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Tinatalakay sa sanaysay na ito ang pagdedebelop ng disiplinang
agham pampulitika ng Pilipinas, na ang diin ity nasa mga pangyayari sa
Unibersidad ng Pilipinas. Tinukoy ng sanaysey na ang ama ng agham ay
ang intelektwal ng Kilusang Propaganda, lalong-lalo na sina Marcelo H.
del Pilar at Jose Rizal, at ng Himagsikang Pi:ipino na sina Emilio Jacinto at

- Apolinario Mabini.

Ang pagdedebelop ng agham pampulitika sa Unibersidad ng
Pilipinas ay nagsimula noong 1915 nang ang departamento ng Agham
Pampulitika ay itinayo. Sina George Malcolm { Amerikano) at si Maximo
M. Kalaw (Pilipino: ang mga naging unang pinuno ng Departamento. Ang
pokus sa pagtuturo at pag-aaral ng agham pampulitika sa pamumuno ng
mga pinunong ito ay ang estado o state; at ang approach nila ay histori-
cal at legalistic. Ang Kapisanan ng Agham Pampulitika ng Pilipinas ay
itinayo noong 1962 sa pamumuno ni Remigio E. Agpalo. Simula sa dekada
ng 1960s hanggang sa ngayon ang pokus ay ang political system at po-
litical process.

Ang mga rrends ng agham, pampulitika ay tungo sa systematic,
empirical at comprehensive na agham, na ngayon ay binubuo ng limang
fields —(1) Pamahalaan at Pulitika ng P:lipinas; (2) Kumparatibong
Pamabhalaan at Pulitika; (3) Dinamikong Pulitika (“Political Dynamics”);
(4) Relasyong internasyonal, Pangmundong Gobyerno, at Batas
Interasyonal; at (5) Teyoriya at Metolohiyang Pulitikal.

Tinatalakay rin ng sanaysay na ito and nagdedebelop ng kurikula
ng agham pampulitika, ang mga nailimbag na mga axlat na pampulitika na
may kaugnayan sa Pilipinas, ang pagdedebelop ng K apisanan ng Agham
Pampulitika ng Pilipinas, at ang mga problema ng agham.

Professor Remigio Agpalo is Professor Emeritus of Dolitical Science, College of Soctal
Sciences and Philosophy, University of the Philippines, Diliman.
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THI: HISTORY OF POLITIC AL SCIENCE in the ccuritry can be traced back 10 a
signuficant penod of Philippine history—— the Propaganda Movement
(1880-1895) and the Pk 1ilippine Revolution (18396-1901)—and it coulc. be
characterized as a movernent of the discipline in terms of focus as a subject
matter and approaches to the study. In tetms of focus, the discipline is
moving away from the s/ate and towards the political system; in terms of
approaches, from the legahisti, institational, historical, and normative
approzaches towards the systemic, sociclogizal. precessual, and behavioral
approaches. The major trends indicae a develooment towards a more
comprehensive political science and greater professionalization. The major
problems arise from the irevitable difficulties and tr:bulations of a very
young discipline with few professional practticners i o modernizing polity
beset by numerous problems. The agenda for the future naturally and
logically are shaped by the dis:ipline’s major probl:ms and trends.

Although the majcr ilustrados or intellectuals of the Propaganda
Movement and the Philippine Revolution during the period 1880-1901 of
Phulippine history did not regard themselves as practitioners of poliical
science, they are actually the fathers of Philippine pelitical science. These
ilustrados are five: the triumvirate of “he Prcpaganda Movement Jose P.
Rizal (1861-1896), Graciano Lopez Jacna (1856-1896), and Marcelo H del
Pilar (1850-1896); and the duumwvirate of the Philippine Revolution Erailio
Jacinto (1875-1899) ard Apolinario Mabini (.864-1903).

That these five intellectuals are indecd the fathers of Philippine political
science is shown clearly in the major works of eading practitioners of
political science in the country before and after Werld War II. Before
World War 11, Teodoro Kalaw, the author of Manual de Ciencia Politica,’
highlighted the importince of the wotks of these Justrados.? After World
War 11, Cesar A. Majul likewise recognized the sigaificance of the pols tical
and constitutional idexs of these intellectuals.?

Of the triumvirate of the Propagar.da rnovement, Rizal was the most
prolific, original, and c >mprehensive—definitely the greatest. An advocate
of liberal democracy and modernization, Rizal expounded and analyzed
his political ideas in several works, espe cially .n his two essays “The
Indolence of the Filipinos” and “The Philippines a Century Hence™, his
two novels The Social Cancer’ and The Feigr o Gre:d” and his constitution
for La Liga Filipina” Based on the prodositions on man, whose attributes
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are dignity, rationality, perfectibility, and freedom, Rizal’s political
philosophy posits the progressive development of human society. The
culmination of this progressive develcpment is a new socio-political order,
whose constituent elements are new men, who are nationally participant,
oriented towards scientific and universalistic values, and truly self-confident
and free. In such polity, agriculture, coramerce, and industry would floarish,
the arts and sciences ‘would develop, and the law; would be wise anc just.
Education of the peonle is the means which brirgs zbout this new socio-
political order, and, hence, Rizal’s prescribec mode of social and poitical
change 1s evolutionary mstead of revolutorary!

Jaena and del Pilar sre likewise exponents of liberal democracy like Rizal.
Jaena’s political ideas have been comp:led and publisted in a book Speeches,
Articles and Letters and del Pilar’s in appencices to = book Marcelo H. de/
Pular.® A book on the latter’s political ideas has also been published.!!

Of the political thought of the duuravirzte of the Philippine Revolution,
Mabini’s has been wr:tten about and analvzed more extensively and fully
than Jacinto’s.'”> Mabini’s political thougat is more extensive,
comprehensive and more systematic than Jacmto’s.'® Like Rizal, these two
political thinkers are lixewise exponeats of liberal democracy, for they
were influenced significantly by Rizal. “acintc’s political writings have been
compiled and publisned in EBubay ar mye Sinuler 0 Emilio Jacinto, and
Mabini’s in La Revoincion Filipina ™

The approach to pclitics by the fathers of Philippine political scierice is
philosophical and normative. This was a major otientation of the tracition
of Europe, which was the principal scurce of their political ideas.

The cession of the Philippines by Spuin 1o ~he United States in 1898 and
the defeat of the Filininos in the Fil.pino-Ametican War in 1901 paved
the way for a new direction in the cevelopmert of Philippine political
science. The shift was from the philosophical o: normative approach to
the legalistic-institutional and pragmatic approacaes, with a view to
developing a science of government. This shift was inevitable because the
Americans by the turn of the century had already established an American
Political Science Association and developed a political science based on
the legalistic and institutional approaches. The new direction in political
science was effected bv the Americans througa the University o the
Philippines, which was chartered in 1908, In -he law establishing the
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University of the Philippines, one section provided that the Board of
Regents shall have the nower “to provide,” among others, “a College of
Social and Political Science.”"

This College of Social and Political Science nas never been established,
although the provision has never been repealed, in the University of the
Philippines. However, 1 Department of Political Science was established
in the College of Liberal Arts in 1915. Irs first “Chief of the Department,”
as the designation of the head of the Department was called in the first
few years of the Department, was Gecrge A. Maicolm, who had been
appointed as Acting Dean of the College of Law for the academic year
1912-1913. In 1916, Malcolm published « book The Government of the
Philippine Islands. He declared:

In modern pclitical science, ‘here is understood by
“state,” in its widest sense, an independent society,
acknowledging no supetior. The United States Supreme
Court in an early case defined “s:ate” as “a complete
body of free persons united tcgether for the common
benefit, to enjoy peaceably what is their own and to do
justice to others.” A more comprehensive definition
containing the ¢ssential constituent clements is that a state
is “a community of persons mote or less numerous,
permanently occupying a defitute teritor, independent
of external coutrol and possessing an organized
government to which the great body o+ inhabitants render

76

habitual obedience.

The above quotation was deliberately chosen in order to indicate
Malcolm’s focus on the study of political science-—the state, which is a
juridical concept. His approach to the study of govarnraent is also obvious
in the above quotaton; ir 1s legalistic, as iadicated by citations of a
definition of state from Chisholm v. Georgia 11793), 2 Iall. (US.), 455, [ L.
Ed. 456; and Garner’s Introduction to Political Scienc:."

The first Filipino student of politics ro define political science adopring
the Malcolm position was Teodoro M. Kzlaw. In his Manual de Ciencia
Politica in 1918, T.M. Kalaw said that the object of the study of his book
was “the narure and organization of the State, the structure and functions
of the great branches cf government, and the theory of political and civil

liberties.”™®
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The first Filipino political scientist with very profound influence in the
development of Phiiippine political science is Maximo M. Kalavs, the
younger brother of Teodoro M. Kalaw. Maximo M. Kalaw’s great
influence in the deveiopment of the discipline 15 based on the following
facts: (1) He was the sccond of two staff members of the Department—
the first was the Chier of the Department, Dean Malcolm—who originally
manned the Department in the acaderic year of 1915-1916"; (2) He was
the first Filipino appointed as head of the Department; (3) During the
formative years of the Department at the University of the Philippines,
from 1920 to 1934, he was not only head of the department but also the
Dean of the College of Liberal Arts; (4) He was eminently qualified
academically, for aside from his studies in the University of the Philippines,
he had gone also t» the United S-ates, getiing an L1.B. degree at
Georgetown University in 1915 and an A.B. degree at Georgetown
University in 1916, studving special courses at the University of Wisconsin,
and being honored by the Universiry of Michigan in 1924 with a Ph.D.
degree; (5) He was the first Filipino 2xchange professor to an American
university, (6) He was co-author, with Dean George A. Malcol, of
Philippine Government,* which was formerly an aoproved textbook in the
public schools; (7) He was also the wuthor of other books, such as Se/f-
Government in the Philippines®'; The Case for Filipinos™; The Development of
Philippine Politics, 1872.19207; and Phitippin: Covernment™; (8) Finally, hz was
also very active and prominent in journalsm and the public service; he
was associate editor of the Manila Timer i1 1918; technical adviser to
independence missions to the United States in “he early 1930s, member
of the National Assembly, and Secretary ot the Depastment of Instruction
and Information during the Osmena administration.®

Like Malcolm and his older brother, the youager Kalaw also defined
political science as a study focused on the state. He was also conv.nced
of the practical value of political science He said:

The study of the state, and principally of its organ, the
government—its development, organization, and
function—is. . . of vital importance especially to a people
of a young republic that have assumed for themselves the
supreme sovereign powets of a stace.”®

The state-focused poltical science articulated by Malcolm and the Kalaws in
the University of the Philippines was continued by subsequent students of
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government and politics, especially textbook authors of introduction to
political science and Philippine governmert.

One of the eatliest authots of such texibooks, Jose M. Aruego, who was
also one of the most prominent Filipino politcal scientists after Maximo M.
Kalaw before World War II and the post-war petiod untl the 1940s and early
1950s, published Principles of Political Science in 1932 and Philippine Government
in Action in 1954. The preface of the former stated: “The aim has been to
present within a single volume a general survey of the sudy of political science.
The study begins and ends with the state”’? The latter ‘ikewise revolves around
the juridical concept of state. Both books aad heen revised at least three times
to accommodate new data and developmeats, but in the revised editions the
state focus of the textbooks had never been changed.

Other texthooks on Philippine government written by authors prominent
either in academe or the government are The Covernment of the Philippines®, The
Constitutional Government of the Philippines®®, The Gevernment of the Republic of the
Philippines, Philippine Covernment and Polstict,'and Philppine Governmen?”. The
Tolentirno textbook was published in 1950 and the one by Espina came off
the press in 1981. The others were publisked between 1950 and 1981. Al of
them were aralyzed in terms of the state, using tae legalistic and institutional
approaches.

Owing to the influence of Malcolm and the Kalaws and the impact of the
textbooks oni Philippine government, the state-focusied political science 1as
become firmly established i the Philippines, both in the private and public
colleges and universities. However, this kind cf pclitical science has been
challenged by political s:ientists with orientarions in political sociology and
political economy.

An example of critiques of the state-focused kind of political science by
political scientists with orientations in political sociology is a paper delivered
during the golden jubilee of the Depariment of Political Science of the
University of the Philippines in 1965. The author of this paper argued that
the focus or. the state should be supplaated by nevr foci—the concepts of
political system and political process. The reason given for this contention

was:

In our post-independence era, the state-focused kind of
political science is no longer appropriate. Out problem
now is no lénger how to gain independence (to which
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problem the state-focused politica. science was
appropriate, for it revolved around the concepts of
sovereignty and rights), but how to modernize as a
natton—economically. sccially, and polizically. It is not
the rights anc powers of governraeat agencies and the
people legally defined that ought to intersst us primarily
now, but the ways and means to develoo and mobilize
the resources of the nation and integrare -he various
sectors and groups which constitute the Philippine social
and political tystem.”

The author of the paper compared and contrasted ~he political science
focused on the state, which was labeled the old political science, anc: the
political science focused on the political system and political process, which
was termed the new politcal science. He said:

The old kind 1s essentially legalistic in approach. It 1s
legalistic becaase 1t studies the jurdical concept of state,
the various forms of government. the branches and
agencies oI a government, their legal powers and
limitations, the people as citizens or aliens, or as voters
or non-voters, their legal rights ard limitations, the idea
and nature of sovereigaty, the lega. relaticnships between
sovereign states, and the prerogatives and legal limitations
of them. It is essendally static because it emphasizes legal
structures and functons. ... When it studies the dynamics of
government, it studies procedures. Thus its analysis of
legislation, administration, addication, 1nd elections is
mechanical. Legislation, for instance, is analyzed in terms
of first reading, second reading, the rules o>f procedure or
debate, third reading , the kiads of voting during third
reading, and so forth. In elections, the sarme mechanical
approach is adopted——tegistrat:on of voters, who are and
are not votess, qualifications and Jisqalifications of
voters, voting, rules to be appiled in counting the votes,
and so forth. The interplay of soc:al, economic, political
and other forces in the political systern is not stressed and
may even be ignored. Thus, all the lite, complexty, grimness,
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grace, confusion, and dynamism of politics ate underplayed
or disregarded.

The new political science, on the othet hand, is essentially
sociological and dynamic. It studies the political system and
the political process instead of the state. It stresses, instead
of legal rights and authority, actual political behavior and
the social, economic, ideological, geographical and othet
dynamic factors which affect it. It emphasizes political
interaction and actual participation instead of legal
relationships But it does not ignore or disregard the
authority and rights of government agencies, cidzens, and
other political uruts or persons. They are also studlied, except
that they no longer constitute the main bulk of the analysis.
Because of the divergent emphases and approaches of the
old and the new political science, their methods and
techniques of studying and understanding government and
politics also differ. The old political science lays much
emphasis on library study, analyzing legal documents, such
as wiitten constitutions, statutes, administrative rulings, and
the like. The new political science frequently makes use of
field survey, observation, and nrerviews. ™

The critiques of the state-focused political science by political scientists with
otientations in political economy started appearing in the later 1960s and
during the 1970s. Dr. Francisco Nemeazo, Jr. is one of the articulate and
vigorous exponents of political science with otientations in political econcmy.
Duting the third national conference of the Philippine Political Science
Association in 1977, Nemenzo remarked

The mainstreara of political science n the Unated States, as
in the Philippines, bas been an intellectualized expression of
bourgeois ideology. As its formative stage, polirical science
was hardly more than bourgeois -urispruderce reduced into
liberal thetorics, and there was a tendency to explain political
realities in rerms of rthe lega. system. The so-called
“traditional approach” gave rise t> the imptession that
lawyers make the best teachers in political science.

Over the last two decades, political science has, of course,
become more sophisticated. The legalistic conception of
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reality has given way to more ¢ynamic approaches. All this
has made political science, alas, no less conservative. Qur
areas of corcern have shifted from: the study of formal
rights to actual citizens’ participation; from structures and
legally presc:ibed functions of governmental agencies to
patterns of solitical behavior; etc.

But studies along this line still leave unexamined and,
therefore, uncriticized the founcations of bourgeois
social order

Accordingly, Nemenzo proposes that a polirical economy otier.tation
should be followed by students of politics The political economy preferred
by Nemenzo is of Marxist variety; and the new feci of political science
he prescribes ate “lependensy and liseration the key concepts in current
radical literature.”’

Of the two alternatives to political science focused on the State—
political sociology (tocused on political system and political process) and
political economy (locused on dependeacy and likeration)—the former,
pardly owing to the “act that it was advocated eadlier, is gradually growing
in strength in the Philippines. Another reason why it has been gradually
becoming stronger 1s that the professional practiiioners of the discipline—
Ph.D. degree hold:rs, most of whom are gradaates from Atrerican
universities—are alio increasing in number gradually. It must be noted
rhat American universities were responsible for: the behavioral revolution
in political science in the 1950s ard eatly 1960s. Most of these Ph.D.
practitioners of Philippine politicai science wre products of American
universities during the behavioral revoluticn of political science. The two
indicators of its gradual growth of strergtn are the increasing number of
courses and increising number of bocks published about political
sociology in compatison to the numrber o courses and books puolished
related to political economy. These will not be taken up here, for they
are included in Section IL

To complete the brief history of polit-cal science in the Philippines, data
on students enrolled and graduated with degrees in political science, as
well as the number of colleges and universities providing courses n
political science, aze required. Unfortunately, complete data on these
matters are not reacily available, for these bave not been collected, collated,



PrivipviNg Sociar SCIENCES REVIEW

vel. 59, nos.1-4, jan-dec 1998

and summarized in systzratic studies 1s nzeded “or a comprehensive
understanding of the stzte of political scienze in the country. What aze
presented below are necess azily those selected Jata which are available

In 1976, Bulatao, e a/. reported that taere were “40 state colleges and
universities throughou- the islands (i.e., tae Ph:lipp nes)’, as well as over
600 private colleges and amversities, enrolling, as of 1972-1973 a total of
720,000 students”’ It is difficult, however, t> esiimate the number of
students taking political scietice as courses or as a ccurse of study in these
private znd public instituions of higher learning, although in most schocls
a course on Philippine government and politics is @ required subject for
all stadents.

It is a well-known fact, however, thar tner: are only few universities in
the Philippines with autonomous departments of political science. The
oldest university in the Philippines, the Uiversity o Santo Tomas (which
was fouaded 1n 1611), urtil now does not have an autonomous department
of political science. Cousses in political sctenze in the U niversity, however,
are taught in a Departraent of Social 3ciences. ‘The most prestigious
Catholic university with zn autonomous Departrent of Political Science-—
the Ateneo de Manila Uriversity—-has a very small department, with a staff
of only three faculty members. Among ‘he Protestant-operat:d
universities, Silliman Uriversity ts certainly one of the best, but like the
University of Santo Tomas, 1r still does not Fave an autonomous
department of political science, althouy's it does have a Department of
Social Sciences. Among the non-sectarun niversities. the University of
the East and Far Easternt University pethaps have the largest autonomous
departments of political science, but data on their students and graduates
in polirical science ate not readily avzilable. The University of the
Philippines has the olce;t Depariment of Pclitical Science in the country,
established in 1915.

Data on college graduates in private schocls with a bachelot’s degree in
Foreigr. Service and ir. I'ublic Administ=ation (which are actually political
science degrees)—the table where these data were drawn does not include
polirical science—are provided by Bulatao, 2 ual. for academic year 1969-
1970. Out of a grand total of 13,825 studénts whe graduated in the
private schools with degrees in various felds. there were 225 students with
majors in the social sciences. Of these students, there were 45 graduates

10
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in political science, fitteen (13) of whom graduating with an A.B. Foreign
Service and thirty (3() with a B.S. Public Admiristration.*

The daza preserted above indicate that the private colleges and
universitics are not producers of gracuates in political science. If some
universitics, like the University of the East and Far Eastern University. have
a large staff of faculty members who belong to departments of political
scierice, these departinents appear 1o be primarily servicing only students
who take up required introductory courses in political science (e.g.,
Philippine Governracnt and Politics) but not taking care of students who
are majors in politicil science. It 13 possible, of course, that Bulaao, ef
4/ have incomplete cata in their table of graduates :n the private schools
in the liberal arts and sciences by mijor ir 19¢9-1970. However, their
source—Division of Evaluation, Research and S:atistics, Bureau of Public
Schools, Statistical Bulletin, 1969-1970 —ppeers to be reliable. And
Bulatao, ef a/, are professional socia sclentists.

This means that if one talks of political science in the Philippines, he
must refer to political science in the Universiy of the Philippines. We must
now look into selectzd statistical data on political science students in the
state university.

The first student to graduate with a bachelor’s degree in political science
fror the U.P. Department of Political Science graduated in 1920. The
first student to gradaate with a mas -er’s degree in political science in the
University of the Philippines graduated appareatly in 1925.*" The first
student to graduate with a Ph.ID. in polirical scrence graduated in 1970.%

In 1961-1962, <he Lepartment of Yo itical Science graduated the
following number of students with the fo lowing degrees: Bachelor of Arts
in Political Science—-40; Bachelor ol” Sciznce in Foreign Service—48; and
Master of Arts in Poluical Science—--2.%

For the academ:c years 1969-1970 and © 970-1971, Arcellana provides
the following statistical data:

Our Departnent has been busy ... In 1949-1970 it services
1,013 A.B. :najors and 523 Fore:gn Service students for a
total of 1,556 undergraduates plus 72 gt 1duate students for
a grand toal of 1,608 students. These figures dipped

il

somewhat 111 1970-1671 to 71} A B. majors and 358 Foreign
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Service student; for a total of 1,068 under;zraduates, and
84 graduates (11crease of 12) for a grand toral of 1,152
political science upperclassmen. .. In 1969-1970, there
were 86 graduates of A.B Political Science and 59 graduates
of B.S. Foreign Service, degree conrses administered by out
Department. In 1970-1971 there were 8| graduates of A.B.
Political Science and 34 graduates of 3.5. Foreign Service.®

In 1981, there were 317 undergraduate majors in A.B. Political Scier ce
and 36 in BS Foreign Service, as well as 75 graduate students, enrolled in the
Department. The graduate: in A.B. Political Science were 41 students; in E.S.

Foreign Service, 9; in M.A. Folitical Science, +; and h.DD. Political Science,
1 .44

Since the discipline of political science is nor well-developed in the private
colleges and universities, and since amoag srate un-versities it is only the
University of the Philiphines that has a developed discipline of political
sclence, the discussion o trends in the teaching of political science will be
focused primarily on the trends in teaching ar the state uruversity.

As already pointed out in the first secton of this paper, the Department
of Political Science was established in 215, and taat its first “Chief of
the Department” was Dean Geotrge A. Malcolin. In the first year of tae
Department in academi: vear 1915-1916, thete wete only five political
science courses offered-—Political Science 1-5 43 3y the next academic
year, 1916-1917, these courses had doublzd, Politicz] Science 6-10 having
been added. As listed in the Casalague, 1915-171., Arnouncements 1917-1918
of the University, these ten political science coutses were: Political Scienze
1, Principles of Political Science; Political Science 2, Constitutional Hisrory,
Political Science 3, Amcrzan Government, Pclitical Science 4, Philippine
Government; Political Science 5, Orientai Governmenis; Political Science 6,
European Governments; Po'itical Science 7. Positical Perties; Political Science
8. Municipa! Governmeat, Political Scenca 9, heory and Practice of
Legisiation, Political Science 10, Teachers’ Conurse in Government. These coursz2s
were taught by only two staff members, Dean Malcolm of the College of
Law and Maximo M. Kalaw.*

During the early 19205, -he courses of the Depa:tment doubled once mote,
Political Science 11-22 having been added. By this tire, Maximo Kalaw was

12
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already the Head of the Department, as well as Dean of the College of Liberal
Arts. The additional courses, as listwed in #he Genera! Catalogne 1922-1923,
Annguncements 1923-19.24, vrere Political Science 11, Diplomacy; Political Science
12, ,omtzmtzana/ Develop.ment in China: Political Science 13, Chinese Dipromay,
Political Science 14 For Fiastern Relation: and Po/itics; Poli-ical Science 15, History
of Political Thought, Political Science 16, Preblems of Municipal Government;
Political Science 17, 'nternational Law: Poltical Science 18, Current Political
Probisms; Political Scier.ce 19, Colonzal Government; Political Science 20, History
of Diplomacy, Political Science 21, Amrica 1-Fhilipbine Relations, and Pclitical
Science 22, Seminar iv Political Science””

By this period, i the staff members of the Depar:ment had more than
trebled in number, for the General Catalognz 1922-1323 listed seven instead of
only two members. A:so, the scope of political science as taught had become
comprehensive, for all the major fields of political science were already to be
found in the political science curriculum ¢f the Department—Political
Institutions and Comparative Governments Political Dynamics, International
Relations, and Political Philosophy and Thzory. Fowever, it must be aoted
that there were only two courses in Politice] Dynamics—DPolitical Science 7,
Politizal Parnies and Political Science 9, Theory and Practice of Legislation-—and
only one Political Philosophy and Theor—Poliacal Science 15, Political Thought.
Practically, all of the twenty-two courses in political science of the Department
dealt with Political Institutions anc. Comparative Governments and
International Relation:.

The general pattern of the courses in political science in the University of
the Philippines as instiruted by Malcolr. and Kalaw durng the formative years
of the discipline betwten 1915 and 1925 remazined essentially the same even
after Kalaw’s retirement as Head of the Departmeat of Political Science and
Dear of the College of Liberal Arts in 1935 undl tae outbreak of World War
IT in Asia in 1941 and even after the erd of World War II in 1945 un-il the
early 1950s. Some :cuzses were abolish:d, others renamed, several
renumbered, and a few were instituted, but Iy and "arge, the pattern remained
essentially the same.

One of the few courses insumted after World War IT that is noteworthy is
Political Science 107, Creopolitics. The descripticn of the coutse in the Catalogue
1947-1948 of the University reads: A study of political institutions as afected
bv geographical environments; brief zeview of forces and politics behind
colonial expansion; trends towards icternational groupings which affect

international relations and politics”*
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We tzke note of this course, which was ntroduced by Pedro L. Baldoria, 2
Ph.D. holder from the Juiversity of Southern California who joined “he
Departiment in 1947, for wo important reasons. Jirst, 1t was the most popuilar
and influential course of the Department after World War IT untl the 1950s
as indicated by the number of students who studied under Dr. Baldoria and
several master’s theses written based or. geopolitics. Second, it was an
interdisciplinary approach {Le, in terms of political geography) challengng
the rraditional interdisciplinary approach baszd on political law. However,
after Dr. Baldoria’s death in 1966 the courte on geopolitics became dormant,
and eventually it was abolished for lack of a faculty member sufficiertly
interested in teéaching the course.

The decade of the 1950s is a significant period in the history of the
Department of Political Science for two principal reasons. First, during <he
first half of the decacie, the Deparument lost a major area—putlic
administration. It was made an autonormcus ant, becoming the Institute of
Public Administration in 1952 and later «s the College of Public
Administration. And second, there was = new development in the staff of
the Department.

Unatil the first half of the decade of the 19505, only Dir. Baldoria was “he
Ph.D. holder in the Department after the early Ph.D. holders of rthe
Department were taken by the national government to serve the new Republic
after its independence in 1946, or had retired or died in the late 1940s.
However, by the second half of the decade, D-. Baldotia ceased to be “he
only Ph.D. holder of tae Department. Three faculty members of the
Department taking up Ph ! courses in the "Jnited States fuiished their doctoral
studies one after the other in the later 1950s—Dnofre 1D. Corpuz in 1956,
Cesar A. Majul in 1957, and Remigio E. Agpalc i 1958.

Corpuz’s major acadesnic interests wete political institutions and political
theory. In the graduate program, he introduced some courses on Philippine
polirical institutions. In the undergraduate program, his contributions were
notable. He instituted a course on “Policy, Politics, and Government,”
described as “Meaning of politics as the process by which the commurity
makes public decisions.”'” He transformed Folitical Science 2, Constituticnal
Histary, into Political Science 108, Constrintion al .f].rtef;m. And he instituted a
new course, Political Scicnce 121, The Pinkppire Administrative System?® Thus,
Corpuz put more vigot ‘o the theoretical, systenic, and systematic study of
government and politics. Unfortunately, for the cliscipline of political scierce,
he did not serve the Départment of Political Science long enough to give it
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profound mfluence, for he was taken by the University Administration as Vice-
President for Administration in the eatly 1960s and eventually by the nztional
government as na’tion,xl official, first as Undersecretary of the Department of
Education in 1966 and later as Secretary of the Departiment of Educaticn and
then Mintster of the Minustry of Education and Culrure, as well as top official
of other national bodies (e.g., Presiden: of the Univetsity of the Philippines
and President of the Development Academy of the Philippines).

Majul’s main acadernic interest was political philosophy. However, swing
10 the fact that he was otiginally connecied with the Department of Philosophy,
he could not give the Department of Dolitical Science his full time. In fact,
more of his time wa: given to the DDepartment of Philosophy than to the
Department of Political Science. Neve-theless Majul introduced a new course
in the graduate program of the: Department-—a course on the political and
constitutional ideas o7 the Philippine Reveolution.

Agpalo became Academic Officer-in-Charge of the Discipline of
Polirical Science®! ir. 1961-1963, and Cha:rman of the Department of
Political Science’? in 1963-1966. Transforming Corpuz’s “Policy, Politics,
and Government” into a course o1 pclitical sociology, now entitled
“Society, Politics, anc Government,” «nd adding “Interest Groups” to the
old course on poltical parties, as well as renuming the old course on
research in political science as “Systemati: Folitizs,” Agpalo continued the
Corpuz orientation in theoretical, systemi: and systematic study of politics
and government; and at the same titne, he started the emphasis on the
political sociology orientation of political science. In the graduate
vrogram, he introduced several cowrses on political dynamics, political
thecry, and comparative government. Among the new courses which he
introduced are: TPoudtical Movemen:s, the Elite in Politics, Politics of
Revolution, Politics of Modernization, Cont:mporary Problems in Political
Dynamics, The Developing States, Totalitarian Governments, The Theory
of Democracy, The Theory of Totalitarian:sm and Authoritarianism, the
Roman Catholic Theory of Politics, PPolizical Obligation, and Seminar on
Plato and Aristotie In 1965, he likewise lec the Department :n the
celebration of the (Golden Jubilee of “he Department by holding an
international conference on the rwin rhemes of “Trends and Problems of
acd “Pclitical Science in Asia.” This
golden jubilee conference was attended by clelegates not only from

3

Asian Governments and Politics’

representative colleges and universities all ove: the Philippines but also
by selected delegates from Japan, Chinz, India, Thailand, Vietnam,
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Malaysia, Australia, and “he United States. He also started the adopticn
of a quintuple classificaion of areas of the ccurses in political science
offered by the Department in both the undergraduate and graduate
programs. Based primarily on the International Political Science
Association classification: of the areas on poitical science in the 1950s,%
the fields or areas of pclidcal science as adopred by rhe Department were:
I. Political Dynamics; II. Comparative Gcvernments; IT1. Philippine
Government and Politicis; IV. World Poltics and irternational Law; and
V. Political Theory and Methodology.™

Since the 1960s, the curnicular prograra of the Department of Political
Science, by and large, staoilized, although scrne revisions of descriptiors,
occasional renumbering, a few institution, and some abolition of courses
have been effected.

The most recent availasle publication of the courses, classified by arezs,
taught by the Department of Political Science appeats in the General
Catalggue I1 77 /78 of the University of tke Philiopines system.® As listed
in this catalogue, the ccurses of the Deparrment, grouped by fields or
areas, ate as follows:

1.Undergraduate

Introductory Courses and Philippine Government

. 5ocial and Political Thought

. Political Science 11. Introduction to 2olitical Science

. Political Science 14. Philippine Government and Politics

. Political Science 150 Philippine National end Local Administration
. Political Science 151 The Philippine Executive

. Political Science 15.. Philippine Legislative System

. Political Science 153 The Philippine Judicial System

NN Utk W=

Political Dynamics

8. Political Science 160. Scciety, Politics and ‘Sovernment

9. Political Science 161, Political Parties and nterest Groups

10. Political Science 163. Political Behavior: Processes and Movements

Foreign and Comparative Government and Politics

11. Political Science 171. American Government and Politics

12. Political Science 172. Government and Pclitics of Selected European
States

13. Political Science 17:3. Government and Dolitics of the Commonwealth
of Nations
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14.. Political Scienc? 177. Government and Po itics of Asia 1
15. Political Scienc: 173. Government and Po itics of Asia II
16. Political Scienc> 179. Government and Poitics of Asia III

International Law. Organization and Relaticns

17. Political Scienc: 180. Philippine Foreign Policy

18. Political Scienc2 181. American Foreign Pslicy

19. Political Sciencz 182. International Pclitics

20. Political Science 183. Internaticnal Organization

271. Political Science 184. Diplomatic and Corsular Practice
22. Political Science 185. Public International Law

23. Political Science 186. Private Irternational Law

Political Theory and Methodology

24.
25,
26.
27,
23.
29.
30.

Political Science 190.
Political Science 192.
Political Science 193.
Political Scieace 194.
Political Science 195.
Political Science 196.
Political Science 199.

2.Graduate
Philippine Goverament, Politics and Acdministration

31.

32. Political Science 251.

Political Science 250.

33, Political Scierice Z5Z.

34, Political Science 254.
35. Political Science 255.

Fracticum

Ancient and Medieval Political Theory
Modern Politice] theory

Aumerican Political Thecry

Asian Po itical Thought

Philippine Political Thought

Research in P’olitical Sc:ence

Seminar irc Philinpinz Administrative Problems
Seminar 'n Philippine Political Institutions
Seminar i1 Coatempcrary Philippine Legislation.
Problems in Fhiippine Local Government
Problems in [hilippire Constitutional Law

36. Political Science 301. Seminar in Contemporary Philippine
Governmental “roblems

Political Dynami:s
37. Political Scien:e 260. Seminar in I'ol tical Dynamics
38. Political Science 261. Seminar ir Politizal Parties, Elections, and

Interest Grougs

39. Political Scien:e 262. The Elite in Pol tics
40. Political Scien:e 263. Politics of Modernization
41. Political Scienze 313. Seminar in the Politics of Revolution

Foreign and Comparative Government and Politics

42. Political Science 271.
43, Political Scienze 272,
44. Political Science 273.
45, Political Science 277.

Government and Politics of Latin America
Governurient and Politics of West Asia
Government and Politics of Sub-Saharz Africa
Government and Politics of Asia
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46. Pclitical Science 279. Seminar in lLocal Government and
Administration in Asia

47. Political Science 320. Problems in Comparative Government and
Politics

48. Politica} Science 322. Constitutional Governments

49. Political Science 324. Communist Political Systems

50. Political Science 325. The Developing States

International Law, Organization and Relations

51. Political Science 280. Problems in Philippine Foreign Relations

52. Political Science 282. Comparative Foreign Policy

53. Political Science 28%. Problems in International Law

54. Political Science 330. Seminar in the Joreigr. Policy of the Major
Powers

55. Political Science 337. Seminar in International Relations

56. Political Science 33Z. Regional Organizations and World Security

57. Political Science 335. Seminar in International Organizations .

Political Theory and Methodology

58. Political Science 29(0.. Seminar on Flato and Aristotle

59. Political Science 291. Seminar in Medieval Political Thought

60. Political Science 29%. Political Obligation

61. Political Science 294. The Theory of Democracy

62. Political Science 295. Socialist and Communist Political Theory

63. Political Science 296. The Political and Constitutional Ideas of the
Philippine Revolution

64. Political Science 299. Seminar in Political Science

65. Political Science 300). Thesis.

66. Political Science 345. Seminar in Political Thecry

67. Political Science 40(). Dissertation

Witk regard to the present staff members of the Department, these have
grown from two faculty members in 1915-1916 to twenty-four in 1982-
1683. Cf these present staff members, eight have Ph.D. degrees, fourteen
have master’s degrees, and two have bachelor’s degrees. Of the two with
bachelor’s degrees, one i about to finish his masteral studies.

As regards the courses in political science taught in other colleges and
universities, there is no need to go into detailed discission, for either they
have very few courses in political science, or if they have several courses,
these are generally modeled after the ccurse offerings of the University
of the Philippines. At least two reasons may account for the University
of the Philippines courses being used as models. First, the University of
the Philippines has been the leading insiitution in the country in various
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academic fields, including the social sciences in general, and political
science in particular. And second, several members teaching political
science in the universities which have autonomo s Departments of Political
Science have graduated from the University of the Philippines.

We shall present = general profile of poiitical science courses taught in
various universities of the country as a conclusion to the discussior: of the
trends in teaching political science The data we shall present are those
gathered by Vigilia in a survey in 1968-1969 and 1971-1972 of seven
colleges and universities in all important regions of the country: Northern
Luzon—-St. Louis University; Mettopolitan Manila—University of the
Philippines, Ateneo de Manila University, University of the East, and
Philippine Christian College; Visavas—Silliman University; and
Mindanao—Mindanao State University. In Vigilia’s study, the quintuple-
field classification of main areas of poiitical science of the Department
of Political Science of the University of the Phuippines was aclopted,
adding a sixth field—public adminstrarion—*"because it was considered
by some of the inst:tutions covered as another area although in UP it is a
separate and mote specialized field.”*

Vigilia’s findings on the courses in poitical science taught in the above-
mentioned seven colleges and universities are:

1) International Relations and Comparative Government were the most
emphasized areas. International Relations subjects constituted 32.36
percent of the total course offerings in 19681959 and 31.79 percent in
1971-1972. For the same years, Ccmparative Government had 18.5
percent.

2) Political Theory and Political Dynamics were stressed next with Political
Theory accounting for 15.6 percent of total >fferings for both academic
years and Political Dynamics for 12.3 percent in 1968-1969 and 13.87
percent in 1971-1972.

3) Philippine Government and Politics and Fublic Administration were
emphasized last with unvarying 1.5 and 20 subjects, respectively, in both
academic years.

4) State-owned schools appeared to be more conscious of an equal
emphasis on areas excepting Public Administration which is virtually
nonexistent.
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5) Private institutions have given a relatively heavier weight to only three
areas, namely, Compirative Governmrent, In-erne tioral Relations, and
Public Administratior ..

6) Curricular changes during the two academic years were insignificant.”

With regard to trends 11 research on Philippine political science, these
could be surveyed by dividing the time span from 1915, when the
Department of Political S cienice of the University of the Philippines was
established, to 1981, into three periods: 19151645, “he pre-war to World
War II period; 1946-1965, the independence perind up to the golden
jubilee year of the Department of Political Science; and 1966-1981, the
post-golden judilee perioc until 1981, the year when martial law was lifted
in the Philippines. These periods may alss be callec Period I, Period 11,
and Pericd I1I, respective'y. For manageatility, cnly “he significant books
and/or monographs on Fhilippine political science will be examined.

During the period of 1915-1945, eight political scieruists (four foreigners
and fcur Filipinos) could be identified as hav.ng preduced significant or
at least creditable works n political science. The four foreigners wer:
George A. Mzlcolm, Dapen Liang, Gravson Kirk, and Joseph Ralston
Hayden. The four Filipinos were Teodoro M. Kalaw, Maximo M. Kalaw,
Jose P Laurel, St., and Joie M. Aruego.

Of the books writter. by the four Filipinos, only the major works of
Maximo M. Kalaw were presenred in full. We shall now identify the
principal works in Philipp ne political scieace of “he remaining three, with
a brief statement of their academic and/or governm ental career.

Teodoro M. Kalaw, whc vas earier menciored as the author of Manual
de Ciencia Politica in 1913, was editor of E/ Renacimients, 1907-1909;
member, Philippine Assembly, 1910-1913; Secretary, Philippine Assembly,
1913-1916; Director, National Library, 1916-1¢17 and 1929-1939, and
Secretary of the Department of Interior, 1920-1922. He was also the
authot of La Masoneria Fivipina (1920) and La Revolucion Filipina (1924), as
well as the editor of Fistolario Rigaling (1930-1938) and Apolinario
Mabint’s La Revolucion Filivina (1921

Jose P. Laurel, St. taughi in the Department of Politica. Science, as well
as the College of Law, of the University of the Plilippines. He also taugh:
in the National Teacher’s College, and he founded the Lyceum of the
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Philippines. Having served as member of the Cabinet and of the
Philippine Legislature during the Ameticar regime and during the
Commonwealth era as Associate Jurtice of the Supreme Court, as well as
Secretary of ]usticr;, Laurel likewise icrved “he country as President of the
Republic during the Japanese occupation and Senator in the Congress of

the Philippines aftes World War 11

Laurel’s principal works in political scier ce are in the areas of political
philosophy or ideas and public law. His worss 11 public law are: The
Election Law™; Loca! Governmeni in the Phiiivpine Islands™; Cases on
Constitutional Law, V. 1y Cases on Constioutimal "aw Vol IFP'; Administrative
Law and Practice”; Tie Three Powers of Coverameat Under the Philippine
Constitniion”’; Philipp.ne Constitutional Law™; and Philippine Law on Elections®.
Laurels studies invclving political icdeas or philosophy are Forces that Make
a Nation Great®®; Political and Moral Orientation”’: Bread and Freedom®; Our
Fconomy—What Can Be Done™; Trinking for Durcelves™; and Moral and
Fducational Orientatin for Filipinos.”

Jose M. Aruego vras Deari and Professcr of Political Science, College
of Liberal Arts, ani Professor of Polidicil Law and International Law,
National Law College. of the Universicy of Mamla. He also seived as
delegate to the 1924-1935 Constitutional Convention. His principal works
in political science, besides the two mentioned in the first section of this
papet, are The Framng of the Philippine Constitution™, Vols 1 znd 11,
International Documents tor the Philippines”; and Philiptine Government ir Action
and the Philippine Consiitution.™

In the case of Dean Malcolm, besides bis books already mentioned in
the first section, ke alsa authored Tie Commoniveahh of the Philippines” and
First Malayan Repubi'c™” With regard to _iang, a1 Chinese political scientist
who was a Visiting Professor of Pclitical Science in the Department of
Political Science in the 1950s, he vras the author of The Development of
Philippine Political Pertres”

Kirk and Hayden are both American acaderaics, the former nor only a
professor of political science but also at 2 later date, President of
Columbia University; and the latter, a professcr of political sciencz at the
University of Mich:igan. He also served as an Exchange Professor in the
University of the Philippines and later a Vize Governor of the Phil ppines.
Kirk’s major wotk is Philitpine Indzpenderce’; and that of Hayd:n, The
Philippines: A Study in National Dev2.opneen’.”
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The approaches to the studies in political scierce in Period I were either
in terms of political or public law, or political phiwsophy, or historical
deve.opment. The focus was the state, either ererging or fully developed, or
its agencies, lehders, and similar entities, c1 movements or transformations
taking place within it. Whatever the approach ot the focus of the study, in
every case there was no atternpt at systemic analysis. Even the movements or
transformations within the state or the emerging state, which can lend
themselves easily to systemic analysis, were studies in terns of historical
development

During the second period, from 1946 to 1965, there wete twelve books cn
Philippiree political science which ate significant ot at least creditable. Listed
in chronological order, these books are: 1he Philippire Presidential Election of
1953*; The Philippine Presidency”’; The Bureaucracy in the Philippines*; Focus on the
Barric®’; Magsaysay and the Philippine Peasantry®; The Congress of the Philippines”;
The Political Process and the Nationahgation of the Reiasl Trade in the Philippines™;
Patterns in Decision-Making: Case Studies in Philippin: Administration®; The
Philippines and the United S:ates®; Politics in the Philit pines®’; Leaders, Factions, and
Parties: The Structure of Philippine Politics”; and The Philitpines”’

If the political science outputs of Pericd I are compared with those of
Period 11, it is quite obvious that the outputs of the: firs: petiod are either quite
limited in scope, ie., they cover specific subjects, such as Philippine
Commonwealth or Philippine Independence or abcut norms, either
descriptive (such as the eiection law) or prescriptive (such as values, ethical
otientations, and the like). Moreover, they are cither approached legalisticaly
ot historically. In the case of the outputs of the second perod, however, while
studies on specific subjects are still made, there is more variety of subjects
examined and the apptro.iches used are also more vatied, not confined to
legalistic and historical approaches. Decisior-making and policy-making
approaches are used, as well as functional, structural, interest-group
analysis, institutional, inter-state, historizal, and legalistic approaches.

During the third period, from 1966 to 1981, which is five years shorter
than Period 11, there are thirty books on political science published tkat
could be assessed as significant or credirable. These books are likewise
listed below 1n the chronologicai order of their puslication.

The first fifteen of these books were published between 1966 and 1974.
They include the following: The City in Nation-Bui/ding”*; The Developm:nt
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of an Interest Group”; The Poltical and Conctitutiona! Ideas of the Philippine
Revolution™; U.S. Milktary Bases and Phifippine Americar Relations”; Foundations
and Dynamics of Filitino Government and Poliiics”, American Neo-Colorialism:
Its Emergence in the Philippines and Asia’'; Prilispine Parties and Politics; Ramon
Magsaysay: A Political Biography”; The Matrix of Policy in the Philippines'®;
International Law in Fhilippine Relations'®'; Th: Political Elite and the People: A
Study of Politics in Oucidental Mindoro *%; Philippine Local Government: Issues,
Problems, and Prospect””": Musiims in the Philippine:'"; United States-Philippine
Cooperation and Cross-Purposes'”; and "Towards a Southeast Asian Community.’

The last fifteen o7 these books, published between 1975 and 1981, are the-
following: Chinese-Philippine Diplomatic Reiations, ' 946-19757; The Philippine
Congress: Causes of S'ructural Change'™', Parliamentary Government'”; The Huk
Rebellion'""; The Philippines and the United Siates: Forging of New Relations'''; The
United States and the Philipbines’"; The Phulippines and Southeast Asia'’; Of Citizens
and Leaders: Reform ard Government in a Suburvan Setring'"; Marcos and Martial
Law in the Philippines'”; Central Planning and he Expansion of Public Enterprise'’’;
Koots of Dependency: Palitical and Econonne Fevotution in 19* Century Philiptines'’’;
Lilam and Development: A Colection of ssaye'"; The Social and Political Thought
of Claro M. Recto'”; 'The United States and the Philippines: A S tudy i Neo-
Colonialism’®; and Church-State Relations.’”

It is obvious that in spite of the fac: that pericd 111 is five years shorter
than Period 11, the oatputs of the thad period ate very much greater than
thoss of the second period. In fact, books published in Period III increased
by more than double of those publisaed in Period II. It is also important
to note that there was tremendous increase in research work on
international relations. The study cf local government units or their
politics, which was introduced in Period 11, also substantially increased in
Period 11I. Studies >n political instability (rebellicn or revolution) and
dynamic ideologies (rationalism, neocolonialism, and imperialism) had also
emerged in the third period Finaly, politica! philosophy or political
thought, which was prominent in Petiod I and virtually absent in Period II,
had reappeared with vigor in Period 111.

In general, the main trends indicated by the research outputs of Philippine
political science from 1915 to 1981 as snown :n the data of the three periods
as presented above are: (1) development towards comprehensiveness, i.e.,
more and more areas/ fields of political science are teseatched; (2) movement
away from legalistic and instirutional approaches and towards systemic and
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behaviotal approaches; 13 adoption of nevs imn-erdisciphinary areas of stucy,
such as polircal sociolojy and political anthiropolegy, besides the more
traditional fields of politcal histoty, polinizal aw, and political philosopty;
(4) development towatds ‘more explanatory, theoretical, ot systemic studies;
and (5) development, it more general “erms, towzxds greater scientific
rigor.

Before concluding thir section, an obeervaticn on political economy as
a new interdisciplinary f el must also be nowec. This new area is already
emerging, for 1t has been advocated as 21 arza to b2 tresearched since the
197Cs by students of pclitics with interest in or appreciation of Marxist
analysis

As noted in the first section, Nemznzc had called attention to the
significance of this kird of reseazch. There are full-length studies on tais
new area already putlished but full-length. tooks of Filipino political
scier.tists have not yet appeared. Hcwever, soroe articles have been
published and several numeogtaphed papers have been circulated and
discussed during confe -ences, symposia, ard ‘he like. Samples of these
works are as follows: “Dependency and Libetation: Focus on the Third
Wozld”'??; “Rethinkiag the Philippine Socia. Formation: Some
Problematic Concepts and Issues” "% and “pnrhotitarianism and
Underdevelopment: NNates on the Tolitica Otder of a Dependent-

2

sl

Capitalist Filipino Moce.
i

The major problems of Philippine pclitical scieace are concerned vith
or related to the educational backgrourd of the facnlty membets teaching
political science, the staus 2nd effectiver ess of the professional associarion
of Philippine political s :ience, funding for the prof =ssional association and
political science research, the role of politica. sciearists in the society or
the polity, and the linkage of Filipino polidcal scientists with colleagues
in foreign countries with a view to uadertaking international research
projeces ot effecting in ernational undestanding in the common enterprise
of political science.

With regard to the educational backgrouad of the faculty members
teaching political science in the Philippines, Vigilia’s findings of a swudy
of political science faculty mernbers from seven Philippine universities and
colleges in 1968-196¢ and 1970-197". are indicztive of the educational
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profile of political s ientists in the country The faculty respondeats in
Vigilia’s study in 1908-1969 and 1970-1971 were seventy-five (75) and
sixty-eight (68), respectively.

Vigilia’s findings arc quoted below:

{1) In the school year 1968-1969,Master >f Arts degree holders  had the
biggest share of the teaching staif with 38.67 percent or, numerically,
29 teachers. This was also true in 1¢71-1972.

(2) Coming second were the Bachelor of Arts holders registering 26.47
percent or numerically 18 teachers in both acadzmic years.

(3) Instructors with a law degree ccme third with 20.0 percent and 19.13
percent in the two academic years, respectively.

(4) There was a relative scarcity of Doctoral degree holders and numerically
they comprised the smallest group in the >verall faculty set up with 17.33
percent and 13.23 percent in the -wo acadeinic years, respectively.!®

Vigilia’s findings, insofar as general profile of cducational background of
the faculty is concerned, are quite similar tJ tae fiadicgs of another study by
Rodolfo A. Bulatao, Abraham [ Felipe, Andrew B. Gonzales, ES.C. Consuelo
I. Gutierrez, Mariano D Obias, Bonifacio 3, Salamanca, and Zelda C. ‘Zablan
(hereafter Bulatao, ef /) in 1976. The political scientists studied by Bulatao e
al. are not the same or similar to those stucied by Vigilia, for the former’s
population was composed of political scientists as lisred in the secretzriat of
the Philippine Social Science Councd (P357) in 1976. Nevertheless, the
findings on their educational profile are useful, for they are corroborative of
Vigilia’s findings.

The findings of Fulatao, ef @/ on the educational background of the
seventy-nine (79) political scientists listed in the secretariat of PSSC 1n
1976, by highest degree obtained, are: Bachelor’s degree, 40; Master’s
degree, 23; and Doctorate, 1 6.1

If we define profissional political scientist as a practitioner of political
science with a Ph.[. in political science or sorne o her similat doctoral degree,
which stipulative definition is justified oy the fact that such a practitioner had
the longest formal training on the substantive courses, methodolozy and
canons of ethics of political science and bad already oroven his competence
in systemratic researca on politics and government b means of his doctoral
dissertation, then the above two studies sy Vigilia and Bulatao ez 4/ reveal
thar there are few professional political scientists in the Philippines, for there
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are only a few political scicnusts in the country wirh Ph.D. degrees in political
science or some other similar doctoral degree. The main bulk—an
overwhelming majority-—is composed of ‘actlty members with bachelor’,
master’s, and law degrees.

Considering that these faculty members with bachelor’s, master’s, and law’
degrees constitute the mamn bulk of the instructors of political science in the
country, they cannot be expected, other things being equal, to provide the
students with excellent training in political science. Considering further that
the available textbooks are legalistic in orentation and content, political science
as political law is perpetuated from decade to decade. Such political science,
therefore, 1s superficial, for law in moderrizing or Third World countries is
normally the manifestation of ideal relations—not the reality—of the society
and 1ts polity. In any case, if law reflects reality in such zountries, in most
cases, 1t reflecrs only a small part of realitv.

The findings of Vigilia and Bulatao ¢z 2/ on the educational background of
the practitioners of political science should be read in conjunction with the
findings of Vigilia to a question asked why stadents enrclled in political science
courses rook up those courses i order to appreciate the status of political
science. The students’ tegard for political science, as revealed by the Vigilia
study, 1s dismally low, perhaps owing to the fact that the students did not see
a bright future in political science. In any case, political science was perceived
by the students only as a means to an end, which indicates that political science
has a lower status than other careers, such as law or even politics. Of the 4¢5
students who participated in Vigihia’s survey. the numbers and percentages of
those giving answers to the question stated above were: 242 or 52.25 percent
answered, “as a preparation for a law degree”; 146 or 3°..40 percent answered,
“as training for would-be politicians.” Responses of “to have knowledge of
the subject”; “as preparation for teaching profession”, and “ro acquire research
skills” had 28, 27, and 21 tespondents, respectively.”'’

Why are the professional practitioners of political science in the Philippines
few? Part of the answer to this question is that o the forty (40) state
universities and colleges and about six hundred (600) private colleges and
universities throughout the country, there are only three universities offeting
courses leading to the doctorate degree in political science and/or publc
administration as late as 1976-~the University of the Philippines, University
of Santo Tomas, and Centro Escolar University. Even those higher institutions
of learning offering a masteral degree in political science and/or public
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administration were onlv eleven—the University of the Philippines, Ateneo
de Manila University, University of Santc Tomas, Far Eastern University,
Manuel L. Quezon University, Philippine Women's University, University of
Manila, Philippine College of Commetce, Arellaro U niversity, and Lyceum
of the Philippines.'™ More significanty. the staderts graduating with doctoral
degrees from these institutions of higher learning are extremely limitecl. For
instance, in academic: year 1969-197(, there were only five (5) doctoral
graduates. Those graduates with masteral degrees in tae same academic year
were only four (4).*

Another reason wiy there are few graduates with doctoral degrzes in
political science and/cr public administraticn 's thet the recruiting ground for
doctoral students in political science and/or public administration—the
students who have maiored in and graduated with a bachelor degree in political
science or similar discipline—-are not aumercus. [n the private colleges and
universities, the graduates with a bachelor’s dlegree in political science or related
discipline were only forty-five (45) for academic ear 1969-1970; and at the
University of the Philiopines in the sare academic year there were only cighty-
six (86) in A.B. Political Science and fifty-rine (59) in B.S. Foreign Service.

The second probler of Philippine political science, which is concerned with
the status and effeciiveness of the orofessional organization of Flipino
practitioners of political science, is intiately relared ro the first. Owing to
the fact that the educational backgrounds of those teaching and researching
in political science are heterogenecus-—very many are lawyers, more
numerous than the lawyers are those with 1 bachelor’s degree, and few Ph.D.
holders—these practtioners of political scierce had been burdened by great
difficulties in organizing rhemselves; and after they succeeded in organizing
thernselves, they have been saddled with great problems of maintaining an
effective organization The lawyers in the poliical science association naturally
insist and persist in construing political science as political law; the few
professional political scientists, advozating their magnificent obsess:ons—
paradigms, ideologies, or conceptuzl framewaorks—engage in sporadic
academic conflicts aniong themselves. and the mzin bulk of the practiioners
of politcal science-—the bachelor’s degree helders-—carry on by teaching the
students the introductory subjects in political sc:ence courses only because
these are needed as preparatory courses for law ot polides, or because they
are required for graduation in education, business, and other career fields or
professions. As a result, these bachelor cegree holders, who constitate the
main bulk of the practitioners of political science, have been condemned to
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carry on, year in and year out, teaching introductory courses. Consequently,
they have beeri condemned to remain as instructors, getting very low salaries,
and, therefore, also conde mned to improving their tacomes by taking so-
calle¢ “over-load” courses or doing “sidebnes” (i.e., 2ngaging in some ocld
jobs during off-hours, such as selling insurar.ce policies and the like).

The overall consequetices of all these facts are: (1) general apathy to
the activities of the professional politica. science association in particular
and the advancement of political science in general or the patt of the main
bulk of the practitioners of political science; (2) sporadic conflicts over
academic or political isstes among the profersional political scientists; (3)
a general feeling of frustration on the pa:t of the leadership of the
professional association; and (4)consequently, the low status of tae
association or of its general membership :n tae estirnation of government
policymakers or by socicty in general. FHowever, a ‘ew political scientists
as individual academics are highly regarded >y the academe, the national
governrnent, and by civic organizations.

Thus, it took a long time for the practitioners of Philippine political
science to organize a formal professional usso ziat.on. Although a
Department of Political Science had been es:atlished in the University of
the Philippines as early 1s 1915 and otker departrents were established
in other universities thereafter, it was not unil December 5, 1962 that the
Philippine Political Science Associat.on was established and
incorperated.'

The Philippine Politicil Science Associaticn PPLA) was organized as a
“non-stock, non-profir, non-partisan, ard ne m-sectiarian” association [By-
Laws of the PPSA, Art. I1 (2)]. Its purpose, according to the original By-
Laws, was “to promo e, encouarage, and suppert the objective and
disinterested study of I'olitical Science which according to Aristotle 1s
“the most sovereign of the arts and scieaces’ [3y-Laws of the PPSA, Art.
I1 (1)). Besides, the Association “shall publsh « journal” and “skall
establish and maintain contact with similar professional national and
international organizations :n the interest of mutual erlightenment” [By-
Laws of the PPSA, Azt 11 {3) and (4)].

The charter officers of the Association were: President—Remigio E.
Agpalo; Vice-Presidenit-——Pedro L. Baldoria; Executive Secretary—
Emerenciana Y. Arcellana; Treasurer---Avelina $. Salacup; Auditor—
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Alejandro M. Fernance:; Legal Officcs-—Quurinc D. Carpio; and Chaitman,
Board of Editors (of the Philitpine Poitiical Science Journal)—Rex Drilon.™!

The inaugural confurence of the PFSA was held at the University of the
Philippines on March 16, 1963, when the chatter officers were also inducted
to office. At the corference were all the m2mbers of the Department of
Political Science and scarie faculry members of two >ther universities—Ateneo
de Manila and the Uriversity of the East, wko were the initial members of
the Association. A-ter the inauguril speech of “he President cf the
Association, a keynote speech was delivered by an American Visiting Pro fessor
of Political Science to “he University of the >hlippines, Dr. Chatles E. Martin.
His speech was entirled *“The Orbit of Poltical Science.”* After the PPSA
was Jaunched in orbit during the morning session, e afternoon was devoted
to the holding of a srmposwurn. The dapers read were: “Democracy and
Philippine Culture,” by Fr Pacifico Ortiz, from the Ateneo de Manila
University; “Democrzcy and Philippine Politics,” sy Dr. Onofre D. Corpuz;
and “Detrocracy and Philippine Foreijra Policy,” by Szlvador P. Lopez, from
the Department of Foreign Affairs.'’

By the third year of the PPSA and the golcen jibilze of the Department
of Political Science in 1965, the PPSA s:ill did not have a journal. One
year later, when the Charter Presiden: wis on his way to take the post of
Visiting Associate Professor of Political Science zt the University of Hawaii
and as Senior Specialist at the East-West Center and when the incumbent
President Dr. Pedro 1. Baldoria passed away, the PPSA gradually became so
inactive that for all practical purposes :t could be regarded as moribuad.

It was not until 1973 rhat the PPSA was reactivated. The publication of a
maiden issue of the hilitpine Poktical Science journal (FPS]) in June, 1974, its
contents being made up of the papers delivered at the inaugural conference
of the PPSA eleven years before, made “he seactivaton mote ot less “otficial,”
thanks to the quiet hut dedicated “yeomans job” performed by ycunger
concerned discipline practitioners wozking behind the scenes and the much
appreciated encourage ment and moral support of colleagues from other social
sciences in the Philipine Political Science Council (PSSC). A journal was a
requirement for membership 1n the PSisC.

This maiden issue ‘vas devoted to “Toliticzl Science in the Philippiries.”'**

Its editor and chairman of the Board of Editors then was Dr. Loretta Makasiar
Sicat. The members of the Board of Editors were:: Roman Dubsky, Gabriel
V. Iglesias, Estrella ID. Solidum, Eva M..D. Vertura, and Wilfrido V. Villacorta.
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Still, it took some time before the Asscciauon could be fully reactivated,

and in 1976, fourteen years after it was established and tirteen years after its furst

conference was held, the PPSA held
Since 1976, the PPSA has become

its second national conference.

quite active. Since the principal activity

of the PPSA is the holding of conferences, national and regional, basic dzta
on these conferences, such as dates held, venues, and themes, are tabulatz=d
below. (See Table I: PPSA Conferences below:)

Table 1: PPSA Conference

Conference

Theme

Second National Ceonference

Poitical Science, Philippine
Poiitics and Natvional
Dz:velopment

Third National Conference,
1977, Quezon City

Power and Social
Responsibil ty

First Southern Philippine
Regional Conference, 1978:
Cotabato City

Politica, Intzgration and Nation
Building Focus on Southern
Philippines

First Western Visayas Regional
Conference, 1978, lloito City

Developmert Polotics:
Philippine Ferspective

First Eastern Visaya Regional
Conference, 1978, Baguio City

Agenda for Regional Planning

First Northern and Central
Luzon Regional Conterence

National Development and
Regional Priorities

Fourth National Conference,
1978, Quezon City

Politics of Development: *
Processes ard Strategies

Secord Eastern Visayus Regional
Conference, 1980, Palo, Leyte

Dimensions >f Regional
Autonomy

Fifth National Confercnce, 1981,
Zamboanga City

Pclitics and Socio-Economic
Changes and National
Development

Sixth Naticnal Conferznce, 1982,
Marawi City

Deveiopment Politics: Focus on
Mindanao

Source: Various issues of the Philippine Political Science Journal and Apnnual Reports of

the Philippine Political Science A ssociation.
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This account of the professional association is :ncomplete if the sporadic
conflicts wighin the PPSA are not brought out. For :nstance, in the No. 8,
December 1978 issue of the Philippine Political Scienze Journal (PPS]), Art. 11 (1)
of the By-Laws of the Association still provides: ‘It shall be the purpose of
the association to promote, encourage, and support the objective and
disinterested study of Political Science, whick, according to Aristotle, is ‘the
most sovereign of the arts and sciences.” However, this provision was
amended drastically. The amendment, as put in the No. 9, June 1979 issue of
the PPS], states: “The association shall promote, encourage, and support the
study of Political Science.” The significant words ‘ objective and disinterested
study” were removed. and the phrase, “which, according to Aristotle, is ‘the
most sovereign of the arts and sciences™ -was deletec. During the meeting
when the amendment was proposed and approved, the interested charter
members were not present. However, the orgnal provision of the By-Laws—
“This Association shall be non-stock, non-profit, non-partisan, and non-
sectarian”—was not touched. But this provision was scuttled by an
amendment in 1981, The intercsted charter members this time were
present in the meeting, and they 1oade a vigcrous attempt to save the
provision. Their efforts were in vain, for the conwested provision in the By-
Laws was deleted after a heated debate and the ccunting of the votes.*> To
assvage the feelings of the concersned :harter members, the word
“disinterested” was readopted to modify “Polirical Science” in Art. IT (17, such
that this part of the By-Laws now reads: “The Association shall premote,
encourage, and suppert the disinteresred stucly of Political Science.”™

The third major problem of Philippine political science 1s funding for
the activities of the PPSA and the research projects of political scientists.

With regard to the first aspect—funding for the activities of the PFSA—
the problem arises partly on accourt of the linited membership of the
Association. Owing to this fact, members’ dues, therefore, are insufficent to
fund the national and regional operations >f the organization. Funds could
come from the government but these wowid snake the Association beholden
to the government. Money could also be rapped frora private corporations,
but it would also undermine the academic integtity of the PPSA. Even funds
from educational foundations-—Ford, Rockerelle1, and the like—could have
the same effect on the Association.

I the end, the PPSA had to make compromises to cope wirh the
perennial problem of funding. The Associatior would not accept funds
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from “political” agencies of the goverrinert, but ir would accept from
such agencies as the National Science Development Board, now reorganized
and called the National {;cience and Tecanology Authority. It would also
accept funds from the Philippine Social Science Council, a private, non-stock,
non-profit, non-sectatian organization compoosad of representatives of eleven
social science organizations'” in the count:v, waich was incorporated in 1968.
The PPSA would also accept subs:diary sunports frora gevernment officizls,
especially from the University of the Philipsines (for instance, hosting a dinrier

for conference delegates)

As regards the second aspect-—funding for research projects of political
scientists—the same insrability as it obtains in the first characterizes this matter.
The chief reason for this is that the main sources of fundirg for the first—the
National Science and Tecarology Authoriz and the Philippine Social Scierce
Council—are also the razin sources for the second.

The source of funding of the National Scieice anc Technology Authority
(NSTA) is government ippropriation in the ns tional budget. The maor
sources of funding of th: Philippine Social Scieace Council (PSSC) are the
NSTA, Fund for Assistatice to Private Educat or (FAPE), Ford Foundation,
International Development Research Centre JDRC), Philippine Institute “or
Development Studies (P1DS), and the Nazonal Economic and Development
Authority NEDA).

However, since the FSSC provides funding for several social science
disciplines and their priciitioners, and ts funds after distribution to the
member associations are 10t really ample--since :ts incorporation in 1968 the
PSSC has raised over P7 mullion for its programs and prcjects’ **—the PSSC
actuslly is the source of finding for only a small tumber of political scientsts
doing their research projects. The sare is irue w:th the NSTA. For example,
of the total funds of P%,126,574 allocated for various areas, the social scienzes
were alloted only P105,743 or 3.25 percent, with most of the funds going to
agriculture (55.55 percer.t) and medicine (26.58 percent)."”” Since there are
several social science cliscipbnes competng for the 105,743 alloted to ‘he
social sciences, it follows thar the practitioners of poitical science would get
only a few thousand pesos.

The fourth major problem of Philippine political science is concemned with
the roles of political s:ientsts. Shouid they confine their activities to
“objectve” and “disinterested” studies of government and politics? Are there
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such things as objective and disinterested stucies cf political science? Is not
every activity or stucly a manifestation of ir.terest per se?

Should political scieatists accept consultancy jots wr.th the government or
private corporations? Should they go on specia. detail, taking a leave of
absence from their regular reaching assigaments andl accepting temporar jobs
in the government? Should they serve as ““esource persons” for various
agencies and groups?

Or the 1ssue of “objective” and “disirtercsted” studies of governmert and
politics, this has beer z subject of debate of the members of the PPSA since
the later 1960s. Instigated by Marxist and Aristotelian orientations of some
members of the Association, 1t was aggravated by the declaration of rrartial
law on September 21, 1972 and the -egime of rnattial law itself—from
September 21, 1972 tc January 17, 1981, The amendroents of the By-Laws
of the PPSA in 1978 and 1981 are some of thz clear irdications of vigorous
debating on and partial resolutions of this ongoing; question.

The 1ssue of “objectve” and “disinterested” studies of political science has
also been debated in terms of whether to adept activist positions either for
or against the governnment ln the early 1970s just before the declaration of
martial law, those in favor of activist rcles opted for joining political rallies
and even manning the barricades 1n the campus. Those in favor of objective
and disinterested approaches to the study of politics skunned such activities,
although they were not against adopting 1 cr.tical view cf the government and
its policies and getting involved and corrrnitted in the major political and social
issues of the times, provided that these are studied, analyzed, and assessed
systematiczlly and thecretically.

With regard to the roles of consultants, tesource persons, commentators,
and the like, Filipino pohltical scientists canpot avoid them. The government
needs the expertise of political scientists ir. various aspects of government
and politics. The mass media-—radio, "V, and the >ress—also need political
scienists for the systematic analysis of major issues that emerge in public
discourse. Interest groups, political parties, and o-her entities also seek the
expert views of political scienusts on various political problems which they
encounter m the political process. In a developing country such as the
Philippines, where varicus crises are regnani—crisis of identity, crisis of
legatunacy, crisis of partcipation, erisis of distribution, and the like—the need
for the expertise of political scientists by the government and non-
governmental agencies or groups becomes even more necessary and urgent.
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Arcellana provides specific illustrations o7 the various activities of
polirical scientists as they play their roles of zonsultants, resource persons,
advisers, and the like. She said:

For our part, th: Department of Pol tical Sciznce has tried
to make 1tsell’ useful natiorally. Members of our
Department have participated 1n various national
undertakings an 1 community projecrs. We serve as lecturers
at the Natonal Defense College of our Repuklic at Fort
Bonifacio, the 2 ir Force Commund, as “well 15 with the UP
Extension at Clark Air Force Base '¥e have served as
consultants and resource persons in vatious committees of
the Constitutional Convention. We worked as consultants
in the recent avdit of our Housc of Representatives, We
have taken part in committee heisings and written position
papets and reports for the Councail on Higher Iiducation.
We helped the Department of Foreign Affaics set up an in-
service training prograrm, and Lave for vears assisted in the
preparation of oreign service examnationt; we are in the
process of revis ng the fereign service curriculurm drastically
to meet the national needs. W¢ have zccepted numerous
invitations to s»eak before various prc fess.onal and civic
groups. We azrticipated in racio aad TV programs like
Sandigan, Pulotig Bavan, and Electioas 69 aad 70. ... We
have counseled students and helped them get jobs and/or

-4

scholarships.

There is no doubt tlat all these scrvices had been useful to “he
governmental agencies professional oryanizations, the mass media, the
general public, the students, and other groups. They had also boosted the
morale and reputation of the political sciznsts, for their expertise in
certain areas was recognized, their being needed 2y different groups or
sectors of society and the agencies of gcvernment proven, and their
participation in public affairs demonstried. Fowever. a serious question
has to be asked: Do thesc activities or -oles consime so much precious
time of the political scientists that they have very little time and even
enexgy left for serious research in political scizncer?
Finally, the last majot prcblem of Phiippine politiczl science has to do

with international coop:ration in the enterptise of political science. Arter
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all, political science s an international affzir, and it develops through the
contributions of polit.cal scientists from ¢1l rations.

The problem is that Filipino political scientists, including the few
practitioners of the discipline who have pr >duced significant works in
Philippine political science, hardly have opportupities to participate in
regular conferences of the International Politizal 3Science Association
(IPSA) and similar international professional organtzations, or to engage
in an international eff >rt to undertake resear:h o political science topics
which concern two ot more countries, a region cf the world, or even the
whole mankind. The principal reason for the first problem is lack of
funding to attend suca conferznces; und the main czuse of the second is
lack of linkage with :elleagnes abroad who are interested in the same
*opICs.

Since the 1960s, mor: and more [lipit o Solitical scientists have been
invited to and have purticipated tn internztic nal conferences ot SYmnosia
on some specific political science rubject  Still, the participaticn of
Filipino political scientists in mrernatioral conferences remains intermittent,
irregular, and even insign:ficant.

However, the Philippine Political Scienze Associa tion has been paving
the way for more ard more coopeiztive efforts with foreign political
scientists and with the International Po itical Scier ce Association ever since
the PPSA became a mrember of the IPSA 121978 [n 1982, for example,
the PPSA hosted a Fourd Table for the Asian Research Committee of
the IPSA in Manilz. ‘Thae PPSA also pacticipated in the First National
Social Science Congr 2ss, which took place 11 Novernber, 1983.

AY

Political Science a: a discipline is concerned, when viewed from the
erapirical perspectve, with the s:ructires and processes o1 the
government, which s the central 2nd 1egulative agency of either the
political system or th: srate, as affectzd b 1ts environment (immediite or
d:stant, national or international, and whether socizl, economic, cultural
ot otherwise), and as affecting what indtricuals, groups, and agencies in
the oolity percetve o be the good life o: justice. Normatively, it 1s
concerned with just ce itself as Arstotle, the fucher of political science,
had posited. Hewever viewed trom tae empirical or normative

[
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perspective, 1t is a discipiine whose contr:butions to human survival, welfare,
and civilization are of ctitical importance.

If political science is not vet fully developed in the Philippines, as indicated
by the data on its historical development, t-ends in tezching and research, and
major problems, then i: cannot contribute sigrificantl’ to the understanding; of
one of the most important and strategic forces of society-—th.e government wkich
1s responsible for the basi: needs of man; peace and orcer, economic well-being,
freedom, and justice. It also cannot contribute significantly to the internaticnal
enterprise of advancing the frontiers of knowledge and civilization.

Thus, the agenda for the future of poliacal science in tae Philippines must
be on the strategies to be adopted to strengthen and develop political science
more significantly. These strategies must be specivied o that they can be acted
upon and the objectives arc realized.

The first 1tem 1n the agenda of Philippine political scierce is the training of
large numbers of professionals of political science in the country to strengthen
the discipline of politica. science. This iem s the most important because
the main cause of the underdeveloped state of political science in “he
Philippines is the small number of Ph.I2. holders. Since the professional
political scientists are few, there are onlv a few who could be expected to
produce significant and creditable works in polirical science. Also owing to
this fact, the task of teaching of political science courses in the forty state
universities and colleges and about six hundred pnvate colleges and universities
inevitably has been taken over only by the bacaelor-dzgree holders and those
with masteral degrees.

What we are espousiny for political sciznce ir fact, is what the Philippine
Social Science Council PSSC) has advocated for the sociel sciences when +he
PSSC decided that the “ tramning of large nurmbers cf social scientsts” and
ensuring high academic standards shall receive ¢ foremost consideration” in
the PSSC agenda for the 1980s.' ¥ The coincidence of the protities of political
science and the social sciences in the Phidppines is natural and logical, for
political science is representatve of the soctl sciences of the country, especially
when the development of the disciplire and its major problems are

concerned.

The next item in the agenda of Philippine politizal science is research.
This is also obvious from the discussion of trends ir: research in Philipp.ne
poiincal science. Althcugh research in the discipline is becoming more
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and more comprehensive, systematic, and numerous, still it is a dismal fact
that only eight political scientists, cnly four >f whom are Filiginos,
produced either significant or creditable polit:cal science literature in
Period T (1915-1945); only twelve significant or craditable books in political
science were published in Period II (1946-1965); and only thirty in Period
IIT (1966-1981). This item of the agenda is directly and intimately related
to the first, for only the training of large nambers of Ph.D. degree holders
mn political science will assure increased significant research in the disc:pline

In the case of Philippine political scienze, the major research ares that
should be given priority should be tha: cf foreign governments and
ccmparative political systems and pclitics, tor this area has hardly been
cultivated. The area of political theory and metaodology should also be
given emphasis. Needless to say, the areas of Philippine government and
politics, political dynamics, and internaticnal relationas, which are already
well-tended, should be cultivated more extensively and intensively.

In the area of Philippine government and politics, there are specific
research fields that should be given top priority. In view of the facr that
a new form of regime has been estadlished in the Philippines since the
declaration of marrial law in 1972--a societal pangulo regime'"——this
regime and its politics should be fully researched with a view to producing
a full-length book or: the subject. Philiopine polirical parties, interest
groups, and public opinion should be ziven more time, funds, and projects
for research. Domestic policies, the adiin:stiation of justice, and elections
should alsc be put in the agenda for research. The subject of human rights
must likewise be given high priority in the research agenda.

Former UP. President Salvador P. Lopez, however, believes that “the
subject of human rights”~~human rights ia their universal context as well
as in the specific “Philippine setting” -should be given “the first item in
the agenda of the social sciences in the 198057

Lopez asks and answets:

What are my reasons for proposirg that hurnan rights be
the fitst itern on the agenda of the social sciences in the ‘80s?
First, the question assaults the mind every day and hour of
our conscious lives. We cannot gmore it an¢ we cannot make
it go away. We open the morning paper ard going through
the numbing habit of reading 1t nas not dulled the questions
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that leap to the mind: How would a free balanced and
responsible e wspaper write up the stories on terrorist
bombing? Why are nersons urder arrest virtually
condemned in the press in advance of any trial? Ot you
read that certainn members of the Bauasing Pambansa want
to give emerge:icv powers to Presidznt Maicos by statute,
as if the amendcd Constrution which alteady gives him such
powers werer’t enough. Or that the Ministry of Education
and Culture wa 1t: to place the Universiy of the Philippines

directly under its authority.™?

The approach to resea cli should not be confinzd tc any particular approach,
such as the sociological or philosophical (if in terms of discipline), or group
or decision-raking approach (if in terms of specific focus), or micro-poliical
or macro-political (if scope is concerned). At the dresent development of
Phiippine political science, it will be undesirable ind unwise to close the doors
to clifferent approaches. Explorations anc. applic:tion; of different approaches
will be useful and fruitfil 1a atternpting 10 deve op tae appropriate apprcach
to Philippme political science, especially f the azea being studied and
rescarched is that of Philippine governraen: aad pobtics. In any of these
approaches, conceptuil frameworks, parzdigms. or models should be
constructed, reformulaied, and reassess=d tc fi- the dara being studied.

The third item of the agenda for Philispine political science is funding the
activites of the PPSA ind research projects of Filipino political scientists.
At present, the PPSA is prirnarily funded by subsidizs or contributions from
NSTA and PSSC, and 1 significant porior of the Jnding for the research

projects of Filiptno political scientists a so comes from these two agencies.

The NSTA, howeve ', appropriates ¢nly a small percentage of the rotal
allotment of its budget for the social sciznees, for the main bulk is given to
agticulture and medicire. The grants fct the social sciences, therefore, rnust
be increased significanth" by persuacing gcverar enta. policymakers to inctease
the allotments for rese: rch in the social sciences, espec:ally political science.
This couid be done best by the PPSA and the Depar iment of Political Sciznce
of the Unversity of the Philippines, for these -wo agencies have the
orgafnzation and preset.ce of some pres:igious dolitcal scientists to advocate
such policy.

‘The PSSC has adopted the policy of subsidizing the publication of the
professional journals o "izs regular mercbers and giving financial support for
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the holding of nation:] and regional confereces of its regular members,
especially the least frazncially endowed. This PSSC policy has enabled the
PPSA to hold most of irs national and regional cenferences, as well as to
publish, more or less -egularly, its joural, the Prilippine Political Science
Tournal. This poHcy, tt erefore, should be contmued. And since the PS5C is
the regular source of finding of the Phiippine Polticai Science Assoctztion,
the funds of the PSSC should be greatly mcteased by rapping more funds from
fouundations, the national government, inrernational educational organizaiions,
and wealthy individual: and private corporations idz:ntified with one or more
disciplines representec in the PSSC, erther 1s 1 mernber of the discipliae or
disciplines or by activit/. The laiter two can be pers uaded to give endowment
funds to the PSSC by appealing to their sense of social responsibility and
philanthropic spirit.

Last but not the least in the agenda »f I'hidppine political science s the
promotion and enconragetnent of internatic nally collab orative research work
in political science. Tte [PSA should be perst aded to allocate a special fund
to help young political science associatons ike the PPSA. Such funds -ould
be used in taking care of the funding for transpo:tation, room, board, and
other miscellaneous ey;penses cf political scientists tepresenting the nazional
political science associations who are reacing papers before or attending regular
or special conferences of the IPSA or some foreign political science
association. The IPSA could also hels the young national political science
associations by provicing fellowships for doctoral studies or post-doztoral
research in foreign countrdes, or by making arrangeroents with well-established
and ‘inancially well-o T national polirizal s:ieace associations to grant such
fellowships to deserving members cf young national political science
associations.

There are other items rhat could be placed in rhe agenda of Philippine
political science in the 1980s and beyond, but the above four are sufficient.
As a common but valid saying goes: “First things first”

\

This postscript updates important aspects of Philippine political science in
the 980s and 19905, namely tae curnicular otferings 1n political science; the
published books significant or relevant 0 Fhilippine political science, politics,
and government of the same period; 12d the role of the Philippine Political
Science Association iti the 1980s and 1990s. _tends with a conclusion which
re-urns to the beginnng of this consol:datad essa7—that Philippine political
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science was founded by tne intellectual leaders of” the Philippine Propaganda
Movement and the Philippine Revolution of 1680-1901.
'

The pattern of curricular offerings of Philippine political science in the
1980s-1990s'* did not change in compatison ~o the pattern of curricular
offerings in the 1970s '’ The curricular offerings of the Department of
Political Science in the University of the Philippines were used in this
generalization, for the 1P Department o Pclitical Science can be assumed
to be the most modernized in the country. The reason for this assumption
is that the strongest and the most progressive Department of Political
Science in the entire coantry is the UP Department of Political Science.
The generalization based on the cutricular offerings of the Department
of Political Science could apply to the best curricular offerings and rhe .
most progressive ptivate or other university Department of Political
Science if thére is one; .nd if there is none, then the UP political science
curricular offerings i1 the 1990s could be a model for the other
Department of Politica. Science in other universities.

The curricular offexings in political science in tae fields of Philippine
Government, Politica. Dynamics, Foreipn and Cornparative Government
and Politics, International Relations, and Poli<ical Theory and Methodology
at the U.P. Departmen: of Political Science ir. 1996-1998'* were practically
the same as those offered in the 197)s, except that they were more
numerous and the fact that some of the courses were revised in definition
or focus, or the courses were renumbered. and a few were added. For
instance, “Human Rights and Humanitarian Law,” “Ideology and Politics,”
“Political Economy,” ard Women in Politics” were added in the curricular
courses in 1996-1998. Honors courses for selectzd Juniors and Seniors
were aiso added, but the courses offered were readings in the classics of
Philippine government, comparative politics, international relations, and
political theory, courses which were alteady prov:ded at the senior level
of the undergraduate program or in the gradaate program.

The U.P. Departmert of Political Scienze curricular offerings in the
Undergraduate Program and in the Graduave Program as listed in the
University of the Philippines Diliman, General Catalogue 1996-1998, are
listed in full in Appencix A.

With regard to the significant books of DPhilippine government and
politics relevant to Philippine political scier.ce, “or the period after the
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Golden Jubilee of the: Department of Poitical Science in 1965, i.e., from
1966 to 1981, the period which I acopred for my cut-off point in the
UNESCO project, I identified thirrv books significant or relevant to
Philippine political science. The period covered was sixteen years. [f we
compare the number of published books significant or relevant to political
science in the 1980s and 1990s, a per:od of aineween years (which is quite
comparable in lengrh to the period 1966-1981), we find that the number
of books published in the earlier period increased tremendously or very
significantly. The Increase was not only 100% or even 300%. The increase
was actually more than 560%, for 170 bocks significant or relevant to
Philippine political science were published in the 1980s and 1990s. My
criterion in the inclusion of books significant or relevant to Philippine
political science is no: confined only > books w:atten by Filipino political
sciertists but also by non-Filipino politiczl scientists (e.g. Americans) and
non-political scientists {i.e., historians, anthropologists, or journalists).

Way was there a tremendous or very significant increase in the published
books significant to Phulippine political science? While the increase :n the
mimber of Filipinc political scientiszs and socizl scientists, non-Filipino
political scientists and social scientists and authozs of Philippine political
and social affairs, could account for the tremendous increase in the
published books significant or relevant to Philippine government and
politics or Philippine political science, I don’t believe this is the more
iraportant factor, for although there was an increase in the number of
Filipino political and social scientists, non-Filipino political and social
scientists and public affairs authors, the increase was only incremental.
More important as a factor accounting for tae vary significant number of
books published significant or relevant to Philippine political science is
the natute of the period 1980s and 1990s. This period is a time of critical
revolutionary changes in Philippine government and politics and in the
world; and of centennial celebrations of national events or national keroes
or significant anniversaries of nationa. instititions or leaders. These
revolutionary or critical events and significant anniversaries or centennial
celebrations motivated or prodded authors on Philipoine political or social
science ot public afrairs to write books. Among the revolutionzry or
critical events in 1980-1998 in the Philippines and the world ate the
following: the lengthening of the period of martial law and its impact on
Philippine society and the polity; the assassination of Senator Benigno
“Ninoy” Aquino, Jt., the “Snap” Elections in 1986; the so-called People
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Power Revolution of February 1986; the coup attemprs of the Reform the
Armed Forces Movement (RAM) 1n 1937 and 1989, the liberalization and
privatization moveme:nts, as well as the glebalizaton trend, in both the
Philipp:nes and the wor d: the revolution against communism in the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics and tlhe demccratizat on tzend in Eastern Europe;
the depletion of natural r:soutces and trernendous increase of the population,
in both the Philippines :ndé the world; the drug menace and domestic and
international violence; and the longing fc1 peace and prosperity, in both ~he
Philipp:nes and the worli.

The seventy books pu blished in the 19305 and the one hundred volumes
published in the 1990s which are sigiuficint or relevant to Philipp.ne
political science are list>d in Appendix 13.*

As regards the role of the Philipp:nie I'olitical Science Association
(PPSA) in the promotion of the disciplne’s acaderaic interest, this role 1s
best discussed by relatirg it to the president of the FPSA. The presidents
of the PPSA from the catly 1980’ to tae latter part of the 1990’ were/
are: Dr. Loretta Makasiar Sicat. Dr Caroliaa Hernandez, Professor
Carmencita T. Aguilar, and Prcfessor Felipe Mirinda. The periods of
terms in the presidency of the Associat.on of these four officials were/
are as follows: Makasiar Sicat,1931-1985 Hernandez, 1985-1989; Aguiar,
1989-1995; and Mirand,1975-1998.

At the beginning of her presidency, 0. L. Makasiar Sicat expressed her
apprehension that , ow:ng to lack of funds. tte PPSA might not be able
to hold naticnal political science conferzaces.'”” Instead, the PPSA might
oty either join other soc.al science organizitions in their conferences ot
serve as the local host ¢ f round-table conferences for some international
organizations of which it is a member. Despite taese initial misgivings,
however, the PPSA did hoid national corferznces in 1981, 1982, and 1983
(Table 1 PPSA Conferences, p.30 above).

This time, the nationa conferences werz held outside Metro Manila. The
1981 conference was held in Zamboanga City in Western Mindanao, with
Chief [ustice of the Supreme Court Enricue M. Fernando, an eminznt
constitutionalist, as keyr ote speaker, in view of the fzct that the conference
was held in February, -he anniversary moath of the Philippine (1935)
Corstitutior.. The con‘erence theme was  Political and Socio-Econotnic
Changes and National Cevelopment.”
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The 1982 confererce was held in Maravri City (Central Mindanao) vsith the
theme “Development Politics: Focus on Mindanao.” Also in 1982, the PPSA
was the host of the Round-Table of -he Asian Research Committee of the
[nternational Politicz] Science Associatior, that was held in Manila. Dir. John
Trent, Secretary- Gereral of the International Polirical Science Associaton met
with the PPSA officers.

A thitd national conference was 2eld in 1983 at Silliman University in
Dumagucte City, Negros Oriental (Visayas) with the noted political scientist
Dr. Onofre D. Corp iz as keynote spzake:. Thereafter, the PPSA co-hosted
with the Department of Political Scieace of -he University of the Philippines
some academic activities in the celebration of the UP. Diamond Jubilee in
193 and was an active participanit in rthe First National Social Science
Congress in November 1983.

That vear, the vaticus social science cisciolines—-anthropology, demography,
economics, geograpky, history, lingwst.cs, mzss communications, psychology,
soclal work, sociolog ;, statistics, public adrair istration, and political science—
held the First Natior:al Social Science Zorgtass. This was given institutional
support by the Phiippine Social Science Courcil, to which all thirteen
disciplines have affiliated their respective national associations as regular
members, the Nation:l Research Counczl of the Philippines, and the Pi Gamma
Mu International Henor Society.

The theme of the First National Social Scienze Congress was “Towards
Excellence in Socia. Science in the Philippines.”” The PPSA under the
presidency of Makastar Sicat joined the First Naticnal Social Science Congtess
through the participztion of four merrbers cf the PPSA, who read papers in
the Congress. The PPSA members, incruding theit papers tead in the Congress
wete: Jose V. Abueva, “ The Filipino in Crsis end Implications for Social
Scientsts of the Critcal State of the Flipino Naton;” Olivia C.Caolili, “The
Social Sciences in the Philippines: A Retrospective View;” Loretta Makasiar
Sicat, 1n a joint authotsnip with Andrew Gonzalez, 2 member of the National
—inguistic Society, F-uman Resources and Insttuuon-Building in the Social
Sciences;”  Wilfride V. Villacorta, a politizal scientist from De La Salle
UJniversity, in joint authorship with a zesearcher from De La Salle University;
and Leslie Bauzon, :. historian from rthe UJ. Department of History, “An
Assessment of Two Social Science Structures: The National Research
Council of the Philippines and the Philippime Social Science Council, Inc.”
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The term of the officers holding office with Makasiar Sicat as Presideat
of the PPSA was to terminate in 1983, but it was extended to 1985, for
when she called for nominations from the members of the PPSA for
candidates for the officers of the Association in eatly 1983, no nominations
arzived at the Office of the President of the PPSA, so the incumbents had
to continue serving in a hold-over capacity.

In addition, by dint o7 a doggedly persistent quest for funding---for
membership fees alone were not enough to defray the printing costs---the
PPS] continued to be published duzing those years, even though
publication was sometimes delayed. The 1982 issue, which was actually
printed 1n 1984, came out under the editorship of Dr. Temario Rivera

A national conference was planned for 1984, but because this writer
failed to get a copy of the 1985 annual report of the President of the PPSA
and the fact that he failed to attend the meertings or affairs of the PPSA
in 1985-1988, this writer cannot repor: on the activities of the PPSA
during 1985-1988. In 1985-1988, this writer was a faculty member of the
Department of Political Science at the IDe La Salle University, where he
served as full-time faculty member after retiring from the U.P. Department
of Political Science, effective on December 7, 1984,

In 1984, the PPSA under Makasiar S.cat also collaborated with the
Philipptae Scciety for Fublic Administration (PSPA) and the Eastern
Regional Organization for Public Administration (EROPA) on a regional
research project on “Power and Responsibility,” with focus on
“Participative Process in Politics.” The Filipino participants in the regional
project gave special attention to the national Batasan elections held in May,
1984. The PPSA handled the sub-topic of “ Political Parties.”

In 1988, the President of the PPSA was Hernandez Although this writer
likewise failed to get a copy of the 1988 and 1989 annual reports of the
PPSA president, Hernandez’ activity in 1988 could be discussed, for the
ptoceedings of the Second National Social Science Congress are
published."™

In this quinquennial coungress- the congtesses ¢f the national social
sciences ate quinquennial — in 1988, the PPSA under Hernandez joined the
confererice through the participation of seven political scientists who read
papers cn “Sovereignty and Economic Recovery: (Question for Filipino
Sccial Scientists;” "Decentralization and Social Autcnomy; the Source of
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Frustration of Local Officials;” “Incigenous Communities and
Regionabzation;” “Bureacracy and Fubliz Accountability;” “Civil-Military
Relations;” “Church-State Relations;” and “Economic Recovery and
Human Rights.”

On May 26, 1989, there was held a nationa. coaference of the PPSA
under the presidency of Hernandez. Only a one-day meeting, the PPSA
conference listened to and afterwards discussed the four papers read before
the group by Chief {ustice of the Supreme Coart of the Republic of the
Philippines Marcelo H. Fernan, “The Judiciary and the Challenges of the
Times;” Congressman Michael G Masiars of the House of
Representatives, “Execurive-Legislative Relations;” Chancellor of UP. Los
Bafios and former dean of the College of” Public Administration, U.P, Dr.
Raul P. de Guzman. “Decentralization, Demorracy, and Development”;
and Dr. Wilfrido Villacorta of De La Salle University, “The 1987
Consttuton and Foreign Policy: Challenges and Responses.”

Aguilar began her presidency of the PP'SA by sponsoring a lecture series
of the PPSA on Filipino Political Iceas” ir September, 1989.The first set
of lectures was held at the Polytechnic Univetsity of the Philippines on
Septe%nber 14, with two speakers who lectured on “The Political Ideas of
Manuel L. Quezon” and “The Socialist Tradition 1a the Philippines.” On
September 30, another set of lectures was aeld at the University of Santo
Toras, whose theme was “The Radical Tradirion of Filipino Political
Ideas.” Three speakers were invitec. to giv2 lectares on the politicel ideas
of Jose Abad Santos, the radical sccialis: icdeas of the People’s Movement
in the Philippines, and the radical contemporary views in the Philippines.

Aguilar also linked the Philippine Polizical Science Association with the
Philippine Congtessional Fellows Program of the Asia Foundation and the
Philippine House of Representatives fcr three consecutive years (1989-
1992). The PPSA representatives 'n the different regions chaired the
screening committees together with the reores:ntatives of the Philippine
Rorary Club and tie Kapisanan ng mga Broadcasters sa Pilipinas as
members. The program provided congressional teaining to 50 potential
young leaders from the regions.

In 1990, Aguilar continued the sponsorship of lectures as co-sponsot,
with the Department of Political Scierce of the University of the
Philippines as principal sponsor, on the occasion cf the Diamond Jubilee
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of the UP Department of Pclitical Science ard of Lir. Maximo M. Kalaw,
the first Filipiao head of the Department of Political Science. On August
10, Dr. Emerenciana Y. Arcellana celivered z lecture on “The
Development of Political Science in the Philppines™ On August 18, this
writer delivered a lecture 01 “The Political Science of Dr. Maximo M. Kalaw;”
and on September 20, Ch incellor Raul P de Guzman delivered a lecture cn
“Pubiic Administration as a Branch of Political S:ience.”

The Arcellana and Agpalo lectures were held at the Faculty Center
Conference Hall; and the 1De Guzman lectute was aeld at Malcolm Hall in the -
College of Law.

Harlier in 1990, on May 3-4, the PPSA “hrough the leadership of Aguilar
sponsored a round table d:scussion on “Government and Politics: Structures
and Processes” at the Pkilippine Social Science Center. Filipino political
scientists who are members of the PPSA acd foreign political scientists who
ate members of the Internarional Folitical § cience Association Study Group
on Executive Structures and Processes, pattic.patec ir. this round table
discussion. Dr. Dag Anckar, 2 member of he Exccutive Board of the
Internaticnal Political Scienc: Association partcipated in th2 roundtable discussion.

The year 1993 was another busy and produstive year for the PPSA. On
May 7-8, Aguilar as president of the PPSA led ir the holding of a national
conference on the theme “Politcal Science: Productivits, National and Global
Issues” A foreign poliical scientist, Dr. Arthur Marunez, from the Department
of Political Science of the niversity of Mexco, read a paper on “The Political
Movements i the Yucatin Peninsula, Repultlic of Mexico” The other
participants 1 this national conference are Flipinos, most of whom came frotn
the Department of Poltizal Science of the Universiy of the Philippines.
However, a few came from other untversities or privite zcademic research
agencies, such as Dr. Soccrro Leyco-Reyes, fo:metly from De La Salle
University, who presented a paper on “Dicratorshp To Democracy in
Nicaragua, El Salvador, and the Phibppines;” Dt Pablo Tangco, from the
University of Santo Tomas, who discussed : paper in defense of a
patliamentary system or government; Ms. Aileen S.2. Baviera, from-the
Philippine-China Develepment Center, who reid 1 paper on “China and the
Issue of Trade;” and Professer Shitley Advincula, the Secretary of the
Philippine Political Associaton, who delivered welcome remarks.

Among the Filipino polizical scientists (w:th papers) vho participated in the
national conference were Reynaldo R. Ty, “The Gloalization of Human
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Rights;” Jaime Fausirio, “Domestic P slitics 11 Regional Negotiations: The
Philippines and AF4;" Jorge Tigno, “The NGOs and the Empowerment
Process;” Clarita R. Catlos, “Issues and Protlems in Politcal Psycho.ogy;”
Felipe B. Miranda, “How Can Politcal Science Research Contribute to
Productivity;” Eva M I Ventura, “Th: Nature cf Social Science (Political
Scence) Research;” and R.E. Agpalo, “The Need for Concept-Formaticn and
Model-Construction by Filipinc Political Scienvists”” Besides the above papers
and their presentors taere was also a panzl on ““he Problems cf the
Discipline””  The paielists were Fran:isco Nemenzo, Jr, Olivia C. Caoili,
Estrella D. Solidum, Mataya C Ronas and R E. Agpalo.

At the end of the vear on December 6-10 the Third National Social Science
Congtress was held; and the PFSA cortribute 1 papers 1n that congress. The
papers presented to the Congress were “The Lccal Government Code of
1991: Priming Lozzl Governments To Take the Lead in Sustainable
Development,” by Alex i Brillantes, Jr; anc “Demccratization for Sustzinable
Development,” by Temarto C. Rivera

1994 was an equally busy and productive year of the PPSA. On May 2, 3,
and 4, the PPSA held an arrual con'erence on “Issues and Problems in
Governments and Politics Todzy;” and on Jaly 15-17, the PPSA, together with
other organizations, cc-snonsored with the Philippiae Constitution Association
(PHILCONSA) as p:ircipal sponsor. the first Natio nal Conference on the
Constitution .

Tae May 1994 national conference was similar to the 1993 nztional
conference in that bo h foreign and Fibpino political scientists participated in
the conference, with most of the paricipants frcm tae UP. Departrent of
Political Science but ¢ few of them carae from otaer aniversities or research
agencies. But it was q ute different from the 1993 conference because a local
government official from a well-known municipality also participzted in
the conference. Th:t well-known municiplity is Makati, now a ciry, and
the top local governrient official who was tc par acipate was Mayor Jejomar
Binay. Although Maor Binay failec to jo in the conference, he was actually
substituted by his raunicipal administrator, vho discussed “Some Problems
in Local Government Admirastratiorn.”

The last vear of Aizuzlar’s presidency of the PI'5A —1995- was even more
busy and productive than either 1992 or 19¢4. In the beginning of the year,
on January 27-28. he PPSA spousored 1 lecture series, designzd “to
contribure to teachers’ efforts to vpdare the conrse contents, to develop
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the teaching incentives and upgrade the quality of political and social
sctence education in the Philippines” in the Visayas, co-sponsored by a
Consolacion College in Bacolod City, Negros Occidental, focused on the
twin topics of “The Study of Philippine Politics” and “The Study of
Comparative Government and Politics.” About the middle of the year,
on July 26-27, a national conference was held at the Bulwagang Rizal
(Faculty Center) Conference Hall, in the University of the Philippines in
Queczon City. The theme of the national conrerence was “Political Science
as a Discipline” Towards the end of the year, on October 3-5, the
International Federation of Social Science Organizations (IFSSO) for the
first time held its biennial conference in the Philippines, at the Philippine
Social Science Center (I'SSC), in Quezoa City. A'though the PSSC, an
atfiliate of S50, organized the Philippuie Conference, together with the
Division of Social Sciences of the National Rescarch Council of tae
Philippines (NRCP), it was Aguilar, ¢ Vice-President of IFSSO and
President of PPSA, who worked as the moving «pirit behind the Philippine
Conference of IFSSC. The principal sapers of the [FSSO Philippine
Conference were already published in a paperback be ok, entitled Cooperation
and Conflict in Global Society.™ The IFSSC) has internitional members frcm
different social science organizations or units from Europe, Latin America,
Asia, and Africa. As described by the took’s editor: “A hundrad
representatives from foreign universities and research councils as well as
social science organizatons affiliated with the PSSC participated in the
Conference.”'™

Returning to the national conference in July, we note that Onofre D.
Corpuz, former head of the UP Departmen: of Poltical Science, former
President of the University of the Philivpines and former President of
the Development Acaderny of the Philippines, and at the ume of the PPSA
natic na. conference was already given tae 1995 National Social Scientist
(Political Science) Award by the PSSC, served as rhe keynot.Oe speaker
of the conference. His keynote speech was “The State of Political Science

in the Philippines.”

The last two national conferences of the PPSA were otganized by the
incumbent President of the PPSA, Felipz B. Miranda. The first national
conference under his leadership of the PPS.A was held outside of Metro
Manila, in Lingayen, Pangasinan, on May 2-11. 1996, at the Pangasinan State
University. Its theme was “Assessing National and Global Processes of
Democratization: Challenges to Politica. Science.” The second national
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conference was held in Quezon City, at th: PSEC, on May 8-9, 1997, Its
theme was “Furthering Democranzation and Development Through
Elections.”

These national confetences were toth traditiona. and innovative. They
weze traditional, be :ause the papers read were academic political science
papers discussed ir. the traditional ways of academics, using academic
critiques and adoping occasional rischievous but academic as.des or
“adlibs.” They were a:so innovative, for rhey fe: tured the “presidentables”
of the forthcoming May, 1998 eleciions.

In the 1996 naticnal conference, the “presidentiables” who discussed
their respective po itical programs or visions for the nation were Vice
President Joseph Estrada, Speaker of the House cf Representatives Jose
de Venecia, Senat>r Edgardo Angara, Senitor Raul Roco, and the
Chairman of the Subic Bay Metrcpolitan Authority (SBMA) Fichard
Gordon. The governor of Pangastian, Osca: Orbos, also spoke 1n the
national conference as keynote speaxer. These government officials and
“presidentiables” were also subjected o academic critiques by the
participants.

In the 1997 national conference, three prominent “presidentiables” also
carae and discussed their programs of government and assessmenr of the
Phulippine political situation. These three were Vice President Joseph
Estrada, Speaker o:" the House of Representatives Jose de Venecia, and
Senator Glotia Macapagal-Arroyo. Another prominent senator, Senator
Blas F. Ople, came 10 the conference, giving his views and remarks on the
current Philippire political situation. All of them were engaged in
academic debate or discussion by the participants of the conferer.ce.

The more important papers of the 1¢9¢ nationz] conference had been
published under th: title of Demociatisation: Flilippine Perspectives.'™ The
papers and procecdings of the rational conference in 1997 remain

unpublished.

One other role o7 the PPSA is the publcation of the Philippine Political
Science Journal (PPS)), the official ozyan of the PPSA. The maiden issue
of the PPSJ, No. |, came out in Juae 197« Tte last issues of the journal
for the 1980s were Nos. 15 and 16. for June a1d December 1982

The updating o7 :he publication of the ’PS}, therefore, should start on
Nec. 17, for June . 983.
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The aspects of the Philjjpine Political Science Jourral ate similar to the faces
of the moon-—there is a biright or cheerful face, but it has also a dark or
dismal aspect. The set including Nos. 1 t> 16 15 the bright and cheerful
face, for it was published: but the set including Nos. 17 to 28 1s the dark
and dismal aspect, for thes: issues of the PPS] semain verughted, not seeiny
the light of day. The se: including Nos. 29 to 30 also saw the light of
day; and, therefore it is alio a bright and caee ful face. But, starting with
No. 39 (1995), the PPS] cnce mote remains i1 carkness

Having updated the cu-ricular offerings of Phulippine political science
and th= books relevant to ir, as well as the role of th: PPSA, in the 1980s
and 1990s, I now end this postscript as | began this consolidated article
on the role of the found ng rathers of Philippize pclitical science—the
intellectual leaders of the Propaganda Moverient and the Philippine
Revolution (Graciano Logez Jaena, Marcelo H del Piar, Jose Rizal, Emilio
Jacinto, and Apolinario Mabini).

There is an important reason why I reurti to the intellectual leadets
of the Propaganda Movernent and the Phiippine Revolution. In 1998, we
celebrate the centennial :nniversary of tae First Philippine Republic on
June 12. Without Graciano Lopez Jaens, Jose R zal, Marcelo H. del Pilar,
Emilio Jacinte, and Apol nario Mabini, who provided the principal idezs
and ideals of the First Philippine Republic, the Firs: Philippine Republic
woulc have had no strong and powerful political forraula to legitimize and
justify its existence. T would like also 1o clnch tke point made in the
beginning of this essay why those intelicctual leaders of the Philippire
P:opaganda Movement and the Philippine Revolution were truly the
fathers of Philippine political science, especially del Pilar, Rizal, Jacinto,
and Mabini. These four wthors were the picneers of Philippine political
science, for they had published berween 1339 znc 1898 works of systematic
exposition and analysis ¢ f a very importaat aspact of Pailippine political
science. This aspect is what I, following Frie drich, categorize as political
morphology, a systematic ot theoretical study of political forms or bodies
— ‘morphe’, form or body; and ‘logy’, systematic studv."” In 1889, del

Pilar published his work L« Soberanta Monacai en Filipinas,”™

a study of the
Philippine body politic o: form of goverr.ment. It was about friarchy or
frailocracia. As a study, I was a systemanc siucy, for del Pilar described
the nature of friarchy ir the Philippines in the lat: nineteenth century,
analyzing its economic, political, and religious asects svstematically. Rizal,

in 1889 and 1890 publisied in Lz Solidaridal, t1s great essays, “Filipinas
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Dentro de Cien Afics” and “Sobre La Ir.dolencia de los Filipinos.”"” In
these essays he discussed the nature o7 a new social order or a new society,
based on libertarian znd democratic ideas. which nevs society was provided
with a political consttution in “La Liga Filipina”"*® published in 18922, Put
together, the ideas and concepts in tae o essays and the “Liga Filipina”
constitute a new pclitical regime or body politic,”™ a pangulo-regime
rnodel, a systematic work on political morshology.

Lopez Jaena, althcugh not systernatic and theoretical like del Pilar and
Ruzal, supported all the political ideas o7 cel Pilar and Rizal. Jacinto, in
his “Kartilla ng Ketivwnan” " “Liwanaz at Dilim” "'and “Pagkatctag ng
Pamahalaan sa Hukuman ng Silangan” * o1 1896 and 1898 also reinforced
the ideas in the wo:ks of Rizal. Ia fact, Jaciato’s political philosophy
embodied in his works, advocated a paagulo-tegime model like Rizal’s.
And Apolinario Mabini’s “True Decalogue,”'*" “Ordinances of the
Revolution,”"* and “Constirutional Program of the Philippine Republic”
19 of 1898 embedied a theory of a democratic and libertarian regime,
operating in accordaace with the Filipino cultural velues of the supremacy
of tae exccutive in the goverrment and of pagdanay 'caring for and sharing
with fellow persors iu the society, 1 work on political morphology.

I shall not elaborate further, for 17 1 do, I shall be writing a full-length

treatise.

[
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APPENDIX A
CURRICULAR OFFERINGS
OF THE
DEPARTMENT OF POLITICAL SCIENCE

1996-1998

UNDERGRADUATE

Social Science
103 Statistics for the Saocial Sciences. Statistical tachniques for social research

(cross-listed with Sociclogy 190). {Prereq: Math 1, 11,3 u.

104 Human Rights anc Humanitarian Law. Seminar on the evolution and

Political
“1

110

141

143

144

145

150

151

152

153

157

160 Society, Politics, and Government. Society as the matrix of politics; politice!

development of th=2 theory, principles and practice of international human rights
and humanitarian law. 3 u.

Science

Introduction to Political Science. Concepts, theories, and principles of
political science; types of political systems; developmant of political institutions
and processes. 3.

Philippine Government and Politics. [Development, organization and
operation of the Phi.ippine political system, with emphasis on the present. 3
u.

Political Analysis An examination of the rethodological issues in the
study of politics — th-2 scientific method and the ogic >f social inquiry. Prereq:
Pol. Sci. 11, 14. 3 ..

Readings in Philippine Government and Politics. Directed readings in
the classics of Philippine government and politics. Frereq: Pol. Sci. 150/JS.
3u.

Readings in Comparative Politics. Directed readings in the classics and
contemporary theo-ies of comparative: politics and government. Prereq:
SS. 3u

Readings in International Relations. Directed readings in the classics of
international relations. Prereq. §S. Ju.

Readings in Political Theory. Directed readings ir the classics of political
theory. Prereq: 3. 3 u.

Philippine National and Local Administration. Principles, Practices
and problems of public administration; nistorical, behavicral and institutiona|
analysis and evaltalion of the national and local bureaucracy and
administration in th2 Philippines. Prereq: Pol Sci. 11, °4. 3 u.

The Philippine Executive. National Executive in the Philippines; its nature
and development. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 11, 14. 3 u.

Philippine Legislative System. Structur2 and furction of the legislative
syster in the Philipoires; legislative behavicr and legisiative process; statute
and bill drafting; executive and judicial lawmaking. “rereq: Pol. Sci. 11, 14.
3u.

The Philippine Judicial System. Role of courts and other law enforcement
agencies in the administration of justice. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 11, 14. 3 u.
Special Topics in Philippine Government, Politics and Administration.
Prereq: Pol. Sci. 150. 3 u.
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power and leacership; patterns of decision-making; political modernization
and development. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 11/COL 3 u.

Political Parties and Interest Groups. The types and structures of political
parties and interest groups; their function in the g olitic:al system; their strategy
and tactics, particularly in aggravating a-d articulating interest and controlling
governmental power and public policy. Prereq Poi. Sci. 11, 14. 3u.
Politics of Change. Problems of social, economic and political charge in
Africa, Asia and Latin America. Prereq: S0l. $ci. ©1, 14, 3 u.

163 Political Behavior: Processes and Movements. Belief Systems; nature

164
167
170

171

and development of political processe:s and movements. Prereq: Po . Sci.
160/COIl. 3 u.
ideology and Politics. Prereq: Pol. Sc. 11, 14. 3u.
Special Topics in Political Dynamics. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 160. 3 u.
introduction to Comparative (Government and Politics. Comparative
political processes in the developed and develoaing states. Prereq: Pcl. Sci.
11,14, 3 u.

American Government and Politics. Theory and dynamics of the
government and politics of the Unted States. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 11. 3 u.

172 Government and Politics of Selected Europ»an States. Political systems

of the United Kingdom, France, taly, Germary, and Russia. Prereq: Pol.
Sci. 11, 14/CCIL. 3 u.

176 Government and Politics of East Asia. Politica| systems of Japan, the

177

People’s Republic of China, North Korea. Nati>nalist China and Republic of
South Korea. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 170.

Special Topics in Comparative Government and Politics. Prereq: Pol.
Sci. 170. 3 u.

178 Government and Potitics of Southeast Asia. Political Systems of Eurma,

179

Thailand, Laos, Cambodia, Vietnam, Malays &, Singapore and Indonesia.
Prereq: Pol. 5ei. 11, 14/COIL 3 L.

Government and Politics of South Asia. Political systems of india,
Pakistan, Bargladesh, Sri Lanka, Afgharistar and Nepal. Prereq: Pol. Sci.
‘11, 14/COIl. 2 u

180 Introduction to International Relations. ternational cooperation and

181

182

conflict: and regionat functiona ani tniversal regimes and institutions
sustaining those processes. Prareq: Pol. Sci 11, 14. 3 u.

Philippine Foreign Policy. The rature and davelopment of Philippine
foreign policy and the fereign policy process. Prereq. Pol. Sci. 11, 14. 3u.
Foreign Policy of Major Powers. Development of the foreign palicy of
major powers, e.g., the united States, Russ @, China, Japan, and others.
Prereq: Pol. Sci. 180. 3 u.

183 Internationa! Organization. Cevelopmeni, structures, functions, and

problems of international organizations. Prereq. Pol. Sci. 180. 3u.

184 Diplomatic and Consular Practice. 1Develop meni, organizations, furictions,

185

186

187

and problems of diplomatic anc constlar practize with emphasis on the
Philippines. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 180. 3u

Public International Law. Nature, development, sources, principles and
problems of international law and its role in the development of a world
community; selected cases. Prereq Fol. S:i. 130. 3u.

Private International Law. Sziected cases involving citizens or juridical
entities of different states. Prereq: 1ol Sci. 180. 3 u.

Special Topics in International Law. Organization and Relations. Prereq:
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Pol. Sci. 180. 3 u.

190
192

193

194

195

196

197

1971

Practicum. Prereq: JS. 3u.

Ancient and Medieval Political Thought. Polit cal Thought from Plato
to the medieval thinkers. Prereq: SS. 3 u.

Modern Political Thought. Political Thought from Machiavelli to the
contemporary poitical thinkers. Prereq: SS. 3.

American Political Theory. Political and social iceas of leading American
statesmen, publicists, and other thinkers form the colonial period to th2
present and their influence upon American democracy. Prereq: Pol. Sci.
171/COl. 3 u.

Asian Political Thought. Main currents of Asian political thought. Prerec:
SS/COL 3u.

Philippine Political Thought. Main current sof Philippine political though.
Prereq: SS/COI. 3u.

Special Topics in Political Thought and Methodology. Prereq: SS. 3
u.

Junior Honors 1 Supervised readings in the: classics of political theory. A
paper based on or related to the readings iss require 1. Prereq: Qualifications
as stated in Honors Program. 3 u.

197.2 Junior Honors il. Supervised readincs in the classics on Philippine

government and politics and public administration and/or political dynamics.
A paper based 01 or related to the readings is required. Prereq: Junior
Honors |. 3 u.

198.1 Senior Honors |. Supervised readings in the classics on comparative

politics and/or :nternational relations. A 2aper based on or related to the
readings is required. Prereq: Junior Honors 1. 3 u.

198.2 Senior Honors li. Honors thesis. 2rereq: Seniar Honors 1. 3 u.

199 Research in Political Science. Approaches and methods of research in
systematic poitics. Prereq: Math. 1, 17; Pol. Sci.

110; Soc. Sci. 103. & u.

200 Undergraduate Thesis. Prereq: Pol. &ci. 199. 3u

GRADUATE

International Studies

201
202
203
209
251
261
270
280
290
298
299
300

Introduction to international Studies. 3 4.
Development of International System. I u.

The Geographical Context of International Affairs. 3 u.
Readings in International Relations. 3 .

The Organization Management of International relations. 3 u.
Contemporary International Issues and Trends. 3 u.
Comparative International Systems. 3 u.

International Law and World Order. 3 u.

The Theory of International Relations. 3 u.

Practicum. 3u

Research Methods. 3 u.

MA Thesis. 6u

Political Science

210

250

Advanced Political Analysis. Critical analysis of epistemological ard
methodological issues in the study of politics. Prereg: Pol. Sci. 110. 3u.
Seminar in Philippine Administrative Problems. Selected problems n
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the goveramental processes in the Philippine bureaucracy. Prereiy: Pol.
Sci. 150/CQ1. 3 u.

251 Seminarin Philippine Politica: 'nst:tutions. Types of political institutions
which evolvec in the Philippines from ¢ re-Spanish geriod to the establishment
of the Philipp:ne Commonwealth in 193£. 3 u.

252 Seminarin Contemporary Philippine L.egislatiocn. Problems in Ph lippine
Legislation legislative-executive relations. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 152/COl. 3 u.

254 Problems in Philippine Local Ciovernment and Administration. Selected
problems i1 the government ard administratior of local units and their
relationships :0 the national gevernment, role of local units in socio-economic
development Frereq: Pol. Sci. 150/CO . 3u.

255 Problems in Philippine Constitutional Law. Selected problems in
Philippine constitutional law, with amphasis ori current developments; theory
and cases. Frereq: Pol. Sci. 153. Z u.

258 Special Prcblems in Philipoine National and Local Politics and
Administration. Directed readings >n the issues, trends and problems in
national administration and cent-al-lo:;al gove 'nment relations. Prereq: Pol.
Sci. 150. 3.

260 Seminar in Political Dynamics Interactior of individuals, groups, belief
systems, poitical movements and governraent in the policy forrnation;
techniques o influence and pressure ard their impact on political systems;
theory of political analysis. Fie ¢ resea-ch may be required. Prereq: Pol.
Sci. 160/COl 3 u.

261 Seminarin Folitical Parties, Elections, and Interest Groups. Problems
in Philippine political parties, elections, and in-erest groups, and their impact
on the governmerit. Prereq: Fol Sci. 150/COI. 3.

262 The Elite in Politics. The political elite and their role in the political system.
Prereq: Pol. Sci. 160/161. 3 u.

264 Women and Politics. Changing palitizal rcles, status, attitudes and
behavior of women in contemparary society and political implications of
changing ferrale/male relationsh ps. 3.

268 Political Economy. Directed readings n thecries of political economy and
their empir:cal implication. Prereq: F'ol. Sci. 160. 3 u.

270 Theories of Comparative Polit:cs. 3 u.

271 Government and Politics of Latir Ameriza. The political systams of
selected statas in Central America, tke Caribbean, and South America. 3 u.

272 Government and Politics of West Asia. Government and Politics of Syria,
Jordan, Lebanon, UAR, Saudi Arabig, Iraqg, lran, etc. 3u.

273 Government and Politics of African Statess. Government and politics of
selected Afrizan states. 3 u.

279 Seminar in Government and Politics of Asia. Selected problems in the
governments and politics of Japan, aiwan, ndia, Pakistan, and any other
selected Asian countries. Prerey. Fol. Sci. 177/201. 3 u.

280 Problems in Philippine Relations. 3elactec problems in Philippine foreign
relations, with emphasis on currant developments. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 180/
COl. 3u.

282 Comparative Foreign Policy. The determinants, goals, techniques,
problems and machinery in the fcrmulation and cenduct of the foreigi policy
of the Unitec kingdom. France, Germany, the Soviet Union, the People’s
Republic of China, and Any othar selected ccuntres. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 172/
182/CO!L. 3.
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234

295

296 °

297

299.

300
301

313

320

323

324

325

326

330
331
332
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International Foiitical Economy. Interaational poliical and economic
system, particularl the cap:italist world syscem, as the framework and
determinant of publ:c policy and ecorncrnic performznce. 3 u.

Government and Politics of European States. Political processes and
institutions of selested European states, including the interplay of local
processes and institutions with supranational political formations. 3 u.
Problems In International Law. Selected Problems in international law,
with emphasis on current developmerts. Frereq: Pol. Sci. 185. 3 u.
Seminar on Plato and Aristotie. The political theories of Plato and Aristotle;
their influence on political science. Prereq Pol. Sc. 192. 3u.

Seminar in Medieval Political Thought. Tte folitical phlosophy of Western
and Eastern thinkers. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 192/Col. 3 u.

Political Obligation. Analysis of classic theories of political  obligation-
Hobbes’ Leviathari, |.ockes Two treatises of Civil Government, and Rousseau's
Social Contract; cricique of modern theories of political obligation. Prereq:
Col. 3 u.

The Theory of Democracy. The theory of constitutional sm, republicanism,
and democratic socialism. Prereq: Pol. Sc. 133/1¢3/194, 3 u.

Socialist and Communist Political Theory. The deveiopment of socialist
and communist poltical theories from 3abauf to the present. Prereq: Pol.
Sci. 192/193, 3 u

The Political and Constitutional Ideas f the F’hillﬁ‘ppine Revolution.
Filipino political ideas frorn the propagar da period to the 1 Philippine Republic.
Prereq: Pol. Sci. 196/Cal. 3 u. -
Contemporary Poitical Thought. Folitical thought in the 20 century
including aspects ot critical theory, post-behaviorisr, post-structuralism and
post —modernism. i u

1Advanced Researched Methods. Prereq: Pal. Sci. 199. 3 u.

Master’s Thesis.

Special Problems in Philippine Government and IPoli tics. Selected
contemporary politizal, economic, social, and othel issues and problems of
Philippine governmeant Prereq:Pol. Sci. 160/Cal. 3u.

Seminar in the Potitics of Revolutior. Natu-e of, and conditions bringiny
about, revolutions; leadership and ideology, stages of development and impact
of revolutions on oclitical development. 3 1.

Special Problems in Comparative Governments and Politics. Selected
problems on the governments and politics of major courtries. Prereq: Pol.
Sci. 172/Col. 3 u.

Constitutional Government. Constitutional governrrents in theory and
practice; selected cases. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 171/172/Col. 3 u.

Socialist Political Systems. Theory and Practice ¢f major socialist politiczil
systems. Prereq: 1’ol. Sci. 172/Col. 3 u.

The Developing States. The theory and practice of the government ani
politics of selected developing states. Prerzq: Pol. Sci. 178/Col. 3 u.

The Politics of the Developed States. Cormparative political processes
and irstitutions in selected developec states suca as the United States,
Japan and Westerr Europe, particulary as these relate to political change. 3
u.
Seminar in the Foreign Policy of the Major Powers 3 u.

Special Problems in International Relations. 3 u.

Regional Organizations ard World Security. Deve:opment and trends
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towards regional organization and integ-ation; regjional blocs and organization
within the framework of world orde- and security. Prereq: Pol. Sci. 182/183/
Col. 3u.

333 Seminar In International Organizations. Selected problems of the United

Nations and specialized agencies. Prereq: Pl Sci. 183/Col. 3u.

343 Special Probiems in Political Theory and Methodology. 3 u.
400 Dissertation.

APPENDIX B
BOOKS RELEVANT TO POLITICAL SCIENCE PUBLISHED
IN THE 1980s and 1990s.

A. Books Published in the 1980s

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Reuben R. Cancy. The Counterfeit Revolution: Mertial Law in the Philippines
(Manila: 1980).

Jose M. Criscl. The Armed Forces and Martiel Law (Makati: Agro Printing
House, 1980).

. . Men and Arms (Makati: Agro Printing and Publishing House,
1980).

Jose P. Leveriza. Personnel Administration (Metro Manila: National Book:store,
1980).

Lorenzo Sumulcng. My Years in Public Seivice Manila: 1981).

Ferdinand E. Marcos. The New Republic (Manila: 1682).

Vivencio R. Jose, ed., Mortgaging the Future: Tine World Bank and the IMF in
the Philippines (Quezon City: fourcations for Nationalist Studies, 1982).
Carlos Quirinc. Arnang: The Life and Tirnes of E Jlogio Rodriguez, Sr. (Quezon
City: New Day Fublishers, 1983).

Froilan M. Bacungan, ed., The Powers of the I*hilippine President (Quezon
City: UP Law Center, 1982).

_ Irene Cortes. Emerging Trends in Law (Q sezon C ty: University of the Philippines

Press, 1983).

. Pacifico A. Castra. The Philippines eénd Law of the Sea (Manila: Foreign

Service Institute, 1983).

. Caridad Aldecca-Rodriguez. Negros Oriental and the Philippine Revilution

(Dumaguete City: The Provincial Goverrment of Negros Oriental, 1983)

Nick Joaquin. T:e Aquinos of Tarlac: An Essay 01 History as Three Generations
(Mandaluyong: Cacho Hermanos, rc., - 983).

Jaoquin G. Bernas. Philippine Constitutional .aw ( Manila: Rex Boolcstore,
1984).

Glenn Anthony May. Social Engineering ‘n tne Philippines: The Aims, Execution,
and Impact of £merican Colonial Policy, 1900-1913 (Quezon City: New Day
Publishers, 1984)

Teodoro A. Agencillo. The Burder of Proof: Ths Vargas-Laurel Collaboration
Case (Mandaluvong: UP- Jorge B. Varcas Filipiniana Research Center, 1984).
Third World Studies Center, ed., Marxism n the Philippines: Marx Centennial
Lectures (Quezon City: lUniversity of the Pnilippines 1984).

Alexander R Magno. ed., Nation in Crisis: .8 University Inquires into the
Present (Quezon City: University of the: Philipp nes Press, 1984)
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19. Fred Poole and Max ‘/anzi. Revolution .r the Ptilippines /New York: McGraw
Hill Bock Company, - 934).

20. Benigno S. Aquino, Jr “estament from a Prison Cell (Mzkati: Benigno S. Aquino,
Jr. Foundation: 1984).

21, . The Garrison State and Other $peeches (Makati: Benigno 8.
Aquino, Jr. Foundatior, - 985},

22. R. J. May and Francisco Nemenzo, Jr. Tre Philippines Afler Marcos (Sydney,
Australia; Croom Helm, _td., 1985).

23. Ma. Aurora A. Carbonell- Catilo, Jesie de Lecr, anid E eancr E. Nicolas. Manipulated
Elections ([Manila: College of Pubiic Admiristration, University of the Philippines],
1985).

24. Nick Joaquin, Translalor. The Recto Valediztory (Manila: Ciaro M Recto Memorial
Foundation, Inc., 1985).

25. Ramon C. Aquino. Ch.ef Justice Jose Abad San.os, 1886-1942: A Biograpty
(Quezon City: Phenix 2 blishing House, Inc., 1935)

26. lourdes Paredes-San Diego. Don Quentin of Abra (Que:i:on City: 1985).

27. Ferdinand I=. Marcos. Tte (Jemocratic Revo.'ttion Eciited by and with an Introducticn
by llzana Maramag (Meiropo'itan Manila: Cfice »f Media Affairs, 1985).

28 . The Filipino Ideology (Manila: Marco: Foundation, Inc., 1985).

29. Patricia Ann Paez. The Bases Factor: Realpoiitik of FP-US Relations (Manilia:
Center for Strategic and International Studies of the Philip pines, 1985).

30. Alfredo B. Saulo. Emil o Aguinaldo: Generalissiimo aind President of the First
Prilippine Republic (C:u2zon City: Phenix Publishing House, Inc.,1985).

31. Filemon C. Rodriguez. "he Marcos RegimsiQuezon City: MOED Press, 1986).

32. Visitacion R. de la Torre. History of the Philippine Civil Survica(Quezon City: New
Day Publishers, 1986).

33. Renato Constantino, ed. Vinfage Recto: Mer1orable Speeches and Wiitings (Quezen
City: Foundation for Natior alist Studies, Inc. 19¢6).

34. Resil B. Mojares. The Mzn\Vho Would Be President: Serging Osmefia and Philippir.e
Politics (Cebu: Maria Ciicao Publishers, 1¢£6).

35, Manuel F Martinez. Aquinovs. Marcos: The Grend Collision ‘Quezon City, 1986).

36. Cecilio T. Arillo. Breakaway: The Inside Story of the Four-Day Revolution in the
Philippines, February 2Z-25, 1986 (Manila: Kyodo P-inting Company, 1986).

37. lIsabeloT. Crisostomo. Cory: Profie of a President (Quezon City: J. Kriz Publishing
Enterprises, 1986).

38. Carolina G. Hernandez et al., eds. Issues in Soc'o-Foliticel Transformation in As'a
and the Pacific. The Fe zent Philippine Poltical izxgerier ce ((Quezon City: Center
For Integrative and Deve-opment Studies, No Jate). Appercled Program, however, s
dated 198€.

39. JohnBresnan, ed., The Marccs Era and Beyond (Frinseton, N.J. Princeton Universiy
Press, 1986).

40. Belinda A. Aquino. Poltics of Piunder: The Fhilippines Under Marcos (Quezen
City Great Books Trading, 1987).

41. Harry Sichrovsky. Ferdinand Blumentritt (VWanila 1387).

42. Aruna Gopinath. Manusl L. Quezon. The Tulelery Democrat (Quezon City: New
Day Publishers, 1987).

43. Priscila S. Manalang, 2¢. A Natior for our Children. Selectec! Writings of Jose V/.
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Diokrg (Quezon City: Claretian Publications, - 987).

44, Carlos qurino. Apo Lakay: The Biography of Elpicio Quirino (Makati: Total Book
World, 1987).

45. Charles C. Mcdougali  The Marcos Fiie (San Francisco: San Francisco Publishers,
1987..

46. Claude A. Buss. Corv Aquinc and the Feople cfthe Ehilippines (Stanford: Stanford
Alumni Associat o1, 1387).

47. Walden Bello. Cre ating the Third Force: UJ S. Sponsored Low Intensity Ccnfilict in
the Fhilippines (S« n Francisco: Institute fo- Food and Development Policy. 1987).
Philippine Edition.

48. Michael T Klare and Peter Kornbiuh, eds. Lo w-lntensty Warfare: Counter Instirgency,
Pro-insurgency and Anti-Termorism in the Ptilippines {Quszon City: KEN Inc., 1987).

49. Alexander P. Aguitr-e. Readings on Counter-Insurgency ‘Quezon City: Pan Service
Masters Consuliants Inc., 1987).

50. Wiliam Chapman. Inside the Philippine: Re /olution: The New People’s Army and its
Struggle for Povse~(Cuezon City: KEN, Inc., ~987).

51. ReubenR.Canoy The Questfor Mindaneo lndependence (Cagayan de Ciro City:
Mincanao Post Publishing Company, 1987).

52  Felix B. Bautista. Cardina/ Sin and t12 Miracle of 4sia (Manila: Vera-Reysas, Inc.,
1987).

53, Patricio R. Mamio . The Aquino Administraticn’s Baptism in Fire (Manila: National
Bookstore, 1987).

54. Carmen Navarro [’edrosa. The Rise énd Fall of Imelda Marcos (Manila: 1'387).

55 Raul P. de Guzman and Mila A. Refcrma, eds., Fovernment and Politics of the
Philippines (Singadore: Oxford University Press and College of Public Admin:stration,
U.P., 1988).

56 Martin J. Noore The Life and Times of Michae' O'Cioherty (Quezon Cty: E.P.
Garaia Publishiag Compariy, 1988).

57 F.lLandaJocano. Fhilippines-USSF Relations (Metro Manila: NDCP Foundation,
1983).

58 Sterling Seagrevt:. The Marcos Dynasty (New York: Harper and Row, 1988).

59 David Wurfel. =iipino Politics. Deve:iop en’ and Decay (Quezon City: Aceneode
Manila Univers ty Press, 1988).

60. Robin Broad. U.iequal Alliance, 1¢79-1:38€: The World Bank, the International
Monetary Fund and the Philippines (Q sezon Ciity: Atene de Manila Univers ty Press,
1988).

61. Aurora Javate-De Dios, Petronilo Bn. C:aroy, and Lorma Kalaw- Tirol, eds., Dictatorship
and Revolution® Foots of the People’s Sower (Metrc: Marnila: Conspectus Foundation,
Inc., 1988).

62. Antonio B. Quizon and Rhoda V. Feyes, eis., A Strategic Assessment of Non
Govemmental O1 yarizations in the Philippines (Met o Manila: Asian Non-Government
Organization Coifition for Agrarian Feforny and Rural Development, 1989)

63. Jose P. Ablatez. Foundations of Freedom A History of Philippine Congresses
(Manila: Merriarr and Webster, Inc. 1989).
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1992).

Lewis E. Gleeck, J-. President Aquino- Seinthood Pos'poned ([Manila): 1992).

Salvador P. Laurel. Neither Trumpsts Nor Druris: Summing Up the Cory
Government (Quezon City: PDM Press, 1992).

Ledevina V. Carific. Bureaucracy for Demociacy: The Dynamics of Executive-
Bureaucracy Interaction During Goverrmental Transitions (Quezon City: College
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pp- 145-82; also reprinted in Remigio E. Agpalo, .Adventures in Political Science
{(Quezon City: UP Press, 1996}, pp. 391-429. The last section, V (the postscript),
was a paper presented to the Pre-Congress I “The History and Development of
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Publishing Company, 196().
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2 Gerardo S. Vispina, Philiop'ne Government (Quzzon City: Panarrao Publishing House,
1931).

¥ Remigio B Agpalo, “Pelirical Seience mn the Phitiopines,” in §8. Hsueh, ed., Political
Science in South and Southea. t #15ia (Aswun Political Science Assocation, 1966), p. 60.

HIbid., pp. 61-62.
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14, 1965, University of the Philippines.

*The records of the | Miversity of the Philppines were des troyed during World War
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destroyed by bombing. The extant annua, ceperts of the President of the University
of the Philippines and other official records are 1complete, even at the archives of
the University of the Prilippines. Between 1922, when the Department gradusted its
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at the archives. The a1nual report of the Presidant from June 1, 1924 to May 31,
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“See Note No. 39 abovc.

“Emerenciana Y. Arcellanz, “Political Science 11d Folitical R egeneration,” Philippine Political
Science Journal, No. 1 (June 1974), p. 48.

“Annual Report of the I cpartment of Politizal Science, University of the Philippines,
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into Disciplines.

67



PriLipriNg Sociat SCIENCES REvIEW

Vol 55, nos.1-4, jan-dec 1998
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