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1. INTRODUCTION

Tulisan in contemporary Philippine context refers to a ‘“high-
way robber” or “brigand.”! It is also synonymous to bandido
or bandidu in the major Philippine languages such as Tagalog,?
Kapampangan,3 Bikol,* Pangasman,5 Visaya,® Waray,” Aklanon, 8
and Hiligaynon.® It would seem that the term first appeared carlier
during the 18th century, and that as far as its role in Cavite is con-
cerned, the word was found in an 1827 document 10" as tulisan or
tulizan, although the earliest appearance in a printed Tagalog
dictionary was in the third edition (1890) of Fathers Juan Jose
Noceda (1681-1747), S.J. and Pedro de San Lucar (b. 1707),
S.J., Vocabulario de la lengua tagala (1754). 171nh the 1870s, tulisan
was defined as malhechor, bandido, or ladron en cuadrilla {male-
factor, bandit or robber in band)‘,12

Banditry was lumped together in the pre-19th and 19th
century documents under the terms bandolero/vandolero, ban-
dido Jvandido, malhechor/malechor, malebolo/malevolo, ludron,
contraviodor, gente de mal vivir, ratero, fucineroso, foragido, sal-
teador, saqueador, partida, and cuadrilla, among others.

Manhaharang (i.e., manghaharang or vandolero, in Spanish),
scemed to have been among the earliest Tagalog (i.e., Bataan
Tagalog) forms for “highwayman.” It appeared m a manuscript
dictionary of the 17th century 13 The Laguna !4 and Tayabas
Tagalog!® forms were:mgo/magl:lmgo and rmmgangzzyao1 /manga-
yao/mangharang, meaning “to ambush,” ‘ambusher” r “high-
wayman.” Up to about 1872, a highwayman (salteador, in Spanish)
was also known in Bulacan as tulisan or maglilingo. '

The word tulisan, however, was not registered in any of the
dictionaries or vocabularies other than the Tagalog dictionary
_mentioned above, published during the 19th century, except in .
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the Visayan by Fr. Juan Felix de la Encarnacion (1806-1879),
O.R.S.A,, in his Diccionario bisaya-espaiiol (Manila, 1851). Here
it had the exact connotation of the Spanish bandolero or the
Tagalog manghahararg In this connection, the author susp:cts
that the Visayan term rolisan or tulisan was a direct loan from the
Tagalog. It must be noted that Fr. Juan Felix de la Encarnacion
took his vows as a Recollect in Spain in 1828, the year that the
word fulisan was already in circulation in the circum-Manila area,
coinciding with the appearance of the Cavite agrarian leader, Luis
de los Santos alias ‘“Luis Para” or “Luis Parang.” He was also
called “El Tulisan” of Imus, and branded as a “bandit,” with other
aggrieved farmers who were described as a “reunion de malhe-
chores” by Spanish authorities. In fact, because of tulisan ac:ivi-
ties, the province of Cavite, during the Spanish period, became
known as “La Madre de los Ladrones.”’'* Most likely, Fr. Encar-
nacion entered the word in his dictionary in 1851 when tulican-
ismo had already become a byword in Luzon. The word was re-
tained by H. Jose Sanchez del Carmen (1843-1902), O.R.S.A
who revised and added 3,000 more words to the third editior. of
Fr. Encarnacion’s work which was published in Manila in 1885, 17
Incidentally, rulisanisino was also very rampant in the neighboring
towns of Manila, Central Luzon, and even in the Visayas, at the
time of Fr. Sanchez del Carmen’s arrival from Spain in 1864,

The original Tagalog word tulisan (from rulis, 20 “pointed,”
descriptive of the weapon used) is now accepted in major contem
porary lowland Christian languages such as Ilokano 21 Kapampa-
ngan,** Pangasmanz‘ Bikol, 2* Vldea Waray, Aklanon
and Hiligaynon. 28 Corollary to the word tulisan are malhechor
and bandido which necessitate further clarification. At the tura of
the 19th century, ma/hechor, according to the Spanish penal code,
was “one who commits a transgression of law . . . whether by
habit . . ., [or] one who is accustomed to crime or dedicated to
robbery [and] one who forms part of a gang of robbers or vicious
men who by their instincts for the offense carres with it desola-
tion and fear.””?® The legal concept was undoubtedly derived: from
Book XII, Title XVII, Law 7, of the Novisima Recopilacion in
which reference was made to “habitual offenders” and “high-
waymen.” Other connotations for malhechor during the latter
part of the 19th century were “one who commits any transgres-
sion of law, and especially one who commits an offense habitual-
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ly” 30 and ““a highwayman or thief who forras part of a gang 3!
Bandido or bandolero, during the 1830s in Spain, meant “‘bandit,
known thief and highway robber.”BZThus, bandolerismo was a
“kind of crime characterized by a group in a state of rebellous-
ness.”” 33 Historically, the words bandido and banido assumed
specific meanings. At the turn of the 19th century in Spain,
bandido meant “bandit, robber in woods and forests, highway-
man, thief in gang and a criminal rebel in an uninhabited place
summoned by bando [decree or proclamation] and appearing
before a judge.”3? Banido, on the other aand, came from the
Latin bannitus, the criminal proclaimed in public places for
justice and sentencec forrebellion. It was equivalent to “banisied”
(relegado) or “deported” (deportado). In time, the summons or
proclamation was culled bando and from this word, banido and
bandido were derived, the former i.e., banido, eventually falling
into disuse.

Four views on banditry surfaced during the preliminary re-
search made as a background for the study of the tulisan activity
in Cavite during the 19th century. Which view is the most feasible
and adaptable to the Philippine gituztion was the initial prcblem
that confronted this researcher. The first view is that banditry is a
form of self-help. As may be observed elseswhere in this study,
crimes against property and persons, including banditry, flowered
during the 19th century in the Philippines. Petty theft and pil-
fering of the landlord’s harvest and property near or in the friar
haciendas were common. As early as in the 18th century, carabao,
cattle and horse rustling were alreacly common occurrences. The
colonial laws only considered “pilfering” as a form of crime. But
the “Little Tradition” regarded it otherwise. It was the right of
the poor to subsist and petty thievery was tolerated. Pitt-Rivers 35
observed that

For a poor 1aan, when in need, the pilfer from the property of tre
rich . . . is not considered immoral. It is a far g1eater wrong that some should
go short when others have abundance.

The second view, as expressed by Hobsbawm, regards social
banditry as “little more than peasant protest against opprsssion
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and poverty; a cry ror vengeance on the rich and the oppressors,
a vague dream of some curb upon them, a righting of individual
wrongs.” 3% As Cushner said, “One other response to Spanish rule
in general and to the Spanish land control in particular which has
not yet been studied is the significant increase in brigands (rulisa-
nes) in the late 18th century,”®” He further commented that

It may well be that the organized bands of highwaymen that roamed
Laguna and Centra} I uzon in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries were
composed of those who refused to accept the rigid class structure imposed
by colonial rule. in turning to brigandage they were indirectly seeking
redress against social wrongs.

Another view of banditry regards it as a revolt against the
policy of the reduccion. The term requccion assumed two mean-
ings. The earlier meaning referred to the relizious and civil aspects
of friar missionary work. Later, it assumed a second meaning to
describe the process of resettling or consolidating. a community,
thereby making a newly-founded colonial town or barrio z re-
duccion. 3%

It is this author’s view that the resettlement of the Filipino
“under the bells,” making them “little brown Spaniards,” was
vehemently resisted by HFlipinos who did not recognize Spanish
authority and laws, and therefore, refused to become part of the
reduccion. They flec to the hills and were called ladrones mon-
teses (‘“mountain thicves”), tulisanes or raga-labas (literally, “out-
siders,” i.e., outside of the established reduccion,)

With the supplanting of the gridiron pattern of towns by a
decentralized grouping of houses, “many spiritual and temporal
wrongs” were caused by the “Indians” and it was “impossible
to learn the sins [they] committed, or the exacr number of those
who should pay tribute.” 3%

Among the earliest available information on the reduccion in
Cavite is that which comes from Luis de la Concha’s report (1809)
on the transfer of the residents in sitin Bacao (San Franciscc de
Malabon, now Ger. Trias) who were forced to regroup their
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houses near the main street (se obligue a los Yndios a traer sus
Casas a la inmediacion del Camino). The rationale of the reloca-
tion was to avoid exposure to the “thieves” and to facilitate
spiritual administration. It was alleged that fields located at great
distances from homes were “robbed” of palay during harvest as
well as of carabaos and other farm animais. Concha ordered the
burning of houses whose owners disobeyed instructions as was
done with the reduccion of the new parish of Imus in 1795. The
local response to this forced settlement was typified by the resi-
dents of Kawit who complained in 1803 that the teniente de justi-
cia and collector of royal tributes forced them to reside in Imus
“against their will . . . and to abandon their homes, family and
work . . . at nighttime.” In fact, reduccion was the persistent
problem that plagued the Spanish authorities some twenty years
later, during the height of the agrarian uprising led by Pararg and
Upay. This motivated Rafael Ripoll, then politico-military zover-
nor of Cavite, to suggest the uprooting of houses in Imus and to
relocate them near the main highways. Imus, at the time served as
the hideout and shelter of tulisanes. Ripoll even commented that
Imus “would always be the rogues’ den.”” Thus, homes were con-
solidated into a town in accordance with his order the following
year, and repairs of dilapidated houses were prohibited as it might
delay the full implementation of his order.

The view that the reduccion gave birth to the tulisanes and
tulisanismo in Cavite is adopted in this study. The apparent
dearth, if not utter lack, of primary sources on the Cavite tulisanes
creates a problem in historical construction unlike in the case of
Hobsbawn who had data on western and southern European
bandits, particularly Italian and Spamsh. The view of Pitt-Rivers
cannot be adopted, nor can any of the western theoretical models
which are not applicable to Philippine situations. In the same
manner, Cushner’s view is disregarded on account of insufficient
first-hand documents.

Another problem encountered while undertaking this study
was the lack of scholarly studies on banditry in the Philippines by
both Filipino and foreign scholars, except, perhaps, that of Edil-
berto de Jesus on banditry and sinuggling connected with the
tobacco monopoly,?? and that of Theodore Grossman on the
guardia civil*!  which mentions banditry in passing.
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Due to the lack of biodata ar.d the trial records of captured
Cavite tulisanes, it was difficult, if not impossible, to determine
the duration of a bandit’s career, the average number of gang
members, or the statistics on the exact number of crimes com-
mitted. What happened in an actual assauit (asalto or salatay)
was only cited in passing in many corsulitas (reports of goberna-
dorcillos to the poltico-military goverrior) which included the
names of victims, perional effects robbed, and the like.

Another limitaticn was the insufficiency of reliable biogra-
phical sources which made it difficult to determine whether one
was a true fulisan, ¢ handido, a patrot or a peasant rebel like
Juan Silvestre alias “Jaan Opay” (Upay), Baldomero de los Santos,
Juan: Balat, Juan de Santa Maria or Casimiro Camerino, who were
unjustly labeled by b ased Spanish suthorities as tulisanes or ral-
hechores.

The so-called Y7 terrogatorios datec. 1380 provided some
initial hints on the background of the Cavite rulisanes of the late
19th century, e.g., occupation, residence, and even marital status
and age. For instanc:, in the casc of the sixteen-member gang
who burned two rice zranaries and two houses in barrio Amays in
Santa Cruz de Malabon (Tanza), four >f thern were listed as
farmers, ranging from twenty-three to forty-five years of age
residing in various towns in Cavite. One fulsan from Imus was
recorded as having a previous priscn record in Batangas in 1877
on suspicion of complicity in robbery in band.

The tulisanes of Cavite could have bteen properly identified
from the service records or hojas de servicios, but there were very
few of these data in the Philippine Mational Archives. Sometimes,
these records were incorporated along w:th the petition for pro-
motions or expected rewards for hunting fulisan gangs. This was
the case of Gregorio Closas Vicente, an ex-gobernadorcillo (1846-
1847) of San Francis:o de Malabon and cuadriilero officer, and
Felix Ylagan, another former gobernadorcillo (of Indang, 1852-
1854) and capitan cuadrillero. The servics tecord of Closas Vicente
mentioned two battles he fought against two tulisan gangs, one led
by Pedro (“Munti”) 01 9 and 13 May 1844, when he was then a
lieutenant of the municipal police. Ylagan’s record showed that he .
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fought as captain of the municipal police against an unnamed
tulisan band in Indarg.

The Development of “Tulisanismo™

From the various fragmentary sources the genesis of fulisa-
nismo in Cavite may probably be traced to as eatly as the 17th
century, when a grear number of “siaves’ *? fromManila escapzd to
Cavite, hiding as fugitives from justice in its dense mountain
ranges, “running lik: wild ceer.”*? In fact, during one raid, more
than twenty of them were captured and forced to work in the
galley-ships in Cavits Puerto. In 1498, Antonic de Morga, chroni-
clerjustice, reported on a great number of Filipino men and
women with no fixed residences in the walled city of Manila,
“yagabonds of evil life,” who were already giving headaches to
the Spanish authorities. Some of them lived ‘n houses of Spaniards,
while others who lived on their own used them as places for items
stolen by the servarts who supplied them, too, with liquor. Morga
suggested that they be expelled from the city and forced to rzturn
to their own towa: and parishes to work, as they not only con-
sumed the primate city’s food supply, purchased articles at lower
prices and sold them at high prices, hoarded useful commodities,
but also committed “other sins and did -nuch harm.” 44

Adding to this breakdown in law and order were the black
slaves and cafres,?® young and old, who were brought over by the
Portuguese. They were “doing a great jeal of harm and breaking
the law” and, as Morga predicted, would cause “the ruin cf this
city [Manila] and country,” for they rebelled at least every year,
seized vessels took flight, and committec many ‘‘outrages and
thefts.” For instance, in 1638, thirteen Macassar and Fasilas
slaves fled in a small boat furnishec with arms allegedly by the
Lascars, though a ‘ew days previously six of them were arrested
and brought to Cavite Puerto by natives frorn Maragondon 46

Outside of the coastal town of Maragondon was the vivita of
Palicpican, a wastcland, where in the 17th century, gangs and
criminals sought asylum and refuge: Visayans, Negroes, Ma:rdicas,
and even, Spanish deserters. They were accused of various crimes,
including kidnapping of women of all natjonalities. 47 Baccor had

_also beer notoriously known before the British occupation as the
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“Nest of Thieves.” In 1763, Cavite itself was infested with “ban-
dits” led by one or two deserters and some Mexican soldiers from
the Spanish army known as guachinangcs.*® They killed the town‘s
gobernadorcillo and sought sanctuary in the convent of Bacoor 49
so that Brereton ordered the town destroyed. Earlier, in Januery
1763, the “bandits™ destroyed the haciendas and cattle ranches
owned by the Dominicans and Jesuits in the province.5® There
were official reports coming from the British that the “bandits”
were active in the town of San Roque and the Hacienda of Estan-
zuela (now Caridad) where “a few straggling Banditte [sic] were
infesting . . . and destroying the repose of our [Filipino] Friends
that reside there, who furnish us with Fisk and other refresh-
ments.”">!

The phenomenon took significant form in the 19th century,
particularly in Cavite. For instance, a Cavitefio, Luis de los Santos
(“Parang™) or Luis Parang, was referred to as “El Tulisan.” He was
a natural residente of Kawit where he lived as a farmer. He was tall
for a Filipino, of regular build, with a narrow forechead, black eye-
brows, and brown eyes. Probably of mestizo stock, he was des-
cribed as having an aquiline nose, thinly-grown beard, with several
little moles above his right jawbone, and four other little ones on
his right breast.>2 He received the bansag (nickname) ‘Para”
allegedly for waiting for his enemies to shoor first. He timed nis
attack amidst gunsmoke (as breech and flint locks were used at
that time) and as close as possible to his quarry, and then stopped,
with his body as straight as possible. What usually happened was
that when the smoke cleared, he was already verv near his advar-
sary, i.e., standing still (nakapara) and allowing himself to be shot.
But he usually evaded death and thus instilled terror in his enemies.
Parang was believed to have a very potent anting-anting. >3 Tulisan
cabecilla (tulisan leader), as he was referred to in the Spanish sour-
ces, actually led a three-year peasant uprising in 1822 in Tagalog
provinces close to Manila.** This coincided with the resurgence of
peasant unrest in the Philippines when forty-eight farmers, taggad
as the reunion de malhechores, > spread blood through the rice
and sugar-producing provinces of Cavite, Batangas, Laguna, Tondo,
Bulacan, Pampanga, and Bataan. Interestingly, the provinces
affected were all sites of vast friar haciendas. The farmers commit-
ted ‘“‘robberies, cruelties, violence and assassinations.” From Santa
Ana, Manila, the newly-arrived governor, Mariano Ricafort, or-
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dered, on 23 April 1828, the repression of tulisanismo because of
the assassination of Lt. Estanislao Contreras. “¢ The peasant move-
ment was a continuation of a former struggle which originated
more than eighty-years back in the agrarian revolt of 1745 in
Silang, Indang, Kawit, Bacoor, and other Tagalog towns near
Manila.

Thus, the so-called tulisanes were in fact, the troubled peasants
whose survival depended solely on the lands the friars had taken.
The majority of them, for lack of material resources, approached
the lay-administrators of the hacienda requesting for funds with
which to pay the farm expenses, and in exchange for this amount
they pledged to give one-half of thewr harvest However, this agree-
ment was not implemented, and as time went on, another contract
was made. By this new arrangement, the payment of the amcount
was advanced, whether the harvest was gocd or bad. Because of
this stipulation,some Filipinos who couid not pay back the amoynt
advanced for the harvest were dispossessed of their lands.?

Most of the so-called. malhechores or tulisanes in Cavite were,
in reality, dissatisfied peasants who came from the hacienda towns
owned by the religious orders such as Imus, Bacoor, San Francisco
de Malabon, Santa Cruz de Malabon and Silang. The Imus peasants
labeled as tulisanes mn the Ricafort decree of 1828 included Luis
de los Santos, alias “Luis Parang,” who surrendered on 21 May
1828 to the Cavite Viejo gobernadorcillo, with Fr. Mariano Gomes
de los Angeles, then parish priest of Bacoor, acting as mediator. He
was granted amnesty by Ricafort and was given the privilege of
going to his home as he wished but with the knowledge and per-
mission of the provincial head. Orn presentation of a safe-conduct
pass and the gobernudorcillo’s authorized passport he could t-avel
as freely as he desired. With him was Juan Silvestre (*Juan Upay™)
and the other hacienda peasants: Mariano Juanco, Juan de los
Santos, Norberto, Casimiro, Vicente Macaan, Silverio Matanda sa
Nayon, Macario de los Santos, Manuel Vicul, Felipe Vicul, Anac-
leto de la Cruz, Nicolas Benito, and one named Miguel. From
Bacoor, actually ar adjunct of the same Imus hacienda, were
Silvestre (“Vitingas”) and another Silvestre (** Alima”).

From the other hacienda towns came the discontented pea-
sants: Victoriano Cuevara, Juan Francisco (‘‘Canso”), Mariano
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Patri, Jose (“Cumpito”) of San Francisco de¢ Malabon, Aniceto de
los Santos, Mateo Corpus, Atanasio Fernandez, one Faustino,
Agustin de los Santos, another named Aniceto de los Santos and
Victor Barongo (Berdugo) of Kawit; Pedro Pinquit of Santa Cruz
de Malabon (a Dominican-owned hacienda). Santiago, Florentino
Montoya, and Pedrc Galiac of Silang. They figured highly in the
violent land troubles in 1745 brought about by the controversial
terrenos comunales ¢ f Latag (later Carmona).

With Luis Parang s surrender, Ricafort, with an air of assurznce,
proudly reported to the Secretary of State, Grace and Justice on
10 November 1828 that in Cavite, ““the confidence of the travelers
has been reestablished in the vicinities.” 58 He also reported the
country’s continuous public health “in its most perfect state: the
great abundance of rice, the extinction of a bandit gang, and the
isolation of another bandit from this province.” On 13 Noveraber
of the same year, he cited fifteen *fugitive criminals” still at large
in Cavite who attacked in gang. He likewise strengthened and pro-
mulgated laws for the security of travelers and of the small and
undefended towns. ? In a letter to the Archbishop of Manila on
31 January 1829, he enjoined the parsb priests to “redouble their
zealous efforts to inculcate into their parishioners the proper
obedience to the King and to the Authorities ” ¢

In this connection, Fr. Nicolas de Becerra, Imus parish priest
(1825-1837), was the greatest enemy of the tulisanes. His most
outstanding achievement, according to his confrere in the Recol-
lect order, Sadaba de¢l Carmen, was the reduction of the tulisanes
in Cavite! It was le who advised the Imus gobernadorcillo to
elect Luis Parang and Juan Upay as captain anc lieutenant of the
municipal police in 1832, 62 and the former as the town’s hezad in
1834, 63 Fr. Becerra was also credited with proposing to Mundo,
cabecilla Juan Balar’s next in command, to deliver the latter dead
or alive, promising him pardon for his past cnmes. %4

The tulisan problem was also related to colonial abuses. The
talacsan (firewood pile used in manufacturing bricks and lime) and
forced labor aggravated the already tense situation in Imus. For
instance, to speed uo the construction of the town church and
convent, Fr. Nicolas de Becerra ordered that all males over twelve
years old form a labor pool to te rotated weekly, according to the
number and type o7 work agreed on. They were led by their .
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respective cabezas de barangay. 65 All landowners (i.e., renters)
were required to donate a talacsan of wood for each cavan of seed,
plus payment for water used in irrigation. However, this forced
“donation” could be waived if paid in cash, i.c., 1.00 per talacsan
and if the fee for the use of water was increased to five cavans of
palay for every cavan of seed. This requirement was started in
August 1826, and a total of 515 and four reales was collected by
the Recollects. ¢ By December of the same year, the talacsanes
and manpower amounted to P608 and six reales. The collection
increased in December. 1827 to P1,725, six reales (75 centavos)
and six granos. However, it decreased with the outbreak of agra-
rian unrest to only P1,187, three reales (37 %2 centavos) and six
granos. This imposed contribution was suspended by the Recol-
lect definitorio (Chapter) on 26 April 1829, until the arrivel of
their Provincial, Fr. Miguel de Jesus, so that no “donations” in
wood, money, or labor were registered that year. The official
Recollect reports from 1831-1833 are silent on the amount of
talacsanes or labor force received from the Imus residents, al-
though for December 1833, there is a statement that wood worth
$2,500 was purchased from Manila by tne Recollect Chapter on 4
January 1833. '

Despite the completion of the church and convent after a
period of about two years, the Imus residents were still levied the
talacsan. The cabezas de barangay requested that they be exempted
from the payment, but were intimidated instead by threats of
penalty. Fed up with this repression, the headmen, in a clan-
destine meeting, appointed six of them to file a complaint against
Fr. Becerra with the Court of First Instance of Cavite. Nothing
came out of this legal action as some of them were either incarce-
rated and the others harassed and threatened by the parish priest.
Some of the cabezas involved in the case went into hiding, while
the more courageous among them proceeded with the court case,
allegedly aided by an influential lady in Manila. After some years
of legal battle, the Royal Audiencia of Manila decided in favor of
the indio peasants. Those involved in the case remained outside of
Imus until Fr. Becerra’s death on 2 September 1840, which was
said to have been caused by poisoning. ¢

At least two laws affecting the peasants were passed to redress
grievances. On 30 October 1827, a circular declared that peasants
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would be dispossessed of their lands if these were not cultivated
and no houses were built on them.®® A bando issued on the same
day banned the imposition of monetary penalties or imprisonment
. for non-payment of debts but delinquents were taken and their
families (owning a quifion, or 5.76 hectares cf cultivated lands)
were subjected to forced labor.®” The same legislation imposed
severe penalties on carabao rustling and ordered farmers to give
more importance to export crops like cacao and indigo. 7°

As mentioned elsewhere, Luis Parang reappeared in the lime-
light in the 1830s with Fr. Becerra's offer that he would be named
capitan de cuadrilleros, with Juan Upay as lieutenant, to free Imus
of the tulisanes.’! By March 1835, Luis Parang was noticed lead-
ing a tulisan band once more. The gang included Juan de Santa
Maria from Imus, Parang’s sons, Mariano and Jacinto, his brother
Carlos, and nephew, Fabian, who were all surnamed De los Santos.
Mariano and Quinto Bautista were captured by the lieutenant of
the municipal police, who accused them of being accomplices in
the Balauarte robbery in Laguna in 1835 led by Juan Balat, Luis
Parang learned about his son’s imprisonment in the Imus jail, with
two other companions and immediately, “like a furious lion”
(como un leon furicso), attacked the municipal police’s armory in
abodega of the Imus church, took some of the town’s para-military
unit as hostages, and brought them 1o his house located nct far
from Calle Real (main road).”? He ordered the municipal police-
men and Carlos, Fabian and Jacinto, to bring arms and ammuni-
tion which he had with his gang, and at the top of his voice
shouted: “If you do not free the three prisoners, we would libe-
rate them by attacking the Casa Real (municipal building)! ” Then
he started to set his house on fire. The two hostages (municipal
policemen) who escaped from Parang’s house informed the gober
nadorcillo of Parang’s serious threat. The gobernadorcillo, in turn,
ordered his assistant (reniente mayor) tc meet with Luis Parang or
he would be held responsible for the damage, losses and bloodshed.
Parang, notwithstanding the overtures, ignored all charges and
insisted that if he did not take the three prisoner’s with him, he
would destroy the town of Imus. The gobernadorcillo, seeing that
Parang had capturec all the municipal police’s weaponry, yielded
and surrendered the three prisoners 7>

The honor of the colonial government was at stake ancl the
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hunt for Luis Parang began. The politico-mil:tary governor, who
promised to capture and Jock him up in a “prison cell in fetters,”
requested the Governcr General to banish him from Luzon and to
detain him for life in a place where escape was impossible so that
he could no longer be the “‘atrocious and sanguinary bandit that
he was in the years 1826 and 1827, spreading terror in all parts.” 74
Luis Parang was captured in April 1835 in his hometown, where
he used the Sambong forest as hideout. After a court trial, he
received the death penalty from Judge Julio de Guevarra of the
Juzgado Principal on 4 August 1835.7

With Luis Parang's capture, another fulisan gang numbering
seven (later said to be ten, but finally proved to be only five)
appeared from an uninhabited site in the upland Silang area. Upon
receipt of the news, the politico-military governor mobilized the
municipal police of San Francisco de Malabon, Santa Cruz de
Malabon, Kawit, Imus, and Silang. For three consecutive days and
nights, without returning to their respective area commands, they
pursued the band. 76

By 15 April 183%, it was still possible to find out with cer-
tainty the direction taken by the seven tulisanes who appeared
after Luis Parang’s imprisonment. Some claimed that they had dis-
persed and were killed. However, what was certain was that the
terror they had instilled among the municipal police of Imus, Kawit,
San Francisco de Malabon, Santa Cruz de Malabon, Indang and
Silang had not vanished. The politico-military governor repeated
his orders to the respective gobernadorcillos of the six towns tc be
always on “red alert” during the Lenten season, particularly on
Easter Sunday, as the tulisanes might attack. 7’

By 10 April 1835, Juan Balat had emerged as the recognized
leader after Parang’s capture.’® The other members of his gang
included Mariano (*‘Pacio,” Parang’s son); Quinto Bautista, who
participated in the Santa Cruz de Malabon attack; the Mendoza
brothers (Hilario and Domingo); Pedro Dionicio (“Gago”), who
was an accomplice of Bautista in the Tanza attack; and Macerio,
a defector from the Cuerpo de la Reina or El Principe in 1833. 7
In April 1835, Mariano was captured with two other gang mem-

. bers.
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Meantime, Juan Balat, the leacer who succeeded Luis Parang,
was killed on 30 April 1835,80 and three of his men, Dionicio,
and the Mendoza brothers were also captured. Juan de 3anta
Maria, another notorious tulisan leacer frcm Imus, 8! succeeded
Balat. He had an arsenal which was accidentally discovered by two
small boys in a house owned by Dofia Ana Escalante in Tierra Alta
(now Noveleta). 82

By May 1835, the Imus municipal police, with their incessant
pursuits, had diffused the tulisar band in the town. The capture
and imprisonment of Luis Parang and three members of the Balat
gang contributed substantially tc the improved peace and order
condition, according to the Spaniards 83 On 28 August 1835,
Santa Maria was reported to be in Estanzuela (then a barrio of
San Roque, later Caridad) with seven men. For two years, this
new leader was a rotorious figure in Cavite. 8 In January 1837,
Don Florentino Cirilo, first commissioner (comisario) of the
Santa Cruz de Malabon municipal police was reprimanded for not
offering resistance to Santa Maria’s gang during an encounter in
Naic. The tulisanes, who landed from a barca at the mouth of the
Timalan river hotly pursued by ths feiucca from Corregidor Island,
did not meet anv armed oppositior: from Cirilo who was busy
eating in one of the small native restaurants (carinderias). Tt e lat-
ter admitted having heard two censecutive cannon shots from the
bay but did nothing about it.% Nonetheless, Juan de Santa Maria
was finally killed :n Pulang-lupa, Las Pifias, on 30 September
1837, with a shot through his remple fired by Inocente de los
Santos, a municipal policeman from Patercs who served in a com-
bined para-military operations (from Malibay, Parafiaque, Pateros
and Imus) against e fulisanes, 8

“Brigandage still exists in Luzon to a considerable extent,”
according to Ellis in the late 1850s. Armed bands of rulisanes
roamed the country, exacted contributions from the people and
plundered property owners, with no effective intervention
from the authoritics, “carrying |their] depredations in quite an
organized form int> the suburbs of Manila itself.”” 87 In fac:, out
of 1,421 cases triec. in 1856, 661 were cases of robbery, the’t and
estafa; ten of harboring bandits; four of vagrancy and bad con- .
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duct; nineteen of capture and use of illegal arms, Of these, 1,025
cases were committed in populated areas :nd 396 in isolared
ones.38 Earlier, in 1851-1855, out of 1,238 cases, 314 were
murder cases; 390 robberies; 120 robberies with violence; and
thirty-six, other offenses. In additicn, there were seven cases of
illegal possession of arms; twenty-one cases of horse and cattle rust-
ling, and thirty-five vagrancy cases. 89

In the 1860s, the provinces most afflicted by the tulisanes
were still Cavite, Manila, Laguna, Batangas, and Pampanga, num-
bering more than thirty encounters between the government and
the tulisanes. During this time, there were reports of three fires,
sixteen attacks, and seventy-seven armed robberies, not counzing
animal rustling and other cases associated with the bands, although
the residents were initially not physically molested. Later the
residents were affected. At least thirteen of both sexes were <id-
napped for ransom. As of July 1865, the injuries to Hlipino resi-
dents had increased to nine deaths and thirty-four wounded; to,
the Spanish military, five deaths and nine wounded, and more
than double that number to the para-militery units such as the
tercios (regiments), municipal police, and town militia. On the side
of the tulisanes, therc were twenty deaths, twenty-seven wounded,
and an increased numaber of prisoners, the majority of whom were
caught without any weapons in their possession. 2

The frequent fulisanes raids in Cavite in the 1860s movec: the
Governor General, cn 27 October 1860, to order the reorganiza-
tion of the troops ir the province as a separate command. 91 One
gang preying on rich victims was posing a chellenge to the new
military structure, kidnapping affluent suger merchants and
releasing them after paying ransori. The base of the tulisanes was
Laguna. In 1865 92 the leaders were Ciriaco Jeda and Domingo
Malinis (“‘Tapias™) of Cavite, in association with Juancho and
Sabino of Cabuyao, Laguna.

The following fable gives the numbder of tulisanes captured,
killed in combat, and executed by the garrote vil, from 31 August
to 23 October 1865:
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Provinces Captured Bandits Bandits  Total
& Districts bandits killed in executed
encounters by garrote

Manila ....... =5 4 5 34
Cavite ........ 5 2 — 7
Laguna ....... 9 1 — 10
Bulacan ...... 47 4 8 59
Pampanga . .... ) 3 — 28
Batangas .. .... 4 2 — 6
Morong....... 1 - — 1
Nueva Ecija ... 9 — - 9
Tarlac........ 14 - - 14
Tayabas ...... 5 1 1 7
Grand total ... 144 17 14 175

SOURCE:  Medidas extraordinarias conira malhechores y
ladrones en cuadrilla. AHN Ultramar 5203

Topping the list was Bulacan with fiftv-nine tulisanes, forty-
seven of whom were captured, four killed in battle and eight
executed by means of strangulation by using an iron collar (gar-
rote). Manila followed with thirty-four tuiisanes, twenty-five of
whom were captured, four killed in encounters, and five executed
by the garrote. Interestingly enough, Cavite ranked among the
lowest in the number of tulisanes for the three-month period, with
only seven tulisanes cither captured (five) or killed in the en-
counter (two). 3

When Carlos Maria de la Torre arrived in the Philippines in
1868 as Governor General, he learned that the tulisanes had been
robbing residents in the provinces surrounding Manila as well as in
the capital and suburbs. The peaceful and loyal residents who were
terrorized by the frequent raids of the rulisanes °* looked up to
the central government for help.

So frequent were the assaults at the tine that Fr. Mariano
Gomes de los Angeles, concurrent vicar forane of Cavite and parish
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priest of Bacoor, requested for a room at the San Telmo convent
of the Dominicans in Cavite Puerto to deposit the funds collected
in his parish. He feared that the tulisanes might rob the church.
This actually happened in April 1867 in Calapan (Mindoro) where
the parish money was taken by “pirates.” 95 As there were no
banking institutions yet in the province, rica Cavitefios hid their
money under the ground in gusi or tibors (Chinese jars). Silver was
occasionally kept in humbong (bamboo internodes) or inserted in
an unknown place in the roof. 9% jn 1863, the Rosario convent
was sacked by the tulisanes who cartzd away money and goods
worth about P500.00, distributed as rollows: P300, three reales
(37 ¥ centavos) and two granos of church funds; sixteen silver
spoons; eight silver teaspoons; a silver dipper; a small silver ladle
for sugar; a nito sa/akot with silver trappings worth P28.00; a
pair of shaving razor worth £10.00 and otdinary street clothes
(ropa de uso) valued at £50.00. 97

The alarming drought of 1864, which ¢ndangered the palay
harvest for that year, added immeasurably to the miseries of
farmers who composed the majority in the hacienda towns. In
fact, on 15 June 1864, the vicar forane of Cavite petitioned the
Archbishop of Manila to order all the parish priests of the province
to hold public prayers to induce rain in view of the extraordinary
dryness that jeopardized the harvest. “8 The lack of rain had
afflicted all the towns of Cavite as well as areas close to the
primate city. Farmers cultivated thewr farras in an already late
period and their plight was aggravated by the expected rise of
prices of commodities, especially rice both polished and un-
husked, and the outbreak of diseases. From the late 1820s to
the early 1830s, rice per cavan was scld from ten to eleven reales
®1.25 to P1.37%). and palay ifrom four to five reales (50 to
62 Y centavos). In 1830, it was only from six to seven reales
(75 to 87 Y centavos) and three reaies (37 Y centavos) per
cavan, respectively. In the late 1830s, rice per cavan cost from
eight to ten reales (*1.00 to P1.25), while palay cost from four to
five reales (50 to 62 % centavos) in the province. 99 A hen cost
one real (12 % centavos) in the coastal towns of Cavite and from
eight to ten cuartos (5 to 6-1/14 centavos) in the upland
towns.!00 Rice was however, paid in accordance with the current
palay prices.1! However, the prices skyrocketed in the mid--
1840s, when rice sold at fourteen rea‘es (P2.75) per cavan and
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palay at six reales (75 centavos). 19% In 1869, rice prices in Cavite
varied from fifty to sixty reales, and palay from ten reales and
seventy-five granos (P2.00) per cavan ir Juiy, going up to thirty
reales (P3.00) in Silang, Indang, Alfonso and Maragondon. 103

The Asiatic cholera epidemic proved to be an added burden
to the Cavitefios as it had spread in Naic before June 1864 and
taken a heavy toll, including the famous Tagalog priest and author,
Fr. Modesto de Castro. By July, the pestilence had hit all the
coastal towns: Naic, Cavite Puerto and Bacoor. It was first noted
from November 1863, to the first half of June 1864.1%4 Fr.
Gomes believed that this “terrible scourge™ was, in reality, a just
punishment “for or many and serious sins.”” As late as October
1864, he was still requesting Fr. Esteban del Rosario, coadjutor
of Santa Cruz de Malabon, to pray publicly for rain for it had not
yet fallen on the dry palay fields of Cavite. Otherwise, he said, the
precious harvest would be lost and the poor Cavitefios would suf-
fer very much from rising prices, 10

Rafael Izquierdo reported with pride in December 1872 that
the numerous tulisan gangs “had disappearec completely.”1% He
claimed that upon his arrival in the Philippines (to take over from
Carlos Maria de la Torre) he found Manila, Cavite, Batangas,
Laguna and Bulacan in estado escepcioral, with more than 140
court cases pending on tulisanismo. In his time, there were only
thirteen cases being tried in the Council of War in Cavite, totalling
twenty cases. He attributed the critical condition before his time
to his predecessor’s lenient policy toward the tulisanes, granting
them pardon and safe-conduct. The result, in his opinion, was con-
trary to expectation because the pardoned individuals committed
new crimes, as clearly illustrated by Casimiro Camerino who was
granted amnesty in 1869 but later became the head of the Com-
paria de Guias de la Provincia de Cavite which was implicated in
the Cavite Mutiny of 1872.

Casimiro Camerino was a peasant leader in Imus, unjustly
labeled tulisan by the Spanish authorities. The agrarian unrest
against land abuses had resurged in the mid-1860s and Camerino,
as the recognized head of the peasants, went with his dissatisfied
followers (tagged as ‘‘gang” by the Spaniards) to the hills. He was
supported by the Cavitefios who knew the reasons for his defiance.
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In fact, he was granted amnesty on 15 August 1869 at the Imus
hacienda, in the presence of the then Governor General Carlos
Maria de la Torre.1%7

De la Torre justified his action on Camerino’s pardon and
wrote:

I meditated very well on such an imiportant case. I consulted the
background of the tulisanes who already went in nurrerous bands. Im-
partial and honest peisons advised me not only officially but also privately.
Some of the bands inspired serious conflicts and whose seriousness added to
the special circumstances in which the couantry was responsible . . . . brought
forward by the already numerous bands com mended by a European officer.
By the decree of 25 September 1869, 1 pardoned all the tulisanes for their
past crimes who presented themselves to rae.

Camerino surrendered with his fcllowers (¢ubbed “‘accomplices’
and “harborers” in Spanish records). They were all assured of total
immunity and security and were given safe-conduct, 19° Camerino
and a number of his men were integrated into the state force and
given salaries. Camerino, then coloned of the Compafia de Guias
de la Provincia, was executed by thegarrote vil for complicty ia the
Cavite Mutiny of 1§72.119 The Permanent Council of War which
sentenced him on & February 1872 also meted out ten years of
imprisonment to Cayetano Rufido, Carlos dz Guzman, Juan Algar,
Gervasio Camagio, Basilio Lucai, Elias Sailon, Juan Saico, Nerciso
Cabrera, Antonio Sotero, Nicolas Paras and Guillermo Marquez.
Acquitted during the trial were Tranquilino Cancino, Solomon
Barco, Maximino Jason, Anastacio Purificacion, Paulino Medina,
Baldomero Narvaez, Casimiro Ramirez Juiian Sagalayan [Saqui-
layan or Sakilayan — IRM], Marianc Medina, Bernardino Masan-
cay, Clementer Leyco, Clato Faustino, Teodoro de los Reyes,
Tiburcio Mariano, Macario Naval and Enrique Saulog, all members
of the Compafia de Guias de la Provincia de Cavite. Camerino was
executed publicly at Bagumbayan (now Luneta)!1! in Manila, the
same place where Rizal would, later on, meet his martyrdom in
1896.

Before his pardon, Camerino and his “gang’” of more than fifty
men used the Tampus and Salitran forests in Perez Dasmarifias as
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hideouts. They scattered bamboo traps on the ground, as shown
by baskets filled with offensive spiny materials and an empty jar
of gunpowder which were discovered by the authorities. 112

The truth of the matter was that the fiulisanes still harassed
the Spanish authorities in the 1870s despite the elimination of
the Camerino band. In 1876, Gowrnor Jose Malcampo reported
that in the eight provinces comprisirg the circum-Manila areas
including Cavite, the tulisanes in band committed two fires;
thirty-six raids; thirt/-cight robberies and eighteen assassinations;
wounded twenty-nine: others; and kidnaped sevaral people. These
injuries and losses dicl not include the cases in Bulacan and Nueva
Ecija. 113

In this connection, it should t¢ noted taat the major tulisan
attacks in Cavite anc the circum-Manila arezs coincided with the
19th century’s worst crises in Spain. The years 1827, 1847, 1&66,
1876, 1886 and 1892 were marked with socioeconomic dis-
orders114 The same was true of the y:ars 1816, 1825, 1£36,
1846, 1854, 1866, 1879, 1886 and 1894 115 However, the
periods 1810- 1817, 18'70-1875 end 1914-1920 were relative
breathing spells in world economy and migit have affected the
fluid situation in the P'hilippines. 116

According to the economic analysis of Vizens Vives and Oller,
the War of Independence brought destruction to Spain, as this was
a time when world rrices plummeted rapidly, caused by factors
such as the suspension of Mexican and P:ruvian silver shipments,
the political unrest in the New World, and t1e divided economic
policies of ruling political parties in Spain. !!7 The start of the
Industrial Revolution in Spain increasec cottcn production as well
as ironworks but this ended in 1843 in a crisis caused by the
lowest drop in the prce levels of cotton 2xports abroad. Leading
exports were reducad by social unrest in Spanish cities precipi-
tated by unemployed workers. The Civil War in the United Stztes
reduced considerably cotton imports from Spain and unrest
erupted in the Catalan textile factories, followed by similar cut-
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breaks in the iron, steel, and railway indusiries. The world crisis
became acute in 1866 and affected quite a number of credit insti-
tutions in Madrid and Barcelona. During the brief boom in 1364,
precious metals enteced into the public minzs of Spain at the rate
of 116 million pesetas, but suddenly plunged to a low of 57 mil-
lion in 1866-1867.

“These economic circumstances,” said Vicens Vives, “explain
the success of the pronunciamento ageinst Isabela II in 1868.”
Spain needed a new ministry to disentangle herself from the eco-
nomic dilemma, and this came with the provisional government
of 1868. 118 The Revolution of 136§, which coincided with the
business cycle of 1866-1876, was a period when Spain was in
turmoil and uncertzinty. In the Philippines, this was reflected in
the liberal regime of Carlos Maria de la Torre, followed by the
reactionary rule of Rafael Izquierdo during which time the Cavite
meeting took place. The birth of Filipino nationalism reckons
with the consequent execution of Fathers Jcse Burgos, Jacinto
Zamora and Mariano Gomes de los Angeles on 17 February 1872
on charges of complicity in the mutiny.

The economic crisis continued with the devaluation of the
Mexican silver peso in 1874, from one peso to $1.005 Us). It
was devalued to $0 976 in 1875, to $0.776 in 1891, to $0.685 in
1892, to $0.499 in 1894, and to $0.475 in 1897. The Great
Depression of the 1880s coincided with the Asiatic cholera epi-
demic and the worst typhoons and earthquakes in the Philippines.
In 1892, the prosperity of Spain collapsed as a result of the fall of
Spanish wines and :ron in the foreign market. The further devalua-
tion of the Spanish peseta became mor: serious in 1892, when the
pound sterling increased in valuz to 29.62 pesetas and thea rose
again in the Spanisli- American War of 1898 to 39.24 pesetas. 119

From the data on the pre-19th century development, it ap-
pears that the fulizan problem during the earlier colonial period
in Cavite consisted of sporadic, unorganized and nondescript
activities by all kinds of disoriented elements in society. In other
words, there was simply no social rationale behind this pheno-
menon. However, by the 19th century, the tulisanes activities had '
become more sophisticated in the sense that they were better .
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planned, organized and coordinated. They were led by men who
were not merely “primitive rebels’” but were also from the ranks’
of the upper levels of native society. Moreover, the activities
became more and mcre focused on peasant grievances and unrest.
Usually, they were astociated with the various hacienda economies
established in the province. In effect, iulisanismo in the 19th
century assumed the character of an indigeznous social movement.

The Extent of the Tulisanes Activities

A British writer who resided for some tirie in the Philippines
categorically claimed that there were two kinds of tulisan: the
ordinary one knowr: 1s dugong-aso (dog’s blood) and the tulisang
pulpul (blunt briganc), “who robs, uses no vnnecessary violence,
but runs away if he can, and only fights when he must.” 120 To
these may be mentioned another kind of rulisan who preyed
mainly on animals Lke carabaos, cattle or hoises, either for sale or
for focd or both. Cattle rustlers were gangs with their respective
chiefs, usually. former cuadrilleros or cebezas de barangay vho
broke off relations 'with the governmrent and were in cahcots
with some clerks of the municipal Suilding. '*! These gangs fab-
ricated documents cf the animals they robbed, forging the gober-
nadorcillo and the juez de semenrerg’s ‘inspector of the fields)
signatures and imitating the town’s seal in clay, wood, or metal.
They were in constant touch with otrer similar gangs in far-off
places with whom they exchanged the pilfered animals, pretend-
ing that they were being transported to their destination. Their
activities deprived the towns of the much-needed draft animals for
farming,

As far as could be determined, the 2arliest available document
on animal rustling in the Philippines car be traced back to the
court trial, on 7 November 1739, of losept. de Leon (“Manha-
habol””), and Joseph 1e !la Rossa (‘“Amani Guzmana) of Tabuco
(now Cabuyao, Lagura), Balthazar de los Reyes of Parafiaque, and
Pedro Avela of Bifian — all carabao, ca:tle and horse rustlers who
transacted the illegal sale and slaughter of cows and carabaos in
the Dominican ranches of Bifian, Laguna.!?* In fact, the same
hacienda suffered the: loss of more than six thousand head of
cattle over a span of twenty-five years (1724-1749), 123
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The British occupation of Manila in 1762-63 aggravated the
serious shortage of draft animals when

the limited crttle ranching that was practiced in the eighteenth
century was dealt 2 final blow. The region around Manila and Cavite pro-
vinces was the scene of numerous devastating battles in which rice fields
were destroyed and cirabao and cattle slaughiered. '

McHale not only roted the lack of supply due to large-scale
butchering of animals during the British invasion but also the
“subsequent decimation by outbreaks cf rinderpest disease.” 125
To put a stop to the further paralyzation of agriculture brought
about by rampant thievery and needless dearhs, Governor Jose
Basco y Vargas issusd a Superior Decree or. 29 October 1782,126
consisting of twentv-five articles, to protect the dwindling supply
of work animals. It was decreed that nobody could sell or pur-
chase carabao of apy size or sex without the previous knowledge
and intercession of the town’s alcaldes de naturales (gobernador-
cillos). The seller, whether or not from another town, could not
transact without drawing up a contract signed before the town
clerk, in the preserce of two respec table residents and the town
alcalde. The buyer was provided with a certificate duly authen-
ticated by the clerk affirming the dare of sale, name of the tuyer,
the brand of the arimal, and the selling price, which were entered
in the town’s registry book. Anybody who stole from one to three
carabaos for the frst time or on many occasions received 200
lashes publicly, plus ten years’ imprisonrnent at hard labor in
Manila. The same oenalties were meted out to those confirmed
to have butchered from one to three carabaos and sold them in
the form of salte¢ meat, dried or jerked beef in large or small
quantities without evidence of ownership. He who killed his own
carabao, whether male or female, without any reliable written
authority from the town’s alcalde de naturales was meted out four
years of hard labor in chains, with ration but without pay. The
penalty included also punishment for recipients of some portions
of the carabao’s meat, whether salted, dried or jerked. The severest
punishment, which was death, was imposed on those who robbed
four carabaos or more. As an incentive, denouncers ot spies who
gave information on carabao rustlers or places where carabao
meat was salted, dried or made into jerked beef received a reward
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of P6.00. 127
McHale theorized on the importance of this ban:

The 1782 ban s of significance since it .ndicates a concern on the
part of the local Spanish authorities for 1 domestic preduction, even before
the organization of the Socieded Economica de Amigos del Pais. This in-
terest, however, might be an historical carry-ove: from earlier Spanish con-
cern with the technique of draft-animal plow agriculturs. While a categorical
statement cannot be rade in this regard, it iprears highly likely that the
early Spanish arrivals were responsible fcr the widespread domestication of
the water buffalo and its specialized use as a draft animal for plowing and,
perhaps, plow agricultare itself, Support for this theory is available in the
fact that no historical records indicate ihe existence of craft-animal plow
agriculture when the Soanish first arrived and no artifacts exist to establish
substantial budget of evidence from bott the historical and linguistic point
of view which indicatis that domesticat-on of tae csrabao for specialized
agricultural uses and plow agriculture is post-3panish. [t also might be
noted that the Spanis): were responsible for the introduction of the plow
and the draft ox intc Mexico. (Underscoring mine — IFM)!

Not only were the carabaos important for their meat but also for
their hide which, in 1769, was already noted by an American who
observed that

Great numbers of Buffaloes are in the country both tame & wild
ones whose hides are jold at the moderate price of three rials (37% cents)
& when tanned at about 7 rials {or 87 cents). ] have not yet seen any of
their hides but are infcrmed they are of a good quality. They preserve them
with ashes but would sait them if any persor. applie¢ therefore, Only one
slaughter house is at Manila in which about LOC heal of cattle are killed
per day. Not buffalces but cows or oxen there being a fine of 500 dolas
for killing there a tuifalo. At Cavite 10 or 12 per day s0 that a person
applying might soon procure a large quantity o saltzd kind of bark. On
examining they appea; to be of good quality & we:l tanned. They have
also a root of a poisonous quality which thev procure from China to tan
thern with. The Chinese take large quantities of them to China . . . R

Subsequent Spanish governors general, realizing the signi-
ficance of the carabao ban of 1782, which was approved by the
royal cedula of 16 November 1803, took “ollow-up steps. On
30 May 1807, Governor Mariano Fernandez Folgueras called
upon all the provincial heads, particularly of Cavite, Tondo,
Bulacan, Pampanga, Bataan, Batangas, and Laguna, to comply
with the original de:ree.!3? This was re-echoed by Governor
Juan Martinez on > March 1821 o protect the carabaos “that
serve the farmers of these Islands on the difficult farm work”
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and urging that the abuses on these animals be stopped as they
were “the feet and hands of the farmers” and the backbon: of
agriculture. 131

But two years after the imposition of th: carabao ban, animal
rustling was still very much a problem ir Manila and many towns
in the surrounding provinces. The first director of the Econcmic
Society of Friends >f the Country, Ciriaco Conzales, observed
with keen percepticn that

It is horrible tc see, as we are see'rig ard feelinz all days, such deaths,
assasinatiohs, robberies, and other crimes “hat are committ>d in the vicinities
and nearby provincss Stealing of animais have com: to such a point that
no farmer is secure of their catabaos, because at the slightest carelessness
they are stolen and kil Ved.l

Cavite was not spared from animal thievery. Her vast friar-
owned estates were ¢ rich source of werk anirnals. The Dominican-
run hacienda of Santa Cruz de Malabon, for instance, had 500
head of cattle of vzrious sizes and sexes, which came from the
estancias of the same order in Bifian and Santa Rosa, Laguna. The
animals suffered from untimely death caussd by typhoons and
ladrones monteses (mountain thisves). Only 50 head of calves
were left in 1784. 1°3 [n 1816, carabao rusiling was still the lead-
ing concern of this hacienda town, according to its parish priest,
Fr. Narciso Manas, end had been as difficult to eradicate as usury,
gambling and concubinage since 1780. 134

There were instances when, in 1814, stolen carabaos from as
far as Pateros were illegally transported to Imus, their brands deli-
berately defaced, altered, and then sold for an extremely low price
by using a falsified certificate of ownership. 1** Carabaos and
cows which were stolen form far-off Maragondon were discovered
in the Malitlit and :Zamachele Passes by the river bank in Santa
Cruz de Malabon.}76

Notorious among the Cavite arimal rustlers in the 1830s were
Fruto de los Santos (‘“Bela”), Juan Lagaspi (‘“Calabao” or “Cara-
bao”), and Eusevio de los Santos. Fruto d: los Santos, whc was
deeply involved in the attack on several Parafiaque residents along
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the Zapote Road, was eventually apprehended by the Kawit
cuadrilleros along the Binakayan River.!’”  He was officially
charged with cattle rustling on 3 August 1835. 138 Legaspi was an
escapee from the Cavite provinciai jail in December 1830 and a
much “wanted man” for cattle rustling in Batangas where a war-
rant of arrest for his capture was issuec by the provincial governor.
He was finally arrested by the Imus municipal police, also in Bina-
kayan, for participation in the Zapote raid.'*® De los Santos was
officially accused in the Manila fiscal’s office cf carabao theit on
12 May 1835, 140

The places most frequently attacked in Cavite by the carabao
rustlers were Tabon in Maragondon, widely-known in the province
for animal breeding, and isolated spots c¢n the main highway
from Imus (i.e., the present Dasmarifias) to Silang, peopled prin-
cipally by farmers aad stockbreeders. 4" Indeed, Imus, encircled
by other hacienda towns and farmlands of Bacoor, Cavite Viejo,
San Francisco de Malabon, Bifian, Sar. Pedrc de Tunasan, and
Muntinglupa,was not only an excellent place for livestock breeding
but also an ideal place where there was relative freedom and ease
in the illegal conveyunce and disposal of all kinds of stolen animals
in the province and thersabouts. 142

Up until the First Phase of the Philippine Revolution (1896-
1897), the widespread practice of cattle rustling continued to be
the irritating problem that faced the loca! authorities in the upland
as well as the lowland towns.'*3 Most of these were stray animals
left by their owners during the confusion. For instance, during the
battle of Pasong Santol in Perez Dasmariiias in March 1897, a
great number of carabaos and horses left by their masters (mis-
taken for Hlipino soldiers by the Spaniards) were killed as they
wancie‘ired among the trenches during the height of the encoun-
ter. !

A good many of the so-called tulisanes were former soldiers,
but after committing some peccadillc and fearing discovery and
punishment they went “to the wilds [i.e., jungles — IRM] . . .
joined or organized a troop from among the bad characters in the
neighborhood of their hiding place.” 145 A perceptive foreigner
corroborates this observation in these words:
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Most of the Tulisanies (sic) are desertets from the native regiments,
and it is said that the system at present in force of obliging (with a few
exception) all the Indian men of the district to serve eight years in the Army,
[ie., quinto — IRM) discharging them with ncithe: a pension, nor the
kxnowledge of any peaczable calling, nor perhaps much inciination to work,
adds not a little to their number, As a general rule, however, they do not
interfere much with Europeans. ' *®

Bandit gangs with a fixed organization of men who made ban-
ditry and its dangers their only permanent job did not exist, but
in each province, four or six deserters or former criminals found
themselves “‘at home™ with the most immoral of every town, a
“confused crowd of miserables” *” who worked together and
divided the booty among themselves. The rest returned to their
hideouts or to their homes without the knowledge of the local
authorities.

Others claimed that these fulisanes were the alienated group
“flecing form justice.”*® Fr. Ruiz was certain that the cattle
rustlers as mentioned elsewhere in this paper were ex-cabezas de
barangay or members of the municipal police. 49 For example,
Macario of the Juan Balat band in 1835 was a defector from the
Cuerpc de ia Reina (o1 El Principe) where he served as a military
conscript (quinto) in 1833. 150 Mariano Santos, an associate of
Baldomero de los Santos was a deserter from one of the Spanish
army units. 131

One of the enduring features linked with the tulisanes of
Cavite was the widespread folk belief in the anting-anting and
the manoso. Anting-anting is most probably derived from the
reduplicated Malay word anting meaning “‘pendent; hanging and
swaying (of long objects)” 152 and not from the popular folk
etymology which claims that it is derived from the Latin word
anti, “against,” i.e., “against dangers.” 15*

This ancient folk belief had presumably gained wide accept-
ance in the early 18th century so that a respected Spanish priest
took notice of this practice:

It is very usual for the Indians to carry about them various things in
order that they might obtain marvelous effects: for example, written for-
mulas, prayers, vitiated or interspersed with words arranged for their evil
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intent, herb roots, bark, hairs, skin, bones. stones, etc., so that they may
not be killed, or apprehended by justice, or to obrain wealth, women, or
ather things. (Underscoring mine -- IRM)1*

Ronquillo !%° mentions at least eight kinds of agimat or
abubot (amulets) used by the tulisanes of Cavite. These were the
kuwintas ng abad (abbott’s necklace),?%6 which was believed to
have beads as large as the kalumbibit (Caesalpinia crista L.) seeds.
The largest was similar to the bayugo (Entada phaseoloides [ Linn.]
Merr.) fruit, which assured one of safety from all dangers. Placed
in any part of the body these served as ‘““anti-bullet” charms: ba-
ro ng tiyoyoy 157 (Christ’s shroud), Agnus dei (lamb of God),
Santisima Trinidad (Holy Trinity), and sinag ng kalis (chalice
rays). The Libro ng Hesuita (Jesuit book) 158 was given the same
value as the sa-panyc (power of the handkerchief) whose owner
could be transported easily from any place by merely placing
it on the ground. Stepping on it brought the possessor to any
place he wished. The sa-gabe (taro power) made the owner wuter-
proof ever in the heaviest of rains or while under water.

As to efficacy (bisa), the following were utilized as counter-
anting-antings: tigalpo or tagalpo which stunned the wearer's foe
and kept him motionless just by shouting the formula; 159 tagi-
bulag or tagabulag °® made one invisible; gayuma, a love potion;
and pangpalamig-loob dispelled anger and threats of danger.

Father Ruiz, who made a study of the Filipinos in the 1880s
observed that

It is not rare for malefactors and fulisgnes to carry in a little pocke:
at the neck, but hidden, a small stone which they say is from the sacred

stone of an altar, holy cloth, . . . from rhe church . . . or some mysterious
prayersl yl/ith symbto's, whose completsly unintelligible meanings they ig-
nored. !

It was common knowledge that famous tfulisanes of Cavite
owned several varieties of anting-antings. These included the 19th
century fulisanes of Imus: Luis Parang, Juan de Santa Maria,
Casimiro Camerino, and Baldomero de los Santos of Silang. 162
Likewise, Capitan Y1 (Yldefonso Tirona, four-time Imus gober-
nadorcillo, 1859-1855, father of Guillermo Tirona, first public
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school teacher of the same town), possessed unusual powers
against the tulisanes. Capitan Yl

. wielded his anting-anting most efficaciously, it was believed, so
that robbers and bandits living in nearby forests never dared to molest
the townspeople during his terms of office . ... It is said that he could cross
any body of water, a river . . . by spreading out his handkerchief, and thus
surprise robbers out of their wits. Cattle rustlers became thunderstruck
upon sight, or they could just move the animals in circles and get nowhere
when within shouting distance. So cattle, hogs, and chickens remained
secure, Captain Y1 was reputed to go out in any hour of the night in pursuit
of bandits and malefactors. . .. 3

Miguel Peleo, teniente comisario from Banaba, Indang, who
died of a gunshot wound during the attacks of Baldomero de los
Santos in sitio Palomlom, Alfonso, was believed to have several
anting-anting, among them the sintas ng abad (abbott’s lace). 164

Manoso, probably from the Spanish manosear, “to rumple
clothes” or simply from mano, “hand,” was another folk belief
in Cavite which contributed to the making of strong and powerful
tulisanes. After dressing the infant, his hands were crossed over on
the abdomen by means of a cloth band wound around the waist.
The left end of the abdominal band was tied to the right fist, the
left fist to the right end, and then both ends were very tightly
fastened together (suman-fashion) with a big cloth wrapper. The
baby’s real strength was shown when it struggled while being ~ied
in a sort of straitjacket way. It was alleged that some infaats’
manoso did not last long as the infants were able to extricate
themselves earlier than expected. !4

Strategy, like the charms, contributed to the making cf a
tulisan, From the extant documents can be deduced certain
modus operandi employed by the Cavite tulisanes when attacking
a place. It appears that they had rudimentary knowledge of irtel-
ligence work, probably derived from survival experiences acqu:red
through the years. Apparently, not only did they have profound
knowledge of the sanctuary, escape routes, safe places, and terrain,
but also the presence or absence of weapons in the poblacion
before staging an assault. This was the Maragondon experience
during the attack of Goyong Mangajan, Agustin Munic, and their
bands in the 1820s.1%% The tulisanes also had Manila contacts
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who gave them the much-needed details of planning before any
raid, e.g., information regarding details of houses, rich Filipinos
or mestizos in the circum-Manila area. MacMicking noted that

These robbers plunder the couniry in bands perfectly organized, and
bodies of them arz generally =xisting within & few miles of Manila — the
wilds and forests of the Laguna being favourite hunts, as well as the shores
of the Bay of Manilla, from which they can come by night without leaving
a trace of the direction they have taken, in hodies of ten and twenty men at
a time in a large banca. They have apparently some friends in Manila, who
plan out their enternrises, send them intelligence, und direct their attacks;
so that every now gnd then they are heard of as having gutted some rich
native cr mestizo’s house in rhe suburbs of Manrila, after which they general-
ly manage to get awa;' clear before tne alpuacils come up. (Underscoring
mine — IRM)187

Both rulisanes snd their adversaries (the government troops)
always moved at nighr!® and staged continuous sallies under
cover of darkness!®®using disguises or strategies to advartage.
Not surprisingly, however, the 19th century Cavite tulisanes already
knew the value of sporting disguises. In one raid, fifteen tulisanes
donned military uniforms and ambushed a Batanguefio cabe:a de
barangay. They took away his money, horses, and weapons. 170 A-
nother Cavite tulisan, Ysidoro Cayetano, led an attack on Imus
attired in ordinary common folk clothes to hide his rulisan
identity. 171

Planned attacks were synchromized with religious fizstas,
particularly during Holy Week or rown festivals. On one occasion,
during the Lenten season, fire was even employed as a diversion-
ary tactic to adc confusion during the attack. An unknown
tulisan was allegedly seen burning houses in Silang during the eve-
ning procession on a Palm Sunday in 1833. Hotly pursued, he
was nevertheless able to escape. The conflagration started between
ten and eleven o’ciock in the evening and fifteen houses were
gutted and some pieces of valuable furniture and jewelry
taken. 172

Thus, the Spanish authorities were not remiss in giving cons-
tant admonition and warning regarding possible tulisan raid during
the Lenten season. For instance, the politico-military governor of
Cavite at the time, Rafael Ripoll, issued a stern warning to the
,proviznce’s municipal police to return to their respective towns
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during the Holy Week, lest the tulisanes who ambushed sevzaral
individuals in San Irancisco de Malabon “give some surprise
attack.” 173 In fact, during the height of Luis Parang’s raids, the
same provincial governor emphasized to the town gobernador-
cillos that they “redouble their vigilance and pursuit” during the
. pre-Lenten season. 174

During Good Friday in 1890, San Roque was threatened by
a fifty-member tulisan band coming from Salitran, Imus (novws in
Dasmarifias), under Jose Espiritu (“Joseng Kastila”) who was
secretly bribed by Fr. Jose Maria Leart:, Iimus parish priest, to
create trouble for the principalia of Cavite Puerto. This infor-
mation reached the ilustrados, who included Esteban Jose, who
immediately sent his son, Marcos, to Inus to see Licerio Topacio
and Ventura Gavino, both influential in the town, to persuade
“Joseng Kastila” not to pursue the attack on San Roque. Through
the efforts of Topacio and Gavino and the payment of P2,500,
which was five times greater than the Imus priest’s offer, the
tulisanes cancelled the planned attack even as the procession of
the Holy Sepulchre was suspended by the then gobernadorcillo,
Raymundo Samonte (1889-1890) ot Cavite Puerto. 173

As a precautionary step, the authcritics, realizing that the
tulisanes directed their raids during holidays and fiestas when
towns usually were abandoned, ordered that two-thirds of the
municipal police of towns should guard their respective municipal
buildings.!’® From actual records, the troubled peasants of Cavite
who were involved in the fulisanes activities actually preyed on
their traditional enemies — the friars, 177 private hacienda own-
ers,17® ambulant Chunese merchants,! 7% and, in the process, also
on the town‘s men of wealth anc prestige, law enforcer former
and incumbent gobernadorcillos, cabezas de barangay, jueces de
policia, and foreigners. 180 The +qumber composing a typical
tulisan band ranged from four to fifieen. 181 Apn exception was
the fifty-men gang of Camerino. After Luis Parang’s impr.son-
ment, one reported that a fulisan band corsisted usually of five,
seven, or ten. 182

But the tulisanes did not always attack within the boundaries
of Cavite. In fact, there were cases when some of them reached as
far as the provinces of Manila, Laguna, Batangas, and Morong.
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Florentino Santos (*‘Pontino Culipay”) and his band of fivz at-
tacked Parafiaque; !*3 Juan de Santa Maria of Imus was killed by
the Pateros municipal police in 1837184 The latter, in fact, moved
from place to place and resided in Malibay,!85 Pateros, Taguig,
Bagongbayan (Taguig), and Pulanglupa (Las Pifias). 186 Both
Santa Maria and Alima hid in barrio Barranca in Mandalu-
. yong, '8 then known as San Felipe Neri; the former frequently
leading a tulisan band, and the latter, killing a number of persons.
Kidnapping sugar merchants and prominent local officials in
Laguna were committed by Cavite tulisanes Ciriaco Jeda, Domin-
go Malinis (“Tapias’™) in conspiracy with Juancho and Sabino of
Cabuyao in 1865.18¢ Early the same year the Domingo Malinis
gang kidnapped a San Pedro resident for « ransom of £6,000.00,189
Prominent residents of Bifian (Laguna) like Cuptain Mariano Poten-
ciano, cabeza Cecilio Salandanan, L. Lucio de Arinda, and Rufino
of Ybayo were all kidnapped and ransomed for money, probably
by the same gang in 1865, while Ciriaco Gana, another Bifian
principalia member, was kidnapped by Espiridion of Silang for a
ransom of $900.00 on 8 April 1892.191 The nearby province of
Batangas was not spared by the Cavite tulisanes. Juan Legaspi
(“Calabao’) rustled carabao as far as Batangas and was “wanted”
by the local authorities.”!"?In 1849, Sto. Tomas, Batangas
was raided by the tulisanes led by Fortunato de la Cruz of Silang,
Cavite and Mariano Cuping of Lian, Batangas (the latter also
raiding as far as Indang, Cavite). In addition, the duo captured the
gobernadorcillo and other prominent residents. 193

Felix Ylagan of Indang, commissioned bv the Cavite governor
in 1855, successfully captured four tulisanes in Mt. Matipoc in
Batangas.!?* On 15 April 1865, two unarmed members of the
Jeda gang were jailed by the government troops after discovering
that they received a sufficient amount of money as booty in the
two rooberies committed as far as Lipa in Batangas and Bifian in
Laguna.!®® Maximo Saranlao, farmer-turned-tulisan from Imus,
was imprisoned in the Batangas public jail for complicity in a
robbery committed in the province in 1877.1%6

Cavite had always been considered by the Spanish authorities
as the lair and sanctuary of undesirable men since the beginning
of colonial rule. Imus, particularly during the Parang and Came-
rino years, was known as the “den of mulisanes.”’ In August 1827,
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Fr. Nicolas Becerra de la Virgen de la Montana (1780-1840) wrote
Mariano Ricafort, then governor of the Philippines, about the need
for resettling all the Imus residents who lived in the countryside
and farms. 197 Because of its distance from the authorities, some
of them, according to him, had joined the *‘gangs and bandits
and assassins,” and others, because of fear, harbored them. Taus,
he proposed the destruction of their homes to force them to live
in the town proper. This proposal was, however, disapprovec. by
the provincial governor of Cavite. Hence, instead of using force,
Fr. Becerra made it « point, through the hacienda overseas, to dis-
possess the inquilinos of lands for non-payment of land rents, or
other causes and to give the lands to new tenants on condition
that they build their houses in the assignec lots which were de-
signed as part of a “reconcentration” or “zoning” system to sepa-
rate the rebels from the non-rebels. 198

The terrain aided the numerous fulisan gangs in their activities.
They could actually terrorize the residents and compel them to
provide resources as well as cover from the authorities.!®® This
was earlier noted in 1828 in a letter mentioning ‘‘the craggy moun-
tains where they [tulisanes] took refuge which could not be re-
connoitered or penetrated, located by the water stations; to which
are collected in one mass this kind of people.” They need not
enter the poblacion for food for rootcrops and rice were always
available for food. They were also protected and aided by spies
and the townspeople 20

By the beginning of the 20th century, the situation had subs-
tantially remained as expressed by a source:

The province of Cavite for generations Dast 1as been notorious for
the ladron bands that have preyed upon its people. The terrain of the pro-
vince had much to do with the difficalty of stariping out the past. Its
numerous jungles and ravines make it difficult of stumping (sic) out troops
tc move quickly from one point"oto another, while they offer numerous
hiding places for the sobber bands.”

In effect, the river networks and thick forested areas in the up-
lands and lowlands acted as natural hidcouts, passageways, stopo-
vers, and escape routes. The coastal towns of Binakayan in Kawit,
adjacent to the Zapote and Banalo Rivers in Bacoor, and the bay_
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served as convenient exit points. These were camouflaged by taick
forests in Talaba, Bacoor, and on the fringes of Zapote R:ver,
where numerous ambushes were made, especially along the area to
Muntinglupa. Tampus in Imus served as an ;mpenetrable hideout
for all the rulisanes, including Luis Parang. Paso Ladron in San
Francisco de Malabon by the sea and in front of cultivated farms
were scenes of many tulisan attacks and the barrios of Amaya and
Bunga served as passageways from the bay and San Francisco de
Malabon, respectively. 2°* So did Naic in numerous encounters. 2°3

The Spanish authorities experienced extreme difficulty in
solving tulisanismo in Cavite because o the forested terrain. It
was “very difficult ro reach because of its location,” like, for
instance, those found in the lower reaches of Salitran. In the
1830s immense forests covered some lakeshore towns in Laguna.
Another npatural hideout was the forested area below San
Jrancisco de Malabon as far as Indang, and from Santa Cruz de
Malabon through the length of Naic, Indang, Maragondon, and
Looc Hacienda (Nasugbu) up to Batangas. The presence of a com-
plex network of twelve rivers encircling Cavite, aptly called Los
Doce Apostoles,*®* with banks camouflaged by thick vegetation,
contributed greatly to the growth of rulisanismoe. In fact, most of
the houses in Imus, i favorite hideout, were located near ravines
and esteros which were ideal habitation of tu/isanes.?°5 The thick
mangrove swamps in the coastal towns likewise provided a natural
haven for fleeing tu/isanes. ‘%6 For example, when the animal
rustler, Juan Legaspi {““Calabao”), was pursued by the authorities
from his house in Binakayan, he hid among the mangrove swamnps
in front of the Polvorista (powder magazine) of Bacoor and was
not discovered.

In the same way, the thick bamboo clumps, in addition to the
thick vegetation screening the rain forests, also gave natural pro-
tection to the tulisznes. Thus, in the first decade of the J9th
century, cutting of bamboo groves along the Zapote River bank
was part of the resettlement plan of the government because the
left bank of the river served as hideout for the malhechores. 207
The provincial head of Cavite ordered the deliberate destruction
and cutting of the thick bamboo groves, allegedly “for the use of
Indios.’* 208
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The total destruciion of bamboo groves along the roads from
the Zapote River up to the new stone bridge (built in 1817) and
Talaba paved the way for the construction of houses in the same
area. To prevent the repetition of countless crimes committed
against persons and droperties, mostly on travelers, a checkpoint
was set up.

Besides the mangrove swamps and tamboo groves, the thick
cogons also gave natural cover, just as the depth of the rivers,
which were of considerable distance from the poblacion, created
difficulties for the pursuing forces.?"?

In the upland aveas, especially ir. Indang and Maragondon,
both bustling and progressive towrns engaged in the abaca, coffee,
and lumoang oil business in the 19th century, the rivers and fores-
ted areas served equally the same purpose for tae tulisanes as the
lowland towns. The Cafiasola (Ulilang Kawayan) River, with its
forested areas, had always been the stopover point for tulisanes
after the raids. So were the Caycuit forest in Indang, and the Pzrian
River in Goyong-goyong, Maragondon, vhich were favorite scenes
of tulisan surprise attacks. The Maragondon and Batas Rivers
were natural avenuzs of communication, and sitio Uugong (Capan-
tayan) provided the dual role of entrance and exit to Manila Bay.
Sapang (later, part of Ternate) by the sea served as protective
cover and passageway in and out of the province, while Caputatan,
contiguous to the Niic hacienda, served as an attack area especial-
ly during riangui days. Masilao (lazer Amadeo) and Embarcadero
(later, part of Carmona) were used as Fideouts. The uninhabited
areas between Silany and Imus, where farmers and animal raisers
lived, were commen points of frequent ambushes by rustlers and
robbers. 210

The first means adopted to protect the towns includecd the
establishment of certain security agences. The Alcaldes de Her-
mandad (brotherhood judges) were put up pursaant to King Fhilip
II’s royal cedula for the Indies, whicl. appointed respectable resi-
dents as judges, providing them wita weapons to fight ofi" the
bandits when they appeared in the d:stricts. 21! During  Philip
IV’s reign in the first half of the 17th certury, some honorable
residents called alculdes de barrio (barqio judges) appointed the
cuadrilleros (municipal police) and provided them with arms,
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e.g., lances and arcuecbuses.’? In some cistricts of Luzon a
kind of armed mun:cipal police was ap»oirted by the respective
ayuntamientos (tow: councils). They were provided with lances
or carbines and given modest compensations. They were stationed
in the barrios for the protection of properties and harvests and
were exempted from personal services and cornmunity duties.

As Spain was ex:ending her territory and authority, and new
provinces were beinz formed in the Philippines, regular troops
were judged insufficiznt so that the creation of some local fcrces
and militias became imperative. The 1ew agency was called the
Compariias de Dotccion (Endowed Companies), composec of
enlisted civilians, arm ed in every possidle way, but paid meagerly.
It was commanded ty sergeants of the veteran regiments and sub-
ject to the provinciel governors (alcaldes mayores),

But the first public para-military unit orzanized in the Philip-
pines to deal with the rulisanes was tte Cuerpo de Seguridad
Publica (Public Security Corps). It was creatad by virtue of a
decree issued by the Superior Civil Government on 16 September
1847. It was composed of six brieades (latar eight). This decree
was to complement the Royal Order of 14 June 1846 of the
Ministry of the Navy, Commerce und Cverseas Government’
authorizing the Governcr and Captain General of the Philippines
to establish a police ‘orce in Manila and suburbs, Approved by the
Royal Order of 30 April 1848, the Cuerpo de Carabineros de
Seguridad Fublica (Cerabineers of Public Security Corps) had three
main objectives: prosccution of tae rulisanes and delinquents;
maintenance of peace, order and securty; and vigilance in the
implementation of laws, ordinances and :irculars of good govern-
ment and policjes. 2-3

In many towns, 1 municipal force chargzd with guarding the
municipal building, tie custody of prisoners, vigilance and police
service, and prosecut on of rulisanzs hacd bezn established eailier
although its organization did not fcllow a standard plan. In fact,
companies of cuadrilleros were created in Cezvite on 30 May
1807.21 Then the Royal Order of 8 Janua-y 1836 was charged
with the formation >f regulations for the troops of municipal
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police, but the order was not implemenred. Later, a Royal Order of
12 October 1850 was issued ordering that the first measure be
implemented. On 16 April 1855, the Superior Civil Government’s
~ decree was issued reorganizing the raunicipal police. 215

The municipal police was divided into sjquads composed of a
corporal and six m2mbers; each squad was commanded ty a
lieutenant. In the towns in which the force exceeded this number
of squads, a captair was appointed. In those where it did not,
there was always a lisutenant to command i In others, there was
a sergeant to carry on the shift. In some zowns, the municipal
police theoretically maintained a mounted service, but only for
captains and lieutenants who could provide .10rses. The provincial
heads provided the most economical means of arming and giving
munitions to the municipal police. One-third was given firearms
and the rest, lances, sabers, or long daggers (falibong). The arms
and ammunition were guarded in the municipal building under the
responsibility of the gobernadorcillo who distributed only what
was necessary for the service.

The carabineers (carabineros), on the cther hand, were com-
posed of a comandante (class of infantry chiefs), an adjutant,
and a brigade sergeunt. The Corps was divided into six brigades
commanded by army officers (sub-altern class) under the general
sub-inspector of the Army. 216

As early as 23 October 1853, a Royal Order was issued instruc-
ting the Governor General to create a Cuerpo de Guardias Civiles
(Civil Guards Corps). On 9 October (855, the Governor General
proposed the establishment of the Guardia Ciyil but the economic
situation delayed its creation by several years until a big number
of tulisanes which infested Luzon forced the replacement of the
Partidas de Seguridad Publica (Public Security Units) anc. the
Tercios de Policia by a more effective force. In 1867, a commis-
tion to edit a plan of regulation based on Spain’s Guardia Civil
was created. The revisions were finally submitted to the Spanish
Ministry of War on 15 June 1867 and was approved by the Royal
Order of 24 March 1868.21

In 1868, the first regiment {tercio, of civil guards was estab-
lished for the provinces of Luzon. The second regiment for the
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rest of the provinces was created in 1872, For Manila and suburbs,
a Seccion de Guardic Civil Veterara consisting of six subdivisions
under the command of lieutenants, was formed in the same
year.2!8 The third regiment, however, wes organized for the
Visayan Islands only in 1880.

According to Grossman:

Each post condistzd of a small guard (si¢ to ten men) headed by a
teriiente. The post va; rzsponsible to the provincial commandante who took
his orders from both he¢ provincial governor (ei-her u Political and Military
Governor or an Alcalie Mayor, depend g on the classification of the pro-
vince) and the corone of the tercio. The ast named was directly responsible
to the governor-general. The Guardia Cwvil replaced both the Tercios de
Policia and the Partilas de Seguridad and >ecame the sole military unit
designed to maintain Jaw and order in the countiyside. Wirh few exceptions,
only Spaniards, mestiz 05, and indios coulc. be found ainonyg the non-commis-
sioned officers; while the guards were alir.ost enti-ely i1dios,

One of the sericus problems which confronted the Spanish
authorities in combetling fulisanisino was the control of loose
firearms in Cavite a1d in the circum-Manila area. Several laws
were repeatedly passzd against illegal possession of firearms. 220
Sizes of both firearms and bladed weapons were specified. Shot-
guns less than one vara (33 inches), blunierbusses, short carbines,
pistols, knives, daggers and other starp and pointed weapons
were banned.?2! Even gunsmiths or s torekeepers were restricted
in the manufacturz of similar weapons, sich as knives called
flamencos (Flemish knives) or others in 1326.222 The procla-
mation of 21 May 1344 banned the Hlipinos and mestizos from
carrying all kinds of weapons by the municipal police who vere
authorized to carry guns, sabers, and lancas by the provir.cial
governor or the politico-military governor. 2?3 The arms license
was granted only to persorns duly authorized by the provircial
governor. The law applied also to the use of shotguns, spears,
swords and long degzers. However, no special permit was neces-
sary for the use of spears five varas "with bamboo shafts which
were utilized in hurting animals. The sam: applied to blunted
bolos and pick-axes. Penalty for carryiag -arms without license
was six months at hard labor.224

Rewards were granted to the captoss of people with loose fire-
arms. For the capture of every useful fircarm found in the posses-
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sion of a captured tulisan, a sum of P£.00 was given.??> | Spies
reporting the exister ce of firearms received P2.50 or half of the
sum paid to the castor. In addiron to the prohibition against
illegal firearms, laws were passed on pyro-technics, firecrackers
and artificial rockets because of the confision they created among
the residents and th: possibility of fire :hey cculd cause on nipa
houses. 226

From actual cap ured weapons or those abandoned by fleeing
tulisanes the following assortment o’ weapons would show the
extent to which th: raids had become a cause of fear: pistols,
shotguns (escopetas), short and lony guns (retacos). carbines,
daggers, knives, small swords (espaaines), talibongs, Krises, swords,
sabers, and lances. Other paraphernelic included cartridge oelts
(cananas), swordbelts (biricu), short and loose jacket worn over
other clothes (casaca or casaquir), frock coat (levita), salukot,
buri hat, gunpowde-, ammunition. ard even bamboo spines used
as vcaltrops..227 The 'ist, of course, did not include the numerous
illegal weapons and arms hidden underground — in deep wells,
rivers, among cojon grasses, Damboo clumps, and banana
plants..228 From the same source, we get the impression that use-
less firearms and bleded weatpons,229 which could be easily dup-
licated by the blacksmiths of Cavite, were the ones surrendered.

Officials and prominent resicdnts of the town, who had to
protect not only their lives but also their properties, were the first
ones to react vehem ently to the order of 24 January 1834 to dis-
arm every resident of any offensive weapons in Cavite. Indang
merchants complained that those briaging clothes, fruits, and
cattle to the town were constantly exposed to dangers as they had
to cross wide wastelands which actually took them two or more
hours.23% Those of ncarby Maragzndon claimed that they needed
the weapons to defend theraselves from the rulisanes who cornmit-
ted atrocities. Thev cited the attacks of royong Mangajan and
Agustin Munic and their bands.”3! The persons granted o:ficial
licenses to carry firsarms by the Spaaish authorities in the 1860s
during the resurgence of tulisan raids were incumbent and former
gobernadorcillos, officers of the para-military units, and promi-
nent residents.

Meanwhile, in t1e lowland towns of Ca’ ite Puerto, San Roque
Bacoor and others, the politico-mulitary governor himself and two
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aides conducted the confiscation of weapons and arms and or-
dered the gobernadorcilios to implement the order. In a surprise
raid, he succeeded only in collecting uscless firearms and bladed
weapons, which included a single saber in Cavite Puerto.?32

To control the people’s movement from one place to another,
two measures were instituted. A proper identification system was
initiated to isolate the legal residers from illegal ones in a baran-
gay, that is, those officially registered in a padron (census) proper-
ly authenticated by the town priest. This was expected to control
the vagrants and tac non-residents. Then & system of passport
(papeleta de permiso, was imposed on all to check the tulisanes.
In fact, as early as 1784, residents of Manila, whether Spaniard,
Filipino or Chinese 1nestizo, were already prohibited from trans-
ferring from his residence or from one barrio to another without
authorization from the alcalde (gobernadorcillo).?33 Cavite mere-
ly witnessed a tightening of the measures used for checking ban-
ditry.

Inland travel was limited to the extent that a system of pass-
port (pasaporte, licencia or credencial) was instituted when travel-
ling from the Southzrn Tagalog areas to Central Luzon.?3* Travel-
ling by foot or on horseback with or without merchandise was dis-
allowed without the necessary passport or license duly issued by
the gobernadorcillo with the parish priest’s approval (visto bueno),
Offenders were detaned and turned over to the district judge
(justicia territorial) :

Chinese mestizos were also required to present the same cre-
dentials in inter-provincial and inter-town ‘ravel in accordance
with the provision of Book VI, Title I, Law 12, of the Recopi-
lacion de las Leyes de Indias. A fine of P5 00 or imprisonment
for ren days was imposed on any violator, including the goberna-
dorcillo, who received the fines2*® Movement of people using
water transportation was likewise controlled. Captains or ship-
masters bringing in passengers of whataver status or sex, without
proper licenses from the Superior Government, were fined 40.00
each.?36 Later, the original fine was reduced tc #10.00 per pas-
senger brought in.23’

In Cavite, during the peak of the tulisan raids, the Circular of
6 September 1834 ordering the Filipinos to carry passports while
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travelling was instrumental in checking tulisanismo in the province.
However, the passport was not required when going to the markets
or during tiangui days in Cavite and surrounding towns. But be-
cause of the brisk business between Cavite Puerto and San Rcque
and the circum-Manila provinces, the presentation of the neces-
sary passport was required when selling pancchus (cakes of brown
sugar moulded in half coconut shells), dried fish, bagoong, and
other items from Cavite. To further check the entry of question-
able characters, a deily registry of all the incoming and outgoing
passengers on board the guilalos?3® wus initiated. As it was then,
people went daily to Cavite from Manila and back unnoticed on
board the guilalos and fishing boats frezly docked in San Roque
and Estanzuela.?3® With the new regulation, incoming and out-
going passengers without passports were penalized by a fine of
four reales (50 centavos) or one day in jail. 240

With the rise of tulisanismo in the provinces of Cavite, Tondo,
Bulacan, Laguna and Pampanga in the 1850s, the governtnent
issued the cartas de radio (safe-conduct pesses) to augment the
passport laws.24! Equivalent to passports but with a time limit,
these safe-conduct passes were provisionally issued and required
in the critical areas mentioned above. These special passes were
good only for a minimum of on2 morth or & maximum of two
months. The graduated fees ranged from one-half real (6-%
centavos) to as much as three reales (37%2 centavos). Any person
found without the safe-conduct pass was arrested and placed at
the disposition of the nearest iown gobernadorcillo. Captains,
shipmasters, or pilots who violated tke law were fined P10.00 for
every person without a pass allowed on board for the first offense
and £20.00 for the second.

Seemingly, it was the vagos or vagamundos 242 who caused
the most headaches to the Spanist. authorities. The following
officially constituted the vago or vagamundo: those found out-
side of their legal residence without prope: identification papers;
gamtlers; children who made gambling their sole occupation,
disobeyed their perents, and spent their days in idleness, bad
company and corruption; old and weak beggars; minors who
carried illegal weapons; those with jobs but who left without
justifiable reason; day workers (jornaleros) who abandoned their
work for days in crder to engage in cockfighting, gambling, con-
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cubinage, or drunkenness; those found sleeping on the streets,
plazas, porches or rcads very late at night; and those picked up
from 10:00 o’clock n the evening in taverns, gambling dens, or
brothels. All first cffenders were sent to jail by their respective
provincial governors for six months at hard labor. 243

Even as early as 1802, a decree was already issued to ap-
prehend vagrants and bandirs.2** Another decree was circulated
the following year rc list those withour: fixed residence in order to
check tribute evasicn. The authorities could not as yet find
the solutions to the persistent problem and repeatedly enacted
laws;24in 1826, 1838 1846, 1850 and 1857 to solve the prob-
lem 24

On 14 April 1825, Governor General Maciano Ricafort created
a Comision de Policia (police commission) “‘to guard constantly
over the public interest and to protec” them” and ““to uproo: the
propensity to gambling, vagrancy, and robbery.” Headed by a
chief of police with the necessary subordinate officers, it was
directed by no less than the Governor General himself. Apart
from vigilance, it kspt an exact list of residents of Manila and
suburbs. The commission’s jurisdiction extended up to the pro-
vince of Tondo and the partido of (Cavite 46 1 1850, for in-
stance, all individuais who were not registered in the tribute list
or did not have any means of livelihocd were declared vagrants
in the towns of Cevite, Tondo, Batangas, Bulacan and Laguna.
As punishment, they were relocated “o the outlying and thinly-
populated provinces of Nueva Guipuzcoa (Davao), Nueva Vizcaya
or Burias. Earlier, in 1836 and 1837 many of them were exiled
to Burias and Mindoro. 247 The provincial heads were held res-
ponsible for their surveillance ard were fined P15.00 for every
individual apprehended in their respective towns, and, if proved
to have stayed in their own jurisdiction for three months, half of
the penalty fee was imposed on the gobernadorcillos. As an in-
centive, a reward cf P3.00 was offered tc one who captured a
vagrant, and P5.00, :f 2 bandit. 248

Control of the movement of people, especially at night,
was found to be one of the solutions thal minimized the inten-
sity of tulisan taids in the towns and provinces affected. Thus,
curfew hours. nightwatch service, and public lighting were in-
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troduced to minimize or check tulisenes activities. The much-
dreaded Guardia Civil was also establishec by royal order of
94 March 1868 as discussed in the section on para-military units,
specifically to combat the tulisanes who raided the towns “‘general-
ly from twilight until midnight.”

In Manila alone, Jaws on curfew existed as early as 1763, when
no person was allowed to walk the streets starting at 9:00 o’clock
in the evening.24? During the peak of the agrarian uprising in
Cavite led by Luis Parang and Juan Upay, nobody was allowed to
roam the streets late in the evening, from 10:00 o’clock on. 5°
Three years before, (sovernor Ricafort issued a decree prohibiting
anybody to go out in the streets at the stroke of midnight, except

" on very urgent matters. However, they were specifically instructed
to carry a lighted lamp for distinction, or else, were treated out-
right as suspects by the night patrols making the rounds of the city
and towns, and a P4.00 fine or imprisonment for eight days was
imposed.2%!

At the peak of the Baldomero de los Santos and other raids
in Cavite, men on duty took turns (hombres de turno) every week
to observe the night watch (vigilancia nocrurna) found so indis-
pensable in a town where residents of separate households had
grouped themselves together.252 According to the duties of the
guardia civil, patrols of four to six men, especially at night, must
reconnoiter houses, nuts, and other points which looked suspi-
cious, always verifymg with proper precaution. The tulisanes com-
mitted most of their crimes from two or three o’clock in the
“morning to sunrise, and from six in the evening onward, attacking
the distant towns and barrios. Thus during these hours, the guardia
civil had to keep careful watch on all points of entry. 253

In 1838 it was discovered that in Imus the five divisicns or
rondas, composed of five men each, could not possibly make the
day-and-night rounds efficiently because of the *“notorious disper-
sal of this town’ which was divided into six parcels (lomas) of
cultivated lands. It took about one hour and forty-five minutes
to conduct the rounds because the houses were located in tidal in-
lets and rivers far from each other. In fact. it took five months on
horseback and seven months on foot to make the necessary rounds
of the areas because of frequent flooding. 354
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On 10 December 1350, a decree was circulated to futher
reduce the number of tulisan raids in Cavite and neighboring
provinces. 255 Article 18 provided for day-and-night watches
in the sentry-box (bantayan 256 or garita) and sentries on check-
points in all the much-frequented sitics. Reports every eight
days on any unusual movements were required. In the 1870s,
Cavite was the only province with the night patrol composed of
six men called serenos who took charge of the towns’ security at
night. 257

But it should be noted that earlier, in 1839, Cavite Pusrto
already spent quite a sum for lamplighters (faroleros) under a
cabo de luces (head of lamplighters) as well as for vegetable wick
(tinsim), 5% small tin coconut oil-lamps, from the Visayas and
Laguna, and lampstands. For instance on 30 April 1839, 192
gantas *39 of coconut oil were purchased from Laguna at $54.00 -
and on 30 June, 192 gantas from the same source at $51.00. On
30 September 1839. 924 gantas of Visayan coconut oil were
bought for P214.00 and four reales (50 centavos). Cavite also
spent P19.00 for a cabo de luces and the five lamplighters. It was
found out that the Visayan (Samar) coconut oil used for public
lighting in Cavite was much cheaper than the Laguna 0il.260 One-
half chupa261 was needed for each of the 120 jars lighting the
streets in the province.

The following figures for January-August 1838, will give an
insight into how much coconut oil was purchased to light the
streets of Cavite Puerto 252

No. of Jars Gantas Prices Fs. Rs. Cent.

18 Jan. 21 of 16 gantas 336 F4.00/jar P86. R Lagung
1 Mar 14 of 14 gantas 196 :.00 42, - Visayan
3 Mar. 12  of 14 gantas 168 2.00,4 30. -

30 JunelO of 14 gantas 140 .00 30. -

30 Junel3  of 14 gantas 182 2.00'7 37. 3
5 July 1§ of 14 gantas 210 .00 4S5, -

15 July 12 of 14 gantas 168 5.00 37. 4 5

12 Aug. 3024 of 14 gantas 422 4.,00-3.00 90, 4 5

12724 1 822 1399

|
W
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The home government issued some measures to provide finan-
cial support for local efforts to cut down the tulisan raids in the
1860s. The Royal Order of 22 July 1864 directed the collection of
two reales fuertes (25 centavos) for public lighting facilities to
minimize the fulisan raids at night 263 On 21 June 1865, the
streets of the provincial capital (Cavite Puerto) were cleaned and
lighted by young prisoners from the Cavite provincial jail. The
$500.00 fund set aside for the maintenance of four carts and
carabaos was used for the purpose:.264 In the 1870s, houses in
the towns of Cavite were required to have lighted lamps in front of
their homes. Anybody found without lightec lamps by the Guar-
dia Civil, who made surprise rounds, was fined two reales (25
centavos). 2%

The use of spies in the Philippines had alsc been resorted to
by both Filipinos and Spaniards to achieve their objectives. As
early as 1571, the chiefs of Maynila, led by Lakan Dula, Maguinoo,
Madlang-away (Marlanavay) and Sablan used spies to ascertain the
movement of the Spanish troops.2%6 The Spaniards also used
spies in apprising Limahong’s movements in Pangasinan.267 The
Borneans also used spies in Cebu and other strategic places.?%®
In fact, early Filipino revolts were discovered through the Spanish
undercover system. The first Kapampangan revolt (1585) was
betrayed by a Filipina married to a Spanish soldier.?%? Likewise,
the “conspiracy of the maharlikas” of 1587-1588, led by Magat
Salamat, was betrayed by Antonio Susabau of Calamianes and
Amarlangagui of Bai. Laguna. 2’

The earliest known term for “spy” in Tagalog was batyaw
(batiao), as recorded in the first printed vocabulary in the Phil-
ippines — Fr. Pedro de San Buenaventura’s Vocabviario de la
lengva tagala (Pila, 3613).2'71 The contemporary tiktik, meaning
“spy,” seems to have appeared only in the 19th century, notably
in Fathers Juan Noceda and Pedro San Lucar’s Vocabulario
(Manila, 1860).272 It was derived from the night-jar, a bird
species, although the word tictic was already registered in San
Buenaventura with two meanings: encallar “to run around” and
hincar, “to kneel down,” and in Fr. vomingo de los Santos’
Vocabulario (Sampaloc, 1835).*7 with the second meaning.
Noceda and San Lucar (1860) *™ poted that the term for spy
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took after the tictic because the bird announces itself when the
aswang passes by. 273

Certain measures to neutralize native espionage were initiated
by the authorities. Funds for espionage were taken from the
Chinese head-tax (cavezillazgo de chinos) in accordance with
Rule 10 of the circular passed by Governor Jose Martinez or. 14
November 1823 which stipulated that the commander of the
Partidas de los espias (spy units) should be employed and paid
from such funds.?76

Governor Mariano Ricafort’s decree of 23 April 1828 also
provided that all persons of whatever social class, status and rank
were enjoined not to admit into their homes, hacienda or country
estate, any of the persons blacklisted or to offer them food,
clothing, gunpowder, bullets, and weapoas of all kinds or to serve
as spies for them. 27’

Even as Ricafor’’s decree was being implemented, Aniceto
Mariano of Imus was cruelly assassinatec as & spy for the Spanish
troops in 1827 by the tulisan gang led by the cabecilla Agustin
Munic, Luis Parang, and Juan Upay. Serving for three years as a
municipal policemen, Mariano did not receive any extra compen-
sation other than his basic pay. He scouted for Jose Ferreros and
his-troops of munic pal policemen in the operation to kill Goyo
Mangajan, leader of Munic’s gang in Santa Cruz de Malabon. He
was responsible for the death of two other tulisanes in Culiculi
and the liquidation of Pablo say and V:tor Bardugo (Victor Ber- -
dugo) of the Munic band in kawit and Imus. He was also pin-
pointed as responsible for the captur: and hanging of Pablo
Espiritu by the Military Commission and personally delivering
to the authorities five members belonging to the Munic gang
(two of whom were captured, while three escaped). Mariano
was finally killed by the tulisanes on 12 November 1827, lezving
a widow, Abdona dz la Rosa, also o7 Imus, and four sons. The
widow requested that a life pension bte granted her, and upon
her death, to her children until the youngest reached age
twenty. She also requested that she and her children be exempted
from paying tribute for life. The reques: was granted and espion-
age for the authoritics was strengthened, 7’8
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The government ampaigns against the malhechores resulted in
the death or capture of several rusisanes of Cavite. Florentino de
los S.ntos (“Pontino Culipay™) wes ¢ aptured in San Francisco de
Malabon by the towr police with the help of an unnamed and paid
spy on April 1831. “Culipay” was among the ambushers in Zapote
some three months b>fore. 279 Honorio Jorge, an escapee from. the
yondo jail in January 1840, was tound dead with other tulisanes
in Salitran and close to the Sambong forest cn 12 May of the same
year during an armed encounter with the combined municipal
police of San Francisco de Mazlaton aad Tmus.?80 Helping the
government was a spy who Jed the pera-railitary units to their
hideout. Juan de Cistro and a certain. Ferrer, both tulisanes, were
also captured throuzh a spy who denonced the composition of
the gang and idertified the weapons possessed.281 Santiago
Mcxica Espineli, a notorious tulisan leader and his mis:ress,
Damiana Varias (whose husband was kidnapped by him,) met
death during an e¢ncounter with Agepito Moxica, captain of
the Indang municipial police on 13 Augist 1864. Guided by a spy
to barrio Guyam, about five kdometers away from the town
proper, the local “roops traced the ‘ulisar hideout. Darniana
died from a gunshct wound in tae treast. A small dagger she al-
ways carried was found beside hes body. At Santiago’s side were
found a pistol loaded with an ounce bullet, a double-edged spear,
and a kris.?82 The liquidation of the tulisan leaders Mariano
(“Munti”™), Ysidoro Taglinao anc Juan Morales (“‘Bayacan’) was
successfully done virh the assistance of Ysidro Tapauan, lieute-
nant of the Imus municipal police. Tapauan later fell into fuli-
sanes’ hands. In revenge for his spying activities which caused
a lot of trouble to the tulisanes, he was killed and his corpse was
found in his home at barrio Malaigasang, [mus in the evening of
13 January 1868.%%3 '

During the heigt t of rulisanismo, 2 sum of P10.00 was peid for
tte capture of a ‘ulisan. And a tulisin whe captured or killed
another was pardoned. Also any one who captured, killed, cr faci-
litated the capture of a tulisan leader was exempted from military
conscription. The spy who furnished infcrmation leading to the
capture of one or more tulisanes received P5.00 and his name was
kept in anonymity. Une who captured or killed a tulisan and sur- .
rendered himself :o the authorities was pardoned of criraes he
committed, except those accused of lese¢ majeste and counter-
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feiting of money, as stipulated in the 1828 decree. If he were a
tulisan leader who did not commit any crime, he could obtain
freedom for another offender. On 14 January 18569, 2,000 escudos
were set aside for espionage or inteiligence work in Cavite. An ad-
ditional 1,000 escudnos were likewise appropriated for Batangas,
Laguna, Bulacan and Manila, 284

The old strategy of using rulisan to catch another, which was
used during Governcr Pedro Manuel de Arandia’s (1754-1759)
time, was equally applied in the 1%tk century. For instance,
Mundo, a tulisan next in command to Juar Balat, the terror in
Cavite, approached Fr. Nicolas de Becerra, Iimus parish priest, of-
fering to bring Balat dead or alive, or tc deliver his head personally
to the town troops ard police in return for total pardon.285 Like-
wise, it was mainly through Miguel Ramos, a tulisan turned spy,
that Baldomero de los Santos, another tulisan leader of Cavite, was
captured with Mariano Santos on 11 August 1852, Marcelino Cord
Cruz, Imus gobernadorcillo who realized the value of the spy
system, was successful in maintairing secret arrangements in the
operations against FEaldomero, whose presence was verified by
Ramos about 7:00 a.m. on 11 August 1&52 in a forest near
Silang. The gobernaaorcillo, aided by Eduardo Bautista, Patricio
Bautista, Clemente Bautista, Alejo Monson. Sebastian Ramirez,
and Zacarias Tagle went in pursuit of the duo and captured
thirteen firsarms and some bladed weapons. The P150.00 reward

was divided among the six who went with Cruz.236

As a whole, this activity was initiaily localized only in the
barrio, but by the 19th century, the improvement of infrastruc-
ture and relecommunications had contributed greatly to the
spread of the activity to the other provinces. Thus, the problem
had to be dealt with by the colonial power more realistically.

The tulisan activity in Cavite had similarities with the activ.ties
in other provinces in Luzon, Visayas, and Mindanao. The activity,
resulting from oppression, becamz an anti-colonial, especially
anti-friar, reaction, and therefore, became a part of the national
pattern of resistance which culminated in the Revolution of 1896.

Rewards and Punishment,

When the peasant uprising started by Luis Parang and Juan
. Upay in the hacienda towns of Imus, Bacoor, Kawit, San Fran- .



LA MADRE DELOS LADRONES 263 .

cisco de Malabon, Santa Cruz de Malabon and Silang spread to
other provinces where friar estates were largely concentrated,
as in Batangas, Laguna, Tondo, Bulacan, Pampanga and Bavaan,
the farmers were unfairly branded as tulisanes. To counteract
this agrarian movement the authorjties created military com-
missions which imposed heavy penalties on offenders. Using the
Recopilacion of Castile (Book VIIL, Title 13, Law 2), an Executive
Military Commission was set up on 13 April 1826 to try and
sentence all who were considered ‘‘bandits.” This was comple-
mented by the Novisima Recopilacior (Book XII, Title 17, Law D)
which treated the restless peasants as “‘public bandits, guilty of
contempt of court, and rebels.” 28"

Earlier, on 14 November 1823, Governor Jose Martinez issued
a circular establishing an Ordinary Council of War to try and
punish the “pandits.” 288 The Councii could try any highwaymen
and thieves in situ. Even those captured individually or in bards of
less than four members were brought before the court for punish-
ment. Ricafort also used a two-pronged strategy in a deterrained
effort to stop banditry, robbery and illegal gambling, which he
believed contributed to unrest and disorder. On 13 April 1826,
he created an Executive Military Commission, mentioned earlier,
believing that since his arrival “armed bands have gathered toge-
ther committing scandalously endless robberies, deaths and other
crimes.” Established in Manila, it was composed of a colonel, three
lieutenant colonels, three captains, three secretaries, six fiscals,
and a lawyer. Under its jurisdiction were trial for robbery, death,
ambushes, and other crimes committed in deserted spots and in
band.

Showing more severity in punishments, the decree issued by
Governor Mariano Ricafort on 23 April 1823 was meant to end
more decisively the widespread agrarian unrest. “Bandits ” who
voluntarily surrendered after thirty days were pardonad. A
“handit” who delivered another “bandit,” dead or alive, was
pardoned from capital punishment, aside from all the crimes
charged against him. Pardons were granted to crimes other than
heresy, lese majeste, and counterfeiting. In addition, individuals
who delivered a “bandit,” dead or alive, were rewarded $100.00
if a dead “bandit” were surrendered. The reward was immediately-
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paid by the provincial head upon proof of identification of the
captured “bandit.”

“Bandits” captured were hanged without trial. The para-
military units of the town composed of armed civilians and muni-
cipal police who kilied or delivered any ‘“bandit” received re-
wards amounting to P30.00 tq P100.00 as stipulated in Article
6, in addition to a special reward of eizher a medal of distinction
or exemption from forced labor. The commander who led in the
capture of the “bandits” would be employed or promoted com-
mensurate with his status or would be rewarded accordingly.
The authorities saw to it that persons who did not present official
passports and identifying credentials were seized. Article 32
provided, however, for total acquirtal from all punishment and
reward for individuais who participatzd in any band or illegal
society but who surrendered their own leaders and who acted
as spies for the Spaniards, thus contrituting to the offenders’
capture. 289

The resurgence o! tulisanismo in Cavite, as well as in Tondo,
Bulacan, Batangas, and Laguna, was noted in 1850%%0 50 that a
Permanent Council of War was established in Cavite to try the
tulisanes and their supporters 21 (Created by the decree of 10
December 1850 in Cavite Puerto and presided over by the provin-
cial head and assisted by the assessor. it

tried all the highwaymen, malefactors, accomplizes, «pies and receivers of
stolen goods captured by the t):(()pp:i and municipal police in the provinces
of Cavite, Batangas and Laguna.z')

The politico-military governor of Cavitz acted as chief of all
military operations in the above-mentioned three provinces.
All forces, including the municipal police and provincial gover-
nors of Batangas and l.aguna, were urder his sole responsibility
when in pursuit of the tulisanes.

Martial law was extended to the provinces of Cavite, Laguna,
Manila, Batangas, and Bulacan at the height cf the tulisan attacks,
and an Ordinary Council of War (established in 1823 to try cases
in situ) was reestablished in Cavite, with jurisdictional authority
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extending to the rest of the provinces mentioned by the decre2 of
Jose de la Gandara on 14 January 1869. This was instituted in
accordance with the iaw of 17 April 1821 and royal order o 23
January 1866. Article 3 of this decres ounished “the author of
robbery, violence or other excesses committed in band, whether
in populated or unpopulated areas, with or witaout resistancz to
public force,” and included “the thievss or highwaymen, whether
in band or individuallv, the accomplices, harborers and others,
who aided them.”2?? By the decree of 28 January 1876, Cavite,
Manila, Batangas, Laguna, Bulacar. Nueva Ecija, Tarlac, Bataan,
Zambales and Pangasinan, were pleced ir. “a state of emergency,”
with the laws of 1821 and 1866 takiag effect to try and punish
the leaders, accomplizes and supp():l,-v:ers.294

Captured tulisancs were shot and juartered at the very scene
of the crime, that is, in the same barrio or towa where the crime
was committed. The offender’s mutilated body was also placed
on the very site or roed where he coramitted the crime. 2%

The Spanish authorities, in spite of determined military opera-
tions, espionage networks, legislation to reward captors and
victims, public light:ng, and day-and-aight patrols, still fourd it
difficult to suppress the tulisanismo ir. Cavite. 1t appears that the
tulisanes learned to use the ordinary tao as “base” from which
they moved and circulated. In otber words, the people, by their
“conspiracy of silence,” protected and harbored the tulisanes
from the oppressive para-military units, and later, the civil guards.
It was obvious that “he ceaseless persecutions of the tulisan gangs
had only focused attention on the weakness of colonial rule. The
bands were still seen from time to time moving freely in various
places of Cavite, not only because they were well-protected by the
natural environment of forests and ceves, but also by the “silent
majority” among the troubled peasantry. This keen observetion
was expressed by a British traveler who wrote that

. . from whit | saw and heard during my stay there, [ie., Luzon]
I am inclined to think that they [ie., the iulisan bands] knew where and*
whom among the prasantry they could call or to j»in them in any under
taking of importanc:, and whose protection or concealment they could
claim.
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Fr. Manuel Zubiri de la Ascension, Imus parish priest (1842-
1848), confirmed the perception that there would not have seen
tulisanes if there were no individual protectors and concealers of
their deeds.?” It was not difficul: and :mpoassible for the towns-
people to denounce the rulisanes but the disenchantment with
Spanish rule made even the elite indifferent to or even clandes-
tinely supportive of the fulisanes. For instance, the ‘“bandits”
were allegedly pro:ected by the people in the towns of Imus,
Perez Dasmarifias, Yanta Cruz de Malebor, and San Francisco
de Malabon.?%8

Foreman observed that one reason why banditry persisted was
the existence of corrupt enforcers. He said:

Up to the end o: Spanish rule, briganiage, pilage. and murder were
treated with leniency by the judges tha: there was little hope for the ex-
tinction of such crimes . . . as soon as the viilains were handed over [by the
Civil guards] to the lezal functionarie:, societ;” los: hope. Instead of the
convicted criminals teing garrctted acccrding to lavs, as the public had a
right to demand, the’ were ‘protected’; some were let 1o0se on the world
again, whilst others were sent to prison and allowed :0 escape, or they were
transported to a penal settlerient to work without fetters, where they
were just as comfortab-le as if they were working for a private employer.2

Luckily, there ate some extant documernts which describe the
punishment meted out to some Cavite tulisanes. One of the
earliest on record was the case of Juan Francisco (‘‘Canso”) of San
Francisco de Malabon. For Kkilling Ciriaco Canasa, warden of the
Cavite provincial jai in November 1333, Le and his co-accused,
Melencio Trias, received the Royal Audiencia’s sentence on the
27th of the same month and year. The rormer received ten years
of imprisonment, while *“Canso,” apart frorn the 100 lashes, was
subsequently hangec and then quartzred. After his corpse was
mutilated, “Canso’s” right hand was placed inside the premises of
the provincial jail in Cavite Puertc, his head in Rosario, and the
rest of his remains in the sites where his activities occurred. 3%

One of the earlicst public executions witnessed in Imus was
held in the town plaza on 14 Acpril 1845 at 10 o’clock in the
morning. The tulisanes were Camilo ds lcs Santos, Florentino
Bernabe, and Dama:io Francisco. Both de los Santos and Bernabe
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were from San Francisco de Malabon and Francisco (“Balasu-
ngan”), a bachelor, was a native of Imus, bu1, at the time, also a
resident of San Francisco de Malabon. Camilo de los Santos was
physically assisted in going to the scaffold installed in the midst of
the square fronting the municipal building, parallel to the perish
church. Three other accomplices witnessed the execution — the
two Imus non-residents and Justo l.acson, barely a teen-ager, from
the same town. The first two attestors received a lighter penalty
of ten years’ imprisonment with detention (con retencion) and the
boy (lLacson) only two years. All three, De: los Santos, Bernabe
and Francisco, were decapitated. Francisco’s head was placed in a
cage and displayed at the center of the Imus 2laza, while the heads
of the other two were exhibited at various sites. Two priests of
- the Imus parish responsible for mutlating the tulisanes’ heads
and feet interred the remains in the town cemetery. 301

Baldomero de los Santos, a twiisas leader in the 1850s, who
was also known as “Baldomero Silang,” was executed by garrote
vil on 21 August 1852, After quartering his body, his head was
- displaved in barrio Masilao (future towr. of Amadeo), which was
the scene of his principal activities. 302

The law of “a tooth for a tooth and an eye for an eye” was
applied by the tulisanes on the spies wno were initially tortured
before being put tc a painful death tarough the insertion of
bamboo thorns into their skin ard flesh. Other forms of terror
inflicted were the cutting of the tongue, resulting in prcofuse
bleeding and death, or hanging from a trze to serve as eater-
tainment. 303 ~

Gobernadorcillos who effected the zapture of tulisanes were
justly rewarded either by conferring or them honorary titles or
giving them medals of merit and finarcial grants.3%4 The munici-
pal police, being the military arm of the gobernadorcillos, suffered
the greatest loss during the attacks. They were either killed or
maimed for life.3%° However, their surviving widows3% and chil- .
dren3"” were duly rewarded by the Spanish government. The
mothers of unmarried municipal policeren 308 received  life
pensions. Besides monetary grants, honorary decorations were
_also bestowed on them. Widows or orphars of first sergeants of
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the army and police regiments killad in action, or from wounds
received while on cury, were granted monthly pensions from
P9.00 to P11.00. Corporals and soldiers received 7.00 andP6.00,
respectively. Widows and orphans of :ivilians killed in actiorn by
the non-Christians or “bandits” received a monthly pension of
$6.00. 309

The memories o:" the fulisan “phearomenon” have survived in
the cultural traditioas of the people. Caviteiio fanfarron,/ ruba
cuarta/ na cajon,/31C (Cavitefio a bully, rots money in the cash-
box) was the usual joke attached tc the Cavitefios then because of
the fulisanes who instilled fear and instzbilivy from the 182Cs to
the beginning of the 20th century The image of the province was
so tarnished that pecple usually referrzd to avite as La madre de
los lacrones (Mother of Bandits),?!! Imus as the madriguera de
gente maleante (Hoodlum’s Den) 2 and Bacoor as “the nest of
thieves.” 313 Proofs of ambushes and raids had survived in the
toponyms BINAKAYAN (Kawit)“-#f:om bakay “lie in ambush
for,” or the place of ambush. ALIMA (Bacaor) was named after
a man whose body was quartered.3'3 It mezns “the fourth fore-
front of the animal.” Although there was a tulisan known as
Silvestre alias “Alima’” who belonged to the Luis Parang and
Juan Upay's revolt in the 1820s, the barr o’s name was already one
of the fourteen listed in the census of Bacoor as early as 1778.
Sitio PASO LADRCN 316 (Pinagtipunan, General Trias) is from
the Spanish, meanirg “thief’s pass,” since it served as a tulisan
hideout during the $ipanish regime just as CAY LADRON?317 re-
fers to one of the three rivers in the same town frequently used
by the tulisanes. Sitio HUMAYAW (Langkaan. Dasmarifias), 318
from hiyaw, “shout,” was said to havz been derived from the
numerous tulisanes who hid in ‘he forests in this area whose
victims shouted as they were being put to death. Sitio PINAG-
PATAYANAN (formerly Tatlong Batinz, Maic), meaning “place
of killing” was named after a gang of sleeping rulisanes who were
killed and wounded during the surprise attack by Juan Merlan,
captain of the Naic municipal police, 'who was slain in the en-
counter. 317 SAMPOT (Silang) 32° an estero, which comes {tom
an archaic Tagalog signifying “tzking some animal without the
knowledge of its owner,” 32! is a mute remiader of the uncontrol-
lable carabao, catile and horse rustlng in Cavite during the
earlier days.
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One of the meaas employed by the Spanish authorities to
exterminate tulisanismo in Cavite wes the sentry box guarded
by municipal police, civil guards or civilians on rotation. It sexved
as a checkpoint and was called baatayan or tanuran in Tagelog,
or garita in Spanishi. This para-military institution has been topo-
nymically preserved in names like BANTAYAN (Rosario®*? and
Binakayan, Kawit)*2? and GARITA (Cevite City,3?* and Capu-
tatan, Maragondon).* 2%

Tulisan activity, which began .n the early centuries as a loca-
lized activity of diss:tisfied and disorien-ed people from all walks
of life, became more and more a peasant movement by the nine-
teenth century. In cffect, it assumed “he character of the pre-
colonial institution of the warrior or men who served as the pro-
tectors or defenders of the people whos: ccmmmon weapons were
sharpened sticks, biamboos, and instruments.226 Thus, Cavite,
which was the center of activities becam.e known, as earlier men-
tioned, as La madre de los ladrones, from the colonizers’ view-
point.

Consequently, the attention of Spanish policy and repressive
programs was on Cavite as seen through the kinds of reward and
punishment utilized by the Spanish authorities. Cavite, became
the model for all the other provinces with similar problems.
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15;Domingo de los Santos, Vocabulario de la lengua tagala (2d ed., Manila, 1794),
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maria, Diccionario de mejicanismos (1st ed., Mejico, 1959), 1093, The word seeras to
have first appeared in Felix Ramos y Duarte, Diccionerio de mejicanismos (M:jico,
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Height Pampanga _ _ .. — _ - — — — — — — — — — —
INDIVIDUAL MARKS native of _ _ _ _ _ — e e = -

Face registered in this town, of which the Gobernador-
Color cilloisD., _ _ - _ ci o e e e — - — =

Nose Status _ _ _. _ __ Occupation _ _ _ _ . _ —
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cillo of Tmus, 1850-52), responsible for the capture of Baldomero de los Santos. For
this, Cruz was appointed sub-lieutenant of the marina sutil, 350 in cash, and as superin-
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was in line with the royal order of 14 May 1858, see Rodriguez San Pedro, of. cit.,
I, 501-2.

307 1bid,

3087pi4,

309g¢¢ footnote 30.

310(¢1audio R. Miranda, Costumbres populares (Manila, 1911), 42,
Sy g, Philippine Commission, Fifth Annue. Report, I, 454,
312G41cia de 1a Purisima Concepcion, “Diocesis de Imus,” 118-19.

313 anitha Consultations, V1, 57.

314 nown as Minacaya (1582), Loarca; Binacayan, (1701), Ona, ARS} Phil.
Hist. 19, 1; Vinacayan or Binacayan (1715), APSN, Leg. 71, nr. 1; Vinicay (1734),
Murillo Velarde map; Binacayan, (1838), Ripoll, “Noticia.” For the meaning of hakay,
see NSL 1754, 34 and 1860, 22. See also Pangilinan, op. cit, 269.

315According to folk tradition, a man’s leg was found hanging in a tree in this
barrio. See Pangilinan, op. cit.. 157. For definition of alima, see NSL 1860, 7.
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31 6Rip()].l, “Noticia.”

317 Memoria” (1881)).
318ypp (Dasmarifias).
319Pangi]inan, op.ci, 311
320wMemoria” (188¢).
32INSI 1860, 283.

322patricio E. del R ssario, “Salinas (Rosario)*” Liwayway [11/45 (18 September
1925), 37.

33YDP (Kawit),
3 24pangilinan, op. ci -, §9.
325ypp (Maragondo).

326According to Dr E. Arsenio Manuel (Lett:r to [. R. Medina, 16 Dece mber
1984):

.. . I have the feelng, based on primitive practices in Mindanao, that filisan
means literally ‘spearman’ .nd is the term fcr ‘wurrior’ ir. prehistoric times. It was a
noble term before Spain 2ane to conquer the archipelago. The native warrior had iron
tips on his spear, or the po nt of the bamboo piece he cartied on the warpath wes just
sharpened or hardened ir. the fire, Such weapon was light but easy to make from the
various species of bamboo available in the islands. He: canied such weapon even while
simply traveling for defense or offensz, A kind of hardwood could also be used and this
could be sharpened to a po nt or tipped with z point. It appears to me clear that during
the stone ages, spearheads of stone were fastenei eitier to the tips of bamboo
or wooden spears to make them more efficient or effectiv:, for in the Beyer Archaeo-
logical Collection such specinens were gatherad frora differer.t parts of the country,

It other words, wht lexicographers curing the historic period have givin as
meaning for tulisan is the pejcrative one because tie spearmen became the fear of
Spanish law enforcers and other officials, Whet the native warrior did was to stick to
his traditional weapon whenever the rifle was nct evailasle. My father, Casimiro R.
Manuel, who participated d iring the first and second stages of the Revolution nairated
to me in (sic) several occa ions that the Karipunan membe:rs used sharpened bamboos
as spears in many encounte s with Spanish solciery because of the lack of rifles or guns.
In other words, many Katiouneros were spearmen, tiough at this time they were not
called tulisan. Although be'ore the Revolutior. tulisan had already acquired a derroga-
tory (sic) meaning,

It is clear that in truditional rative culture the tuliign was a spearman and was
a noble person because he v7as a warrior in status. [n traditional societies of Mindanao,
he was called mangayaw v'hose role was to averge misceeds or wrongs committed
against members of his familv or kin group. He aso formed the vengeance party that
righted wrongs committed against any memter of h:s village. He was never a bandit
nor highwayman . . ..
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ABBREVIATIONS USED

Archivo del Arzobispado de Manila (San Carlos
Seminary, Guadalupe, Makati, Metro-Manila)
Archivo Historico Nacional (Madrid, Spain)

Archivo de la Provincia de San Nicolas (Marcilla,

.Navarra, Spain)

Archivo de la Provincia del Santisimo Rosario
(San Juan, Metro-Manila’

Archivam Romanum Societatis Jesu (Rome, Iraly)
Philippinarum section

Archivo de la Universidad de Santo Tomas (Manila)
Ereccion de Pueblos, Cavite (PNA)

Expediente

“Historical Data Papers” (NL)

Microfilm copy

Archivo del Museo Naval (Madrid, Spain)
Manuscrito (Manuscript)

National Library (Manila)

Noceda Sanlucar Vocabulario

La Politica de Esparia en Filipinas (periodical)
National Archives of the Philippines (Manila)
Rosario

Francisco Blancas de San Joseph’s “Vocabulario”
(16 --) Bibliotheque Nationale (Paris, France)
copy

Varias Provincias, Cavite (PNA)



