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weaves together these three facets of cultural transfer or dialogue. How 
do these three inform each other? Moreover, how is cultural transfer the 
locus of imperial power and indigenous resistance? Luengo is rather lost in 
archival fascination, devoting greater space to bureaucratic biographies and 
legal declarations.

The author is undoubtedly rooted in the archival sources, but in no way is 
his approach to them novel nor are his interventions in the historiographical 
dialogue new. He ironically states at the end that his work “attempts to align 
previous publications, with the aim to find common features among the 
various structures” (211). Hence, while promising that his newly found sources 
will provide new insights on the topic, Luengo hardly interrogates the existing 
scholarship on Philippine architecture during the Spanish colonial period. In 
fact, he relies heavily on Ma. Lourdes Díaz-Trechuelo, whose Arquitectura 
Española en Filipinas (1565–1800) (EEHA, 1969) he cites copiously.

The book is definitely a product of meticulous and painstaking research, 
which Luengo shows with indisputable mastery. However, the conversation 
must be pushed forward: new primary sources can only prove useful once 
they are placed in the context of new insights and arguments. The Convents 
of Manila thus states what seems so obvious, if it does not belabor what is  
so tenuous.

Jethro Calacday
Yale Divinity School, Yale University

<jethro.calacday@yale.edu>

J O R G E  V .  T I G N O ,  E D .

Twentieth-Century Philippine Political 
Thinkers: Selected Readings
Quezon City: University of the Philippines Press, 2018. 571 pages.

Although disillusionment with the positivist and Western-centric theorizing 
in the social sciences is no longer a novel phenomenon, local academic efforts 
to utilize Global South and non-Western experiences for theorizing continue 
to persist. Jorge Tigno’s edited volume, Twentieth-Century Philippine Political 
Thinkers: Selected Readings, is a contribution to these ongoing initiatives, 
fleshing out local themes and knowledge about what constitutes the “political” 
based on situations endemic to the Philippine experience.



PSHEV  68, NO. 2 (2020)282

Divided into four parts based on thematic issues, this volume is structured 
as a reader consisting of excerpts from the writings of both Filipino scholars 
and political practitioners selected according to their influence in molding 
contemporary political processes and their unconventional proposals 
for doing politics. Each excerpt is preceded by a summary as well as a 
commentary on the background of the author of the excerpt and the historical 
context. These commentators include former and current political science 
faculty members of the University of the Philippines Diliman: Athena Lydia 
Casambre, Miriam Coronel-Ferrer, Perlita M. Frago-Marasigan, Jan Robert 
Go, Herman Kraft, Ruth Lusterio-Rico, Jaime B. Naval, Jan Taguibao, Jorge 
V. Tigno, and Jean Paul Zialcita. 

In the first part, which deals with Philippine government and 
democracy, Jorge Tigno focuses on Maximo Kalaw and Onofre D. Corpuz. 
In his reading of Kalaw, Tigno highlights the legalistic tendency of Kalaw’s 
political thinking. However, as this volume’s objective is not to challenge 
but “supplement Western political thought” (ix), the inductive logic and 
Aristotelian roots of Kalaw’s typology of states and governments are absent 
in the commentary. Meanwhile, Tigno emphasizes Corpuz’s political 
ecology approach in analyzing Philippine bureaucracy, particularly the 
recognition of individual bureaucrats’ capacity to exercise agency due to their 
affiliations outside the government. Tigno shows that, while Kalaw exhibits 
methodological innovation in the use of legal documents, Corpuz focuses 
on history and context in explaining the evolution of Philippine bureaucracy 
as an institution.

The second part revolves around issues of leadership and democracy and 
opens with Casambre’s reading of Pura Villanueva Kalaw and her critique 
of the marginalized position of Filipino women in political theorizing. 
Casambre admits that Kalaw’s struggle was no different from the advocacies 
of Kalaw’s contemporary feminists, particularly the fight for women’s right 
to suffrage and ability to possess virtue and reason. However, Casambre sees 
the significance of Kalaw’s optimism about the institutions of marriage and 
family as vital avenues to influence men and as instruments for nurturing 
a nation that is conscious of women’s importance in shaping the future, 
in contrast to modern-day feminists’ high regard for individualism and 
freedom of choice.

The succeeding chapter introduces Tigno’s reading of Ricardo R. 
Pascual’s rejection of the necessity of political parties and preference for 



BOOK REVIEWS 283

proportional representation over plurality voting. This section serves as 
the first explicit manifestation of the book’s intention to supplant Western 
political theorizing, as Tigno notes the similarity between Pascual’s ideas 
and the political thought of David Hume and George Washington.

Ending the second part is a feature on Remigio Agpalo’s writings 
that emphasize the role of culture in political analysis. In reading these 
works, Coronel-Ferrer asserts that Agpalo’s employment of “culture-based 
allegories” (146) gives him an edge over other Filipino political theorists, 
particularly in his utilization of indigenous concepts as exemplified in his 
article “Pangulo Regime” (Philippine Political Science Journal, 1992:45–
60), which is a contribution to the literature on the distinct nature of  
Asian politics.

The third part features works on Philippine external relations, with the 
first section being Lusterio-Rico’s reading of documents by Felipe Agoncillo, 
regarded as the first Filipino diplomat who argued for the Philippines’s 
right to self-determination. However, although this right is a liberal precept, 
Lusterio-Rico posits that Agoncillo was a realist due to his recognition of 
US strategic interests in the Philippines as a means to achieve US goals in 
Southeast Asia. Lusterio-Rico could have attained a fuller understanding 
of Agoncillo’s thought if the discussion had been contextualized in the 
development of the international system after the Peace of Westphalia of 
1648. Although Agoncillo argued that the Philippines’s right to statehood 
was rooted in its participation in the Pacto de Sangre of 1565 and the 
Constitution of Cádiz of 1812, the relevance of these historical events could 
have been explored in the context of the “organizational hypocrisy” (Stephen 
D. Krasner, Sovereignty: Organized Hypocrisy, Princeton University Press, 
1999) of European nation-states, in reference to their practice of arbitrarily 
deciding which nation would be accepted into the international society of 
civilized states.

Whereas the previous thinker was a diplomat by profession, the 
subsequent featured theorists are international relations academics: Pedro L. 
Badoria and Estrella D. Solidum. Kraft narrates how Badoria’s introductory 
course in geopolitics (Political Science 107) in the graduate classes offered by 
the Political Science Department of UP Diliman from 1947 to 1948 provided 
an alternative and fresh approach for master’s students discontented with the 
conventional application of international law in graduate theses. However, 
Kraft’s observation about Badoria’s idea of the Asiatic Mediterranean region 
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as a concept borrowed from a Dutch geographer is indicative of his fidelity 
to the book’s intent to veer away from contesting Western political theories. 
As for Solidum’s exploration of the “extra-structural, un-institutionalized” 
(246) mechanisms in the ASEAN’s decision-making functions spearheaded 
by the member-states’ political elite, Naval highlights the thinker’s departure 
from a formalistic understanding of the processes of regional organizations. 
Solidum’s emphasis on informal processes in bilateral summits not 
sanctioned by state-centric diplomatic protocol was an approach way ahead 
of her time, when majority of international relations scholars associated 
themselves with neorealist theory, which viewed the state as a monolithic 
actor whose behavior was influenced by the anarchical situation in the 
international system.

A set of four thinkers personifying the values of justice, nationalism, 
and revolution defines the final part of the book. Zialcita’s reading of José 
P. Laurel’s treatise on political morality redeems Laurel’s reputation, which 
was tarnished by his collaboration with the Japanese invaders during the 
Second World War. Zialcita’s analysis of Laurel’s “ten principles,” outlined 
in the politician’s 1949 book Moral and Political Orientation, acknowledges 
the influence of ilustrado thinking and rhetoric, particularly that of Mabini, 
on the former president. However, it is surprising that Zialcita fails to note 
the Christian underpinnings of Laurel’s thought, given that ilustrados 
were influenced by Christian philosophy owing to their training under the 
pedagogy of Spanish friars. In particular, Zialcita misses out on Laurel’s 
cosmology of the four hierarchies of creation, copied from the Aristotelian-
Thomistic theory of hylomorphism, a theory in philosophical anthropology 
that posits the existence of four levels of creation. The ranking of creation 
depends on each creature’s lack or acquisition of vegetative, sentient, and 
rational faculties, resulting in this ascending order: brutes, plants, animals, 
and man.

The final part also tackles the virtue of nationalism, represented in 
the book by two thinkers: Renato Constantino and Claro M. Recto. While 
Frago-Marasigan highlights Constantino’s advocacy of a bottom-up, masses-
led nationalism, Go posits that Recto implied that nationalism could be 
achieved by preserving the sanctity of elections. This difference in approach 
to nationalism gives the impression of how Constantino and Recto stand for 
revolutionary and reformist tendencies, respectively.
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A discussion of nationalism is incomplete without the acknowledgment 
of the political history of Muslims. Assessed by Tigno, Cesar Majul’s book 
Muslims in the Philippines (University of the Philippines Press, 1973) is 
a historical study that situates the country not from a European colonial 
perspective but within Southeast Asian history. While the work is primarily 
historical in its epistemology, Tigno is keen to notice two underlying 
themes: the endurance of Islamic political institutions against the Spaniards’ 
colonizing attempts and the perpetual state of warfare among Mindanao 
sultanates.

Finally, Taguibao’s understanding of Jose Maria Sison’s Philippine 
Society and Revolution highlights the influences of Marx, Lenin, and 
Mao on Sison’s thought. Noting Sison’s description of the Philippines as 
semifeudal and semicolonial, Taguibao observes that Sison’s work is both 
prescriptive and teleological: prescriptive because he argues for a two-
staged revolution (democratic and socialist) as the solution to the country’s 
unjust socioeconomic situation, brought about by the capitalist elite and 
its connections with imperialists; and teleological in his belief about the 
impending breakdown of US imperialism and the global acceptance of 
socialism.

To conclude the anthology, Tigno remarks that the difference between 
the political thinkers of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries lies in the 
latter’s inclusivity: the former was composed of the elite and educated class, 
such as the ilustrados, an exclusively male group of thinkers and writers, while 
the latter consisted of thinkers coming from different backgrounds, such as 
academics, political practitioners, and women. As efforts in decolonizing 
academia continue to mushroom in the academic circles of the Global 
South, this initiative by the Department of Political Science of UP Diliman 
serves as an instrumental move in further enriching the ontological debate 
concerning the future of social science disciplines.

Brian U. Doce 
International Studies Department, De La Salle University 

<brian.doce@dlsu.edu.ph>
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