Agoncillo's 

estimation, is the process by which the people he identifies as Muslim in 

the Philippines transitioned from being outside to being inside the 

Philippine state. The period under discussion here terminates at some 

unspecified point in the mid·1910s. We are led to presume then, that the 

Muslims at this point happily became "Filipinos" as did their Christian 

and animistic brethren. He does not write about Muslims again in his 

text, but for one fleeting moment. And when he does discuss them, it is in 

a dismissive anq even contemptuous way. 
Agoncillo's treatment of Muslims in his History of the Filipino 

People is limited and problematic but up to a certain point it can be said 
t.ob . · ' ' I 
. e unpartial. lie does not, for instance, portray them as uniquely crue 

m a way that Christian Filipinos are not as Zaide and Zaide do. Nor does 

?e employ pejorative terms to describe ~sistance by Muslims, as for 
mstance Tan doe Hi di . .. · h b aches 
th . ' s. 8 spass1on dissipat.es however when e ro 

e t.op1c of M Jim ' · ' 
us separatism. He writ.es that "The greatest threat to 

peace and order'' d · 
unng the Marcos era came from 

ss Ib'd 
S9 I ·, 294-295 

Ibid., 307. . 
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the so·called Moro National Liberation Front <MNLF) of which t-. d . , a 1ormer political science stu ent of the University of the Philippines · th 
alleged leader. Because of the casualties on both the governme 

1
t
8 

'de 
M lim . . p . n s1 e and the us secess1orusts, resident Marcos initiated a t 

movement in F~bruary, ~976 by appealing to the members of AS~ 
and to the Muslim countnes to help force a ceasefire in the affected areas 
of Mindanao and Sulu. He offered amnesty to all those connected with 
the secessionist movement and promised to bring the Muslims to the 
'level similar to the areas in Luzon ... ' For this purpose, the President set 
aside 'plenty of money.' Five days later in Baguio, President Marcos said 
that the secessionist movement was 'being abetted and s11stained' by 
outs.ide support. During ·the truce period, however, the MNLF attacked 
the Philippine Constabulary forces in Mindanao, resulting in heavy 
casualties. Displaying coolness and restraint, President Marcos 
continued to seek ways and means of having fruitful dialogue with the 
Muslim secessionists . He poured millions upon millions of pesos into the 
Muslim area to show his good intentions as far as the development of the 
Muslim areas was [sic.I concerned. At the same time, he invited Muslim 
countries to investigate the condition of the Filipino Muslims in order to 
determine for themselves what his government was-and is still-doing 
to uplift the condition of the Muslim masses .60 

This is partisan, rather than judicious, history. To adequately address 
how this profoundly misrepresents the concatenation of events would 
require the spilling of a copious amount of ink, more than can be printed 
here. What is readily apparent, however: is the distinct ways in which 
Marcos and the separatists are depicted. Marcos-the greatest threat to 
Peace and order for the innumerable people he murdered-is portrayed as 
a consummate statesman while the "secessionists" are portrayed as 
senselessly violent extremists, devoid of any political intelligence or 
r~tionale for resorting to force.61 We should recall th~t i? the ?e~nning of 
his text, Agoncillo speaks favorably about the Muslims unwillingnes~ to 
be subjugated. In this passage, by contrast, he disparages_ the Muslims 
and t~eir struggle; there is a change of re~ster .. Here_ 1s where two 
i¼oncillos come into view. The first is a relatively d1spass1onate scholar, 
the second an ideologist. Here is where the former recedes as t~e latter 
eme~gea. The vagaries of history pitted two fo~ces that Agon<ill1:o. ~ad 
Previously praised against each other, anti·colon1al struggle and Filipmo 

------------ - --
~Ib·d 
61 

1 
·• f>77. . . be fi und in Abinales and Amol'080, Stat.e 

8 
A ~ery concise history of the Marcos dictatorship can ° nd Society in the Philippines, 205·229. 
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. undoubtedly a middle ground that th 
nationalis11l• The: .

18 
treating this event. But rather than 8 e histoti 

could have treadAe in illo e~ds up favoring one over th:arch for than und gone . h . othe at iniddle·gro ' nces for his ot erwise generally fair·m. d r, With 
lamentable consequ\ of Filipino Muslims. in ed if still 
inadequate treatroen 

An Uncertain Fate 

In this study I made use of the fifth edition of Zaide and Zai 
1 . . . u.·sto,rv and Government. In the preface the authors Ii dea phi]ippine nl £J • k Re st ei h 

£ having revised the boo . ason number three . . g t reasons or • h U S 18· "Th 
S te b r 11 2001 terrorist attack 1n t e . . , and how the Phili· . e ep ID e , · · th 1 b 1 PPlllea 
b the first Asian country to Join e go a war on te ecame . . , rror "62 
Phili.ppine cooperation with the. Umted States so-called War on T · . h ry' £ . b error marks a shift not only 1n t e count s ore1gn ut also its dom ti 
policy.GS There is n? do~bt _that it _will add a new ~mension toe:h; 
Philippines' interactiol) with its Muslims, who are c~ns1stently ranked as 
the poorest, least-educated~ under· and unemployect. within the already 
impoverished country. It is of course too soon to tell how this new 
direction in policy will affect all involved in the long term, other than 
insuring that Muslims will be (and, so far, have been) subjected to greater 
surveillance by the government, as well as being looked at with greater 
scrutiny and suspicion by many among the Christian majority. Tragically, 
one immediate consequence is that it has furnished the Philippine 
government with a new rhetorical weapon: the ability to designare 
individuals or groups as "terrorists." Thus the more powerful side has 
become even more so. 

. Writing more inclusive histories will not in anjl of itself reso~ve the 
myriad challenges posed by the Christian-Muslim encounter in the 
P~p_pines, if simply_ because books, no matter how judicio~s, thought~ 
or msightful, cannot in and of themselves accomplish the difficult labo . 
buildin~ a positive politics of change. What such histories could do 

18 

better mform the participants who seek to build this better fu~ure, To d h hill' pUle~ war 8 t at end, let us hope that the future histories of the p p 

G2 Z 'd 
63 F ai e and Zaide, Philippine Hist,ory and Government, third unnumbered P~~e.N Abin~~ or a thoughtful int d . . . d h see Patnc10 . Ci~· and Nathan Gilbert Qu' ro uct1on into some of the ie.aues ra•~ ere, . . ·nes (QueZoll Anvil, 2008). lillpo, eds., The US and the War on Terror m the PhillppI 
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ore accurately portray, and s~ek to appreciate the richness of all ;ilipinos, regardless of their religion, ethnicity, or culture. 
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