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Descriptive-Narrative-Analytic Method, which will be followed by
Kantian hermeneutics of the text. It examines the elite’s role during key
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moments of the Philippine Revolution, beginning with the 1896 Cry of
Balintawak, which marked the start of the campaign for independence,

Keywords: and continuing through the establishment of the Malolos Republic in
Filipino, Elite, Interest, 1898 and the capture of President Emilio Aguinaldo in 1901. The paper
Practical Reason, attempts to incorporate Kant’s work into the concept of late 19"-century
Independence elite Filipinos. It also tries to bring out if the conception also had a

notion of moral growth and whether it changed the attitude, behavior,
and mindset of the entire Filipino society in their next struggles for the
recognition of independence in 1946. The analysis shows that while the
elite held considerable power, their lack of Kantian goodwill and failure
to follow the categorical imperative weakened the Revolution’s unity.
Often prioritizing personal interests over the common good, these elites
compromised the collective pursuit of independence. Kant’s emphasis
on duty highlights these ethical failings, which ultimately contributed
to the Revolution’s failure and left a lasting impact on Filipino society.
This study underscores the importance of ethical leadership and reminds
us that true progress depends on leaders committed to universal moral

principles and the welfare of all.
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Tir khoa:

Nghién ctru nay xem xét gidi tinh hoa Philippines giai doan 1896—
1901 dudi géc nhin cta Phé phan ly tinh thuc hanh cua Immanuel
Kant. Tac gia ap dung phuong phap nghién ctru lich str, dac biét 1a
phuong phép mo ta - tudng thuat - phan tich, két hop véi dién giai
Kantian d6i v6i cac vin ban. Bai viét phan tich vai trd ctia gidi tinh
hoa trong nhiing thoi diém quan trong ctia Cach mang Philippines,
bét dau tir Tiéng thét Balintawak nam 1896 su kién khoi ddu cudce
d4u tranh gianh doc lap, dén su thanh lap Cong hoa Malolos nam
1898 va két thuc vai viéc Tong thong Emilio Aguinaldo bi bt nam
1901. Nghién ciru tim cach tich hop tu tudng Kant vao bdi canh gidi
tinh hoa Philippines cudi thé ky XIX, dong thoi danh gia liéu khai
niém nay cé bao ham su phat trién dao dtrc ciing nhu tac dong dén
thai d9, hanh vi va tu duy cua toan b xa hoi Philippines trong cac
cudc déu tranh gianh doc lap tiép theo, dic biét 1a vao nam 1946.
Két qua phan tich cho thay, mic du gi6i tinh hoa nam giir quyén lyc
dang ké, nhung su thiéu ving thién chi Kantian va viéc khong tuén
theo ménh 1énh tuyét d6i da lam suy yéu tinh thong nhét ciia cudc
cach mang. Khi dat lgi ich ca nhan lén trén 1¢i ich chung, ho da lam
t6n hai dén muc tiéu tap thé gianh doc l1ap. Su nhan manh cua Kant
vao nghia vu dao dirc da 1am ndi bat nhirng sai 1am nay, gop phan
dan dén that bai ctia cach mang va dé lai nhitng anh huong lau dai
d6i voi xa hoi Philippines. Nghién ctru nay nhan manh tim quan
trong cua lanh dao dao duc, déng thoi nhic nhé réng tién bo thuc su
phu thudc vao nhitng nha lanh dao cam két v6i cac nguyén tic dao
duc phd quat va sy phon vinh cia toan thé nhan déan.
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1. Introduction

Background of Filipino Elites in Philippine
History
The concept of nobility in the Philippines long
ago existed, even before Western influences
came into the country. Barangay!, the political
unit of the ancient Filipinos, already had a set
of social classes. The Datu and his family or
families would be the highest, followed by the
maginoos’ Ilustrado or the class of nobilities.
Other classes such as the timawa (commoners)
and the alipins (slaves) complete the social classes
in one barangay. When the Spaniards colonized
the Philippines, they imposed a centralized
bureaucratic style of government; thus, it changed
the social structure of the natives, and they had to
get along with the others and the Spaniards who
lived in the Philippines. The “nobility” class under
the Spaniards was hardly associated with the
natives because most of them ruled in the country.
The term Filipino during the 16th-18th century
Philippines was not even related to the country’s
natives. It was another term used for the /nsulares
or the Spanish-born in the Philippines.

During the Galleon Trade years, the native
Filipinos could hardly participate in the trade.
They mostly participated in shipbuilding stationed

1 In history, it is a political unit in the ancient
Philippines. From the term Balangay — a boat or ship
that used by ancient Filipinos in navigating the seas.
The father of Philippine Archeology, Henry Otley Bey-
er described it as the ships used by the Malays at the
period of migration of Austronesians in the islands of
the Philippines (see the Waves of Migration Theory by
Beyer). From the description, one balangay can com-
pose of 30-100 families thus describes the composi-
tion of each barangay in most significant places in the
Pre-Hispanic Philippines. It is usually headed by a Datu
or Chieftain and among with him is his family or fami-
lies alongside with other families. It practices a unique
class system to identify their roles in a barangay easily.

2 The Maginoo is considered the nobility class
of the ancient barangay system of the Filipinos. The
family of the Datu are also probably being classified
in this social class. In Visayan term, it is tumao and
in Kapampangan known as ginu. See William Henry
Scott’s Barangay: sixteenth-century Philippine culture
and society.

at several key points in the colony. As usual, the
Chinese Mestizos always engaged in the trade. In
this case, the nobility status was always attributed
to those Spaniards born both in the peninsula
and in the islands or coming from the Mestizos
(half-Spanish descendants) that became endemic
in the Philippine social strata. The definition of
the “elite class” would come into the scene when
the Spaniards opened Manila and Lingayen in
Pangasinan for world trade. The year 1836 marked
the start of capital trade in the country’s history.
Little by little, many were allowed to participate
in the business and develop their small pieces of
an enterprise. The Filipinos joined the trade, later

giving rise to a new class, the Principalia.

The Principalia, or the middle class, was
where the Ilustrado came from. The rapid pace
of trade became most evident when the Suez
Canal opened, which shortened the travel time
of goods and services and the distance between
the Philippines and Spain. From three (3) months
of way travel, it has been shortened to only one
(1) month. It was noted by Teodoro Agoncillo,
one of the country’s most prominent historians,
that the canal’s opening led to the exodus of
Spanish immigrants to the islands and then to the
introduction of ideas and books (Agoncillo, The
Revolt of the Masses: the Story of Bonifacio and
the Katipunan, 2017). Here, the Filipinos started
to have access to Liberalism. However, before the
canal’s opening, there were already Filipinos who
went to Spain, and most of them studied there and
had exposure to Liberal activities, which became
a routine of the students in most universities there
and in other universities in Europe. This had come
into possibility because of the privileged status
of the Principalia class. With their money, they
could send their children to Spain to study. The
children of this Principalia class will give birth to

the llustrado’ alternatively, the “enlightened one.”

3 The Ilustrado, or the enlightened ones were
composed of Filipino educated class that became prom-
inent in the 19th century. They were considered at that
time as the new middle class of the society that received
their education from Spain and later became exposed to
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They were the young Filipinos who became active
in the Reform Movement in Spain in the 19
century, asking Mother Spain for the necessary
changes in the administration of their colony —
the Philippine Islands. Members of this group
will now define the new breed of elifes in the
country’s history. Some of the names associated
with this group are considered the nation’s heroes
today, like Graciano Lopez Jaena, Marcelo H.
Del Pilar, Antonio and Juan Luna, and even the
National Hero Jose Rizal. Other members of
this group, however, became known in history
because of their participation in the country’s
rapid changes of events, especially during the
Philippine Revolution (1896-1901). Doubts have
tainted Their role because as they became vital to
the success of the revolution against the foreign
colonizers, they were also branded as traitors by
some and pointed out as the very reason why the
revolution fell apart against the colonizers in 1901.
In many works of literature in Philippine History,
their status was always critical and became one of
the fundamental questions on why the campaign
of the Filipinos against the aggressors had gone

to failure.

In this paper, the researcher would like to
assess and investigate these so-called Filipino
elites and how their vested interests significantly
affected the campaign of the Filipinos for freedom
by using Immanuel Kant’s Critique of Practical
Reason. The researcher attempts to determine if
the conception also had a notion of moral growth
and whether it changed the attitude, behavior, and

Spanish liberalism and had sought European nationalist
ideas and ideals. The llustrado class were usually the
children of the Principalia class - because of their mon-
ey and status in the society, they were able to send these
children to Spanish educational institutions thus it born
the Filipino intellectuals (for some they were known as
the “rich intelligentsia”). The class was also from the
people who cut across ethnolinguistic and racial origins
like Indios, Insulars, and the Mestizos and later cam-
paigned for the reforms in the Philippines under Spain.
They were also considered as key figures to the devel-
opment of Filipino nationalism in the 19th century. See
Megan Christine Thomas’ Orientalists, Propagandists,
and Ilustrados: Filipino Scholarship and the End of
Spanish Colonialism, p. 213.

8]

mindset of the entire Filipino society in its next

struggles to recognize independence in 1946.

2. Research Gap and Objectives

While various historical works have analyzed
the influence of Filipino elites, few studies
have examined their actions through a moral-
philosophical lens, particularly Immanuel Kant’s
Critique of Practical Reason. Previous studies by
historians like Teodoro Agoncillo focus on the
Ilustrados’ political and economic motivations
but lack a thorough exploration of whether these
elites’ actions met universal ethical standards. This
gap reveals a need to analyze the Filipino elite’s
behavior during the revolution to understand if
their actions align with Kantian principles of
universal moral duty or merely represent self-
interest. As such, the research paper is guided
by and structured according to the following
objectives:

1. To examine the behavior and decision-
making of Filipino elites during the Philippine
Revolution through Kant’s Critique of Practical
Reason, evaluating if their actions align with

Kantian ideals of universal ethical duty.

2. To assess the impact of the Filipino elites’
vested interests on the broader revolutionary
effort, exploring whether their actions supported
or hindered the campaign for independence.

3. To determine if the ethical decisions of
the Filipino elites contributed to moral growth
in Filipino society, affecting the attitudes and
aspirations for independence in the years leading
to 1946.

SPECIFIC CONCEPT: The Definition of
Filipino Elite

The term “elite” has various definitions.
Generally, it refers to individuals considered the
“chosen ones” or “cream of the crop,” often seen
as the socially higher class or those wielding
influence due to position or education. Historically,
during the height of global trade in the 19th

century, “elite” described the upper echelons who
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profited from capitalism and held noble or ruling

positions.

In the Philippine context, the 19th-century
elite, or Ilustrado, were educated Filipinos who,
due to their status and wealth, became key players
in society and the reform movement. However,
not all elites acted uniformly; while some
pursued economic self-interest, others showed a
commitment to nationalism and aligned with the
masses, as noted by historian Teodoro Agoncillo.
Agoncillo describes a complex relationship where
certain elites, despite their privileged status,
genuinely supported the Revolution, reflecting
their alignment with the masses’ struggle for

independence.

In Teodoro Agoncillo’s ‘Revolt of the Masses:
The Story of Bonifacio and the Katipunan,’
he defined the masses in several ways. In the
Critique of Nicolas Zafra, he attacked Agoncillo
in categorizing the masses during the time of the
revolution and accused Agoncillo of sparing the
“middle class’ who was also called the ‘intellectual
class.” For Agoncillo, Zafra generalized and
misinterpreted his claims. In response to Zafra’s
critique, Agoncillo wrote the Four Girls and A
Man, published in the Manila Times from 19 to
27 October 1956. Here, Agoncillo responded to
the categories of the definition of masses from
the critique of Zafra. Zafra extracted the claims of
Agoncillo to define the masses in his book. Here

are the following:

1. the broad masses (who) groaned and grew
numb under the spell of poverty and profound

ignorance.

2. those unsophisticated minds who could not
see the various possibilities that might accompany

of a mode of action.

3. the group of aggressive and nationalistic

elements of the population.

4. the victims of subtle or overt exploitation
who were not accustomed to the intricacies of the

rational processes, etcetera.

5. the ignorant and starving... confused,

hopeless, abused, and;

6. the lowest class. (Agoncillo, Four Girls and
a Man, 1956)

Teodoro Agoncillo, in his defense, said that
none of these statements contradicted each other,
as Zafra claimed. He also said that it is not a
mistaken identity in any pair; in fact, they should
be treated as complementary to one another, as
they together constitute a definition of the masses

by enumeration.

Antonio Hila, in The Historicism of Teodoro
Agoncillo, complements Agoncillo’s perspective,
noting that Zafra’s critique underscored various
“historical distortions” and “inaccuracies” (Hila,
2001). Hila argues that intellectual status alone
does not equate to belonging to the elite class that
undermined the revolution. Figures like Apolinario
Mabini, Emilio Jacinto, and General Antonio Luna,
although intellectuals and sometimes regarded as
elites, displayed loyalty to the revolutionary cause,
aligning with the masses’ nationalist aspirations
rather than acting out of self-interest. In the case of
Apolinario Mabini and Emilio Jacinto, they were
called intellectuals and may be defined sometimes
as part of the elite, but their roots and even their
mindset towards the masses can hardly say that
they are part of the middle class who cared only
for their vested interests instead of defending the
nation from tyranny. The same can be said for Gen.
Antonio Luna who had shown great dedication in
defending the country’s independence from the

American colonizers

Milagros Guerrero, in her article The Provincial
and Municipal Elites of Luzon During the
Revolution, 1898-1902, details how many elites
initially resisted the revolution between 1896 and
1898, fearing it would jeopardize their wealth
and privileged status (Guerrero, 1982). Doubting
the revolution’s potential for success, these elites
aligned with the Spaniards to protect their assets.
Yet, as the masses began to secure victories in
Central Luzon, elites shifted allegiance to avoid

becoming targets of the revolutionary forces. In
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Zambales, for example, revolutionary leaders
Teodoro and Doroteo Pansacula advocated for
common ownership (Comunidad de bienes) and
redistribution of wealth, aradical idea that unsettled
the elites, pushing them to support Spanish efforts
against the rebellion. This trend continued under
Aguinaldo’s leadership, as prominent elites
negotiated ceasefires to mitigate the economic
impact of the conflict. However, after Aguinaldo’s
temporary exile following the Biak-na-Bato truce,
some elites in the Philippines suspected that
Spanish rule would soon be restored, reaffirming
their loyalty to the colonial regime. Guerrero, in
the same article, discussed the ‘turn coating of the
elites’ after Aguinaldo left the country for Hong

Kong as she stressed:

When rumors of Spanish-American war
reached Manila, and the provinces on 22 April
1898, this feeling of confidence was buoyed
by protestations of loyalty from Aguinaldo’s
lieutenants who were quick to offer their services
to Basilio Agustin, the Spanish governor created
a Filipino militia which incorporated some of the
Aguinaldo’s military leaders. He also created a
consultative assembly, which included the cream
of the Philippine elite: Pedro Paterno, Ambrosio
Rianzares Bautista, T.H. Pardo de Tavera, Joaquin
Gonzales, Maximo Paterno, Ariston Bautista, and

Cayetano Arellano. (Guerrero, 1982)

However, sooner or later, these efforts of the
elites came to an end because Aguinaldo and
his friends came back to the Philippines on 31
May 1898, and on 12 June 1898, he declared
the independence of the Philippines. Two days
after the declaration of independence, they even
sent Aguinaldo a proposal from the Spanish
governor of autonomy, but Aguinaldo simply
replied, “Tanghali na kayo,” which means “you’re
pretty late,” because Aguinaldo reassured the
revolutionaries that the Americans would help
the Filipinos to eliminate the Spanish forces in
the Philippines. Here, the elites quickly turned to
Aguinaldo and abandoned their autonomy plans
with Spain in the Philippines.

10|

The elite participation in the Philippine
Revolution was noticed at the time of the second
phase (1898-1902), and it was those years that
created a significance on the postwar agreement
and settlement between the elites and the new
colonizers, the Americans. The elites will occupy
essential positions in Aguinaldo’s government
because the president of the newly established
republic believes, although he already knew the
characteristics and behavior of this group, that this
class will help the government in its formation of
the entire bureaucratic system, their ‘intelligence
factor’ will be needed in the organization of the
Philippine Republic, and their money could
be a big help in the government. This could be
observable in the formation of the Congress in
Malolos, where most of the elites occupied the
seats in the Congress. The constitution that was
framed was also a product of their efforts. Thus,
Mabini already suspected, because as he observed
the constitution, that this could be a total control on
their part because the legislative part of it requires
more power than the executive department where

the president’s office resides.

However, months later, it became clear to Felipe
Buencamino, another prominent elite character
during the revolution, that the revolution of the
Filipinos did not have the support of the United
States; he would soon, little by little, go after the
interests of the Americans in the Philippines. This
was also learned by the other elites in Luzon,
and as expected, they also did what Buencamino
did. However, they couldn’t just withdraw their
support to President Aguinaldo because they also
knew that the president still had the support of
the entire Tagalog region during that time. Even
the Ilocanos still supported the president in his
revolutionary ideas. For the elites, there is still
a chance for the revolutionaries to dislodge the
Americans from Manila. As Guerrero mentioned

in the same article:

...thus, while the cosmopolitan elite, was
doubtful that the Revolution would succeed, they
extended their support to Aguinaldo. The latter,

acutely aware of the lack of talents among the
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active insurgent leaders, invited the wealthy and
educated Filipinos to serve in the government.
(Guerrero, 1982)

However, when the elites learned that a
settlement was already agreed by the Spaniards
and Americans on 13 August 1898 and ceded the
governance from Diego de los Rios to Wesley
Merrit and the consecutive losses suffered by
the revolutionaries against the American forces,
these elites secretly dealt with the Americans. The
turning point was the unfortunate assassination
of General Antonio Luna in Cabanatuan and later
the fall of the young General Gregorio del Pilar
in Tirad Pass. Soon, the elites were now turning
to the side of the Americans. In fact, before the
tragedies in the Philippine Revolution, they even
proposed to Congress and the cabinet that the
Philippines should accept the offer of autonomy
under the protection of the Americans. Also, at the
fall of Aguinaldo to the hands of General Frederick
Funston and the Americans on 23 March 1901,
these elites had finally secured their positions and
economic security, now under the realm of the
Americans. Moreover, the fall of Aguinaldo also
signified the end of the Filipinos’ campaign to
defend the won independence in 1898.

From the given discussion, this paper clarifies
that the elite that would like to be discussed and put
in the lens of Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason
were the Filipino Elites who had several occasions
of turn coating their loyalties that became a critical
part of the Philippine Revolution. The role they
played and the decisions they made sealed the
fate of the Filipinos’ campaign for freedom and

independence.

THE FILIPINO ELITE IN THE LENS
OF IMMANUEL KANT’S CRITIQUE OF
PRACTICAL REASONING

Given the definition from the previous
discussion, we can now investigate if the so-
called Filipino (turn coating) elites fall under
the Moral Philosophy of Kant and whether these
Filipino elites during the height of the Philippine

Revolution had shown the qualities evinced by

Kant’s categorical imperative. If there was an
element of goodwill in their decisions, acted
on a maxim that benefited the entire nation, or

embodied teleological ethics.

In this paper, the researcher uses the moral
philosophy of Immanuel Kant’s Critigue of
Practical Reason in the case of the Filipino elites
who had a significant role in the period of the
Philippine Revolution from 1896 to 1902. Their
character, behavior, and attitude became critical,
which sealed the outcome of the Revolution. The
researcher used the Critique of Practical Reason
to examine whether these Filipino elites fall on

Kant’s moral philosophy.

Immanuel Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason
argues that the principles are in subjective form
(maxims) if only one person believes them. On
the other hand, if every rational being thinks or
considers them, it falls on the objective form. The
imperative can be hypothetical or categorical. A
hypothetical imperative needs a course of action to
attain a specified outcome. For example, “If T don’t
want to stay hungry, then I should bring food with
me.” On the other hand, categorical imperative
needs a certain course of action under all probable
circumstances; for example, “No person shall be
deprived of life, liberty, or property without due

process of law.”

Kant discussed the hypothetical imperatives
answered to wants or desires, while categorical
establish
and hypothetical

imperatives rationality. Subjective

principles imperatives are
practically oriented; it could not be a fundamental
determiner of moral motivation because they only
operate in self-interest. A proper moral motivation
cannot follow fleeting pleasures or displeasures;
it must follow noncompromising rationality.
Rational beings must imagine their maxims as
practical and universal laws fitting into a moral
rationality mold. No matter what one desires, the
logical form of rationality urges a rational analysis
ofone’s actions. In testing an individual decision, it
should use a formidable imperative. A fundamental

requirement of morality, independent motivation,

1
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and undergirding support this immovable law.

Any heteronomy comprises random authority.

Objects

Rationality should be free of empirical attractions

inspire pleasure or displeasure.
and have non-subjective status — for example,
the concept of the word of honor. If both persons
agreed on a particular compromise, they could not
deny the existence of commitment even though

there is no tangible evidence of the agreement.

Kant, the

emphasizes that duty may be expressed thus: “Act

For categorical  imperative
as if the maxim of thy action were to become by
thy will a universal law of nature.” (Kant, 1889)
In other words, a rational being shall do things not
for his own happiness but for the general welfare

of all.

The practical rule is unconditional. Thus,
it is categorical, the practical proposition with
an a priori truth-value. If an individual follows
he/she  should

them as examined by moral law. The law is not

subjective  desires, imagine
formulated, and it expresses upon the mind as
part of the structure of rationality as such. Anyone
who searches for happiness shall also include the
quest for the happiness of everybody in one’s
rationality. It does not exclude anyone in his moral
community. Hence, the selfish expansion of one’s

happiness makes no sense as a moral idea.

Moreover, we can deepen our understanding of
the Elite’s actions by delving briefly into Kant’s
Critique of Pure Reason and Critique of Judgment,
which may help us further evaluate whether the
elites acted with true moral principles or were
primarily self-interested. To put it simply, Kant
attempted a systematic critique of human thought
and action. In the Critique of Pure Reason, Kant
explains that human knowledge is shaped by
categories, like cause and effect, space, time,
among others. This affects how one perceives
and understands the world. However, Kant also
explains that not everything is represented or
experiences as such, as the thing in its true form,
but rather only an appearance (Kant, 1998). This,

in philosophical terms, is the phenomena, or the

12|

world as we perceive it, over noumena, or the
real and true object being perceived. This then
lays the foundation of Kant’s moral philosophy,
such that moral actions, as we perceive it, cannot
be done solely based on personal experience,
but requires a deeper level of understanding and
reasoning. Hence, Practical Reasons expands
this notion by focusing on how one ought to act
guided by reasoning, particularly by determining
whether one’s actions can be universally valid or

accepted—the categorical imperative.

Then, with Kant’s later introduction of the
Critique of Judgment, he bridges Pure Reason and
Practical Reason, articulating what one must do
in instances where rules and the universality of
an action is vague or unclear. Here, he explains
the idea of “reflective judgment,” which is one’s
attempt to rationalize situations without explicitly
defined rules (Kant, 2007). This reflection or
judgment focuses on the application of moral laws
to specific contexts. This allows individuals to
harmonize both their understanding of the world
with categorical imperatives, which allow for a

level of flexibility in morally conflicting situations.

If we put these principles in the case of the
Filipino elites, their behavior, attitude, and actions
during the period of the Philippine Revolution, we
can now see if they acted appropriately as Kant
prescribed in his Moral philosophy. As defined
previously, this is in the case of Filipino elites
who had an episode of turn coating their loyalties
during the entire duration of the revolution. Let’s
take some important concepts mentioned by Kant
in his Critique of Practical Reason:

We must assume that man is by nature (that
is, as he is usually born) sound in body, there is
thought to be no reason why we should not assume
that he is also by nature sound in soul, so that nature
itself helps us to develop this moral capacity for
good within us (Kant, Kant’s Critique of Practical
Reason and Other Works on the Theory of Ethics,
1889).

It is true that all of us, by nature, are good.

Thus, every rational being, like a man, can develop
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goodness through our decisions and actions in
life. Referring to the Filipino elites, it is correct
to say that as members of the middle class who
are always classified as intellectuals, they have the
full capacity to act within the norms of morality.
Given their disposition in the society, they were
the ones who were much expected by President
Emilio Aguinaldo; thus, he invited the elites in
his cabinet and took the higher positions in the
government because he believed in the capacity
of these elites to shape the just born Philippine
Republic. In further reading, Kant had injected his

concept of man’s evil deeds as he exclaimed:

We call a man bad, however, not because he
performs actions that are bad (violation law), but
because these are of such a kind that we may infer

from them bad maxims in him (Kant, 1889).

During the Philippines’ history, the Filipino
elites were referred to as the ones who betrayed
the Revolution because, for many, what they did
was just the reason the campaign failed. In giving
a balanced perspective on this, we cannot judge
right away their actions at that time because, for
them, what they did (turn coating) was the thing
they taught what is good for every Filipino.
At this point of discussion, the epitome of their
behavior was to prevent more killings caused by
the Revolution. However, this was only to conceal
their true motives, which were to spare themselves
and their socioeconomic status from the socio-
political change that the Revolution might bring.
This will bring us to another argument, Kant, on
how man can consider if the action is only for
a particular maxim, which can be classified as
selfishness or in a universal law that caters to the

welfare of the general. As he mentioned:

Nor can he be partly good and partly bad at
the same time. For if he is in part good, he has
taken the moral law into his maxim; if then he
was at the same time in another part bad, then,
since the moral law of obedience to duty is one
and universal, the maxim referring to it would be
universal, and at the same time only particular,
which is a contradiction (Kant, 1889).

Here, we can say that the actions thought by the
elites of what is good for every Filipino (as they
claim), based on many proven studies in Philippine
history, can be referred to only as partial good.
Moreover, with this, it just classifies a particular
maxim which beneficial only for themselves. For
Kant, there is no partiality of good and bad it will
not qualify what he always says about good will.
Referring to goodwill, Kant nailed his ideas on

this as he said:

A good will is good not because of what
it performs or effects, not by its aptness for the
attainment of some proposed end, but only by
virtue of the volition, that is, it is good in itself,
and considered by itself is to be esteemed much
higher than all that can be brought by it in favour
of any inclination, nay, even of the sum total of all
inclinations (Kant, 1889).

The Filipino elite’s series of turn-coating deeds
should not be attributed as an act of goodwill.
Based on the literature, their shifting of loyalties
during the Revolution do not represent an act of
genuine volition. Switching allegiances from Spain
to the revolutionaries, then from Aguinaldo to the
Americans, and finally, to the Americans against
Aguinaldo and the revolutionaries, demonstrates
that they were acting on a particular maxim to

achieve an end only beneficial for themselves.

Mabini (2007) expressed these suspicions
towards the elite and their hidden agenda in a
letter to Apacible and Santos written on May 31,
1899. The letter reads:

Since the taking of Calumpit by the Americans
and knowing that I desired a temporary suspension
in order to obtain information, General Antonio
Luna sent parliamentarians to General Otis.
They returned saying that the American General
is willing to conduct a conversation and for this
reason we sent Commissioners with instructions
to negotiate with the American Commission. They
also said that the Americans cannot recognize our
Government, and would do so only if Aguinaldo
and the other generals who were in favor of peace

were to submit to their orders; and I did not agree
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with this absurd requirement, those of the present
Government—almost all of them belonging to
Congress have sought the change on the pretext
that the former could not obtain an understanding

for having been intransigent from the very start.

Because of the formation of the new Cabinet,
they attempted to send commissioners to Manila
who would have the task of proposing the
acceptance of autonomy similar to that of Canada,
but they had to desist because the Army and
the people opposed it. General Luna has called
them traitors with reason since relying on the
Constitution makes it illegal for the Government

to adopt a program of autonomy (Mabini, 2007).

Hence, to an extent, we cannot blame them
for wanting to protect their interests, given that
these elites, in the context of this study, enjoyed
certain prestige or cultural capital that the masses
did not (Go, 1999). They sought to protect their
interests whenever the situation benefitted them.
Moreover, the superiority of the U.S. military and
the promise of peace and freedom made them
support the Americans, as it was advantageous for
them to maintain their status and gain a chance to
be in politics (Go, 1999). Therefore, we can now
clearly say that these Filipino elites, who could
have used Aguinaldo’s leadership to build a strong
republic, failed the nation. It ultimately turned out
that these so-called intellectuals had already sided
with what most Filipinos considered as enemies,

which derailed the campaign for independence.
Concluding remarks

In context, several factors led to the failure of
the Philippine Revolution (1896-1901), but the
lack of goodwill of the Filipino Elites contributed
significantly to the downfall of the Philippines as
an independent nation. As Kant pointed out, “all
men attribute to themselves freedom of will. Hence
come to all judgments upon actions as being such
as ought to have been done, although they have not
been done.” (Kant, 1889) This is a good reference
to how the Filipino elites used their freedom to be
accountable or be responsible only for themselves

but not for the struggle for an independent nation
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because they were afraid that the success of the
Revolution would not permit them to retain their

status in society.

The ethical of the elites,

examined through Kant’s Critique of Practical

shortcomings

Reason, highlight a failure to act in alignment
with universal moral duties. According to Kant,
genuine moral actions must stem from a sense of
duty that transcends self-interest, embodying the
categorical imperative of acting for the greater
good. The elites’ actions, however, were driven
by personal gain, demonstrating an absence of
teleological ethics and a disregard for the collective
welfare. This failure to uphold Kantian principles
of goodwill meant that the elites not only betrayed
the Revolution’s ideals but also stymied the

nation’s progress toward self-determination.

This historical reflection is a powerful reminder
of the lasting impact of choices made by those in
power. The legacy of these ethical missteps can
still be felt today, as the concentration of influence
and privilege among the elite continues to shape
Philippine society. The unresolved issues from the
past underscore the need for leaders who prioritize
the nation’s welfare over personal interests.
Kant’s philosophy serves as a timeless standard,
reminding us that true progress and national
integrity depend on leaders willing to act selflessly

for the common good.
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