SENATE

1553

El SECRETARIO:

(Informe Numero 1777)
Mr. PresippNt:

.The Committee on Education to which was referred Senate
Bﬂl. No. 677, 3rd C. R. P., introduced by Senator Puyat,
entitled :

An Act converting the present Philippines School of
Arts and Trades into a college to be kmown as the
Philippine College of Arts and Trades,

s considered the same and has the honor to report it
back to e Senate with the following recoramendation:

That it ne approved without amendment.

Respectfully submitted,
(Sgd.) Josg P. LAUREL
Chairman
Committece on Education
The Honorable
© PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE
anila

0} PRESIDENTE, Al calendario de asuntos ordi-
Naripg,

CONSIDERACION DEL C. R. NO. 6584
(Continuacion)
. Senatoy PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, 1 ask that' we
®Sume consideration of House Bill No. 6584. The

ehtleman from Misamis Oriental will resume his

SDDHSOI'ship,
- he PRpsipNT. The gentleman from
'ental hag the floor.
Senator Prrigz, Mr. President, I am now ready
i answer further questions from the gentlemar;
uezon and other colleagues who might Wan

Propoung i
questions. ;
Senatoy Tagapa, Mr. President, will the sponsor

Vielqp
01:11‘ fe PregipnT. The gentlem
cntal may yield if he so desires.
qolator Prripz, With pleasure
in p3tor TafiaDa. T would like to stk T 00 o
reqp OF Of this bill and up to last mighe” © it
Se Y intenq to take the floor because I sa\Vd igo
bl‘naf:m-s Sumtlong, Loesin, Sab‘ido f(,l]ng tljobll:ifg
out 8t up the questions that I inten ;the distin-
Ruj. . 90 not mention here the name © Norte who
Sheq gentleman from Zamboansa & ?; I did
k the floor because, I regret t-o Stahe’UId be
38res with his idea that commumen St : eview
°d in thig bill, But last night, 10 TS0y
ShDul Tovisions of this bill and I ﬂlO]l:;ir certain
Aoy, . "aise certain questions &y

-, S in m : .

Sehatoy gnin;?;l " And help improve th?‘i ?lgl-page

“Natqy TARAD A If possible- In th|e dI::

UIS bill, there is a statement ik ;. ‘on' of the
“In affirmation of the findings end ]dec:?‘ss']- Criganto

UPreme Oyt in the cages © PR

Misamis

an from Misamis

tate that I am

Evangelista, et. al., (57 Phil. 354) and People vs. Capa-
docia, et. al,, (67 Phil. 364) .. .”
Then:

“WHEREAS, the Communist Party of the Philippines,
altho purportedly a political party, is in fact an or-
ganized instrument of a conspiracy to overthrow the
Government of the Republic of the Philippines for the
purpose of establishing in its place a totalitarian re-
gime . . .”

Now, what is the basis of this assertion, the
decision of the Supreme Court or the articles of
incorporation or association of the Communist Party
of the Philippines?

Senator PELATZ. The basis of that assertion is the
confirmation of the Lower House. If Your Honor
would examine the report of the Committee, the
Committee on National Defense and Security of
the Senate does not quite agree that the declaration
that the Communist Party of the Philippines is an
organized instrument of a conspiracy to overthrow
the Government of the Philippines for the purpose
of establishing in its place a totalitarian regime,
was the finding of the Supreme Court in the Cases
of People ve. Crisanto Evangelista and People vs.
Capadocia, because we did examine the provisions
or rather, those two decisions and found that the
findings at that time did not go that far. As a
matter of fact, this declaration that the “Communist
Party of the Philippines, although purportedly a
political party, is in fact an organized instrument
of conspiracy . . .” ete, is an exact copy of the
Communist Control Act of 1954 of the United
States. Because of that, your Committee recom-
mends that the reference to the cases of People vs.
Crisanto Evangelista and People vs. Capadocia be
made a separate whereas, and that the affirmation
that the Communist Party of the Philippines is in
fact an organized instrument of a conspiracy be
made a separate whereas too.

I appreciate Your Honors’ doubts thut the de-
claration that the Communist Party is an instru-
ment of a conspiracy is an affirmation of these two
Supreme Court cases because actually if Your
Honor examines those cases, Your Honor will find
that they did not go that far.

Senator TANADA. As a matter of fact, Your
Honor, let me bring out the fact that the Supreme
Court, contrary to the impression given by this
Qection 1 of the bill, could not have ruled, even if
it had wanted to, that the Communist Party was
a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of the
Republic of the Philippines for the purpose of
establishing in its place a totalitarian regime be-
cause the Republic of the Philippines was not in

existence then.
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Senator PELAEZ. Correct. It is for that reason
that the Committee recommends that the wording
be as follows: ;

“WHEREAS, IN THE CASES OF PEOPLE VS. EVANGELISTA,
ET AL, (57 PHIL. 354) AND PEOPE ws. CAPADOCIA, ET AL,
(67 PHIL. 364), THE SUPREME COURT HAS CATEGORICALLY
DECLARED THAT THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF THE PHILIP-
PINES IS AN ILLEGAL ASSOCIATION ORGANIZED TO DISTURB
THE PEACE OF THE COMMUNITY AND THE SAFETY AND
ORDER OF THE GOVERNMENT, DISTURB AND OBSTRUCT TEE
PERFORMANCE BY LAWFUL AUTHORITIES OF THEIR PUBLIC
DUTIES, STIR UP THE PEOPLE AGAINST THE LAWFULLY CON-

STITUTED AUTHORITIES, AND INCITE THE PEOPLE TO REBELLION
AND THE ULTIMATE OVERTHROW OF THE GOVERNMENT;"
That is much closer to the wordings of the Supreme
Court findings in the cases of People vs. Evangelista
and People vs. Capadocia.

Senator TANADA. Yes, but then what would
follow that Whereas on the findings that the Com-
munist Party of the Philippines is an illegal asso-
ciation? :

Senator PELAEZ. Then the next paragraph would
be: “Whereas, the Communist Party of the Phil-
ippines, altho purportedly a political party, is in
fact an organized instrument of a conspiracy to
overthrow the Government of the Republic of the
Philippines for the purpose of establishing in its
place a totalitarian regime . . .”

Senator TANADA. If that is the Whereas that the
Committee proposes to submit to this Body, may I
ask the question: Could we make such a finding
and in effect declare an association illegal in this
Body?

Senator PELAEZ. There is no definite ruling on
that because the case has never been brought to
the highest courts, either of the Philippines or of
the United States, but there have been similar cases
which involved the constitutionality of the Internal
Security Act of 1950 of the United States, and
although the decisions of the Supreme Court of
the United States are not binding on us, they have
persuasive effect, and in those cases it has been held
that where it is found that a particular group of
persons carrying on activities continuously for 5
long period of time presents a clear and pregent
danger to the security of the country, the State,
through Congress, has a right to call that what it
is, and that is, that it is really a conspiracy tq
overthrow the government. It does not mean that
the Supreme Court can pick out any political party
and say, “This political party is subversiye»
There must be a background of an extensive inveg.
tigation, there must be a background of cireym.-
stances conclusive in nature to prove that actually
a group of persons-are engaged in a conspiracy
to overthrow the government, and that woulq g
only the Communist Party of the Philippines,

not think that either procedural or substantive

 Statutory means of protection, and where

Senator TANADA. Why don’t we just make 2
statement of facts and acts that would constitute
an offense, and not pronounce here or declare 1.1ere_
that a certain organization is an illegal 3SS°°iaho.n?
It is true that the CAFA has conducted an extensive
investigation, but that is an investigation that does
not satisfy the rules of due process, because I
those investigations the parties who are defslaref%
to be illegal associations, or to compose an fllesd
association, were not heard. If the Supreme C?-
had declared the Communist Party of the Phl-hp-
pines an illegal association because it was organize
to subvert the Government of the Republic of
Philippines by means of force, perhaps We€ collllas
here reiterate such a ruling, but Your Honor not
admitted already that the Supreme Court cou d.ﬁ 3
have declared the Communist Party of the hJnirl;‘
pines as an illegal association because it Was -?rg? the
ed to subvert the Government of the Republi¢ O]ara—
Philippines, and therefore, without such 2 a cide
tion, it is not for us to investigate and then declt
that a certain association is illegal. It fs PR
my opinion, a judicial function. o o SUP”

Senator PELARZ, Well, there is authority Ot the
port the contrary view. As a matter of faC:n in’
doubt raised by Your Honor was raised evz
the Lower House, and the opinion of the ecrught’
of Justice, Mr. Justice Pedro Tuason, WaS sf(c))llo“"
and on February 28, 1957, he rendered th® 5
ing opinion, precisely with respect to
dural aspect of thig matter, and he says: ot 877

“Procedural due process does not, I believe: prfd:gwidusl
problem. As pointed out earlier, guilt of an_le. 1
Person must, under the bill, be judicially dEterrlgEe P"’t‘;ﬁ

iec

requires that the harmful and vicious character ) %Bjrtained
of a particular organization must be judiCially asﬂwse Ob;
I_Jefore membership therein with knowledge © erted :’5
lectives can be prohibited. It has never been s?;ic‘-ﬂar il1‘1‘
Congress cannot constitutionally penalize 2 pﬂl'eope vt
it believes inconsistent with the welfare of the P mﬂtber
out a judicial determination that such act iS 8% er®
fact, repugnant to the public welfare.

“The standard of due process is adequ®
Some rational connection is sought between-iecfi o
Inferest which Congress has a right t0 I;::,h el st

me?
tely giib sts

1ot in themselves so unreasonable, arbitrary % nsci‘c"ﬂ':&3 ¥
as to b'e shocking and unendurable to g US- et
our policy. (See e.g. Holden v. Hardy 1% 8. 502’14;5””
L. ed. 780; Nebbia v. New York, 291 -7ig ce¥ oct
Security from overthrow by force and ‘”olene o

a substantial enough interest for the Govern™ thﬂt' ay

Senator TANADA. T am not questionmf on ¥ g

Senator PELARZ, Now the opinion goe ying®™ 9%
“As was aptly gaid by Mr. Chief Justic® ;

Is the ul.i:,imate value'of ‘any society, for ”
Protect its very structure from internal 2
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must t"ollow that no subordinate value can be protected.’
(Dennis v, U.S. [1951])

Ar-ld now comes the question Your Honor has
raised :

to 'Ehe fm.mi”g of an association which Congress has found
€ rigidly devoted to the forcible destruction of the
tovernment and the penalizing of informed membership
Urel‘efn, Wwhatever one may think of its wisdom, desira‘?ility
an Probable efficacy, can scarely be regarded as devoid of
Secy \_reasonable relation with the safeguarding of the
u ULty of the State. And insofar as the freedom from
"reasonableness and arbitrarines of the specification of the
sogmn unist Party is concerned, I believe that 1:s st_lﬁiciel?tly
heWn by adverting to the prolonged investigations into
of t;llature: strategy and tactics of the Communist Party
mittee 1 hilippines conducted by the Congressional corm-
Nong ¥ “:here extensive eyidence was take.n, to the volumi-
Cageg evidence submitted and analyzed in the Politburo
it in 'Pas well as that which the Supreme Court had before
of ¢ €ople v. Evangelista. It seems clear that the naming
ob; ¢ Communist Party and the determination as to its
;)‘e ctives are not without rational and substantm:{ baszs;
i least persuasive support for the view taken above
i
;reszorded by recent decisions holding in_ effect that fCcn‘:--
on t.; 13y, consistently with the Constitution, find thc'a acts
g ® basis of which membership in a named organization
q v be made to carry with it special burdens and dis-
“B‘hﬁeations_”

And the opinion goes on to support American
toommunicatiOns Association vs. Douds more or less
of the same effect as the opinion of the Secrefary

Jllstice_
[ - hator Tafapa. Yes, but those cases, as far‘ as
col‘%an, merely prove in a sense tpgt Congjless

i State that certain facts or acts, it they create
to society, could be
Your Honor, is to
ist Party of the
ty having been

De;?;iz-lr and present danger
asg 'Zed. But what we do here,
£ ii;;lidgment upon the Co.rgmur;
i hes without the said par oee
,ino"f € opportunity to show that at p}'e?%if]cfrfes
bee °nger organized as it had been organize : 0:
AUse whep it was declared to be an illegal ass
' by our Supreme Court in :
n the bill, Ii)ts purpose Was to sub:ﬂt a
80 government, the American Governmen s
: JectiVes now may, be different. So, ‘I bel:eve'a - an
‘uld pot properly state that this as.scl);iz:l If)y
Was declared to be an illegal assotis mnow
Ubreme Court is an illegal assocmfilogo not;
gy, Nator PprAigpz, 1 am sorry to S ho souPt
Das:e With Your Honor’s impression Wheél mren o
Qont Hpon these esses. . BE gh?Stafes-, there
L Act of 1954 of the United S&rrs o

To
We

& ; om
alr herous cases where beitg b - there were

sd i - instance,
Ha for deportation. For : e
3 ist party ha
heeny st'flte laws where the communl

esignated,

7418;‘_7_3

Senator TANADA. May I please interrupt Your
Honor for a while? The State could enact laws
making membership in the Communist Party a
ground for deportation but before he is de-
ported . . .

Senator PELAEZ. No, membership in the Inter-
national Communist Party. In several laws of the
United States, for instance, membership in the
Communist Party was declared to be ground for
deportation. In this particular case of Peterson
vs. Nichols, which was an habeas corpus Proceed-
ings by an alien ordered deported because of his
affiliation to the Communist Party, the court denied
the writ saying, and I will go to the pertinent part:
“The cause therefore is whether Congress may con-
stitutionally designate the Communist Party as an
organization which advocates the overthrow of the
government by force and violence.” The laws spe-
cifically stated the Communist Party, Now, the
court goes on to say that, “in Title I of the Internal
Security Act of 1950 Congress has made numerous
findings on the nature and objectives of the Com-
munist Party of the United States. On the basis
of these findings, Congress clearly contends that
the Communist Party of the United States is an
organization which advocates the overthrow of the
government by force and violence. It is clear from
this that the findings as to the nature of the Com-
munist Party of the United States were made by
Congress itself in a congressional act and not by
judicial proceedings. So, I would like to say 1
cannot agree with Your Honors’ impression that in
these cases in the United States there was a neces-
sity for a judicial finding as to the nature of the
Communist Party.

Senator TANADA. Well, I am sorry too that I can-
not agree with those laws. Frankly, I admit that
Congress is acting within its authority when it
declares certain acts as constituting an offense. 1t
cannot, in my opinion, declare certain associationg
or persons as guilty of said offense. But let us go
to another point.

Senator PELAEZ. I respect Your Honors’ opinion
but this has been the trend of the findings of juris.
prudence in the United States at least and I cite
them as persuasive. Of course, we finally agree
that the Supreme Court of the Philippines will be
free to decide which theory to adopt.

Senator TANADA. What is the objection, Your
Honor, to just stating the facts that would con-
stitute the offense? For example, that an associg-
tion organized for the purpose of subverting the
government by the use of force and violence and
for the purpose of bringing our government unger
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the control of a foreign power is a subversive or-
ganization, and not say the Communist Party is a
subversive organization. Don’t we cover the Com-
munist Party in that provision of the hill?
Senator PELAEZ. I have already explained that
procedurally it is better that the Communist Party
of the Philippines be so designated. If we were to
say simply an organization whose purpose is to
overthrow the government by force and violence is
an illegal organization, in every prosecution we
would have to present evidence as to the nature
of the Communist Party of the Philippines, and
Your Honor and I know how difficult that is where
the Fiscal would have to be presenting and present-
ing the same evidence in every particular case,
whereas with congressional finding that we have
in our midst, in the Philippines, a communist party
that is in fact not a political party but a group
which has been engaged in attempts to overthrow
the government, that congressional finding will be

accepted by the court and there will be no necessity

for bringing evidence.

Senator TANADA. That is precisely the objection-
able part of it, that the findings of Congress will
bind the court.

Senator PELAEZ. It has been done in the case of
the Communist Act of 1954, it has been done in
the Internal Security Act of 1950 and it has been
done in numerous laws in the United States.

Senator Tafapa. Just to save the prosecution
from the trouble of calling witnesses. Your Honor
made reference to our experience in the People’s
Court. Right. We have to call witnesses every
time a case of the Makapili was tried, but, we have
been able to go through it. Why don’t we go
through this same procedure again?

Qenator PELAEZ. Your Honor knows that that is
a waste of effort and energy where we have to
call the same witness to testify before the same
Judge and under the same circumstances every time
that a case comes up, and I refer to the case of
the Makapili before the Peoples’ Court. We are
only presenting those cases in one court, but the
prosecution of cases against the members of the
Communist Party will be hefore courts in different
places of the Philippines. Then Your Honor will
have to be reiterating exactly the same evidence
in court; yet, we know it is an incontrovertible fact
that the so-called Communist Party of the Philip-
pines has continued to be engaged in numerous
activities to overthrow the government.

Senator TafADA. I think the Government and the
State are required to spend effort no matter how
convinced they are of the guilt of the accused in

order to protect the rights of persons accused. We
should not spare efforts and expense just so that
we can expedite the trial of cases.

Senator PELAEZ. As far as the guilt of i
accused is concerned, the Government has to present
convincing proof of that. But I am referring 0
the proof and nature of the Communist party of
the Philippines which are incontrovertible.

Senator TANADA. Your Honor, the nature of the
Communist Party of the Philippines is an 1an15-
pensable element of the offense committed and with-
out proof of that element you cannot convict
accused, and yet, the Government says that ins0 a'r
as this important element is concerned, the comf
is bound to recognize that the Communist Party ©
the Philippines is an illegal association.
_Senator PELAEZ. May I ask Your Honor
tion? Does Your Honor believe or nob
Communist Party of the Philippines is an
been in the past engaged in an attempt to 0Vé*
the Government of the Philippines b¥Y force
violence?

Senator TANADA. Frankly, Your Honol 1
know until now whether there is a €°
party of the Philippines as entertained by S¢
Cea, the distinguished gentleman from
Sur. I really don’t know whether the C° to it8

Party of the Philippines really exists, 2 g of

membership I do not know who the member

that communist party are. Slieve
Senator PELAEZ. Does not Your HOTOY “pich

that the Communist Party of the Philippin®® wer®
was headed by the Politburo members ' rshiP
captured in September 1950 under the 16ad®™ pd
of Jesis Lava, Angel Baking and Others;. an’
headed at present in the field by Jesus | *
Casto Alejandrino and the other heads
organization, who have been identified thesz
years as having been responsible for the
tions of the Hukbalohaps, actually exls.t S.irl‘;"s’l
when I say Communist Party of the PHIPES ce?
refer to this group. Is not Your Hono* i
that this group is engaged in a conspiracy
throw the sovereignty of the Philippines? no
Senator TANADA. That group may O
engaged in the activity referred to by 0 " gre
But it does not necessarily mean that &
Communist Party. 20 |
Senator PELAEZ. T am informing YOour FLO%
Senator TANADA. I have to be show?:  , in e
Senator PErAmz, . . . that the evid® = of
h'fm‘ds of the Government, as in the casihis
killing of Dfia. Aurora Quezon, shows thathe ¢
done by the Huks who are members © ;




SENATE

sl i

1557

Mmunist Party of the Philippines, that is, ‘it %ras
Instigated by the Politburo members. In the con-
ferences between the CAFA and the Politburo
meémbers in Muntinglupa, these Politburo members
sgld: “We are the Communist Party of the Philip-
Pines and we shall continue to struggle against the
Government to overthrow and place it under inter-
National communism.” In the face of that evi-
dence, I for one, am convinced that there is a Com-
Tunist Party of the Philippines engaged in an
aFtempt to overthrow the Republic of the Philip-
PInes for the purpose of placing this country under
a totalitarian regime. Now, if that evidence is
Mot sufficient for Your Honor, I respect Your
Tonors’ opinion,

Senator TaNADA. Frankly, I do not know whether
there ig still a Communist Party of the Philippines,
and I share the view expressed here bst [Senator

€a, the gentleman from Camarines Sur.

Senator PELAEZ. Does not Your Honor admit that
Jesiig Lava is now in the hills, and also Castro

Iejandrino» and that they are the heads of the

ukbu!almps and they are engaged in the ﬁg_ht
againgt the Government? When I said "CC_ﬁmmumst
ty of the Philippines”’, I refer to this group.
S ot Your Honor convinced that these men are
clally engaged . . .
goenator TaNapa. But I do ot K
Pl'?'y' are members of the Communist
ippines. Really, I do not know.
enator Prr.irz. Your Honor even cl
€ amnesty proclamation.
®nator Tafaps. The amnesty is there,
p(;ﬁy.not prove the existence of the CO
eSenator PELARZ. But Taruc ¢a
1 (o0ts of that amnesty and he is 2
i;lgor one, believe that the evidence 15
lo Senator TAfNADA. Your Hon'or askgdiflti)gnr.ny Iog;ﬁ-
not .. ave Your Honor my sincere pthat e
st Say honestly and categorically tha ;

! @ Communist Party of the Phlhppl]llle noy g
“’hseenator PELARZ. Could Your Honot;1 :ﬁ ; ;1; aiien
Tga e Jesis Lava is carrylng ortl gnA lejan&rin&—
Whey Zation—Jesus Lava and Castr S
€r they are carrying o0 under any

ation?
7 ! yying on the
Nator TafapA. Yes, they are ;a::hit they are

now whether
Party Of the

oses his eyes

but that
mmunist

communist.
overwhelm-

g‘aniz

mﬁy that

Bayt,

€ subversive, but tha "
Moyvement ig connected W!

of the Philippines.

B

Senator PELAEZ. Well, that is Your Honors’ opin-
ion. So, Your Honor is therefore not convineed
that Jestis Lava and Castro Alejandrino are com-
munists, that they have any ties with international
communism?

Senator TANADA. I have no evidence before me

on the basis of which I can state that they are ||

communists. But, Your Honor, the mere fact that
they are communists does not establish the fact

that there is a Communist Party in the Philippines.

There may be thousands and thousands of com-
munists here, but if they have not organized them-

selves into a party, there could be no Communist |

Party. The existence of Communists or one thou-
sand communists in the Philippines would not prove
the existence of a party if they have not organized
themselves into a party or that party.

Senator PELAEZ. In that case, we are closing our
eyes to the overwhelming evidence in the hands of
the Armed Forces of the Philippines—documents
captured evidencing the activities of these people.
There had been investigations into this matter and
the CAFA has made extensive investigations. They
have gone over these documents and these docu-
mnts are ready for Your Honor’s inspection. They
are in the Intelligence Section of the Army and
I should say that we should give weight to the
findings of the Armed Forces of the Philippines.
All these years we have been appropriating money
to fight Communist subversion in the Philippines,
to fight Jesus Lava and the Communist Party of
the Philippines. Of course, as Your Honor has
said, Your Honor does not know whether they are
the Communist Party or not, but as far as I am
concerned, the evidence is so overwhelming that
this group headed by Jests Lava and Castro Alejan-
drino are communists and have ideological ties and
organizational ties with international communism.
The gentleman from Simar (7eferring to Senator
Rosales) even said that there have been Stalin
universities here,

Senator TANADA. Well, there can be Stalin uni-
versities here, but that fact does not establish the
question at issue that there is a Communist Party.

Senator PELAEZ. The evidence in the hands of
the Army is overwhelming to establish that there
is a Communist Party in the Philippines.

Senator TANADA. As Your Honor has said, there
are now documents or evidence in the hands of the
Army and the CAFA which, according to Your
Honor, are overwhelming proofs of the existence
of the Communist Party here. Is there any docy-
ment in their possession, such as the articles of
incorporation of the Communist Party where the
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signatures of Jesis Lava, Castro Alejandrino and
others appear? In other words, are there articles
of incorporation containing the signatures of the
members and officers of the Communist Party?

Senator PELAEZ. I am not certain that there are
articles of incorporation, but I am so certain that
there are documents containing the signatures of
these leaders and proclaiming the overthrow of the
Government and placing the country under the con-
trol of internmational communism.

Senator TANADA. Certainly, I would appreciate it
if Your Honor can show me the documents contain-
ing the signatures of the gentlemen mentioned by
Your Honor showing that they are members of
the Communist Party of the Philippines.

But let us go to another point, because I think,
no matter how much we argue on that point, there
is no way of arriving at ...

Senator PELAEZ. If the gentleman will go along
with me, I am going to convince him and I ecan
say that Jestis Lava and Castro Alejandrino are in
the mountains . . .

Senator TANADA. I am very slow in calling people
communists and I need evidence to call Lava and
Alejandrino communists. They may be in the
mountains but they may have other reasons for
being there. I am really careful about saying that
a certain person is communist.

Senator PELAEZ. The members of the Politburo
said categorically to the CAFA that they are part
of the organization.

Senator TaNADA. Let us go to another point.
Inasmuch as the gentleman has announced that the
Committee will introduce amendments radical in
nature in my opinion to Section 1 of the bill, does
the Committee, may I know, propose to introduce
amendments to Section 2 of the bill?

Senator PELAEZ. Sec. 2 says that the “Congress
hereby reiterates the findings of the Supreme Court
mentioned in section one hereof . ..”. We pro-
pose making a statement without mentioning any
reiteration. This was, as I said, a product of a
compromise in the Lower House, and whereas the
original bill categorically said that the Congress
finds or outlaws the Communist Party of the Phil-
ippines, the bill that came out was a product of g
compromise, and the declaration was a reiteration
of the findings of the Supreme Court. Now, I have
studied that matter carefully and I have discussed
it with other members, and I believe it would be
best that Congress make a declaration without
making any reference to the findings of the Su-

preme Court.
Senator TaAfaDA. I think really the way Section

2 is worded is erroneous.

Senator PELAEZ. It is.

Senator TANADA. Considering the importance of
this bill and the announcement made by the Com-
mittee that it will introduce amendments thereto,
would it be asking too much if we could be fur-
nished with the written amendments?

Senator PELAEZ. I think my Committee has fur-
nished the Senators with a copy of the bill with the
amendments.

Senator TANADA. It was not sent to my office:
Could I have a copy right now with the amend-
ments?

Senator PELAEZ. Well, the amendments are inter”
spersed in the original text of the bill.

Senator CEA. Mr. President, will the gent!en?an
from Misamis Oriental yield for a few clarify i
questions?

eld, if he

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may i
so desires.

Senator PELAEzZ. Willingly.

Senator CEA. Since we started debati .
measure, the question has been raised conti
whether the Communist Party has been © 5
in the United States. With Your Honor’s p-efe
misjsion, I would like to read a very short e
which appeared in the May 21, 1954 issue )
56 to 57 of the U. S. News and World Report o
title of the article is: “Is BEING RED A CRIME”
The article is in the form of questions and an
and by leave of the Chair and of the distingulsthiﬂ
sponsor, I would like to read into the record ave
article that appeared in the magazine that 1 ’
mentioned,

Senator PELAEZ. Before Your Honor do€® dless
I would like to make this statement. Re8? e 18
of the opinions expressed in that article thelubﬁc
In the statute books of the United States ’ the
Law No. 637 entitled, “An Act to OUM3% . m-
Communist Party, to Prohibit MemberS ©. ‘pop-

nuous!
utlawe

pages

S\Vers,

munist (_)rganizations from Serving in Ce? a.lnoses"’
resentative Capacities, and for Other Pu}tp Wwas
tha

Senator CEA. Is that the Smith Law
approved in 19409
Senator PELAERZ, No, 1954.
Senator CEA. It must be an amendment- an’;
Senator PrLARZ, Well, there had bioen 50 pu*
Th.ere was the Internal Security Act of 19f i954r
this is the latest, Communist Control Act © which
herefore, I say, regardless of any oPin® reé e
ma}y be read into the record, I have beroo e
thﬁ law which is in the statute hooks rty ;
United States outlawing the Communist H
the United States. ?

£7
Senator Cma. What is the title of the 4°

|
|
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Se_nator PELAEZ. An Act to Outlaw the Com-
Munist Party, to Prohibit Members of Communist
Organizations from Serving in Certain Represent-
ative Capacities, and for Other Purposes,” Public
Law No. 637 of the United States.

Senator CEA, Now this article I am going to
réad will have a great bearing on the question.
This may help the Committee and the members
of the Senate,

U“.IS i unlawful to belong to the Communist Party in the
nited Stateg today ?
3 -
it N°-_ Membership in the Communist Party is not, of
oo¢lf, illegal in this country, although there have been a
Umber of moves to get Congress to outlaw the party.
€« gt
But do Communists enjoy all the privileges of other
Persong?
“
U No. For one thing, they cannot legally work for the
A. S. Government. Nor can they legally be officers of the
Ofﬁrmy, Navy or Air Force. A Communist cannot be an
w‘tcer of a union if that union is to have any dealings
. h the National Labor Relations Board, under the Taft-
isaltley Act. A Communist alien is deported. The party
cop 30red from the ballot in 23 States, so that no member
*1 Tun for office as a Communist in those States.‘ But
of OMmunist js not barred from voting for candidates
other: parties.
i« . 3 "
“TI"B Government prosecutes Communists, doeswt 1t?j
hYes, sometimes, but not just for being .Commumsts.
un;y Usually are brought into court for criminal offenses
- “F the Smith Act, passed in 1940.
,,On what grounds are they prosecuted? .
Tiley usually are tried under a provision of the Smi

1 : i

vi:)w hat makes it a crime ‘to knowingly or wx].lfu!li; std.-

abf]zil:e’ abet, advise, or teach the duty, I:iecissm;’lg T:l;
¥, or ; wing or destroyi

2 propriety of overthrowing ook ok violenier

go\,'ern
‘Apment in the United States by 102
nlly Zovernment’ includes a State or city g"iinll)?e?}fl;
mbep i have been caug
] of Communist leaders dictments and 67

aw: g
Convs a]t"%thex:‘, there have been 105 in
Vlctions_

X ; A considered
Q,U-S ?}le',m!)e?-sth in the Cmmunmt Pm‘w

tion of the Smith Act?
: &
dy ® The Government must prove that abcogf:;m:r
"iolocated the overthrow of the Government yth o
: Olenee, o congpired to do so. Membership In the é)mith
Act .Y ONe part of that proof. Incidentallg'(;o ::ot st
Con S aimed at other subversive groups, »
o Munistg,
the chen the Communist Party by itself
o T as a conspiracy?
smrag;r though some officials insist tt
«c against the U. S. Government ) ¢
¥ hen, Why dow't officials advocate mttla.wmg. the P:”';?é-
Vang Mumber of arguments against Suc}i&tiiiﬁ:v ?T;l;neral
I{Erbe ' These have just been outlined bY_ch has before it
Moy o0 Brownell, Jr., to Congress - mmunist Party.
3 an T tlaw x -
¢ e .a dozen bills to ou objections raised agalpst
Sut are some of the maln 1 to drive

aw ) ould ten
the Olng the Communist Party: !t b ore difficult for
Mmunists qunderground,” makl

is not regarded by

hat it involves a con-

ng it m
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the Federal Bureau of Investigation and others to keep
track of them; there is considerable doubt of the con-
stitutionality of such a law; it would interfere seriously
with present methods, under present laws, of dealing with
subversive groups; it would be hard to administer, with
an estimated 25,000 party members subject to Prosecution;
and Government ‘informers’ in Communist groups might he.:
exposed.

“What new ways are proposed for dealing with the
matter?

“Only last week, the Attorney General, with approval of
the White House, sent to Congress two new proposals
for dealing with Communists. Under one of them, the
Administration could bar from ecivilian-owned plants and
facilities persons believed likely to engage in sabotage,
espionage or other subversive activities. The other proposal
would bring a sharp crack-down on Communist-dominated
unions.”

This is what appears in this issue of the U. 8.
News and World Report, dated May 21, 1954,

Senator PELAEZ. May I call Your Honor’s atten-
tion to the date, May 21, 1954? At that time the
Communist Control Act of the United States had
not yet been approved by the Congress.

Senator CEA. What is the date of that Act Your
Honor mentioned?

Senator PELAEZ. It is after that, because at that
time, as Your Honor says, there was no declaration
that the Communist Party of the United States
was a conspiracy to overthrow the government.
Precisely that was part of the discussion of this
bill which was then pending, and after that the
United States declared, through the Communist
Control Act of 1954, categorically that the Com-
munist Party was a conspiracy to overthrow the
government.

Senator CEA. The question now is, is membership
in the Communist Party in the United States a
crime by itself?

Senator PELAEZ. Yes, it is, in this sense, that
one suffers heavy civil disqualification.

Senator CEA. That is right, but T mean, from the
penal point of view, may he be prosecuted for
being a member of the Communist Party? That
is the question here. I would like to tell Your
Honor I am in favor of depriving Communists of
the right to hold positions in the Government. T
am in favor of that. But to send them to Jjail,
to outlaw a party that does not even exist here
wth us, whose existence I doubt, frankly . . .

Senator PELAEZ. But how can Your Honor gay
that Your Honor will not allow them to hold posi.
tions if Your Honor does not know that they don’¢
exist?

Senator CEA. There may be communists, but
there may not be a Communist Party.

B —
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Senator PELAEZ. We are not punishing a person
for believing in Communism. In the United States
there has been no armed uprising. There is no
Hukbalahap. The Government has not been en-
gaged in a desperate struggle as we are engaged
with the Huks who are the military arm of the
Communists. That is why we have gone this far.
Does not Your Honor think this is a punishment
for the communist, when he cannot run for a
public office, when he cannot hold a public office,
when he cannot use the mails, when he cannot
make income tax deductions?

Senator CeA. I am in favor of that but why does
not Your Honor adopt the same kind of law?

Qenator PELAEZ. Because in the United States
things have not gone as bad as they have been
here. In the United States the communists have
not used arms, they have not resorted to uprisings,
they have not resorted to armed violence. Here
it has reached a point where the fight against com-
munism is a yearly drain on our budget. Now, we
have to give a remedy suited to the offenses com-
mitted. We know now, at this moment, that Castro
Alejandrino and Jestis Lava are leading armed
uprisings against the Government. They are the
leaders of the Communist Party and if in spite of
that, a Filipino becomes a member of that party
and submits himself to the discipline of that party,
I say he is guilty of treason and he must be
punished as a criminal.

Senator CEA. By those remarks Your Honor has
made, Your Honor means to say that we have no
law at present whereby Lava and company can be
prosecuted?

Senator PELAEZ. I say we have no sufficient laws
to deal with them considering what is happening
in the Supreme Court now where it is held that
the leaders of the party that ambushed Mrs. Quezon
are guilty at least of a complex crime but, because
of technicalities, they can not be penalized although
they inspired those killings and depredations. In
such a situation, why should we not act now con-
sidering that those laws are not sufficient at thig
moment to cope with the communist conspiracy?

Senator CEA. That #mpasse Your Honor men-
tioned in the Supreme Court is not because we have
no laws penalizing subversive activities, but because
of the definition of complex crime. If that ig the
view point of Your Honor, let us amend the Penal
Code about comp'ex crime.

Senator PELAEZ The real object of the Com-
munist Party of the Philippines is to seize the
Government and place it under a foreign domi-
nation. Why do we have to go around seeking

technicalities? What we want is to put down the
Communist Party of the Philippines which seeks to
overthrow our Government.

Senator CEA. This is a matter of procedure bub
as far as I am concerned, we would rather amend
the Revised Penal Code.

Senator PELAEZ. But I am telling Your Honor
that, rather than amend the Revised Penal Code and
go around technicalities, we should go straight to the
point knowing that the Communist Party is €n-
gaged in an attempt to overthrow our Government,
knowing the depredations they have committed
against the civilians, knowing their object to place
our country under alien domination, so that any
Filipino who becomes a member of that party 1%
in my opinion, guilty of treason, and, therefor®
1Is a criminal. :

Senator CEA. The distinguished sponsor is guilty
of fallacy of logic. Petitio principii fallaci®.

Senator PELAEZ. We are not judges, but }egli""
lators, so, we cannot judge them whether they 8¢
euilty or not. :

Senator CEA. But then we can agree OO -thf'
principles enunciated. But why do Wwe COnSl,d ee
membership in the Communist Party as 2 cLiE
when in the United States they don’t?

3 Senator PELARZ. My answer to that i
in the United States there has been no & 1S
struggle and no uprising. The communist lea?;ir
here must he much more aggressive 1
counterpart in the United States. . ad-

Senator CEA. With that reply, Your Honmunist

mits now that in the United States the CO we

g becaﬂsg

" Party is not outlawed by the Governmen

are now trying to outlaw it in this bill.
Senator PELAEZ. T did not say that it 13 i
When I read to Your Honor the title of t%
munist Control Act of 1954 it was to justlfy
act_ of outlawing the Communist Party .
Phl.hppines since the Communist Party
United States is outlawed. v
Senator CEA. From Your Honor’s poin? O{Tﬂited
the members of the Communist Party in th nd of
Stgtes are deprived of holding public offics ithing
being members of labor unions that have SO " con”
t(.) do with labor relations, but they are 5 inde””
sidered as criminals, And this is my 128

tlaWed'
our

the
the

iew

t rem™™ o
Y out ¥
our Honor has read in the papers 2 held 3

months ago that the Communist Party _, at i:
hational convention in the United States: . mere
2 matter of public knowledge. NOW’ eri?

IIilembemhip in the Communist Party 5 n 0P
OW can they come out and meeb 4
national convention?
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Senator PELAEZ. I do not believe they held a
national convention.

Senator LAUREL. Mr. President, will the distin-
Buished sponsor of this bill entertain a few questions
bo. give way later on to a motion that I have in
mind ?

The PRESIDENT. The sponsor may yield if he so
desiyes.
Senator PELARz. Tt will be an honor to entertain
he observation of a distinguished jurist.
Senator LAUREL. The Senator will remember that
he first time T was called for a meeting of the Com-
Mittee tq discuss this measure, where I was given a
oDy of the bil] approved in the Lower House, I made
Certain observations rather hurriedly because I Ir}a_d
° 80 to my room to attend to some important visi-
OTS. T remember that the manner in which the
firgt section of the hill was drafted—and I am re-
ferving t4 the pint passed by the Lower House which
COrporates practically the decision of the Supreme
OUrt by yeference on the Evangelista, Capadocia
anq other cases—vas rather a singular way of en-
Acting 5 law and so I suggested that Perha:ps 5
Coulq enact g hill of some kind stathg in ’f,he
IIJreanlblt&r some of those things that were 1 sectlgn
of the bill 45 approved by the Lower House. T i
SOF of this bill seemed to have accepj:ed thad
we ;. 20d made the corresponding correctlol?x a::e-
K &} haVe ‘Vhat was Ol'igina]]y Sectlon 1 as-t e It)i
Mb]ea of this bill now submitted for conmdgra Oﬂ
agtfore this Honorable Body. I think ) "ﬂu (i:id
at ®ition to certain objections that I -had lndIIl S0
that time but I did not then have time to ot‘al'
Yo Jectives are not only forma:l but Subst;;.; I
" after hearing the observations made_c.n Wi
thi stl_'eng‘thened“ in my belief and conci;mnot say
soi bill a5 it s now—although I Wwou

lo h I would not be
Drgy °KS mutilated to me and et o

Idey

to il this one s
Drgya, o See a bill, as v Jippines. For
ingg, 0 By the Congress of the ;:;tl:’pinmauced

lice, aye ith the amend ”
b: the COmm?tt;ZItl;ﬁ]l several “wherease:moﬁ';lhigzls‘?
o TPected so that they will be BATTEES S
Con Mt and worthy of a measure t0 b - ‘I think
\\r@n 'esg Passing through the Senate. tai{ 4lgnek
of .80 time for that, if it Wil nI?:s a literary
rnind_e time of the gentleman Wh

Your
H(ien%}t()r Prrdsz, | would rather B&Ve
°''S Views on the matter.

. tor Laurgr, Many of thesef“whel'eases” could

ha
Dyq}, -eas, and several
Dape 201¥ he, incoporated in one “;I;g!:ly he separated

§of one whereas could PT

from a particular whereas. But all this that I have
indicated is a matter of form.

Again in Section 1 as modified or amended in
the Senate, we repeat the mistake—I consider it a
mistake, with due apology to the Lower House—we
reiterate the findings of the Supreme Court. It is
not necessary. I think that this bill can stand
better without mentioning what the Supreme Court
said and without these Whereases. There is no
necessity for this reiteration so that the law would
appear to be more elegant.

Now, coming to the substance of the measury,
I find a great deal of disecrepancy. A. certain de-
gree of legislation, and there are many which do
not, should reflect upon and impress our people,
and considering the observations made here, the
best way to fight communism and the objectionable
features of communism is not by legislation but by
better government. In a democracy, in the free
market of ideas, the best way to fight ecommunism
in all democracies not excluding the Philippines, is
to show that democracy at work is much betier
than communism and that our people instinctively,
not only because of their religious beliefs but also
because by actual experience and prompted by self-
interest- and the interest of preserving freedom in
the free market of ideas as pointed out by Justice
Holmes, would go to the market and pick up that
idea which is caleulated to serve the paramount
interest, promoting and enhancing their welfare
and' their well-being. This practically is embodied
in the statements and observations of other people.
The idea there is—well, I do not know—but there
are times when death does not strike any terror
in the hearts of free men when they helieve that
they are making use of a right guaranteed by the
Constitution. I am speaking of these things, be-
cause there was a time when I was to be arrested
with other friends who were suspected of being
communists or of having communist leanings, and
I am not very sure that we have embodied all the
guaranties and securities to avoid and prevent the
repetition of these prosecutions notwithstanding
the incorporation of the requirement with respect
to the testimony of at least two witnesses to the
game overtact or to the confession of the accused
in open court. I am not sure that the requirement
with reference to the investigation and prosecution
to be undertaken by the Department of Justice will
be enough so as to quiet or produce a peace of
mind, because if the head of.the state is unscru-
pulous; arbitrary and oppressive, he can make use
of the department of justice and the head of the
department of justice, as was shown in the past,
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is at the disposal of the Chief Executive. And then
what can the prosecutors and the fiscals do to
protect the rights and liberties of our people? So,
I am now almost convinced that we need a certain
degree of reflection and further study in connection
with this bill. I want to say, lest I be misunder-
stood again as I have been accused of many things,
I want to say definitely that I am against com-
munism in so far as it is a negation of those lib-
erties and rights granted by the Constitution and
by natural law, individual law, without which life
would not be worth living. I am against Commun-
ism in so far as it destroys the freedom and lib-
erties of the people in any community. But many
things are done in the name of liberty; many things
are sacrificed and I want to guard against those
things, and I want to guard against possible abuses
that I thought even at one time were illusory. For
this reason, I am just wondering, if Your Honor
would offer any objection to the motion that I
desire to present now, and which I am presenting,
to give us a little bit more time to reflect, to ponder
over the implications and the possible consequences,
considering the fact particularly that the elections
are impending. The elections are coming.

We were at one time to be arrested as commu-
nists because of the imminence of the election. I
would want to present this motion, with the per-
mission of the distinguished sponsor of this hill,
that we postpone its consideration by returning it
to the Committee where it originated for further
study.

Senator PELAEZ. May I say this, that this bill
was called, if T am not mistaken, about ten days
ago, and I called a meeting of the Committee, and
the only one who showed up was Your Honor, and
Your Honor had to go because of other matters he
had to attend to. Considering the fact that time
was pressing, I agreed with the other memberg
that this would be discussed on the floor. Since
then it has been set for hearing for several days,
But then there have been requests that the cop-
sideration of the bill be postponed for the next day,
and the next, and the next. As a matter of fact,
this has been postponed for several times.

I would like to go along with that motion, byt
if I must be frank I would say that the motion to
return the bill now to the Committee would be prac-
tically killing the bill. If that is the intention, we
might as well say so now that we are killing the
bill. I for one would like to have this bill debated.
If Your Honor and others need time—today ig
Friday—we could resume consideration on Monday,
and I believe that within that time, everyone who
wants to put in an amendment or who would like

to reform this bill, can do so and have sufficient
time to study it. I regret to state that I cannot
accept that motion especially because everyone who
came up and who interpellated me has said that
he is in favor of the bill, except that practically
all of them want to change some details. I would
like to say that a motion to recommit would be
practically killing the bill, and even if it is 1.1013
intended to kill the bill that way, that would g1V
that impression to our people. I believe that is 13
from the desire of anyone here to do that. S0 °
Your Honor would permit me to amend that motion
to postpone consideration of this bill until Monday
so that each of us can study the bill, consult W

our conscience and determine in what way we ¢
improve it, then I will certainly be glad to acceP
the motion to postpone consideration until Monda:

Senator LAUREL. My idea in presenting mf
motion is really to have this considered next yearé
because we are so hard pressed for time, thegs ‘;'t
S0 many things that we have to do, and : :; to

really see why this bill should be so urgent

require its approval at this time. that
Senator PELAEZ. May I remind Your Hopok ost
next year there will be a new Congress, a1 is

. - - al.
poning consideration of this bill to next y?whel'e

killing it, because we will not take it up fro con¥”
we would leave it off, and everything will b the
pletely erased and we will have to begin °
beginning,

Senator LAUREL, Perhaps a better bill ¥
presented then. .. pub

Senator PrrAgz. Perhaps we can amend l-t' tiﬁed
!:here is this consideration. Would we be i peel
In postponing to next year a bill which B which
unanimously approved by the Lower Honde 'nking
has been the subject of a lot of study an thlec0
on the part of the Lower House, which W25 reﬂa
mended by the late President Magsaysay o s
ment in his last state-of-the-nation messag’ 2!
we think that the bill is not good enoughs
us vote upon it on the floor. But let us 7° in8
Let us come out and say why we aré e t
Why we are for it. But I for one would Iike,
that this bill go through, and if the rest
the vote is against, well, let the people
we stand. But we will not meet the
Squarely if we will postpone this.

MOCION LAUREL . "

: n fr

Senator LAUREL, Because we need time’ repeﬁIt
to produce a better work, I think, 3“%6 pill i
that T am not willing to subscribe to t g 107 g0
8 10t 3 creditable bill, although in PO’ 4 508
mental condemnation of Communism, P¢

il be

(0] hﬂt
t
18
ItoW h?z
situﬂuo
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are all agreed. And so, Mr. President, I submit
My motion that we return this bill to the Committee
for further study and consideration so that we will
have 5 little bit more time to produce a better bill.

Senator PrLAEZ. Would Your Honor accept an
dmendment to the motion?

Senator LAUREL. For the present I will accept
t € amendment and the suggestion of the distin-
Suished sponsor to postpone until Monday.

ENMIENDA PELAEZ A LA MOCION LAUREL

.Senator PELAEZ. Is it understood then thzft we
Wl continue with the consideration of the bill on
onday ?

APLAZAMIENTO DE LA CONSIDERACION DEL
C. R. NO. 6584

Sellator PRIMIGIAS. Mr. President, the motion
?ow as amended by the distinguished ggnt]eman
o;om_MiSamis Oriental is to postpone consideration

this pin until Monday.

T}rxe PRESIDENT. Is there any ob
mat?‘)n? (Silence) The Chair hears none.
Motion is carried,

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION

8 Senator Priyrcras. Mr. President, I ask 'thaif:t:;f
USpend the gession of the Senate until this a

000 at 5 orelock.
Seg he Presment. If there is 10
°’c18 o0 is suspended until this &

Eo?k' (There was none.)

?Cl-'n LC[S 12:25 p-m.
REANUDACION DE LA SESION

Se , .z 00 p. m., OcupaNdo
eanuda lo sesion a las 6: ;f:gz-o Rodriguez,

e
Sr_eshudo el Presidente, Hon. Bt

jection to the
The

objection, the
fternoon at b

The PRESIDENT. The session is resumed.

DESPACHO DE NUEVOS ASUNTOS QUE ESTAN SOBRE

LA MESA DEL PRESDENTE

Iﬁéanse los documentos nuevamente rect
ECRETARIO :

MENSA s ppr, PRESIDENTE DE FILI
MANILA, May 7,

bidos.

PINAS
1957

GENTLEME
e N S ¢ Article VI, Section :‘21(2):
Qf : Conatin prlig o :ifv to the necesmFy of
"1 No. 6919, entitled:

the ie Constitution, I hereby cet i

« ediate enactment of House B.l

An Act to amend certain Semc;m:hree.
Numbereq One hundred &7

i

of Cnmmonwea]th
as amended.

(Re exclusive original jurisdiction of the Court of In-
dustrial Relations.)
Respectfully,
(Sgd.) CARrLos P. GARrcia
President of the Philippines
The SENATE
CONGRESS OF THE PHILIPPINES
Manila
MANILA, May 16, 1957
GENTLEMEN OF THE CONGRESS:

Pursuant to the provisions of Article VI, Section 21(2),
of the Constitution, I hereby certify to the necessity of
the immediate enactment of the following bills entitled:

S. No. 64—An Act to amend the second paragraph
of section five hundred and sixty-two and section five
hundred and sixty-four of the Revised Administrative
Code (Re legal hours of labor-minimum requirement.) ;

and

H. No. 1786—An Act amending certain sections of
the Revised Administrative Code, by presecribing five
days of labor per week for all government employees,
and to grant extra compensation for overtime work.

Respectfully,
(Sgd.) CarLos P, GARciA
President of the Philippines
The SENATE
CONGRESS OF THE PHILIPPINES

Manila
MANILA, May 16, 1957

GENTLEMEN OF THE CONGRESS:

Pursuant to the provisions of Article VI, Section 21(2),
of the Constitution, I hereby certify to the necessity of the
immediate enactment of Senate Bill No. 628, entitled:

“An Act to amend Republic Act Numbered Eleven
hundred thirty four by providing that said Republic
Act Numbered Eleven hundred thirty four be made
applicable to the enlisted men of the regular force,
Armed Forces of the Philippines.”

Respectfully,
(Sgd.) Carros P. Garcia
President of the Philippines

The SENATE
CONGRESS OF THE PHILIPPINES

Manila
MANILA, May 16, 1957

GENTLEMEN OF THE CONGRESS:

Pursuant to the provisions of Article VI, Section 21(2),
of the Constitution, I hereby certify to the necessity of the
immediate enactment of Senate Bill No. 643, as amended,
entitled:

“An Act to further amend Republic Act Numbered
Three hundred and four by extending the benefits of
the law to the “officers and crew members of the
Philippine Merchant Marine,” to provide funds there-
for; and for other purposes. (Re Back Pay Law.)”

Respectfully,
(Sgd.) CArros P. GArcia
President of the Philippines
The SENATE
CuiGRESS OF THE PHILIPPINES

Manila




