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ABSTRACT

AMERICAN INVOLVEMENT IN THE FILIPINO RESISTANCE MOVEMENT ON MINDANAO

DURING THE JAPANESE OCCUPATION, 1942-1945, by Larry S. Schmidt, Major,
USMC, 274 pages.

This historical study documents the resistance of the Fiiipinos to the
Japanesa2 on the island of Mindanao in the Philippines during World War

II and discusses the contribution which American servicemen and civilians
made to the guerrilla fighting. The methodeiogy foruses upon a four-
part model used to analyze the resistance tovement: the island's
geography; Filipino culture; Japanese occupation policies; and external
support provided by United States forces in the Southwest Pacific Theater.

The study concludes that Americans played a vital role in the guerrilla
organization on Mindanao. The anaiysis of the resistance movement
discusses the political nature cf the decision to resist, the impact of
harsh occupation policies on the will of the Filipinos, the unique role
American leadership played in the development of the guerrilla nrnanizati~n,
and the critical importance of external support for the guerrillas.
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GLOSSARY OF FILIPINO AND JAPANESE WORDS USED IN TEXT

abaca - hemp

amok - a desperate impulsive frenzied ki11ing; Moro custom with no religous
foundation

amor proprio - self-esteem

anting-anting - Moro charm or amulet. Good Tuck charm

hbaiicuate - (slang) evacuate

banca - small boat, very common

barong ~ a large two-handed sword of the Moros

barrio - a small native village

carabao - water buffalo

cargadore - porter

dalama - boat

datu -~ Moro title; triba, or community Teader

hapons - (slang) Japanese

hiya - a sense of shame

ilustrados - community leaders, land owners

Juramentado - frenzied, well-prepared ceremonial killing; Moro religious
rite

kaingineros - nomadic Gardeners

Kalibapi - political party of the Philippine puppet government

Kempei Tai (Japanese) - military police

kris = Mnoro wavy-edged knife

mestizo, mestiza - mixed blood

nipa - palm; leaves of which are used to make houses

pakikisama - desire to avoid placing others in a stressful situation

paltik - homemade shotgun fashioned of pipe, wood, wire and a nail

peso - Philippine currency; approximately 50¢ during occupation

sacada - person captured for forced labor

sultan - temporal and spiritual Teader of the Moros

suyoks - sharpened bamboo stick placed in ground for a trap

tankong - fern greens

taos - famers, laborers, share croppers

tapa - beef jerky made from water buffalo meat

tinghoy - counterfeit, useless (refers to guerrilla currency)

tuba - coconut beer

tulisan, tylisaffe ~ (slang) - thief

utang na loob - denotes primary debt, reciprocal obligations

voluntarios - home guard

zona - "zonification." Japanese terror tactic

vifi
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CHRONOLOGY OF SIGNIFICANT EVENTS FOR MINDANAO GUERRILLAS

Mar 4
ar 13-16

Apr 9
Apr 29

Apr 30
May 2-3
May 6-7
May 7

May 10
Jun

Sep 12
Sep 18
Oct ?
Nov
Dec 4

1943
Jan 1
Jan 23
Jan 31
Feb 13
Mar §
Apr 14
Jun
Jun 26

Jul

USAFFE formed
Japan attacks the Philippires
Japanese forces land at Davao

Hqtrs, Visayan-Mindanao Force relocated from Cebu
to Del Monte, Mindanao

Visayan-Mindanao Force divided into two commands

Gen. MacArthur on Mindanao. Reviews plans for
guerrilla resistance

Bataan falls

Japanese forces land at Cotabato and Parang on
Mindanao

Col. Wendell Fertig arrives on Mindanao

Japanese forces land at Cagayan and Bugo on Mindanao

Corregidor falls

Gen. Wainwright orders surrender of all United States
ana Philippine soldiers in the Philicpines

Gen. Sharp surrenders the Visayan-Mindanac Force

Capt. Luis Morgan begins consolidation of guerrilla
bands in Misamis Oriental Province

Morgan offers command to Fertig

Fertig establishes Mindanao-Sulu Force

Fertig establishes guerrilla Hqtrs in Misamis

Morgan departs on unification expedition

Capts Smith and Hamner sail to Australia

Misamis Occidental, Zamboanga now secured

105th Division established

KZOM establishes contact with San Francisco

MacArthur appoints Fertig CO of the 10th Military
District. Radio communication with GHQ, SWPA
authorized

The first GHG, SWPA intelligence teams and supplies
arrive on Mindanao by submarine

10 Americans escape from Davao Pznal Colony

Morgan expeditior returns

Japanese attack in force at Misamis. 10th Military
District Hqtrs moved to Liangen, Lanao Province

Morgan revolts, forms Mindanao and Dutch Indies
Command
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1943

Sep
Oct

Oct 7
Nov

Dec

Dec

1944
Jan 1
Jul
Aug-Sep
1945
Mar-Sep
Apr 18

Sep 7
Sep 15

Morgan deported to Australia

Laurel government installed. 120-day amnesty
period for guerrillas

Salipada Pendatun concedes authority to Fertig

10th Military District Hqtrs moved to Esperanza,
Agusan Province

Japanese issue proclamation that all unsurrenderec
Americans will be summarily executed

10th Military District Hqtrs moved to Esperanza,
Agusan Province

"A" Corps established. Sulu Archipelago command
separated from 10th Military District

10th Military District Hqtrs moved to Walce, Agusan
Province

First bombings of Davao City

A1l guerrilla units deactivated

United States forces invade Mindanao

Japanese rorces on Mindanao formally surrender
6th Infantry Division (PA) reactivated
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

December 8, 1941 brought the armed might of Japan to the Phil-
ippines as rart of Japan's effort to bring the Filipinos into the Greater
East Asia Cﬁ-Prosperity Sphere. After the long struggle waged by American
and Filipino forces on Luzon and a brief battle fought in the Southern
Islands, Japan accepted the surrender of the Philippines in May, 1942.

As the occupation of the Philippine nation by Japan commenced, a resist-
ance movement was born among the defeated people. Americans are widely
familiar with the resistance movements in Europe, but very few are
aware of this resistance of the Filipinos to the Japanese. As David
Steinberg has written, for the Filipinos "The guerrilia movement has
become one of the greatest romantic themes of subsequent Philippine
history and lore" because for the Filipinos the “recistance was one of
the finest hours for the Philippine peop‘le."1

The Philippine resistance was also "the finest hour" for many
Americans who did not surrender to the Japanese but who took to the hills
and joined the Filipino guerrillas who gathered to fight the Japanese.

As with many guerrilla resistance groups elsewhere in World War II, many
of these units were ied by Americans. The Philippin. resistance move-
ment, however, gives us the first historical example of Americans, military
and civilian, organizing guerrilla units on 2 grand scale. The movement

is also prototynical of an effective, coordinated guerrilla resistance,

and it 1s well worth studying for that raason, if for no other.
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There were many guerrilla organizations operating throughout the
1,000 mile Tong Philippine Archipelago. They had names like "Blackburn's
Headhunters," "Marking's Guerrillas," "President Quezon's Own Guerrillas,”
"Lawin's Patriot and Suicide Forces," and "The Live or Dfe Unit," among
the many. Some of the groups had an almost opera bouffe character, and
others "were complete and formal organizations, down to training camps,

2

maneuvers, GCS, orders of battle, and the usual military red tape. In

all, some 260,715 guerrillas in 277 guerrilla units fought in the resist-
ance movement as organized, armed, and tactically employed un'lts.3

Among the many guerrilla units in the Philippines was the 10th
Military District, the Mindanao .uerrillas, commanded by Colonel Wendell W.
Fertig. Fertig had been a United States Army Reserve officer and mining
engineer before the war and had found himself in a position to lead the
guerrilla resistance on the island of Mindanao in the Southern Philippines.

This paper studies the Mindanao guerrilla organization for several
reasons. The srbordinate organizations of Fertig's 10th Military District
were predominantly American led. This fact makes {ts study worthwhile
not only because it was unique among the guerrilla organizations in the
Philippines but also because it provides a good historical example against
which to measure concepts for the support of resistance movements. Further-
more, the Mindanao guerrilla organization is generally iilustrative of the
growth of the other guerrilla organizations throughout the Philippine
Islands, so a study of its growth will provide clues as to how the other
guerrilla organizations were establishea and sustained.

Americans -- military, foreign service, or civilian -- may find
themselves isolated unexpectediy in territory o. upied by a nation at war

with either the United States or a nation allied with the United Stotes.




Initially, the decision which must be made by such an individual is
whether or not to surrender to the enemy, and there are many factors
which will influence that decision. If the individual chooses not to
surrender, than as a person non-indigenous to the nccupied population,
entirely unforeseen hardships may be encountered. Cunning and ingenuity
coupled with strong courage and loyalty are the personal qualities which
will become mandatory for survival. Beyond these personal traits, an
understanding of how resistance movements grow and achieve success will
be highly useful. The decision to resist is, for the people of a conquered
nation, a political decision and therefore has ramifications much beyond
the basic decision to survive., This knowledge will also be useful to
American military and State Department planners as they measure the
potential of a resistance movement to contribute to the overall strategic
and tactical plans of the regular forces.

The Philippine resistance movement has not been studied in any
detail by American historians, yet the United States played & vital role
in the organization and ultimate success of the movement. This paper
seeks to 111 some of this void by contributing a historical study of
one organization within the resistance movement -- the 10th Mil{itary
District on Mindanao. The challenges cornfronted 1n acquiring source
material for the study will be addressed in Chapter 2. Chapter 3
establishes a methodology for the study of the Mindanao guerrilla orjan-
ization by identifying specific areas which must be addressed when aralyzing
a resistance movement. The succeeding chapters apply the model to the
experience on Mindanao.

On December 28, 1941, President Franklin D. Roosevelt broadcast

the following message to the people of the Philippines:
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I give the people of the Philippines my solemn pledge that
their freedom will be redeemed and their independence established
and protected. The entire resources, 12 men and matertal, of the
United States stand behind that pledge.

It was two years and 10 months later before that pledge was fulfilled.

In the meantime, guerrillas -- Filipinos and Americans together -- fought
a desperate resistance against a cruel conqueror against very long odds
of ackieving success. [n General Douglas MacArthur's tribute to the
Filipino guerrillas, he said:

We are aided by the militant loyalty of a whole people -- a
people who have rallied as one behind the standards of those
stalwart patriots who, reduced to wretched material conditions yet
sustained by an unconquerable spirit, hage formed an invincible
center to a resolute overall resistance.

This paper is the story of the "invincible center."

]
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CHAPTER 1
ENDNOTES

1Dav1d Joel Steinberg, Philippine Collaboration in World War II,
1967, p. 57.

2Dav1d Bernstein, The Philippine Story, 1947, p. 157; see also
Patricia McDermott Clement, "The Fﬁgiippine Erchives," May 8, 1981, p. 11.

3Recogn'ltion of guerrillas by the American and Philippine govern-
ments was important because recognition carried with it post-war veteran's
benefits aad political qualifications. Many individuals and units had
fought the Japanese in one fashion or another but had failed to »-hieve
recognition. 1,172 guerrilla units claimed guerrilla status of which only
277 were recognized. 1,277,767 individuals submitted claims that they
were guerrillas. Only 260,715 of these claims were approved. In the
Southern Islands, the focus of this paper, 1% of the popuiation are
recognized as having fought as guerrillas. Details and figures on the
recognition poiicy can be found in Headquarters Philippines Command,
United States Army, "U.S. Army Recognition Program of Philippine Guerrillas,"
no date.

4Cather1ne Porter, Crisis in the Philippines, 1942, p. 104.

5Genera1 lieadquarters, Southwest Pacific Area, "Specfal Release,"
October 25, 1944.

.




CHAPTER 2
RESEARCH SOURCES

After reading thousands of pages of 1{teratura on the Philippine
resistance and the exploits of the Filipino guerrillas, a simple obser-
vation finally hits the reader: the faces of the prominent characters
of the resistance remain a mystery because there are virtually no photo-
graphs of the guerrillas. Almost none of the personal accounts have
pictures of any kind, and few of the secondary sources do. This is
symptematic of the general phenomenon, which is that the Phiiippine
resistance did not nave its chroniclers moving with the guerrillas to
detail {its adventures and accomplishments. It is understandable why there
were no cameras or photographers on the Japanese occupied islands, of
course, but this one small observation underscores the reason why so
1ittle is known of the resistance of the Filipinos to the Japanese.

Several authnrs have alluded to the fact that the "definitive
bock" on the Phiiippine resistance movement has yet to be published.
Whereas historians have been provided with multitudinous accounts and
analyses of the European resistance movements and the gerieral public
satisfied with novels and movies showing the daring of these resistance
fighters, few in the West are even aware of the Filipino's struggle against
the Japanese. That is not to say that accounts of the Philippine resist-
ance do not exist -- they do, and in large numbers in the Philippines.
The void lies in English language accounts available in the West. There
are some English language accounts available, but judicious use must be

6
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made of them in order to create an accurate picture of the events in the
Phiiippines during the resistance.

Accounts of the Philippine resistance generally focus either on |
the Japanese treatment of prisoners in the internment camps nr upon the
collaboration issue. Personal arcounts written by or about members of
the various guerrilla organizations for the most part do not deal
adequately with the problems of guerrilila organization, logistics, re-
lationship to the civil government, tactics or the politics of the
guerrilla resistance. The various accounts -- including the guerrilia |
unit histories -- tend to be self-serving, short on facts, and exercises
in ax-grinding. But this problem is surmountable, given enough sources
from which to glean information and make comparisons. Many diaries were
kept by guerrillas, and some very good personal accounts have been written
from them. Official documents can sometimes serve as the catalyst to
extract the truth from this information. Nevertheless, there is no one
book which is a scholarly, in-depth account of the Philippine resistance
movement as a whole, and there is no exhaustive record published on the
guerrilla organization on Mindanao.

Research for this paper relied heavily upon personal accounts and
upon United States Government documents. Because little was known of
their activities during the war, government documents provide information
on the guerrillas sparingly. The personal accounts are subject to the
criticisms already given. One heretofore untapped source for information
on the Phitippine guerrillas which was used for research on the paper
is the Philippine Archives in the National Personnel Records Center in
St. Louis, Missouri. Virtually unknown to the academic world, the

Philippine Archives are .he repository for all of the Filipino guerrilla




records used by the United States Army to implement the guerrilla
recognition policy both during and after the war. It is stil1 used for
this purpose today, and the Archives staft routinely researches and acts
upon inquiries concerning Filipino guerrillas by using these files. These
holdings are quite extensive, considering that the guerrilla units did not
have a large record keeping task such as found in conventional Armmy units.
‘The Archives have about 850 cubic feet of organizational records, organized
by unit. The holdings were inventoried in 1981 for eventual accession

into the Nat‘onal Archives.

The files contain general orders, special orders, proclamations
and regulations pubiished by the various guerrilla organizations.

Casualty reports, periodic personnel reports, correspondence, transfer
orders, promotion, demotion and court-martial results are also in the
files. Some upit histories are contained in the Archives. The holdings
for the 10th Military District, the Mindanao guerrillas, are the largest
of the 10 military district files, fi1ling some eight large file cabinets.
Much of the material appears to have never been viewed, and the paper
reflects the field conditions under which the documents were prepared.

The annotated bibliography of this paper displays some of the
research which went into its composition. Still, there are several major
sources of intformation left unexplored which could yield huge dividends
if pursued f rther. Given the time constraints placed on writing this
paper, it was not possible to pursue these sources to an exhaustion of
their potential.

Probably the most fertile source of information, and one which
would pay the highest dividends if used, would be an oral history program

nursued with the surviving Americans who fought with the guerrilias on
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Mindanao. They have an organization called the Ameri:an Guerrillas of
Mindanao, and telephone co.versations with a number of these former
guerrillas have been very usefui. The use of information provided by
the guerrillas should wait pending a thorough and methodical effort to
gather information from them.

A second source of information is the 10th Military District
files in the Philippine Archives in St. Louis. Some of the information
available in the Archives was used, but time was not available for a
Jetailed document-by-document analysis of the many thousands of documents
in the files. Such an investigation would have been beyond the scope of
this paper in any case.

A third source which was not available for this research is the
personal papers of Brigadier General Courtney Whitney whn was General
MacArthur's principal staff officer with responsibility Tor coordinating
the guerrilla activities in the Philippines. The Whitney papers fill 21
boxes and are located at RG 16, MacArthur Memorial Bureau of Archives,
Norfolk, Virginia. These papers may illuminate the relationship between
GHQ, SWPA and the various guerrilla organizations.

Tye Tast of the four sources which was unavailable for research
on this paper were the personal diary kept by Colone' Fertig, leader of
the Mindanao guerrillas, and the unpublished manuscript of a book on the
Mindanao guerrillas written by him immediately after the war. At the
time of his death in March 1975 Colonel Fertig also had in his possession
the sole copy of the official unit history of the 10th Military District:
"Historical Record Mindanao Guerrilla Resistance Movement, 10th Military
District, from 16 September 1942 to 30 June 1945 Colonel Wendell W.

Fertig Commanding." These materials are ‘n the possession of the Fertig
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family and copies have not been made available to the historian for the
American Guerrillas of Mindanao organization nor to the archives of any
United States Government agency.

Of these four sources described, an oral history program,
the Fertig papers and the 10th Military District "Historical Record"
would be the most valuable. They would provide the greatest insight
into the politics involved in organizing the Mindanac resistance move-
ment, thereby filling a void which currently exists in the research on
this subject.
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CHAPTER 3
THE RESEARCH PARADIGM

Throughout history, the resistance of a conquered peoplc against
the foreign invader has become one of the most romanticized of events.
Many resistance movements have become the inspiration for national folk-
lore, and many have been celebrated through the writings of novelists
and historians. The Tyrolese uprising against Napoleon's armies, the
legendary French Maquis, and the Yugoslav "Sons of the Eagle" are well-
known examples. From these accounts the researcher is enabled to derive
a paradigm for the successful resistance movement. It is also from the
study of these movements that one is able to construct the model against
which a resistance movement may be measured to gauge its success. But-
whereas the exercise may be of interest only to students of the social
sciences, the paradigm can be used to derive basic concepts for the
successful initfation and sustainment of resistance movements as well.
In short, the historical model for a successful resistance movement may
become the docirine f~- 1y nation which contemplates supporting a
resistance movement.

The United States provides in its military doctrine for the
support of resistance movements engendered by a people friendly to
United States interests. That provision lies at one extreme of . scale
of policy contingencies. Along this scale of contingencies lies the
possibility that members of the American armed forces will be isolated
behind enemy lines of the conquered territory of an American ally,

whether by design or by circumstance. In the most extreme case--to
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which the doctrine does not, presumably, speak--is the possibility that \
a conquered America would evolve its own resistance movement. The study ‘

of resistance movements and how they are lsd and supported by external

sources is within the purview of the United States Army Special Forces.
But as the contingency scale alluded to suggests, the understanding of

the dynamics of resistance movements is of general interest to all
Americans who serve in an area where during war they could become isolated
behind enemy 1ines. This scenario includes the majority of Americans
serving in overseas posts today.

The subject of this thesis deals directly with the abrupt change
of fortune which can thrust Americans into participating in a resistance
movement on foreign scil. The sudden, dramatic and whoily unexpected
Japanese successes in the Pacific in December 1941 found American
servicemen, as well as Americans in the Commonwealth of the Philippines

government, totally unprepared for the conditions forced upon them by

the conquering Japanese.

The Filipino resistance to the Japanese represents a near classic
example of the conditions which encourage and sustain a resistance move-
ment. And it is no diminution of the courage ard leadership of the
Filipinos to say that the Americans who fought by their side contributed
substantially to the success of the movement, particularly on the island
of Mindanao. To understand why the resistance movement in the Philippines
was so successful, it is useful to estab’ish in this thesis the model
against which the Filipino resistance can he measured. The focus of
this model will narrow on the resistance movement on Mindanao which pro-
vides the clearest example of the strength of the paradigm as an

analytical tool.
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In broad terms the model which describes the potential for
growth and direction of a resistance movement {s defined by: (1) the
terrain of the occupied country; (2) the culture of the conguered
people; (3) the policies implemented by the occupying power to control
the indigeneous population; and (4) the sources of assistance to the
partisans from sources external to the courtry itself. Certain con-
ditions when present will tend to strengthen the prospects for success
of a resistance movement. A wide cross-section of the population will
ideally be sympathetic to the aims of the resistance movement, and a
pecple which are tenacious and hardy will provide a more fertile base
from which to support the movement. Those who take up arms against the
occunier must fight on terrain suitable for guerrilla warfare, the
ground must be of their own choosing, and the terrain must not be geo-
graphically confining to the guerrillas. Support for the guerrillas
must come in several forms: basic needs should be provided from within
the population itself, and the movement must be supported by a regular
army or receive political and cther assistance from an external source.
The resistance movement must be susceptible to organization with some
degree of pyramidal leadership, and it must evince the potential for
establishing a civil administration once the occupying force is ev1cted.1
To this latter end resistance forces will fight not only against the
oppression of the conqueror, but they will fight for one of two goals to
be met once the oppressor has been ejected: restoration of the pre-
invasion regime or the establishment of a new political order.2

A resistance movement may be divided into three comparatively
distinct elements. Although the categories tend to blur as one moves

along the continuum, the three elements are nevertheless discernible
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and the definitions workable. The three elements are the guerrilla
force itself, the auxiliary, and the underground.3 The guerrilias are
the most easily identified and defined of these categories. Generally,
they are comitted to furtherance of the movement on a full-time basis;
they carry arms or provide a combat support function; and, they are
joined together in a paramilitary organization. The auxiliary provides
combat service support Tunctions such as food, medical support, laber,
local security, or cottage industry craftsmanship. The underground is
the most amorphous because it conceals its affiliation while providing
jmportant services to the resistance forces. Taxi drivers and mistresses
relay intelligence information coaxed from their customers, the military
personnel and civilian administrators of the occupying force. Loyal
civil administrators act as buffers to protect the citizens while serving
in the government under the auspices of the occupying force. This paper
focuses on the guerrilla organization on Mindanao, so some further
elaboration on guerrilla forces is useful.4

Without the conditions favorable to a resistance movement the
guerrilla force would not be able to survive an aggressive elimination
effort by the occupying force. The guerrilla forces conduct military
and paramilitary operations to further their own strategy or to "ccmple-
ment, support, or extend conventional military operat1ons."5 These
operations are characteristically violent and brief, and depend upon
surprise and mobility. Successful operations lower enemy morale and
prestige, increase support for the guerrillas, and inflict casualties
upon the enemy's forces and his political and economic infrastructure
causing him to divert manpower and resources to combat the guerrilla.

The guerrilla force generally receives food and clothing from lucal
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sources, and arms, ammunition and ccamunications equipment from external
sources. The latter is absolutely essential in order for the guerrilla
force to be effective.5

The guerrilla forces may be militarily and politically useful
to invading 1iberation forces. The guerrillas can be used to execute a
wide variety of missions ranging from employment as a conventional mili-
tary force to the control of refugees, stragglers and prisoners. They
provide sabotage, information collection, reconnaissance, guides, and
a well-trained counterguerrilla force.

Individuals will join the guerrillas in a resistance movement
for any number of reasons. Some are motivated by ideology, and some seek
personal or political gain through the acquisition of power or rank with-
in the guerrilla organization {tself. Many will join because of hatred
for the enemy caused by loss of loved ones or property. Still others
will join the guerrillas because it is safer to be a guerrilla or
because they cannot find work in an economically damaged country. Some
will become guerrillas as a result of coercion or 1nt1m1dation.7

This thesis will not deal to any length with the legal status of
guerrillas under the Law of Land Warfare. In the accepted sense of
international law, the legal status of guerrillas was not a factor in
the Japanese-Filipino relationship be-ause the Japanese did not recoynize
the international codes concerning prisoners of war and the status of
belligerent soldiers. In this regard, however, the Filipiro resistance
movement differs little from the historical prototype, because conguering
powers have rarely granted guerrillas a recognized legal status.8

The resistance movement on Mindanao xi11 be measured against the

model discussed above in order to weigh its success and to determine if
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the model does, in fact, serve as an adequate analytical tool. In doing
50, a disclaimer should be made at the outset in regard to U. S. Army
doctrine on leadership of resistance movements. Although some may per-
ceive Army doctrine as envisioning the employment of American personnel
as leaders and organizers of indigenous guerrilla forces in an area of
operations, this is clearly not the Army's 1ntent1on.9 The Army has
concluded that "The history of resistance movements shows conclusively
that the guerrilla leadership must be indigenous--not imported from
outs1de."10 Therefore, American personnel (the doctrine speaks directly
to U. S. Army Special Forces) are not to seek command of guerrilla forces
with whom they have contact. The experience on Mindanao would suggest a
major departure from this principle, but as this paper will demonstrate,
the introduction of Americans as leaders of Filipino guerrilla units was
a direct result of the unusual nature of the American experience in the
Philippines prior to the war. In some measure it is the exception w'..ch
proves the rule.

Chapter Four in this paper will discuss three of the four elements
included in the resistance movement model: (1) the terrain of Mindanao
and what impact it had upon the resistance movement; (2) the culture of
the Filipino peopie in the broad sense and the cultural aspects peculiar
to the resistance on Mindanao; and (3) the policies of the Japanese in
the Philippines in general and on Mindanao ir particular.

Chapter Five will focus entirely upon the leaders who guided the
resistance movement on Mindanao and how they organized the guerrilla
organization.

Chapter Six continues the discussion of the Filipino culture on

Mindanao but addresses a very specifi aspect of the island's culture --
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the Filipino Mohammedans, or Moros. The discussion of the Moros is
better appreciated afier having read how the guerrillas were organized,
and so it is placed after the chapter on organization.

The same is also true of the subject of Chapter Seven which is
the external support received by the Mindanao resfstarce movement. The
fourth element in the model used in the thesis s axternal support to
the movement, and its role in the Mindanav resistance is better under-
stood after having read how the guerrillas were organized.

Chapter Eight discusses the operational employment of the
guerrilla force and details the methods under which it functioned; the
response of the Japanese to the guerrilla forces: and, what effectiveness
the guerrillas demonstrated as the combat arm of the Mindanao resistance.

Chapter Nine draw conclusions from the discussion presented in

the paper.
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CHAPTER 4

BACKGROUND TO THE RESISTANCE MOVEMENT ON MINDANAO

Geography of Mindanao

There are 7,083 islands within the Philippine Archpelago, half
of which have no names. From the northernmost island of Luzon south to
Mindanao lie great expanses of jungle, mountains and generally roadless
terrain broken up by 11,000 miles of codstline. The island chain is
divided roughly into three sections, the northern islands (Luzon), the
central islands (Panay, Negros, Cebu, Bohol, Samar and Leyte: all known
collectively as the Visayas), and the southern islands (Mindanao,
Palawan, and the Sulu Archipelago). The comparative size of these areas

can be expressed in percentage of land area and population within the

Philippine Archipe'lago:1
Area Population
Percentage Percentage
Northern Islands 37 47
Central Islands 20 35
Southern Islands 43 18
100% 100%

The southern islands are the largest in land area and smallest in popu-
lation, a factor which would affect the giowth of the resistance movement
on Mindanao.

Mindanao is the second Targest island in the Philippine Archi-
pelago with 36,537 square miles, about the size of the state of Indiana--
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or the island of Hokkaido in the Japanese frame of reference. The
island's coastline measures 1,400 miles and is defined by many gulfs,
bays, inlets, capes, points and large peninsulas. Described by General
Robert Eichelberger as "bewildering," the island has five major mountain
systems with a varied and complex topography that includes numerous
rivers and a number of 1akes.2 Elevations in the mountain ranges run
from 2,000 feet at the plateaus to a high at Mount Apo of 9,690 feet.
There are two major river systems. The Agusan River flows for 100 miles
in the Davao -- Agusan Trough from south to north on the east side of the
island. In the southwest the Cotabato Lowlands surround the Mindanao
River which flows from east to west through large swampy stretches. The
Bukidnon -- Lanao Highlands with peaks rising to 9,500 feet contain the
134 square mile Lake Lanao. Colonel Wendell Fertig described this area
as being "nearest to paradise. A high, cool, grassy plateau, cut by deep
vertical walled canyons with blue-black mountains arising on all sides"
which reminded him of New Mex*lco.3

Mindanao is actually divided into Zamboanga and Central Mindanao,
“central” Mindanao including the eastern portion of the island as well.
The island narrows to a width of nine miles between I11igan and Pagadian
Bays, separating Zamboanga from Central Mindanao. Geographically, the
island is a single entity, but from a military tactical perspective, the
isiand represents two distinct entities because of the narrowness of the
strip of land which joins the two portions. Zamboanga, the westernmost
portion, rises to a height of 8,420 feet just west of the narrow juncture
of the two portions and tapers to a long narrow peninsula to the south-
west.

The terrain is rugged and inhospitable. The impenetrableness
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of the island's geography has been portrayed by the recent discovery of

the Tasaday tribe. This primitive tribe had 1ived undetected in a rain
forest among 200 foot trees in an unexplored area of Cotabato Province
near Supu for an estimated 500 to 1,000 years. The irony is that this
tribe, which has no word in its vocabulary for "war," was never accident-
ally discovered by the Filipino guerrillas who hid from the Japanese in

this area. The existence of the tribe was reported in 1971.4

In 1939
Mindanao's population density was 53 persons per square mile, with the
population concentrated for the most part in the more hospitable coastal
areas.’

Two main roads bisected Mindanao: Highway One running east - west
and the Sayre Highway running north - south. These main arteries were
1ittle more than improved trails, and roads throughout the entire island
totalled only 790 miles. There were many short, fast-running streams
which hindered even foot traffic along jungle trails. On one 145 mile
stretch along Highway One from Parang to Davao, bridges averaged one to
each mile and one-half of road.6 Normally considered obstacles, the two
major water systems in Mindanao -- the Mindanao and Agusan Rivers -- were
used for troop transport, resupply and evacuation by all the military
forces which operated on Mindanao. By the end of the Japanese occupa-
tion, Mindanao had 60 airfields, of which from 11 to 22 were operational
for normal operations, depending on whose figures are used: Japanese,
American, or guerrilla intelligence. The island had eight major ports
with anchorages at three of them for capital sh'lps.7

Earthquakes occasionally shook Mindanao with little effect on

the hardwood timber which was two feet thick and so hard with silicon

that a gang of men with axes needed four days to chop one down. Wild




.

i

22
black bees that could ki1l carabaos (water buffalo) and pythons that would
ki1l men were common. The natives would smear their legs with tobacco
leaves to repel one-half inch long leeches which 1ived on shrubs and in
slimy streams. Swarms of mosquitoes infested the island, along with
cobras, poisonous snakes, and crocodiles which dogged the footsteps of
the unwary. Fammers were subjected to recurring locustplagues, and
during the period of the Japanese occupation vast hordes of rats left
the forests to destroy entire rice crops. Not least of the hazards were
inch-long rattan needles, bamboo spike traps set along trails for wild
pigs, deer, and humans, and headhunters who inhabited the interior.

Avoidance of these hazards was no guarantee of long continued
health, however, for disease abounded. Yaws, filariarsis, scabies,
tropical ulcers, worm infestations, dysentary, dengue, cholera, typhoid,
scrub typhus and fungus infections were prevalent in varying degrees.

The largest killer was malaria. Davao received rainfall of up to 11
inches a year, making the area a breeding ground for disease.8

The Mindanao terrain was, in short, ideal guerrilla territory.
The Japanese were unable to bring fhe strength of their army to bear
upon the guerriilas: the airplanes, ships, trucks, and conventional
tactical formations were only marginally effective in this terrain. But
the terrain is neutral, and the advantage the guerrillas gained by with-
drawing to the island's interior was often negated by the reduced
ability of the guerrillas to move quickly and to communicate in the
mountains and jungle. And, of course, by withdrawing to the interior,
the guerriilas were to take a very heavy toll in casualties from disease
and the natural hazards of the jungle. The generally accepted figure

for the percentage of the island controlled by the guerrillas is 95
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percent.9 The Japanese were "confined" to the roadways, ports, air-
fieids, best agricultural areas on the island, and the major cities with
their running water and electricity.

In 1938 Vic Hurley reflected upon this rugged island and penned
this prophetic observation:
There is a feeling of permanence about Mindanao that seems
to hang in the air. One has but to step upon its gritty sand beaches
and look back along the rolling jungled hills to know that here is a
land whick is pregnant with unpleasant memories and bristiing with
unwritten stories. It had been stained with the blocd of a dozen

races of men. It was a land where illysions and men had died -- and
where more men were to die.

The Culture of Mindanao

On the eve of the Japanese invasion in 1939, the population of
the Philippines was 16,000,303 Filipinos. Throughout the islands there
were 8,709 Americans, 117,000 Chinese, 1.149 Germans, and 29,300 Japanese. 'l
Unofficial estimates of the Japanese population ran as high as 50,000.12
There were three primary religious oroups in the islands: pagans,
Christians, and Mohammedans. The Census Bureau defined two classifica-
tions, Chiistians and non-Christians. The Christians represented 90
percent of the population, and 88 percent of these were koman Catholic,
the religiocn inherited from the Spanish. There were 500,000 Mohammedan
Filipinos, or Moros as they are called.13 On Mindanao the Christians
were the largest religious group, and they were made up mainly of
Visayans who had migrated to Mindanac from Cebu, Panay and Rohol and
seitled along the island’'s rorthern coast in the Misamis Oriental riion.
Although largest in number, this group was second in political power to
the Filipino Christians of Spanish and Chinese descent, the Mestizos.14
The Filipinos were divided racially into three broad grcups --

Negrito, Indonesian and Malay -- and many subgroups, almost indistinguishable




24
from one another, resulting from centuries of intermarriage. Con-
sequently, the best test for distinguishing one group from another was
the language spoken by each. Language grouping is generally accepted
as the primary means of cultural difrerentiation among the Filipinos,
rather than race, religion or socio-economic 1eve15.15

The 1939 census reported eight major native languages with 60
different d'Ia]ects.16 0f the eight major languages known collectively
as the Lowland Christian languages, Ilokano and Pangasinan were spoken
on Northern Luzon, and Cebuano, Tagalog, Ilongo, Bikolano, Waray-Waray
and Pampangan were spoken south of Luzon.17 Cebuano was the major
language spoken on Mindanao, with many dialects found additionally among
the Moros and tribes of the interior. In 1939 English was the second
language with approximately 28 percent of the Filipino population able
to speak or understand the 'Ianguage.18 The ability to communicate amonj
the various guerrilla groups was important to the success of the resist-
ance movement, and an appreciation for the subtleties of the Filipino
expression of ideas was crucial to the non-Filipino. The Filipino
dialects are "flowery languages, principally because it is possible to
transmit exact ideas only by means of the ellipsis and the illusion,"
and in this respect they differ from the Japanese and Western 1anguages.19
The ability to communicate ideas using Filipino expressions was funda-
mental to Colonel Fertig's success in organizing the Filipino guerrillas
on Mindanao; conversely, tiie evidence woul. uggest that the Japanese
failed to make the attempt.

"Mindanao has always been something of 'another country'" wrote
Beth Day in her account of the PhiIippines.Zo Or, as the Japanese pre-

invasion assessment had it, Mindanao was the "most uncivilized" island



