torical, and political grounds that the re-occupation of
the Philippines must be stopped.
• A call by Philippine Senator Kit Tatad (1992-2001)
for the Philippines to declare official neutrality.
• A dramatic vote in the Philippine Senate on November 9, passing a resolution by a vote of 15-1 that
declares that the EDCA is indeed a treaty and must be
approved by the Senate. The resolution—brought by
Senator Miriam Defensor-Santiago, a presidential
candidate for the 2016 election—pre-empted the the
Supreme Court, which had leaked that its decision
would approve the EDCA and would be released on
November 16, the day before President Obama is
scheduled to arrive in the Philippines for the annual
APEC Summit.
Obama’s effort to be ordained the new governorgeneral of a colonial Philippines has been thwarted,
thus far.

Revolt Across Asia

These developments in the Philippines come at a
time when the rest of Asia is also reacting against
Obama’s war drive. A meeting of the defense ministers
of the 10 members of the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations (ASEAN) plus the United States, China,
Japan, and others, on Nov. 13 in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, rejected Obama’s demand, delivered by U.S.
Secretary of Defense Ashton Carter, that the final communiqué denounce China for “aggression” in the
South China Sea. No communiqué was issued as a
result.
In fact, China’s President Xi Jinping on Nov. 6 visited Vietnam—one of the countries Obama has encouraged to denounce Chinese “aggression” in the South
China Sea—and the two nations re-established strong
strategic ties. Then Chinese Foreign Minister Wang Yi
visited Manila to prepare for President Xi’s visit for the
APEC Summit. President Aquino promised that the
South China Sea issue would not be on the APEC
agenda.
The ASEAN members naturally want to be part of
China’s New Silk Road projects for real development,
rather than Obama’s anti-China alliance. But they also
increasingly recognize that the militarization of the
region is not coming from China, which is only building up islands already under their control, but from
Obama, whose plan for at least eight U.S. military
bases in the Philippines even includes two in the South
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China Sea, on Palawan Island—and they want no part
of it.

LaRouche’s Role

In several of these developments, friends of Lyndon
LaRouche are playing a crucial role. In their own words,
here is the documentation of the courageous steps taken
by citizens of a small nation to prevent the madness of
a global thermonuclear war, and to demand development as the basis for peace.

Is Neutrality an Option
for the Philippines?
by Francisco S. Tatad
Nov. 16—The following (edited) op-ed in the Manila
Times was written by Francisco “Kit” Tatad, Minister
of Public Information under President Ferdinand
Marcos from 1969 to 1980, and Senator of the Philippines from 1992 to 2001. Sen. Tatad is a founding
member of the National Transformation Council.

The Prospect of War
WASHINGTON, Nov. 13 (EIRNS)—Given the maritime conflict between China and Japan, between China
and the Philippines, and America’s concern over China’s conduct in the disputed areas, armed hostilities
could arise between China on the one hand, and the
United States and Japan on the other, with the Philippines probably absorbing some of the missiles. This is
the fear of some Filipino analysts I have met here.
. . .The Philippines is not militarily prepared for any
war, but by talking like it very badly needs to take on
the Asian hegemon, the Aquino regime may have created a situation nobody wants or is ready for. . . .

The Idea of Being Neutral

One analyst, who asked that I withhold his name,
has proposed one such unthinkable question. Given
the growing rivalry between the United States and
China, and the distinct possibility that we might get
caught in the middle, if and when it explodes into a
EIR
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Philippine Senator Francisco (Kit) Tatad, addressing a conference of the
Save the Nation movement, founded by Philippines LaRouche Society
leader Butch Valdes, in April 2013.

violent confrontation, can neutrality be an option for
the Philippines? It is not easy to formulate this question, for obvious reasons. Because of our longstanding security alliance with the United States, just to ask
the question already carries with it the smell of treason. . . .
Why neutrality? Because the analyst’s fear is that an
air-sea battle could erupt in our disputed waters, and it
would not be easy to remain a non-belligerent then. He
does not see hostilities being limited to a small war
solely between China and the Philippines on account of
their maritime territorial dispute. The issue has been
there since the 1950s, and only during the presidency of
B.S. Aquino III did it become a serious bilateral problem.

Imagining War

The analyst believes that, were real hostilities to
occur, they are more likely to be between the United
States and Japan on the one hand, and China on the
other, because of the larger question of regional dominance and sphere of influence. As the oldest Asia-Pacific power and the world’s only superpower, the United
States, with its Seventh Fleet, is not likely to give up its
historic role. But China is now a world economic power,
and a rising regional military power, and will not want
to be elbowed out of its own natural theatre. . . .
November 20, 2015
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Can a country like the Philippines offer a
solution? This is what the analyst wanted me
to explore. The Philippines is one of China’s
oldest trading partners, and at the same time,
a historic U.S. military and political ally. It
should be a friend to both sides. . . .
Until 1975, when Marcos established diplomatic relations with Beijing, the Chinese
Communist Party was said to be funding,
training, and arming the New People’s Army
(NPA) and the Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP). The cessation of Chinese support for the CPP/NPA was one of the conditions for Marcos’ recognition of Beijing. On
the other hand, military assistance and security support came solely from the United
States, with which the Philippines had a
Mutual Defense Treaty signed in 1950 (and
in force until now), and a military bases
agreement, signed in 1947 and ending in
1991.

U.S.-Philippine Security Ties

When the bases agreement expired in 1991, the
United States tried to negotiate a new treaty extending
the bases by another 10 years. This was shot down by
the Senate in 1992, despite President Corazon Aquino’s
frenzied effort to win Senate approval. This chilled
Philippine-U.S. relations for a while until the two governments entered into a Visiting Forces Agreement in
1999. As Senate Majority Leader at the time, I co-sponsored the Senate resolution concurring in its ratification.
In 2014, the Aquino government signed an Enhanced Defense Cooperation Agreement (EDCA) with
the United States without the participation of the
Senate. The Constitution provides that after 1991, foreign military bases, troops, or facilities shall not be allowed in the Philippines except under a treaty duly
concurred in by the Senate and, when the Congress so
requires, ratified by a majority of the votes cast by the
people in a national referendum held for that purpose,
and recognized as a treaty by the other contracting
state.
The EDCA does not create any new bases, but
allows the United States to deploy its troops and facilities inside any Philippine military establishment. It also
allows nuclear vessels to come and go as they please,
despite the constitutional ban on nuclear weapons in the
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country. All this seems consistent with Aquino’s
support for President Obama’s pivot to Asia.

Undoing What Aquino Has Done

Aquino’s handling of the nation’s foreign and
national security policies has created a situation
that needs to be undone. . . . The Philippines needs
to compose its own differences with China, instead of getting involved in any quarrel that is not
its own. It should try to promote friendship and
cooperation between China and the United States,
instead of getting caught in the middle of any possible confrontation. How can this be done? The
analyst suggests either a non-aggression pact with
China or a state of neutrality for the Philippines.
This, he points out, is consistent with the Philippine constitutional provision which renounces
war as an instrument of national policy.

U.S. Neutrality

With respect to neutrality, he points to the early
American experience. In 1793, he recalls, President George Washington issued a proclamation of
neutrality, which enabled his young nation to
avoid the war raging between France and England. The United States was militarily weak at the
time, and fighting a war would have endangered
Library of Congress
its very existence. This enabled the United States
President
George
Washington
declared
U.S.
neutrality
in
the
midst of the
to grow from inside, so that by 1823, it was strong
great European conflicts of the 1790s.
enough to proclaim the Monroe Doctrine, which
warned the European powers that further efforts to
Belligerents are forbidden to move troops, or concolonize land or interfere with states in North or South
voys of either war munitions or supplies, across the
America would be regarded as acts of aggression, requirterritory of a neutral power. They are likewise forbiding U.S. intervention.
den to (a) erect on the territory of a neutral power a
From 1935 to 1939, President Roosevelt invoked the
wireless telegraphy station or other apparatus for the
Neutrality Act again and again to avoid getting empurpose of communicating with belligerents on land
broiled in the European wars. . . . On Dec. 8, 1941, the
or sea, or (b) use any installation of this kind estabUnited States declared war on Japan, a day after it had
lished by them before the war on the territory of a
attacked Pearl Harbor. On Dec. 11, 1941, Germany and
neutral power for purely military purposes, and which
Italy declared war on the United States, and on the same
has not been opened for the service of public mesday the United States responded with similar declarasages.
tions. By now the United States had become a great war
Corps of combatants cannot be formed nor recruitpower, but for as long as it lasted, its neutrality had a
ing agencies opened on the territory of a neutral power
glorious run.
to assist the belligerents.
Some Rights and Duties of Neutrals
A neutral power has the right and the duty to resist
Under the Hague Convention of 1907, the territory
any attempt to violate its neutrality, even by force, withof neutral powers is inviolable.
out [being regarded as] committing a hostile act. . . .
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Effects of Neutrality

Were the Philippines to become neutral, it would
remove itself from the center of the evolving conflict
between China on the one hand, and the United States
and Japan on the other. It would also allow a policy of
equidistance from the competing Asia-Pacific powers.
This would enable it to develop an independent world
view and a foreign policy that looks primarily to its own
interests, rather than to those of its external patrons. For
the first time in its history, it would be compelled to
stand on its own. This would not be without pain in the
beginning, but if Switzerland provides any inspiration,
the end result could be rewarding. It would allow the
country to nourish and fulfill its own ambitions.
But it would mean dismantling the U.S.-Philippine
alliance which has helped to undergird the U.S. security
system in the Asia-Pacific region until now. Do you believe there is anyone on the horizon who would risk his
chance of becoming president by suggesting to Washington that this is one great idea whose time has come?
—fstatad@gmail.com

PINAS Statement on
U.S. Actions Hostile
to the Philippines
Nov. 16—The following statement was issued by Filipinos in Solidarity for Sovereignty (PINAS) on the U.S.
provocation in the South China Sea and the planned
U.S. military occupation of Philippine bases. It was
drafted by Butch Valdes, the head of the Philippine LaRouche Society, and adopted by PINAS on Oct. 30.
PINAS also brought the case against EDCA to the Supreme Court.
Despite our presently unresolved territorial issues
with countries surrounding the West Philippine Seas,
it is with unequivocal opposition that we view the
outrageous military provocation of China by U.S.
President Obama under the guise of freedom of navigation.
In blatant disregard for the sovereignty and security
concerns of Southeast Asian Nations, the U.S. has initiated threatening actions against China, which not only
destabilize the whole region, but also may provide the
November 20, 2015
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Antonio ‘Butch’ Valdes, addressing the Schiller Institute New
Paradigm conference of June 2103 in San Francisco by video.

spark of thermonuclear confrontation between the two
superpowers.
Our concern is aggravated by the declared and
insane acquiescence of the current President, Benigno
Aquino III, in the critically dangerous advances by an
equally impaired Barack Obama. The risk to 100 million Filipino lives notwithstanding, Aquino has signed
a constitutionally infirm agreement allowing the U.S.
forces to have access to all our airports and seaports,
ply our territorial waters, and set up American bases
within our Philippine bases.
It is this highly questionable accommodation by the
Philippine President, and the tacit approval of a mercenary Senate and an obviously intimidated Supreme
Court, that has provided U.S. nuclear-armed warships
the bases to mount and implement provocative action
against their principal adversary in the region.
We call on all patriotic Filipinos to reject the presently disastrous condition of allowing foreign military
installations in Philippine territories. The U.S. geopolitical intentions, through President Obama’s actions,
are manifestly clear. Their decisions and actions in Iraq,
Afghanistan, Libya, Yemen, Egypt, Syria, and Ukraine
are now glaring examples of internal chaos, after they
have been supposedly liberated from dictatorship, into
democracy.
Let us uphold the principles of sovereignty, and advocate a world community of Sovereign Nation-States—
bound by a common objective—to improve the quality
of life of every single human being on the planet, so that
our generation and those after us, can reap the benefits of
Man’s collaboration and collective creativity.
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