SENATE

h A

b::kO:nSLdered the same and has the honor to report it

i O‘the Senate with the following recommendation:
at it be approved without amendment.

Respectfully .submitted,

(Sgd.) PEDRO SABIDO

y Chairman

Committee on Banks, Corporations
and Franchises

The Honoraple

e
PRESIDENT oF THE SENATE
anila

El pgy '
Narigg, RESIDENTE. Al calendario de asuntos ordi-

EL Secruragso -
(Informe Niumero 968)

Ml‘. PresidEnt:
The

'€ Compmj
Which Mittee on Banks, Corporations and Franchises to

a -
trodugeq {;‘;‘éf‘“xed House Bill No. 4642, 3rd C. R. P., in-
ongressmen Tolentino and Francisco, entitled:

An
A Act

- Numbey Branting Mr. Ricardo P. Ocampo, residing

_le]’ hili one hundred forty C. Francisco Makati,
lnstall, estall:ll')];les’ a temporary permit to construct,
adiotelegra }is and operate public radiotelephone and
Telay statiop coastal stations, with the corresponding
lang ueni’ and public fixed and public base and
. radiote]e}fhatlons for the reception and t1‘ansmis§ion
A .‘ the th;fle _ancl radiotelegraph communications
%admteleg.l_ U1Dpines not at present served by public
in aph and/or radiotelephone systems such as

Mining concessions, farms, deep sea

ﬁshin :—r and
o 0d jsolateq munieipalities,

5
ba cOnsidEre :

"cpl;]t“ e sin:::e Same and has the honor to report it

8t it pe - Vith the following recommendation:,
PDroved without amendment.

€y
Dm:tfu[ly submitted,
(Sgd.) Pepro SABIDO

Chatrman
Committee on Banks, Corporations

T
Tt: g"norab]e and Franchises
ily BN g THE SENATE
1)
Ny ESIp
1 I
E?S. NTE. A] calendario de asuntos ordi-
SECRETARIO.
M,
il < S,
. Sideng.  (Informe Namero 969)
BELS ool

g iy, it
i ie teg 4
Utpgq.Ch W on Banks, Corporations and Franchises

Wugey 28 Tefapy
e p, e:fl“ed House Bill No. 4708 3rd C. R. P.,
ETressmen, Durano and TFortich, entitled:

An
Tra L ppnie
“&'l?tchi omiantmg A. 8. Dias Eleetrical Service a
it B heay, ar?;tgu’ operate, and maintain an electric
A its 5 tehe POWer system in the City of Bacolod
]

i
el'ed th
€ same and has the honor to report it

That it be approved without amendment.
Respectfully submitted, :
(Sgd.) PEDRO SABIDO
Chairman
Committee on Banks, Corporations
and Franchises

The Honorable

. The PRESIDENT OF THE SENAT

Manila :
El PRESIDENTE. Al calendario de asuntos ordi-
narios.
El SECRETARIO:
PROYECTO DE RESOLUCION
Del Senador Lim (P. S. R. No. 81, 3.er C. R. F.),
titulado: ‘

Resolution referring House Bill No. 3428 to the Committee
on Government Reorganization for its proper consideration.
El PRESIDENTE. Al Comité de Reglamentos.

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, the distin-
guished gentleman from Bulacin, Senator Rodrigo,
desires to make use of the privilege hour. I ask
that he be recognized.

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Bulacan has
the floor.

A MANIFESTACIONES DEL SEN. RODRIGO

Senator RODRIGO. Myr. President, before I start
with my speech, I would request that all questions,
if any, be reserved until I finish my speech. The
reason, is I have tried as much as possible to
cover every possible poimt in this speech, and it
is possible questions which might be asked at the
beginning of the speech are answered at the latter
part of the speech.

Mr. President and gentlemen of the Senate:

I rise on a matter of grave importance to our
country. I rise to lay before the Senate the
Problem of our national unity which is now ser-
iously endangered by the ever imcreasing wave of
passionate conflict and recriminations among our
people regarding Senate Bill No. 438, which seeks
tc make the two novels of our venerated hero,
Dr. José Rizal, compulsory reading in all schools,
colleges and universities, both public and private.

I will not touch on the merits of the bill, for
this is neither the time mor the occasion to dis-
cuss the bill itself. My speech will be limited to
our country’s unity, in conjunction with the mount-
ing controverSy over this proposed legislation.

Mr. President, we can no longer close our eyes
to this threat to our unity as a people. One has
but to glance at newspaper headlines; or listen
to inflamatory radio commentaries; or hear the dis-
cussions and conversations of our countrymen in
all walks of life, to realize that a serious rift, an
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alarming cleavage is rearing its ugly head in our miracles, the doctrine of purgatory, the Sﬁe doctrit®
beloved native land baptism, confession, communion, Holy Mass, 5 Christis®
i ;s : : of indulgences, church prayers, the catechism These o

The Committee on Education, of which T am g,ctrine, sermons, sacramentals, books of piety: @

a humble member, conducted three afternoons of
public hearings regarding this bill. Without going
into the merits of the arguments presented by
both sides, these public hearings proved to me
one thing: that the controversy regarding this bill
has gone way beyond the realm of calm and ob-
jective discussion, and has reached the realm of
passion—heated and dangerous passion, because
it is generated by man’s intense feelings for nation-
alism and religion.

If said public hearings had proved anything, it
is that this problem has poised a very serious threat
to our national unity.

Then, two days ago, the Catholic Hierarchy of

" the Philippines issued a Pastoral Letter defining

its stand regarding this matter. This Pastoral
Letter was published in full in all the metropolitan
papers; and I was informed that all senators have
been furnished copies of it. I will not therefore
impose on your patience by reading the whole
Pastoral: I shall merely read its dispositive part,
and request that a copy of the Pastoral, which I
shall give to the Secretary of the Senate, be in-
corporated in the records of this august body.
The PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the
request? (Silence.) The Chair hears none, Ap-
proved.
Senator RODRIGO.  (Continuing.) Mr, President,

allow me to quote the dispositive portion of the
Pastoral Letter.

“Some of Rizal’'s most cogent insights into the political
and social order are undoubtedly contained in his two novels
NOLT ME TANGERE and EL FILIBUSTERISMO. 1.
wish to make it clear that insofar as these no
expression to our people’s desire for political fre
a social order based on justice they are not at var
the practical applications of Catholic doctrine
igencies of the social milieu as it existed at
The Church itself, as distinguished from the hum
individuals who compose it

vels give
edom and
iance with
to the ex-
the time,
an fallible

never will be arrayed against the legitimate politica] and
social aspirations of any people. If it were, it should
not be what it is called: Catholie, that is universal. Tt
clear and even forceful expression of such aspiratim}s c1e
never be injurious to the Catholic Church, The aims aig
objectives of that Church heing supernatural are al
supranational; between them and national aims prDVidsg
these are in conformity with the principles of m'oralite
no conflict is possible. %
“Unfortunately, however,

these novels wer i
e written
our hero, estrang plien

ed for a time from our faith and

: ) : religi
did contradict many of our Christian heliefs, In ig:e'
two movels we find passages against Catholic dogma angd

morals; the Catholic religion in general, the possibility of

» 18 mot, never has been, and

s omnipoter

passages casting doubt or confusion on God’ ost Hol
the existence of hell, the mystery of the
Trinity, and the two natures of Christ, -age diﬂneﬂ‘

“Similarly we find passages which d"spal votio® lﬂ{
worship, the veneration of images and relics ulars cob,j‘:
the Blessed Virgen and the Saints, use 0# scapindulgeuﬁ.
and habits, rosaries, novenas, ejac“]at'ons’e il W2
prayers, vocal prayers, like the Our Father, o mass 'ﬁ;r
the Glory, the Act of Contrition, the A“ge.ms:) he Gd,'yl
monies, baptismal and exsequial rites, worship the Suf |
use of holy water, candles, processions, bells, 1
obligation, : f

“We also find passages that make light O-n
discipline such as for instance, what conce? e

alms to the church, alms in suffrages o

w
s
o
=
)
=
=

e edu®
authority of the Pope, excommunications: ials der

Catholic schools, Pontifical privileges, Catho
neries and monasteries, Confraternities, an
“Much to our regret then, we feel it 0u*
that these two novels come under Canon it

of Canon Law.” .

ral
What does this mean? The Pastor®
self gives us the meaning.

.1 wel

“It is unfortunate that these novels Whlc:t B efel gk
by our national hero inspired by the moﬂtial i
triotism, should have included such 5Ub5tz}ecti0
the religious aspect as to render them iz
ing, in such sense that Catholics may ré? ica o )
due permission obtained from BCCIeSIaSt;e e 4
This permission, however, is readily graﬂd has i ]
fiable reason, whenever the person concern® 5

Studied the Catholic doctrine in questio™ a ﬂﬂior%"
“This does not mean however, that © ho‘sﬁs ﬂfﬂ“m“
portion of the novel falls under this Gangs P tlc‘fi GD{J‘M‘: |
which do not contradict the contents 217 . 58! be’;ﬂii‘#'
Catholic Faith are evidently not affecte erlﬂ"st hiiippfe’ |

These portions which contain some of . dea¥ -Frl to
€xpression of Rizal’s great love for oug nel® i o
should be Propagated among our young 82 1)
and learn.” ’ effect ﬂ’é
Let us now consider, Mr. President, s 8 f
Sequence of this tg the bill in (I“esuml.el‘e 5 | a:i‘
It immediately bhecomes patent that thr 18 11‘; ,ﬁ’
between the bill and the Pastoral Lette,c‘;udetll-sit.ieﬁ i#
TQ say that a wvast majority of ty U“ivs'ef g tﬁé@
Drivate and public schools, colleges 20 v &' yliglty
Catholics is tq belabor the obvious: Sith' "ﬂlf‘#l
Same /time, Catholjcs and Filipino citizen®™ .o £ ol

heir ~pa?
have two grea loves: their country and o a1® 181' 4 o“d
two lfwes are not conflicting loves. he}.fs th
aﬁ'ect;ons, like the love of a child for B :
his mother, theif clf,i‘—’g ol tf“
And they have two loyalties: one wtwb E:ﬂ"tﬂﬂd ;
one to their Church; but again these ell.B] X fl‘f

1

T con’P .

:;l}?t be conflicting, but harmonious an temp" e ﬂﬂl
€y belong to different spheres, ©M¢ 1 (i

al

438 “ri'lcla

other spiritua] and eternal.
- ation
al Letter have given rise to a SitW2"

tm}-NOW, Mr. President, Senate Bill No
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My
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§ sy
gizz!: ]LI;‘:;Itti:z]e';Jetween thes'e ‘E\\'o great loves, these two
Jaered I; Ot fi vast majority 0:_f our countrymen.
ese two novals 013.‘1 Let?er Imakes 1F clear t_hat even if
Canon i Caetls are objectionable in the light of the
obtaineq ﬁzom lollcs.ma‘y read them upon due permission
Permission gr ~ecc1.931ast1cal authorities, and that “this
Whenevey s _le‘adﬂy granted for a justifiable reason,
Catholje dm:tr,pef,soﬂ_Colzlce.l‘ned has sufficiently studied the
n. the Studeml;;]e N stzll_lt 1s apparent that a great number
Vision of the § Who_wm come under the compulsory pro-
Mission i enate bill would not qualify for such per-
of cageg wiltlne Somes the conflict. Thousands if not millions

gOVernmen?;“'se Whel‘_e-what is ordered compulsory by
iS confliot I&S prohibited by the Church.
of Passionas I President, will continually be the sub-
and i) erod ate recriminations and discussions which can
Sefore ce our mnational solidarity.
1S Situgt ontinue, Mr. President, let me narrate how
e '\re1-ymfli1 fame about, i
::;itence of ISfi:Stllz?ﬁ that T came to have knowledge of the
billsedf M my ehais ]_‘Vf;s.about three 'weeks ago, I was
Or the day anr; hls:, _hall, studying the ecalendared
ang - one of our distc:- “'F»l‘ltmg for the session EO start,
He tpiacEd Snlitas mgulsheq collleagues approached me
Siold Me the nahe‘sk a type\\fntten copy of this bill
thatg‘f} it e Callelc;e of the bl-ll, and he requested me
aﬁixed]m ' the sipnat I‘ny attention to the fact that, at
Igl the bill ures of 15 senators were already

a]’]_c s
Seng ed thro )
Ed ug].n the text of the bill; and I immediately

ang , that :
heedr DercuSsions I_HI mlg}{t lead to serious complications
Th Moye tim‘ declined to sign the bill, because I
iedgeat Wag the grto study jts ramifications.
It of the ol St time, Mr. President, that I got know-
by gerems afliteme of this bill '
[£ is hi o ;
o dna-tor L IS bill, which I was told was authored

; - Recto, was given to the Committee
> the & committee sponsored bill
[ Mempey P .
lleq anye(:: of the Committee on Education were
Sk mmlfte_e meeting, and thus not afforded
Dossip]e .and. discuss together the -different as-
-elrll:‘lphcations of this bill.
$ Pl‘Esidumble members of the Committee on
L 5 no noticeent, and I am positive that no meeting
Sigy,. - 'S bil] of _€ven given to me about the exist-
;ore ﬂf was handed to me with already

But ucation' to

]

ul‘@s

to g ; -
¥, thig bill, which is supposed to be in-

rh“itee Fillse % Orsoml'mttee on Education, was seen and
efore I’Who are not members of that com-
; * 48 a humble member of that com-
: New about it. '
i a n:hdit ’an;ald this not fo formally raise an issue
W embey oioélnldness of the procedure followed.
. O an gy 1?13 body; I am new even in politics,
rOcedure‘ Pert on the technicalities of parlia-

] AN
i‘v tl_’at if only we were “called to a
ato discuss this bill, maybe I or some
Sope € ggyq s ©ONg Committee might have anticipated and
qu Qllld 6q11ences whicl Y { M
NS, thy, Nave oy ich we are sgeing now. May-
l3i1] ’ﬁcinJ Yeat to o ‘en the necessary steps to aveid this
} & anq. a am hational unity, without in any way
Ndoning the substantial objective of the

eeting
" of

Coming back to my narration, I learned, later on, that
other senators had added their signatures to the bill, and
that; of the 24 members of this august body, only 3 have
not signed.

I must confess, Mr. President, that, during the subse-
quent days, I found it difficult to refuse importunities of
friends that I sign this bill. I knew that my position
would be misunderstood. I knew that my refusal to signm,
which, for those who know parliamentary procedure, does
not mean an outright opposition to the bill in substance,
would be distorted and misinterpreted. I knew that I would
be engulfed in an onrushing wave of nationalism. I knew
that I would be falsely branded as a tool of certain groups.
I realized that I would have to swallow many bitter pills.

Some very good friends of mine advised me, in all
sincerity, that I sign the bill. They said that my position
was being misunderstood. They said that I would be un-
popular; that people would despise and even hate me. They
said that I would ruin my political career.

But, Mr. President, I would rather be right—right, as
my conscience dictates—than be acclaimed and be popular.
I would rather be at peace with my conscience than at
peaee with the world.

And, Mr. President, when once in a while my strength
seemed to falter, I gathered inspiration from the patriotic
example set for us and for posterity by the very Chair-
man of the Committee on Education and sponsor of this
bill, our distinguished colleague, Senator Laurel.

There '\was a time when Senator Laurel was misunder-
stood. There was a time when he was hated and villified;
and when he almost lost his life in the hands of Filipino

compatriots who, at that time, sincerely believed perhaps, .

that to Lkill Senator Laurel was to serve our country.

Now that I find myself in similar, though not as difficult,
a predicament, my admiration and esteem for Senator
Laurel has increased a hundred fold, for now I realized
what spiritual pain and mental anguish he must have
suffered at that time.

Senator Laurel did mot falter then.
not falter mow.

That was a digression, Mr. President, for which I ask
your indulgence. Let me continue.

The more I studied the bill, the more I was convinced
that it could produce serious repercussions to our unity
as a people.
for a formula which could serve as a common ground
for the two sides.

When 1 said two sides, I do not only mean the side
of the Church and the side of the State as two separate
and distinet organizations, I also mean two sides in just
one man; two sides in every man. I mean man’s love
and loyalty for his country and the love and loyalty of
that same man for his Church and his religion.

We should bhe most careful not to create a conflict bet-
ween these two loves and these two loyalties. We should
ever strive to harmonize these two, otherwise we shall
create the worst conflict of all, because worse than the
conflict of man against other man, is the conflict of man
against himself; The conflict between his fa.ith‘ and his
nationalism, which are both very dear to him.

It was in order to avoid such a tragic conflict that I
set ahout looking for a formula for reconciliation. )

In the meantime, I and two other colleagues who like-
wise did not sign the bill, were attacked and ridiculed
and villiied. We were pilloried; we were nailed to the.

I hope that I will

And so I set myself to the task of looking .
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cross of misrepresentation and ridicule. But we kept our
peace. L & 3

I would not venture to speak for our two colleagues, but,
for myself, I refrained from any discussion or comment,
not even in defense of my dignity and honor, because I
knew that any comment of mine would just add fuel to the
ever growing fire which threatens to wreak havoe on our
unity. Instead of entering into any discussion, I silently
sought for different formulas of agreement.

That is why, Mr. President, you must have heard of
the formula I suggested about “footnoted editions”. But,
before I had sufficient time to fully explain this formula
to both sides, and before either side had sufficient time
to thoroughly study and arrive at a conclusion regarding
this suggestion, this bill was calendared and Senator Laurel
started his sponsorship speech.

I would have wanted to ask for a postponement of the
consideration of this bill, if only to have more time to
discover a workable formula, but I desisted from so doing
becanse I was sure that such a move would immediately be
branded as a dilatory tactic. That would lead to more
misunderstanding and more recriminations. That would
aggravate the situation.

If T might be allowed another digression, Mr. President,
it is oftentimes harmful fo prematurely - excite public
opinion before the issues are laid clearly before the people.
It often happens that reasons are buried by emotions, to
the extent that the most sincere motives are branded as

foul schemes. And so, Mr. President, it happens,  not

seldom, that while some people might see and admit- the -

reasonableness of a cause, they hecome timid and afraid to
stand for what they think is right, because they do mot
dare go against the strong current of public indignation,
‘In the present case, the premature upsurge of public
opinion before the real issues were clarified to our people,
rendered it most difficult to make an cobjective study of the
bill. ' It rendered it most difficult for the other side even
to be heard. '

Even before I had talked with any Catholic citizen,
whether layman . or ecclesiastic, about the existence of
this bill, there were already charges of alleged improper
lobbying. It was enough that a Catholic citizen talks to
a senator to inquire about this bill to immediately arounse
.a wave of accusation that there is an organized lobby. The
mere Dresence of a priest within the premises of Congress,
even Jf_ that priest be as much as Filipino citizen as any
of us, is enough fo give rise to the condemnation that the
Church is meddling in the affairs of the. government.

.The natural consequence of this, Mr. President, was to
discourage Catholic leaders and Catholic citizens from
properly presenting their side.

It is true that public hearings were held, But when
were they held? After 21 out of 24 senators had already
amx'ed their signatures to the bill, and after the Honorable
Chairman of the Committee on Education, Senator Laurel
ha'd for three days delivered his very appealing sponsor:
ship sp‘eech. In other words, before the Catholic citizens
were given a chance to present their arguments, or even
to c!arlfy the issues, our people were already led and
predlsposetl in favor of the bill; and 21 ouf of 24 senatorg
had practically served notice that all arguments againgt

the bill were futile because they had already: ;
com
themselves to vote for the bill, ¥' committed

Maybe you will ask if I am

questioning the
followed regarding this bill, Procedure

My answer is yes, While 1

TR o R ro
.cedure within my limitations as a new member %

. tion the I
do not formally raise it as an issue, I question st

ol
] erien®
body, and with due apologies to my more e '

. fine M
colleagues who are better versed than I in th_en o pro
cacies of parliamentary procedure. If I questw-l-ness and

cedure, it is only on the basis of my sense of fal ;
justice. : -ntend th

‘But I want to make it clear that I do DOF.I an of %
to be an affront against the distinguished chaumm sl
Committee on Education, Senator Laurel, who-ei 5
sincerely consider as a patriot. I want to: TG the PU
that, if 1 disagree with him on the mabter T . ot
cedure followed, that does not detract from mY yed @ oﬂ
of him for the patriotic services he has rende
country.

In the same manmer, if I disagree W! agdh g
things said in the two novels of Dr. Rizal -acted) th
religion (which Dr. Rizal himself later on €20 oralis
does not subtract an iota from my esteem a.n
for Dr. Rizal as our greatest national hero:

A a matter of fact, I have stated on seve:]’:‘ s
and I repeat now, that even if Dr. Rlzal- he wefnor‘
back to the Catholic faith; nay, eveR o _ore &
Protestant all his life; even more, even i is Wi&é
Christian—if he were a Moslem or 2 Bud(Eh e 5ef"a@{
still acclaim him ‘as our national hero fol.y and % ".1
and sacrifices that he rendered to our count'l mﬂ’tt:
people. ;

of 8
jth some gl

caSi £

o

But this again is a digression, MI- IJI'eh
confess that I find it hard, in a SPee -.
avoid digressions. o* B5V

pe past
After the public hearings—last Saturday’ t(::d i V’d
the Catholic Hierarchy of the Philippines 9 arthy oy
oral Letter which I already mentioned and p;-e is I;hoﬂj{
Maybe some people will say that, if th‘a‘b me 1bﬂ
conflict between this bill and the Church
not be laid on the author or sponsors
on the Catholie Hierarchy for having jgsueé
I would not want to enter into an % 5
this matter, Maybe the Catholic Hier? 1-cth e
clarified its stand on these two books 1078 " jais

maybe the Catholi it urpﬂse]y e P S
making an outr? S ecal d"f"

4 ¢ Pl
ght stand, precisely " not prE
not want to shock our pc:orﬂc. They dldifﬁculghgf ;\I’f
openly place our Catholic citizens in ™€ ° &

veel . gl '
ment of an apparent open conflict betW " " nizf " fo 0
great loves:

. fOr i v L
be) 3 their religion and their 19v6 iel‘mclﬂfliiz?hﬁ
e, it Was the policy of the CatholiC Cathonc Mtﬂn'
iﬂam silently and individually to each bo"ksits :’9“#
t;le real meaning of its stand on these
b f:t Hler;'n-chy thought that it could
etter, without arousing doubts and jcs
alized exp] i indivi thol’ af
- Planations to individual Ca
Y‘;}:‘ outright public proclamation. :
- atever the reason mi is not
ght be is
speech.  What matters now, in so 8% aﬂ C¥ e ¢ ;’J
the Senate are concerned, 15 " whe 0%l
s e’_‘amlnation. Let us ask ourse_Ve 31l d
z}m Precipitate move and action on th1S ey :
b]e (;athohc Hierarchy to the '\Vallg whcre tﬂ}'ﬂ-lsﬁ 35]"’
Y circumstances to jssye this public g

order t ; ¢
picl 0 safeguard what they believe ‘15 d &

1
sident- £hiss
like

he ¢

in a man’s Jife namely, his fait
of hig immorta] soul.’ i
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I know‘ that the Catholic Hierarchy issued this Pastoral
3 : With much regret. The Pastoral Letter itself states
to € bronouncement contained in it was issued “much
€ Tegret” of the members of the Catholic Hierarchy.

B the Pastoral Letter continues to say:
Our objection
EI‘O, nor
f!hildl‘en,
Ngs conty

on to the bill then is not against our national
against the imparting of patriotic education to our
But we maintain that these novels contain teach-
rEEI'Etfuuyarg' tto.thOSe of the Catholic church and so, we
office, oppog Ut in compliance with a clear .duty_ of our
ntirety of tethhe m-ODOSed.compuIsory reading in t}.neu‘
Whera Cathol-tse two novels in any school in the Philippines
Permit 1, et1:v students .may be affected. We may not
Which e ar rnal salvation of immortal souls, souls for
Ustice, ¢, bee answerable before the throne of Divine
» Mo mat; ?Omln'onnsed‘ for the sake of any humanly

er how great it may appear. ‘For what does

it Profit 5
0se of h'a Man if he gain the whole world, but suffer the
18 own soul?’ »

: Thig :
Church Ii.:rli]ﬂlc Proclamation of the stand of the Catholic
COnfljot reégretfully but necessarily create a serious
It ig heed?ng our people.
2 c‘;ssﬂ!lﬂ boint out the possible serious consequences
ourn let. It is our bounden duty, as represent-
X People and as senators of this Republie, to
It vas 1["0I;-oweF to avoid this conflict.
flv? addl‘ﬁSsedthlS Teason, Mr. President, that, today, I
ish afld delivered the following letter to the
¥ Ongy Chairman of our
Chaiy. “ble Josg p, Laurel

e mittee on Education
€ Thilippineg

F‘g nzt‘“' Laurg]:
Derj sake o
Biy i\?"d by th

0,
Q()rmni 4 »

the

Committee on Education:

f our national unity which is seriously
€ ever increasing controversy over Senate
€8, Slo may I, as a humble member of your
AUthgyg ggESt that the Committee extend an invitation
the ilippine;eliresentatives of the Catholic Hierarchy of
ba 'Dose ¢ W;. a _Closcd-docr round table con'ferenc‘e,
ag wcceptable to Ich is to seek for a formula which will
A ell g4 to the proponents and sponsors of the bill
SSurin gy he Catholic Hierarchy.
U of my respect and esteem, I remain
Very truly yours,

I'rancisco A. RODRIGO
Member
Comumittee on Education

g may ask why I did not limit niy-
tigy, ~"able SSing and_giving this letter to the
bef, v d_all‘man of the Committee on Educa-
Ore 1d I have to make this privilege speech
Wy reae Whole Senate? :
T\‘lel' 'hc; Ozlhs_ al‘f_% the following, Mr. President:
o mberg g 15. bill was signed by 21 out of 24
ol his august body, this matter ceases
eal;‘lcatio Coneern solely of the Committee on
v al] ti1 has become the concern of practi-
di. This bp? m,embers of the Senate;
8eu&"Si Ul is now before the whole Senate for

On
B33, N “Second Reading”. Therefore, my
2

P
self elt‘ilapa Some
ano add

humble proposal ceases to be the exclusive concern
of the committee, but becomes a matter for the
whole Senate to decide; and

3. I want to make this request publicly, for all
to hear and for all the members of the Senate to
decide, im order to avoid any false accusation
that there is any secret lobby or underhand in-
fluence by any group.

Perhaps some may ask why the committee
should have to. invite representatives of the Ca-
tholic Hierarchy of the Philippines. Why don’t
the members of the Hierarchy take the initiative
in approaching the committee?

Mr. President, I suppose you know what distor-
tions and misinterpretations will be attached to
such a move. I suppose you know that once any
bishop requests that he be heard, we can expect
with certainty attacks from all quarters that the
Catholiec Church is meddling in affairs of govern-
ment, and that the Catholic bishops are exerting
undue political pressure to influence legislation.

I am not speaking from theory or conjecture
alone. I am speaking from our experience, dur-
ing the last two or three weeks.

And perhaps some may ask: Why did not any
bishop or any authorized representative of the
Hierarchy appear and testify at the public hear-
ings held last Thursday, Friday and Saturday?

Mr. President, anybody who witnessed the ten-
sion and the passion at those public hearings;
anybody who saw the conduct and attitude of the
spectators in the gallery, who clapped and laughed
and booed, like fanatical cheering squads, would
readily agree with me that it would have been
most imprudent for any Catholic archbishop or
bishop to have appeared and testified at those hear-
ings, unless he wanted to expose himself to indig-
nities. Any such incident would have been disas-
trous, not because of the archbishop or bishop
personally, but because of the dire consequences of
such an incident to the peace and unity of our
people.

And it is for this same reason, Mr. President,
that I suggest that this round table conference
be held behind closed doors.

The problem is so serious that it calls for the
highest type of prudence and statesmanship on the
part of the members of the Senate.

1 feel most undeserving that this appeal should
come from me who can lay no claim to statesman-
ship nor to experience, nor perhaps, even to poli-
tical maturity. But in my own humble way, I
feel it my obligation to perform this task, with the

—. ST |
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hope and trust that the older members of this body
will aid me with their wisdom and statesmanship.

I wish to state, Mr. President, that this plea
of mine is made not only for the sake of unity,
but also for the sake of justice. It seems ap-
parent that, in this controversy, irreparable in-
justices are bound to be committed against both

‘sides.

Even now, injustices are being committed against
those who have registered objections against the
bill. Even if their objections are limited only to
the element of compulsion; even if the only ground
they invoke is the constitutional and democratic
guarantee of freedom; even if they try their ut-
most to explain that their objection to this bhill
does not mean objection to Rizal, and that their
esteem and veneration for Rizal is not in the least
diminished by their disagreement to certain re-
ligious references in his two novels; inspite of all
their repeated protestations, no matter how sincere
and reasonable, they are still branded as anti-Rizal,
anti-Filipino and traitors to the country.

This is unjust, Mr. President. This ig painful
and bitter because it is not true, but it seems to
be accepted by people who are carried by an over-
powering emotion of nationalism,

~This -is an instance when I think I can justi-

- fiably paraphrase Madam Roland, and say: Na-

tionalism, what injustices are committed in thy
name.

And injustices are being committed a]
the other side. I have already heard some people
attribute ulterior political motives to the filing of
this: bill, They say that this bill was filed not
real]y for the sake of Rizal, but for the sake of
political expediency. ‘They say that this bill wag
filed to create a cleavage and confusion in the
ranks of our Catholics in order to nip in the bud
the growing political unity of Catholic citizen
I even heard some people say that t b
pose of this bill is to put Presiden
im a very tight spot. If this bill; the
through Congress, and if the present controy
- spreads and increases, then when this bill reae}rlsy
the President for his signature, he wil] be Ic .
between the two horns of g dilemma, wh p| e
will suffer politically either way, / i

; If he approv
the blll,.then he antagonizes a big Catho]icpgi)(t);i o
sector; if he vetoes the bill then he alienates tr}ii

sympathy and the votes of those who zealously

tavor the bill; and if he does mot act on ;the il
e loses even

and allows it to become a law, then I
more, for he will be accused of mora] timidity

S0 against

he real pur-
t Magsaysay
Y say, passes

(En este momento el Sen. Locsin asume 0 pr‘?ﬂ‘)l

dencia por designacion de la Mest) e 1
And, Mr. President, this is not in my Rf;fﬁuj]gl
speech but I saw on the front page of th‘? con. I
Times” this morning the caption that thlS:c 3 ith
versy is even now being linked and connec £ the

the communist issue, On the front p;?:Iics seeij
“Manila Times” it says: “Iloilo Ca oL S%ﬁ
Reds in Move.” Mr. President, even be st

x etan
that news item I already heard Conje(.;tmeggo |1
pered accusations that may be there 1% aause 1S
nist tinge in the filing of this bill becﬁ di,‘f“"_'
communists are interested in weakening 'a also -
niting the Catholic Church and they a.];lint Mg
terested in weakening politically presi ce I ol
saysay but, Mr. President, as YOU secr hic*
not include that in my prepared Spee‘ 1
I dictated yesterday. I did not purpos
that because I did not want to be Elccuseqso :
the communist bogey man. The only Fe% at il
tioned it this morning is because I foullihe .;Maﬂu]d
whispers have taken the front page ©; lents wg )
Times” this morning. But, Mr. Presig 1'€fuse je®
like to make it clear that 1 person@ P to be]uw
believe, T repeat, I personally refus® ar i]ﬂpﬂfd;'-;‘
these accusations, I only say that these.e‘ad he
tions and accusations that I have 2" Al
There is no doubt that move of thes® .“ £
we fail to find a solution to this Cc'ntloi p i

Maybe, these false accusations and trl‘th o

will be rectified in time. Maybe thie $i2?

prevail sooner or later. But it “fju 1 at i
President, Meanwhile, the injustic® i st ;.
committed, 0

ave

I cannot help but remember the gl:}ist,s 0" y
committed by oup very own people ag i i .'}'
Laurel and othey Filipino leaders w.
to serve our country, agreed to serve

anese, sldeﬂﬁéad' j
That wags later rectified, Mr- © pese 109”“? :
VELY people who once condemne€ - e? o
e e G e, 2 o
: ives and their P JUT a1

But it took time. Meanwhile, the i = gf
one; and it is hard to avoid that 2 © 8
of bitternesg remains. 1ol Ofﬂd' 0"“
et us try o avoid any yepeti? 111191&11?%;‘
situations with a1 the power in our €% 10" o Hyt

And finally, My, President, let.us ® 1111561’-69{; &
Wisdom, all gy prudence and g0° P
SEIVe the harmony between the Fﬂlp
stitutiong that al‘e.hoth dear to oul

PI€: our country anq our Church:
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geit;gfge appeal to our people, particularly to the
who han of the press and 1:adio and to otht?rs
- ve the means at their command to in-

€ bublic opinion, to cooperate in the attain-

ment of this objective,
em;‘:e npt be su.l'prised, much less discouraged,
conflict be]tI: a while there should seem to be a
W Lopg H‘:’eelll Church and' Civil Authorities.
With suep : 1mse1af, Jesus .Chl‘lSt, was confronted
Seeming conflict. Permit me to read

0 You ¢ :
b he Scriptural passage on this point.
er thi :
‘ to this the Pharises withdrew, and plotted together,

"irs'cib?tl‘ay hi_ms.elf. in his talk. And they sent
Sﬂidp QIS to him, with thoge who were of Herod's
» Master, we know very well that thou art
holflzzihes‘i in a}l sincerity the way of God;
No one in awe, making no distinction.

::_lbu maze:;fl man; tell us, then, is it right to pay
m"‘es, e said Y, Oor not? Jesus saw their malice; Hypo-
hre e Coina,ew-hy do_ you thus put me to test? Show
isnu. imi n whxc.h the tribute is paid. So they
thet '8 likenoggn S;I"'er Plece, and he asked them, whose
3 Y saiq, "Vhe:r Vhose name is inscribed on it? Caesar’s
Ang aesar.whatel}pon he answered, Why then, give back
Adyg they Went 18 Caesar’s, and to God what is God’s.
Tation Away and left him in peace, full of
Ibeliev his words” (Matthew, 22, 15-22)
?OW ues’ tI\T}‘. President, that Our Lord handed
ls Sow t}}: IS example in His own life, in order
b 00, g s at, if this could happen to Him, who
fin happen to us, who are mere human

Byt .
BN
é':the geneHIS Infinite kindness, He also showed
Qo thig. iI‘al formula for solving problems such
od What ¢ Y0 Caesar what is Caesar’s, and to
18 GOd’S,”

e .

We Eood\\]?i?f 'S of this formula, and with humility
Can on both sides, I Kave no doubt that

& Solution to this problem.

the e Pl'e.Sident, I request approval of
Ch Uggestion as stated in my letter to

I airm
a
ha"e aly, 1 of the Committee on Eduecation, which
D Cady Tead, N

el Conf
Ormid, e
(0] Senad : tdad con, la peticion presentada por

nq
My, So,
Bumyp,

Cg i{ 3
Je,‘qntlnu C‘idnmlmg.o Yy aprobada por el Senado,
c"ion?"luia Cat'&"‘e mserta la Carte Pastorel de la
43g S e rel Oh-c,“‘c‘)”m parte de sus manifesta-
dey ena_(;;cmn con el Proyecto de Ley No.
SATEN

T OF THE PHILIPPINE HIERARCHY

ON THE
lr Noxy NOVELS oF DR. JOSE RIZAL
iy {&“lung ME TANGERE AND BI FILIBUSTERISMO
hi&h Sheq ththe many illustrious Filipinos who have dis-
lag “Mselves. in the service of their country, the
honor belongs to Dr. Jose Rizal. And

justly so; for Rizal possessed to an eminent degree those
virtues whicl: together make up true patriotism. He loved
his country not in word alone but in deed. He devoted his
time, his energies and the resources of his brilliant mind
to dispelling the ignorance and apathy of his people, and
combating the injustices and inequalities under which they
labored. When these salutary activities fell under the
suspicion of the colonial government and he was condemned
to death as a rebel, he generously offered his blood for
the welfare of his country. .

2. But although his love for his country was great, it was
not a blind, unreflecting love. It was not the inordinate
love which so often passes for patriotism, whereby one
regards one’s native country as perfect beyond ecriticism,
and attributes all its ills -to the tyranny and greed of
strangers. Rizal’s balance of judgment saved him from
this pernicious error. He clearly saw and boldly proclaimed
the fact that while the Filipino people suffered from colo-
nial rule, they were as much the victims of their own vices
and defects. In dedicating his novel, Noli Me Tangere, to
his beloved country, he addressed her as follows:

Desiring your health which is also ours, and
seeking the best means of restoring it, I shall do
with you what the ancients did with their sick;
they brought them to the steps of the temple that all
who came to invoke the god might stop to suggest a
remedy . . . I shall lift a portion of the bandage
which hides the disease, sacrificing all to the truth,
even my personal pride, for as a son of yours I am
not exempt from your defects and weaknesses.t

Thus, while Rizal was fearless in denouncing the evils
of the colonial administration of his time, he was no less
fearless in pointing out to his countrymen “our own mis-
takes, our own vices, our supine and culpable acquiescence
to these evils.”? '

3. It will not be out of place in this connection to suggest
that the affectionate realism with which Rizal regarded
his country and his people should characterize our own .
attitude towards Rizal himself. The fact that he is our
national hero by no means obliges us to approve of all that
he said or did. As one of our illustrious senators said on
the floor of the Senate a few days ago: “I do not say that
Rizal did not make any mistake, did not commit any error
in judgment or in the appreciation or in the presentation
of facts or in the criticism which he had launched. You
can always find passages in his works that are perhaps
objectionalle. And if I were to be given time and oppor-
tunity, to discuss page by page these different passages I
could say that I will also differ from many statements
which he made.”® We believe that those who try to make
Rizal out as a paragon of all virtues with no human fail-
ings do him a great disserviee; for by departing so ob-
viously from the truth, they only succeed in casting: doubt
on the very real and truly great qualities which he did
pPossess. -

Let us therefore by all means honor Rizal, but for the
right reasons: first of all, for his unselfish devotion to
his country, and secondly, for the depth of insight with
which he examined and analyzed our national problems.
Rising above petty passions and prejudices, he disengaged
from the concrete complexities of his time ideas regarding

loli Me Tangere (Nueva Era ed.) p. (3) X .
l:l.hfeltterkto a Friend, March, 1887; in W. E. Retana, Vida y Escritos
del Dr. 4José Rizal, (Madrid, 1907), ». 126 !
3. Dr. Laurel, Speech of Sponsorship of Sen. Bill No. 4388.

945 - -



-

946

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

e __——’/

the function of government, the wellbeing of society, the
dignity of the individual, the necessity of popular education,
the native traits and possibilities of the Filipino character,
and the special mission and destiny of our nation under
God; ideas which, because of their universal and timeless
validity are applicable even in our own times. Would that
our leaders of today and our people as a whole might put
into practice more faithfully.the patriotic teachings con-
tained in the writings of our national hero!

But men cannot put into practice teachings with which
they have but slight acquaintance and which they do not
thoroughly and rightly understand. Hence we cannot but
approve and applaud in ‘principle the desire of many that
the writings of Rizal be more widely circulated and read,
and even introduced as reading matter in the public and
private schools of the nation. We can think of no more
effective means, after the formal teaching of religion, to
develop in our youth a sane and constructive nationalism
and the civie virtue, so necessary in our times, of subor-
dinating individual ambitions to the common good.

Nevertheless, in this our respect and esteem for Rizal and
his work, we ought to follow the affectionate realism he
taught us in the love he had for his country. We meed not
be blind to his errors. To err is human. He had his human
failings like the rest of us; and while he showed great
wisdom and courage in returning to the true Faith before
his death, we cannot ignore the fact that he did lapse from
that faith. The historic fact of his retraction shows that
he himself, in conscience, in the face of death, did not
approve of each and every one of his previous statements.

4. Some of Rizal’s most cogent insights into the political
and social order are undoubtedly contained in his two novels,
Noli Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo. Certainly our
outstanding national hero wrote these hooks inspired by a
most ardent love for our country whose “dear image pres-
ented itself showing a social eancer,”* which he dared to
expose in the hope of finding a remedy for it. :

We wish to make it clear that insofar as these novels
give expression to our people’s desire for political freedom
and a social order based on justice they are not at variance
with the practical applications of Catholic doctrine to the
exigencies of the social milieu as it existed at the time,
The Catholic Church in ifself, as distinguished from the
human and fallible individuals who compose it, is not, never
has been, and never will be arrayed against the legitimate
political and social aspirations of any people. If it were,
it should not be what it is called: Catholic, that is, uniy-
ersal. Hence it follows that the clear and even forceful
expression of such aspirations can never be injurious to the
Catholic Church. The aims and objectives of that Church,
being supernatural, are also supranational; between them
and national aims, provided these are in conformity with
the principles of morality, no conflict is possible.

Moreover, the same God who created nature, restored
it by grace, to Him both the supernatural and the natural
order owe their being: hence, as Pope Leo XIIT says, “If we
would judge rightly, the supernatural love of the Church and
the natural love of country are twin loves sprung from the
same eternal source, since the author and cause of bhoth

is God. Whence it follows that there can be no conflict
between these two duties.”®

4. The Social Cancer (English version of Noli § 3
BT s S (Bl y oli Me Tangere, by Charles

5. Encycl. “Sapientiac chistinnae”, 10 January 1800}

ridion n, 1986 h. Depziger, Enchi-

: “has
We may even go further and assert thai_: l“s_tor-’Y l;jia'-l
repeatedly exemplified that the Gospel, which 1ta e, asi
divine mission of the Church to preach and Prol),aﬁs - s
for its proper effect to make the individual COT}S‘”O
dignity as an image of God and as one who 15
our heavenly Father as a filial participant lr]':tize“ or
exalted nature. Furthermore, it renders the c;he i
scious of his rights and responsibilities within 5
which gave him birth and of the freedom, 2°
and social which is necessary for the exerc
rights and responszibilities. Thus the GOSPe% of
tributes to the foundation of a true and soli forcet® gt
development of a balanced, dignified and rea”? - cefmi‘
tionalism. Pope Leo XIII made this cleal 1 i

terms two years after the publication of
Tangere:

jse

The Church does not condemn the
nation should be free from foreign °F #
provided this freedom can be won wik ish
Nor does she reprehend those who et
it about that states should be g"‘fe?nes
ance with their own laws, and the citizeX th
the widest possible scope for increasmfn en
perity. The Church has always Sho:,ivi
most faithful supporter of legitimate pject

5. Now, according to Rizal himself, the 2 rati’
novels was to expose in terms of fiction?®
actual evils which then afflicted PhilipPin® *%jue g

it
“social cancer” was, in his opinion, large som ratﬁ

decadent state of the religious orders and 0 par frnd

of the Catholic religion. Hence the 1aT8" " oqts Ty
novels is devoted to castigating disedifyit® 3 pse” .
satirizing what he deemed to be superstit’ ¢ 65:
and practices . of the Church. Ve th? eft l-lo
6. In . o obsere. wb i
the first place, one ought to g 1€ 10 e
books were written in a period of Riza] chul'chasd'od
Wwas openly estranged from the Catholi® s e

sding .
point of denying Catholic doctrines, 11(71@:1“3“ ';'f;"e;;}"
Practices and despising Catholic WO?Sh‘l‘pi at Pe_ 18 ol
1889, Dr. Tavera told Rizal in Paris t;lhef Fﬂe‘sui-
tried to defend him (Rizal) before Fat.ar, f'lq'rea‘*']
plaining that, in the attack upon the T gp it Gl
Was thrown so high and with such for¢® .. co” gﬂﬂ{
{-ehglon’u Rizal corrected him saying: lﬂiSSiIe-tiops it
18 not quite exact; I wished to throw th® [ er '
the friars; but ag they used the ritual 27 fs tha™ g o
2 religion as a shield, I had to get Tid 2 pel et
order to wound the enemy that was ] e
Ha'n(ée, Rizal Positively avows that he at,t.:aC‘ 8" 0
l‘ehgm.n' since the ritual and suP"‘rStimom’
Were in many instances the sacred acts ©
and pious practices, Even if it were trU°
48 & whole were making use of religio”
their abuses, it was a mistake to attack
professed by them, And Rizal himself 2
the end when he wrote: *“I retract with 2

YL in my works, writings, publication®
n

1jdi1|g

been contrar
Y to a
Chuireh,» o my status as

: e
t 7 It is true that in his novels Rizal W’Oto
ory; fietion, moreover, in, the, lurid st¥1°

6. Encyel, “p

’; Inncflf]_- Libertas, Draestantissimum’’, =
o e Letter cited in note 2

£ R. Palma, Pride of v
9. J. Cavanna, R

¢ of the Malay Race; pp-
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Schoo], o i
And it js drawback common to all social novels

of this ki
: 1d that the more effectively they portray the evils

Againgt, Which:
iy iCh they are written, the more they tend to give

Sv Imy i
1§ sttE::f[S!:}?a:hat such evils are typical. The implication
arg aPplicablthe ﬂbusels are not limited to individuals
“the ex 7 _to the “group; that they are the norm
ot only ., céption. In our case this impression arises
:he expressé?g t!-] € content of the novel itself but also from
‘Bf 0r’s Dedi lm_:e“tioﬂ of the writer himself. In the
un.u 8tripe :‘ICatmn’- of Npoli Me Tangere Rizal said: “I
fu“hfuuy w‘ot Teproduce thy (my fatherland’s) condition
‘”eryghin;; ‘th,‘:"t diserimination; . . . sacrificing to truth
g.erf‘ﬂ'al cﬂr; it: Rizal here patently meant to portray a
H¥idyg) 5 00 of his country, not aberrations of in-
“ Thﬂ‘&fﬂreri‘f}tf 'S or isolated cases.
hzze" accep’tableen n these novels we can hardly find even
éher hayg ty crl‘ehg]ous priest, but practically “all” ap-
eva?u ) in a.: Wor:;!' morbid, hypoeritical, licentious, trea-
ang ha Ng the Fi a.l“’ﬂys hateful in some aspect; when
in € as ap exe Hpino clergy only “one” Filipino priest,
o, 0bla Ijghtf,pho“ to the others of that time, appears
te as grDSs.l when all good and pious Catholics are
Wag fls‘? Woulq afl 1gnorant and ridiculously superstitious:
in th © Eenerg) y Oljd_lnary reader conclude but that such
8 3 Phili 4 condition of the whole Catholic Church
it 'WE 3 DDlnes at that viod?
fangey 2¢ed not gop period? \ :
o1 abuges a dy that there were then p?.rtlcular in-
iZion i tI;1 superstitious modalities in the prac-
Doy, amﬂng all-t e Philippines. There were, of course,
Ad ng one -l00-human Catholics in those times as
- Dropqs?s to condone the defects of clerics
Ve exhibited the discipline consonant with
eVertheless, though composed of defect-
F;Sand fl_ln‘ctioning through their agency, the
sou0f divine origin and is, for this reason,
s 'r¢e of truth and holiness. In this con-
Temarked that God in His infinite wisdom
hVay mee mestimable treasures of His revelation
Tay > of theiy ;’ without in any way depriving these
2 8 ag \ejp trust Teedom to he faithful to their gage or to
Ildaﬂ.. M oupg t1 Hence, it is no wonder if in Rizal's
.:t@r hf‘DId Chpies -¢ should have been priests who, like
“aky, Ml & f(fr a handful of silver, or who, like
isPﬁ)nCe of the Apostles, in a moment of
Cag Tigt does rd. Because these disciples ?vere un-
thy e o0 be ¢ Not cease to be God nor do His teach-
o st s € Rather, does not the defection of the
& 3 Vi °(‘1’e the divine indefectibility of a Church
¢ ap decFrmg centuries the decadence incident
S Zep er g; ne of empires and cultures and which
i Uoy, eray;,  “Sintegrates merely human institutions?
Dl‘ies;-: g ‘un“l’orthy particular instances and to
Dig, Mlig,. Tthy, 18 to infliet a great injustice on a mul-
it mo“s 2 .ell‘deServing and edifying Catholic priests
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ti]I is oM there are many examples in our own
Y g 5 true
Q“heral"paith it most of the teachings against the

th:;todlo Catho{? the novels are put in the mouths of either
< IJOCS- of the type of Don Rafael Ibarra, Don
P}}' as Sm‘b]y Elias, or of Catholies who have lost
hlliDpih 2510 the Philosopher. Such persons existed
® and it is obvious that they thousht and

JERAE R S S
Filibusterismo, by

(English version of Fl
ed.) pp. 20 & 21

spoke as Rizal makes their fictional counterparts think and
speak, viz., in terms .of anti-Catholic ideas, with jeers at
Catholic doctrine, with impieties, ete. If the author
would not in any way suggest that these were his own
opinions which he proposed to his readers as true, it
could be said that he was merely making use of the
novelist’s right to portray people as they are. But this
is mnot the case. Evidently the author here shares
these ideas and offers them to the reader as his considered -
and approved opinions. One gathers this from the sed-
uctive allure with which they are presented because of the
favorable light in which snide criticism is set forth, or be-
cause of their utterance by noble characters, or on account
of their being supported by seemingly unanswerable ar-
gument which can in no way be contradicted.

Furthermore, and this is what forbids any possible mis-
interpretation of the author's mind, there are passages
where it is nmot any more the novels’ characters but the
author himself who speaks, who makes us understand with-
out cavil that the teachings derogatory to Catholic beliefs
and practices are also his own."

10. In these two novels we find passages against Catholic
dogma and morals™ where repeated attacks are made

-against the Catholic religion in general, against the pos-

sibility of miracles, against the doctrine of Purgatory,
against the Sacrament of Baptism, against Confession, Com-
munion, Holy DMass, against the doctrine of Indulgences,
Church prayers, the Catechism of Christian Doctrine, ser-
mons, sacramentals and books of piety. There are even pas-
sages casting doubts on or covering with confusion God’s om-
nipotence, the existence of hell, the mystery of the Most
Holy Trinity, and the two natures of Christ.

11. Similarly, we find passages which disparage divine
worship ™, especially the veneration of images and relics,
devotion to the Blessed Virgin and Saints, the use of
scapulars, cords and habits, the praying of rosaries, mo-
venas, ejaculations and indulgenced prayers. Even vocal
prayers are included, such as the Our Father, the Hail
Mary, the Doxology, the Act of Contrition, and the Angelus.
Mass ceremonies, baptismal and exsequial rites, worship of
the Cross, the use of holy water and candles, processions,
bells and even the Sacred Sunday ohligations do not escape

scorn. ‘
12. We also find passages that male light of ecclesias-
tical discipline,” especially in what concerns stole  fees,

11. Noli Me Tangere (P. Sayo Book Store, Manila, Nueva ed. 1950)
pp. b4, 65, 6T, 74, 76, 76, 157, 169, 163, 165, 234, 286.
In El Filibusterismo (Manila Filatélica, Manila, 1908) pp. 282, 238.

12. Noli, ibid, op. cit., against Confession, pD. 26, 183, 191, 231, 232, 238,
277; Baptism, p. 263; Communion, p. 171, 183, Holy Mass, 34. 199, 15?.
171, 183; Purgatory, 67-70; Hell, 60-70:- Miracles, 178, 258; Catholic
Catechism, 98; Catholic religion, 74, 118, 171, 263, 3817; alms to the
Church, 26, 76; Catholic priesthood, 171; Catholic - preaching, 162-169,
171, 183; scapulars, cords, 157, 258: books of piety,

blessed habits, 88, b £
281; Indulgences, 74, 82-84, 2h2: education in Cathoelic schools, 278-474;
also of. 74-76; 118, 180, 165, 263, 288. A ‘
In FEl Filibusterismo, ibid. op. cit,, Communion, p. 206, Holy Mass,
140, 207, Hell, 189; Miracles, 26-27; Catholic religion, 278; alms to
the Church, 140;  Preaching, 206: seapulars, hnbn}s.' etc.ﬂ ~207r§ 0
Holy Trinity, God’'s omnipotence, two natures in Churist, 90'1_‘; "3"“,
13. Noli, ibid, op. cit, against veneration. of image, 32-34, ._iH,
307; devotion to saints, 54, 307-308; Angelus, 275; Processions, 55,
158, 201-202, Holy Water, 150; Church worship, 169; worship to the
Cross, 220; Church bells, 65; Candles, 74; Novenas, church prayers,

: duty, 76, -

;;: ]g‘l"Fﬁ?l:ﬁlgrismn. {bid. op. cit, veneration of images, 75: -proces.
sions, 75, 110, 207; Holy Water, 284: Ritual Blrsg—;mn‘, 40, 228; Veneration
of relies, 66; Novenas, Church prayers, 110, 207. A
14. Noli, op. ecit, Against excommunientions, 1f b ia00: % 4, 262
tole fees, 26, T4-T56; 84: Pope's authority, 65, 08, 182, 189; education
;;n Catholic schools, 88, 42, 145, 974: Catholic burial, 28, 43, Monasteries

of Nuns, 821, 832; . . i i holi
temo, op, eit., stola fees, 140 education in, Cat olic
In El Flibusleryss Catholic burial, 62-63, 288

schools, 88, 95,
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alms to the Church, alms in suffrages for the dead, author-
ity of the Pope, excommunication, education in Catholic
schools, Pontifical privileges, Catholic burial, the organ-
ization of nunneries and monasteries, Confraternities, Third
Orders, ete.

13. These are the actual findings from a serene and im-
partial reading of the two novels. Much to our regret
then. We feel it our sacred- duty to come to the conclusion
that these works, as any other of their kind, fall under Can,
1899 of the Code of Canon Law which establishes:

“By the law itself are forbiddem . e

... (2) books of any-writers defending heresy
or schism, or tending in any way to
undermine the very foundations of
religion;

. .. (6) books which attack or ridicule any of
the Catholic dogmas, or which defend
errors condemned by the Holy See,
or which disparage divine worship, or
strive to overthrow ecclesiastical dis-
cipline, or which have the avowed aim
of defaming the ecclesiastical hierar-
chy or the clerical or religious states;

Evidently, some, not all,
affect clearly the mnovels we are studying, This is indeed
a matter of concern to all of us, dear children, and We
are the first to regret that the books that were written
by our foremost national hero inspired by the most
genuine patriotism, have included such substantial de-
fects in their religious aspeet as to render them objec-
tionable reading in such sense that only with due permis-
sion obtained from ecclesiastical authority may these books
be read by Catholics. This permission, however, is readily
granted for a justifiable reason, whenever the person con-
cerned has sufficient knowledge of the Catholic doctrine
in question. <

This does not mean, however, that each and every portion
of the novels falls under this law. Those -portions which
do not contradiet the content and practices of the Catholic
Faith are evidently not affected by the law.

14. This being the fact, to make the two novels in ques-
tion compulsory reading matter in our schools, as proposed
in the Senate Bill No. 438, is tantamount to forcing our
Catholic youth to read doctrinal attacks against their re-
ligion without making it equally obligatory for them to
read the answer to such attacks. Is this being fair to
Catholics? It is true that our government allows the
teaching of religion in schools. But this does not do awa
with the unfairness of the proposed law, because while th}é
government would impose the obligation to teach the anti-
Catholic side, as contained in the novels, it merely does
not oppose the study of the Catholic side. '

Or will the government in the same manner make com-
pulsory the reading of the Catholic doctrines contradicted
in those novels? But in that event would not the principl
of separation of Church and State be at once involfeg
against such remedial reading?

As in the case of a certain biography of Rizal, we
here the same tendency to discriminate against E}atholics
in this Catholic country. When there is a point of at
tacking the Catholic position, the government seems to hav;_
the right even to spend the people’s money in support of

the attack, in the name of patriotism, culture, history, or

of the clauses of this law-

_Wh')m Catholic teachings and laws have

see

for any other noble purpose. Should Catholics keilhf;'}
defend their side in the same manner that it 18 aitas gioxi o
specter of clericalism, bigotry, obscurantisxr{, read Chﬁ
the like is invoked, and the wall of “geparation 9%y

and State” is hastily rigged to block our way. T
In (1) 1

15. Let us be sincere and straight forwal'd-‘ to
to imbue our youth with patriotism, is it necessary o M0
them read that “confessionals are made SO th
sin?”* 1In order to teach our youth love f’f
necessary to expose them to jeers at Catholl
say of stole fees, that “divine justice 15 T
exacting as human”, to say that “novenas.
versicles and prayers have been composed for -
original ideas and feelings’” and that “the Chmno
gratuitously save the beloved souls for. you order
distribute indulgences - without Pﬂ."ment?.m g :
teach our youth high political and social
necessary to make them read that the ide%?: g
“does not-exist in the Old Testament nor . ntest n}e"e '
that neither Moses nor Christ made the S-hgnot el
tion of it; and that the early -Christians dl.
in a purgatory?”’” In order to teach o
virtues, is it necessary to tell our girls thlaq'in
mystery (or corruption) that is hidden 142 s
of a nunnery; that it is a thousand t”.ﬂe -
them to be unhapppy in the world than i por® s
that girls who are beautiful were M° tionﬂ]isn
b}'ides of Christ?® Does patriotism anc athe b
sist in these assertions and many others like o b
again and again in multifarious ways 2 T 18 0]
of the chapters of these novels? If nobs o jz8l o
?hat the political and social principles 2 consider
't'r_wepamble from those passages which W€ -ch-
tionable from the point of view of our C}uu i
the statements against the Church COntame,ts
should never be considered indispensable pat & - th
We want to teach our youth. » di of
Ob?Ve‘vmw with alarm any obligatory ;e;e 3""‘5111(13" 2

Jectionable passages for they can €aS! unit¥?. g 0%l
tho‘se who hate the Church as an 0PPO! he Spfrl i (:F"’f
guise of patriotism, under the cloak © (thal i ok

e |
s * {
iden™ otoh
£ Goﬁpe:::

tionalism, to imbue, wi tion 5
th legal sanctiof i ol
to be enacted by ’Catholic 1egislatm's) ﬂ;zir olif in "3,.
youth with ideas which are inimical t0 . ef f‘figﬂ |
i

X T e's
}“' Religious conscience is formed bY Or; 0
Eéflnerepee to the teachings and the 13% ;
atholic conscience, then, is guided bY

ar
?nd the laws of the Catholic Church. VWog Caf

e
" our country, there are many paptiz¢ littl‘i;irigs f?fog
: 4i11 1€
But on the other hand, there are million® ° ]11; 135‘(:1}111111 4
gl 1'evels of life, f1'01;1 the farmhand %© .t the
fessional and academic professor Who 3
the guide of their consciences.

b e they become aware that there fired
00ks which are against the teachings ®
Church, they will consider contrary © ot s
compulsory reading of the novels thet”
not be sufficient to say that promine®

R 7 B e
s . eit

16, 1pi6% po; 1061
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Em;so?n:ide’: these portions of the two books as attacks
doctrines génihd‘sedlf}-‘mg priests and not as attacks on
atholies rq e Chul"ch. \‘\'.hl]e these millions of faithful
Politica] andspec't their poE‘:tlcal leaders and follow t]lleir
. 00nside‘soma1 lea@erslnp, they (the faithful Catholics)
88Fthe. oo - I the Oﬁicml pronouncements of their Church
; uide of their fajth.
gislﬂtjrsmn;?e;r name that We want to appeal to our le-
Milliong o th? legislate against the conscience of these
freedom, of CIr countrymen who have a right to their
Want ¢, teacﬁonsclence as much as anybody else. If we
Y our youth to love, as Rizal did, the freedom
fllhh‘ymg-n, let us not disregard one of the fun-
= eedoms of our people, viz., their freedom of

h;:fri;:. & serious danger here of confusing the
Thixe dISm and faith. The two issues are so in-
th;m YP 1n _R‘Zal"_s novels that all our efforts to
bi TDretoq W n Fh]s delicate question might be mis-
s g g CT€ it not becaise of Our Pastoral duty
Yathey o Orcefully a this moment to speak, We would
ce:;:ﬁ k,eeP a prudent silence on the matter, as
Sum 11 )s did. E}ut since We ought to speak, all?w
5, thlat Our mind in the following brief, precise
ci € Ang We offer to you, dear children. for your
s&lly o We_ present these to all Filipinos, espe-
tudY a AW-giving bodies of our Government, for calm
Catholiealz ctonsideration. They are Our expression of
. AN‘Z;“d concerning the novels of Dr. Jose Rizal,
I RE and EL FILIBUSTERISMO:
Dame afl:i t°he Catholic Philippines Hierarchy, mOul
Cathopioe 2 the name of millions of faithful Filipino
8 akah]e' Wish on this occasion to restate our un-
the laws llloyalty to our fatherland, as well as to
I, Fa.ilf];hy constituted authorities of the country.
I Jgya ful Catholics wish to be second to none
and veneration for our national hero, Dr.

J()s'

€ Riz

i al o AR RN

mapiration' Whose patriotism remains for us a noble

iBsueB .
tlmately
?eDarate

r e assert that he is our greatest patriot and
he oneeateSt national hero, not however for wl_lat
4 the 'Y wrote against our religion and which
end he retracted “with all his heart”, but

or
vhat he did on behalf of the welfare of our

“Ountyy,

v d 2
he Novels Noli Me Tangere and El Filibus-

teris?;r;r .
Rizalr‘vere doubtlessly written as an expression
iliphi S ardent and generous love for our derflr

thep, gnes’_ and there are beautiful passages 1n

Dagati;‘m“’lng this; and we are in favor of pro-

gﬁnel‘ati these passages and encouraging our young

<8 N to read and learn them.

Whep u‘t unfortunately these novels were written

faith -11' Jose Rizal, estranged for a time from our

tiay ;1?; religion, did contradict many of our Chris-

VI. ! S.

him inThls in no way implies that we must reject

n"“313.'115', tOrdel. to remain loyal to our faith. It only

he dj at we have to imitate him precisely in what

o hig ‘I‘ihen he was about to crown the whole work

% With ife by sealing it with his blood: we ought

i 8 draw’ as he courageously did in the hour 'of

ingy *'Preme sacrifice, “whatever in his works, writ-

to 1’1i Publications and conduct had been contrary

S status as a son of the Catholic Church.”

A dying person’s last will is sacred. Taking into
account Rizal's last will, we must carry out for
him what death prevented him from doing, namely,
the withdrawal of all his statements against the
Catholic faith,

VII. It is our conviction that to disregard our
national hero’s last will expressed in his Retraction
as well as his Last Farcwell, is, far from revering
his memory, bringing it into contempt.

VIII. It is true, as the Explanatory Note to the
proposed Bill No. 438 3rd C. R. P. says that. “to
praise Rizal without taking the trouble to study that
which elicits our praises is to be hypocritical.”
we suggest that a Rizalian Anthology be prepared
where all the patriotic passages and the social and
political philosophy of Rizal not only from these
two movels but from all the rest of his writings,
letters, poems and speeches be compiled. It is not
only in the two novels but also in his other writings
are the patriotic teachings of Rizal to be found. In
order to compile an Anthology of the kind we suggest,
we have already organized a committee which is mak-
ing the necessary studies.

IX. Our objection then to the Bill proposed is
not any objection against our mnational hero nor
against the imparting of patriotic education to our
children.

X. Our Constitution (Art. 3, Section 1 (7), gua-
rantees the free exercise of religion. The Supreme
Court of the United States has decided that the
American school children belonging to a certain sect
cannot be compelled to salute the American flag
because said act is offensive to their religious be-
lief. (West Virginia Board of Education v. Bar-
nette, 319, U.S. 624.) On this basis, We believe
that to compel Catholic students to read a book
which contain passages contradicting their faith con-
stitutes a violation of a _Philippine constitutional
provision.

XI. We, the Catholic Philippine Hierarchy main-
tain that these novels do contain teachings con-
trary to our faith and so, We are opposed to the
proposed compulsory reading in their entirety of such
books in any school in the Philippines where Catholic
students may be affected. We cannot permit the
eternal salvation of immortal souls, souls for which
We are answerable before the throne of Divine Jus-
tice, to be compromised for the sake of any human
good, no matter how great it may appear to be. “For
what does it profit a man, if he gain the whole
world, but suffer the loss of his own soul?”*

Given in Manila this 21st day of April in the year
of Our Lord, 1956.

Senator LiM. Mr. President, will the gentleman
please yield to just a few questions?

El PRESIDENTE INTERINO. El orador puede con-
testar si le place.

Senator RODRIGD. With pleasure.

Senator LiM. Am I to understand now from the
gentleman from Bulacin that according to the
Philippine Catholic hierarchy, there is no objection
to the approval of this bill, or there would be no

19. Matthew, xvi, 26.

Hence |
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objection to the approval of the bill if the objec-
tionable features which touch the Catholic religion
would be eliminated from the compulsory reading
of these two novels? I am asking this question
because I have not had time to read the pastoral
It was only published this morning and
it is quite long.

Senator Robrico. Mr. President and gentleman
from Zamboanga, I would want to refrain from
answering that question.

Senator LiM. But as to that portion read by Your
Honor quoting part of the pastoral letter, it would
appear from the words that you read verbatim
that the Catholic hierarchy, or Church hierarchy
better stated, because I would like to be known
that T am a Catholic also, would not object to
this bill if the objectionable features, particularly
those parts of the Noli Me Tangere and the El Fili-

Dusterismo touching on our religion, would be eli-

minated from the compulsory reading feature of the
bill.

Senator RoODRIGO. Well, that seems to be my
understanding also. However, as I said, I would
not want to make a direct answer because Your
Honor is asking me about the meaning of something
that the hierarchy has said. Now, precisely, I
am suggesting and I am requesting that duly alitho-
rized representatives of the hierarchy, men who can
talk authoritatively for the hierarchy, be invited.
Whatever I say now will he my own personal opi-
nion. It will not reflect the position of the hierar-
chy. So, the best thing to do is for us to refrain
from the discussion of this until there can be that
closed door round-table conference.

Senator LiM. Your Honor, without having had
a chance to read that pastoral letter,

for my own personal reasons, am quite alarmed
because the only chance by w ]

hich our Church could
make me change my mind ahout this bill, becauge
I signed the bill as co :

. -author, is on the com ul r
nature o_f the bill. And I am alarmed, ag DII:'S;;%
because if that is the stand of the Catholic h‘ier:'

archy, right now I have no do ;

woplc_i vote for this bill, beczgzz Tsyl?;);e;hatl
rethOI:L and your religion, oup religion ig conc:r mly
regarding the attacks, if we can cal] them qttan;a(’
of the late Dr. Riza] against our heloved E}hlc'{;’
I_apl not worried about that—that Rizal tri I%C :
rIdlcul_e, for example, our theory, our d])eli ;efc 2
therg is Purgatory in which T beiieve that }? t h i
to ridicule the indulgences, 1'*‘&1;}101',0'1,c : Ilgd
that Dr. Rizal has painteq el

the induyl i

{ # _ gences in
comical manneyp because some old ladies wea
: re

saying that according to the Nol;
o mng t v Me T, ”
the El Filibustertsmo particularly th;t ni;{:fi al;}d
- - y e

I, myself,

1am concerned, religion being

Tangere, one woman said, “I still have
of indulgence and I think I have already I
that up in my prayers this morning, a“d. qt
give some to you” Father Cavanna S& mical
some portions of the two becoks are % that
Precisely, he has reinforced the eligion
these charges of Dr. Rizal against our fc.h :
will not be taken seriously by our y0}‘]1 talke
cause if they are comical, nobody “1-1;11 and
them " seriously and, besides, I have fﬁl.ch
confidence in the weapons of our C 1 Jesw
combat such statements of ridicule. Loz eforé
Christ said, if Your Honor will permit me':-hich is
he left the earth, that the Holy Ghosty * of th

covere
will

BT e :
one of the persons in the Holy Trinity, a4 i

th elr’e 10

v

mysteries of our faith, composed of the ,? !
Son and the Holy Ghost, would be i g wit ¢
guide and protect our Church from enemlesha nd
and without and that the gates of H.eu was por?
prevail against it. Even before Dr. Rizl v :2
and all through contemporary history: %cholics aly
now and I am sure forever, the nollfcal no? Oﬂnt
going to lambast our Church and ridicV i er 9’b05'
the matter of Purgatory but also the mihe conf‘;f
the virginity of the Virgin Mary, abou® © g miy
sional, about the granting of indulgencesas baptt, 0
others, about the other sacraments Su¢? = y;id ] d
where they say we should not baptize & %
has no chance to object, whether or Ose
would like to be baptized or not, becall
is just a baby of one or two months-

a 1]‘12.t ele 50ﬂ
a believer in religion, does not have kg rto
Yours is not to reason out; yours is
and no matter what Rizal and other
the Church may say, no matter wha
fl‘_iars, during the time of Rizal, may jrit 0{;0 )
mitted, T believe that somehow the 1 sel B

T s b b O
Catholic religion, the Holy Spirit 51"}3 alﬂsﬂ ot;
that the gates of Hell shall not prev®" “yas g

: ab

Church. Riza] was not a theologld™ nd theaiﬂbl

padre and not ap expert on religio™ tacks ﬂﬂllf’:f

dents will not take seriously these ab perso.ﬂt zld,
our ~ Ly

buil. C'hmch_ And so because of tha 0ve 1031‘111159
¢lieve that we should read these tWO° cor.

¢ 1
unexpurgated forms, RBut as far 25 L 2 i bg; up!;'
as I told you, I have heen having 0.1.1 e . ]1'
aItho_ugh I wag able to be presellt ﬂve bezfiﬂﬂd

€arings only once, every night i beﬂ' 911{'
tening to the rebroadeasts of said PUbyq <2yl
\I\fhc?re many witnesses testified PO A Dill' ﬂld
en:c{)u(}g 1151}1122 to confess that T wis? “4pis } w.(; ]

- I 1
aspect of compulsion o ch“ro 1'35
ly fear, that our Cathol® s I’rog
£ its faithfuls, or that ]

that is the on
lose nany o
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its
i;lt;zlgltifot ;pread the Catholic religion would
in hig R II-O ! (; sense that the statements of Rizal
Students, | A vels woulc‘l affect the minds of the
Chuyep l’qas elzn not worried about that because our
enough \:rﬂugh weapons to counteract that. It
attackg not Onleap()ns to 1‘)(3 able to withstand the
1en than Dr YR‘_)f Dl Rizal but of perhaps wiser
as: Some o ou.r Pl-zal In matters of religion, such
2al coylq not rotestant ministers, because while
?l‘oved it by giV'be e‘_?lllalled in patriotism, for he
tﬁ Mattopg o ‘l‘elling his own blood and life, at least
re}‘ft'he was jy Stgl on, much as I love Rizal, I know
Atlgmn Derhapg E‘lll 01'(111'1211-y layman. He knew
Eneg, b flom a few years’ study at the
rch i V‘;: \\'01:1‘1ec1, 1 am not afraid at all
e anst%ong. It is not going 1:9 be
chance of oy r\\‘ coml‘nents frolm Dr. Rlza.l.
the’c My only 3‘ Cha{lglng my mind about this
Couldompulsol'y l‘eag‘m ry, 1s the debatable point of
Nagy he ¢ o%n an llllg 01’. these two novels, and if I
nﬁghte shoulq @ Cb convinced t.hat t]_w.e cpmpulsory
Attag). Stil] chang e lnclqded in this bill, then I
am ns of Dy ie my mind; but as far as the
0 Worrieq 7‘%1)1 on the Church is concerned, I
‘ Strong ti out that, frankly speaking. I
lshopof the o dm the church, from the infalli-
of 2 the B i to the cardinals, the arch-
the b Riza EDS and the priests. The attacks
of nOHCkEt com € church are but a small drop in
Dl‘iest:‘cathohcpm:eq to the attacks and sermons
Wy (iu Ministers and even non-Christian
ng, 1Uestj, ,
iy :;nelld :nilow 1s, is Your Honor ready to pre-
8o the 1y o to show that the compulsory na-
en 1] i P A
fo . Ator 1S objectionable?
fnq (2ain g, "RIGO. T started ¢ that T wanted
if ) from gioo o o say that I wante
Sopg Zentlen, ussing the merits of the bill,
Fil‘st Withoy inim 'Wlll- allow me to explain my
tierits of o e etruption, I will do so.
h;?llhyoit e ]’Dﬂ]lls 18 1101: the time to discus.s the
of "llege he ena‘t Th? bill is not under considera-
ng the bi] SPeech eIt}”fIS morning. This is only a
] s Statdg] not touch upon the meri}:s
o n ed very definitely that I would
%“1 fop disgllzsl'nerits of the bill. There will be
: alnbézn' I want to assure th'e gentle-
t ink | nga that I can explain those
Wait fW‘llI have very valid arguments,
“"ith sec they IOI the proper time, and when
Cong Ch shal] explain those points.
ason i, T would be inconsistent
qsputsta_nd this morning if I were to
gy, | AUONS right now, becausg precisely

Ql'u sh a d

The on]

bl ang

he heated discussions of this bill

S to calm down, to have a sort of

in order to silently seek an understanding with the
members of the hierarchy. And so, even at the
risk of people here saying that I was not able to
answer the questions and arguments of the gen-
tleman from Zamboanga, I am willing to take that
risk because I think it is not prudent to enter into
any heated discussion. >

Senator LiM. I would not say that the gentleman
from Bulacin was not able to answer my question.
Let my remarks be perhaps a call of attention to
our Catholic hierarchy that in their pastoral letter,
I assume it to be so because of the portions that
the gentleman read, they don’t seem to be against
the bill even with its compulsory nature if the com-
pulsory reading of the Noli Me Tangere and the El
Filibusterismo would not be applicable to the objec-
tionable features thereof. Because if the Catholic
hierarchy will not later on or subsequently object
to the bill because it is unconstitutional in the
sense that no one should be compelled to read or
not to read anything, if it is only the fear of our
priests or even of the hierarchy of the Philippines
that the statements in these two books against the
church will inpede the progress of their religion, I
am not worried about that. As I already stated,
our Catholic church is much bigger than any indivi-
dual, bigger even than our great Malayan hero,

our beloved Dr. Rizal.

I thank the gentleman.

Senator RoDRIGO. Thank you very much.

Senator ALONTO. Mr. President, will the gentle-
man yield? _

El PRESIDENTE INTERINO. El caballero de Bula-
c4an, puede contestar si le place.

Senator Robrigo. With pleasure.

Senator ALONTO. Frankly, I somewhat hesitate
to take the floor in asking a few questions of the
distinguished gentleman from Bulacan because I
might be misunderstood, as he claims to be mis-
understood. But precisely, I would like to ask
these questions to clear any doubt from my mind.

I cannot understand the controversy. That is
the truth of it, Mr. President. Of course that is
understandable, because,as my distinguished col-
leagues in the Senate call me, I am a non-Christian.
So I eannot understand why we are fichting over
something which we should not fight over. To
my mind we are trying to create a mountain outz of
2 molehill, and that is precisely why I am asking

these guestions.
My first questio
as to the statement o
about loyalty or love
of country. To me,

n is, I would like to be clarified
f the gentleman from Bulacan,
for God and loyalty or love
those are ‘o things which

are quite different from each other nd do not con-
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- by men.

flict and which to my mind cannot conflict. So I
would like to be clarified as to that. Is there any
way, is there any instance by which love for God,
or loyalty to God, or loyalty to religion, or loyalty
to church for that matter, can conflict with that
inherent love of a person for his country and his
homeland? That is the question I would like to
ask first of the distinguished gentleman from Bula-
can.

Senator RobRiGo. Well, I agree with the distin-
guished” gentleman from Lanao. that there should
be and there can be no conflict between these two.
In essence, they should be in harmony. But some-
times conflicts are created not because of religion,
not because of country, but conflicts are created
I will give an example to the gentleman
from Lanao. .-

There is an order by the Department of Educa-
tion that folk dancing should bhe compulsorily taken
by public school students. But there was a protest
from a certain Moro group that folk dancing would
be against their religious belief. I am not ac-
quainted with that belief, but that is their belief
and I absolutely respect it. Now, as the govern-
ment insisted, in spite of the protest of this Mord
group, in compelling Moro students to take up folk
dancing, there came a conflict between religion and
government. But the government, in that case,
following democratic processes, through our Sec-
retary of Justice, ruled that those Moro students
cannot be compelled to take folk dancing.

Senator ALONTO. Well, I agree with you there
but folk dancing does not involve love of country’
What I mean is, if there is a conflict between Iové
of country and love of God. That is what I am
asking. What is your stand?

S_enator RODRIGO. T will give the gentleman an
examplls, although he knows thig already as a law-
yer. e was my co-graduate in th iversi
of the Philippines. There is-that caseeof[?clsll:]gsg’z
witnesses. There is a standing rule in the United
States and also in the Philippines that there shall
be a ﬂag. ceremony in the morning foy students in
the public schools, and the indispensable part of
the flag ceremony is for the students to salute the
18 i i
cate love of country and nationzrl)llg(safr]l.seh'rlf';z ;ECUL
bers of this religious sect called the Jehovah's 1err'r‘:
nesses appealed to the government and said thaijlt-
salute the flag is against their religous conscien ;
because they think that it ig included wit};in tlie
Prohibition that they should not bhow to any gra .
image, and so they said that if theip chilzlren( \;en
compelled to salute the flag, they would violéte thell:i

1'eliéi0115 conscience.
United States decided that these studen
be compelled to salute the flag, and through
Jackson, if I am not mistaken, the Supremé
said in substance: “that if there is any
tellation in our democratic firmament, it 18 th 7
not within the power of g()\'el'nment. to flx j;n

cide what shall be orthodox in religion. :
that is the ruling in the United States:
Philippines, that is the same ruling by Omnn
tary of Justice, that Jehovah’s witnesses ca

ts canﬂgt;‘

Seck
ot b8
tter

) mat?
compelled to salute the Philippine flag 7%, o8

how patriotic saluting the flag might
it will violate their religious conscience:

-olon
Senator ALONTO. Now, let us not PIOIO e

n

controversy between us, but what the £¢€ 3 (:51;__'
let U
be a conflict between love of countrys 22 of co

SRPRS e > ove y
say, religious practices or, as you Says ! Situatloﬂs- i

implies, is that there are cases where

Senator RODRIGO. Situations arise and. ing-
have arisen, and situations are still 8% ntle’ o
Senator ALoNTO, W ell, what would the gzit
like the Senate now to do in case t1° nfli¢
would arise in which there would be & o 0¥ 25
tween love of country or nationalism} 'an P t
God? TIn short, the stand of the l’eliglousntry’
in any religious sect or church in this couo
would you like the Senate as a body r i
resort in favor of the religious Dl'aCticg’ OxO
of love of country or nationalism? 1 °
the gentleman to define his stand.
Senator RoDRIGO. That is a very £°° ecC
but T think [ answered that in my spe
the Senate is to consider is the side © ]l th
longing to that religion, and then to €@
to consult them ang try to find a M a
€0mmon ground,- and try to look ho te
which shall pe satisfactory to the Senz.t‘ ré
the same time, not objectionable t0 “
Eroup.  Now, we should exhaust eVE31}]
ﬁnd. that formula before we say: 5 éhat' ;
decide because we want the Senate t0 domeanr L
We should fipgt exhaust every POSSib]e
the utmost statesmanship, humanity ath
get these people and talk to them an‘rl"
explain to us, untj] we can find 2 meetf: g
T ek SUpPpPosing we cannot find a mefRneI‘ldef G
hen follow the general principleés
Caesar the things that are Caesar’s awo !
t}}e thingg that are God’s.”’ In other ; terﬂf’zte
cide first if thig ig g case or a matter Ois
lities, or ig it a4 matter of religion. It ]tiS
0 rgf}itieS, then the Governm enf?th,
1t i a matter of religious £l

g be

1
ra¢
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i‘;}’e}‘nmenfg should not tread into that sanctuary;
ég'lous freedom should prevail. ,
Wit;llnator ALONTO. As a matter of fact, I agree
o eKlfou right there. Supposing in a situation,
is absa?lple’ where you cannot reconcile, that there
on Olute controversy, that you have to choose
€ or the Other?
enator ;
o tt‘?lhBODSIGO. That has happened in the case
a's witnesses. There is the law that flag

Salutg
remeeclju(fompmsol'y’- The last resort is our Sup-
JéhOVah’ 't. That to salute the flag is compulsory.

Childl-en SSthtnesseS pbrotested. They said their
but the 4 .to uld_ 1_1013 be compelled to salute the flag,
tong, andu horities refused to héar their protesta-
apDealed toso the members of Jehovah’s witnesses

€ Supreme Court of the United States,

angd t
favOr_ Ubreme Court decided the case in their

Senata..
atoy ALoNTO, Very good.

o] Ml Now, in other
Ahout def M very glad really about your opinion
Dl'acti S endmg thﬁ? !.:?;;i,ﬂi"J} and vour religious
ouly g ;reecauSé that should really be so. The
3 :‘g? between your opinion and mine is
181ous practice should conflict with
cDun,ﬂ!OVE of country, I think my inherent
&x Canny Should_prevail, because without my
| “Mple, in ot Practice my religion. If I am, for
p]?.n} glaq ¢ atui,sm, I cannot practice my religion.
giolh Ineg i am 1n the Philippines, because the
dOn?' 0 defes me a chance to practice my reli-
beIit Ve, for eend my country first. So now, why
Wh of dMmop - Xample, as you said that there is a
da ae ‘l:’Our church that, “Give to Caesar
nows\?;hs and to God what is God’s,” I don’t
to 1o 'ECauqy the Catholics are opposed to these
[ d: 4 Moglep, eII am not a Catholic, and I happen
3110111 ot Cons',d would not take that as an offense.
Biyg | Offenq ot there is anything there which
s Q t? e y rehglous sentiment. As you said
giveod S, sup What is Ceasar’s' and to God what
Bogg, inﬁose We give to God what is God’s and
od, | nq ¢ th;‘fh?‘t is Rizal’'s? Let us read his
A Catlle Is something that is there against
s 1011c- briests show in their sermons
Let the Omething wrong in the books of Ri-
S op p: e0Dle decide which to believe: the
X Rlzal.
r
t},er_ 'd, I;{ODRIGO' Iappreciate the suggestion, but
thy U, 5 Iam not here to discuss the merits of
hilh \Vhen Juggest to the gentleman from Lanao
eto ﬂttendls round table conference is held, f(_)r
8 tﬁhat as the round table conference and pro-
b‘)int -{lng. Oa, Compromige. May I just explain
VA 1o

Sed ang it does not even have reference

Course, this ig a digression, but this.

to the merits of the bill, so I think it would be in-
nocuous, it would be beneficial to discuss this point,
and that is the point raised that in case of a real
headlong and unavoidable conflict between religion
and State, that we should always side with the
State. My stand on that point is: not always. I
am sure the gentleman knows the story, and a true
story, of Socrates, the philosopher of Athens. So-
crates was spreading ideas among the youth of
Athens which according to Socrates was the truth
and so he was charged before the court for a cri-
minal offense for allegedly corrupting the youths of
Athens and during the trial of Socrates the pros-
ecutor propounded to him this question. The pro-
secutor asked him “Supposing that there should be
a conflict between Athens and the truth, which
would you side? And Socrates hedged in the be-
ginning and he said “I think there can, and there
should be no conflict between Athens and the truth.”

B,ht the prosecutor insisted, “But supposing there

should be that - comfict, "Wl.hl'ch would you side?”
Socrates answered ‘“The truth.” And he was ex-
ecuted for that. Another example.

Senator ALONTO0. There is a parallel between Ri-
zal and Socrates. , :

Senator RODRIGO. Yes, Your Honor, that is he
was executed but that execution did not bring ig-
nominy, did not bring shame to Socrates like the
execution of Rizal which did not bring ignominy
and shame to Rizal. As a matter of fact, Rizal
himself showed us an example that during his time
he opposed the government for what he thought
was true. Now, you mentioned Communist Russia
and other satellite countries from where we have
heard Cardinal Mindzenty. Cardinal Mindzenty in
his country which was behind the Iron Curtain
was made to choose between his country and his
religion which he thought and believed was the
truth. Cardinal Mindzenty made a choice of the
truth over his country. So there are cases when
we have to choose the truth even against our coun-
try, and even Rizal in his “Noli Me Tangere” and
“El Filibusterismo” was the first to admit that our
country and our people are not perfect, that we
have many defects, and so if our people are wrong,
is it our duty to obey the people just because they
are the people? Even if they are the people, we
must believe the truth.

Senator ALONTO. That is good. I think Your
Honor should be congratulated for that. But sup-
posing you are in this situation. You know you
have never felt how it is to be in the cultural mi-
nority or may I say in a religious minority.

Senator RobrIGo. Right now I am feeling how it
is to be in the minority insofar as public opinion is
concerned. That is the way I feel.
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Senator ALONTO. Suppose it is the other way
around, that the distinguished gentleman from Bu-
lacdn belongs to the religious minority, suppose
the gentleman is made to choose between his reli-
gion and his country as I have on many occasions
called upon to do. For example, it is the religious
practice of my brother Moslems to be allowed to
have several wives, but because the law of my
country demands that no polygamy is allowed,
Moslem though I am I have to give up that practice.
And supposing it is that way with Your Honor
and he happened to be in the minority and some
other religious groups happened to be the majority
and since morality after all is relative and what may

“be moral to you may not be moral to otheTs. Sup-
pose in this country the majority is Moslem and
it imposes a law of nature which is polygamy which
to the Catholic Church is immoral and in which you
are given the alterndtive to choose, how will you
choose between the country you loved and the re-
YigTous practice you tOIOWad T < ,

Senator RODRIGO. It is not an extreme case. The
question is supposing this were a Moslem country
and the law was passed allowing polygamy, what
would I do as a Catholic? There is no conflict
in that because the law of the country only allows
polygamy but does not compel polygamy. In other
- words, if the law says it allows polygamy and I
am in the minority in a Moslem country, all that
I would do is not to take advantage of the situa-
tion. But when it becomes compulsory, then there
is conflict between that law and my religion.

Senator ALONTO. In that case, I would like to
find out what the distinguished gentleman from
Bulacin would do in a situation like that.

Senator RODRIGO. I have already said that in
spite of the fact the law allows polygamy I will
not have more than one wife, But the law will
not punish me for that because the law in your
example is permissive and mnot compulsory,

Senator ALONTO. Your Honor is trying to evade
the question. Supposing it is compulsory, what
will Your Honor do, will Your Honor follow the
law for love of your country?

Senator RODRIGO. I will not follow the law.

Senator ALONTO, That is a case where Your

Honor’s religious practice conflicts with your love
for country. ;

Senator RODRIGO, It ig not only a matter of veli-

gious practice, it is a matter of dogma and the
Wway we look at it and I think even the Moslem’s
creed says that the end of men ig not only in thig
world but what is more imp

salvation, eternal punishment
in the other life,

ortant here is eternal
and eternal happiness
If T were to be in a country

- for what he stated—I just want to ex

- fed to the lions are not to be pitied, tler to o

where the law will compel me to practice pobfi%'lamy ,.
but I know that if I submit to that law I' ‘]‘oe ]
crifice my eternal salvation, then I })ette;l o
the early Christians who suffered being th ternal
the lions instead of losing my chance 01 4
happiness. ; 41 the
ggnator ALoNTO. I am sorry to dlsagl‘(‘?il;:éhfii“ ‘
gentleman’s statement and I am sorry o .
tians who were thrown to the lions. . NoWih
Senator RODRIGO. May I answer that: 4 to DB
do not think, Mr. President, and I 1-efuse]y inten” |
lieve that the gentleman from Lanao hf_*d ,aln jefé
tion to take lightly one of our basic Christia -yo?’-"".‘
Senator ALoNTO. No, Your Honol, :
pardon. tell the
Senator RobRIGo. But I would like t_og '
gentleman from Lanao—no, I am not tﬂklﬁlain tha”

according to our belief those Christia® I:fe"aﬂ
be envied like Rizal because those throv
lions had finally earied tntr final £02
is eternal salvation.. ¢ 1 ant 2 .
Senator ALoNTO. I still envy them bu oint we

for them. We are digressing from the 1: 2
us go back to the main question 2% =
have here a question of choice betwee™ jsms
that represents love of country, natl?n? cd
grassroots, in its primary consider;,xtlolqhole Bﬂ
the Filipinos today and even to the ¥ ghat efﬂaﬁ :
everything that is Filipino is every thing gentl ¢ HEREE
stands for. For the information of thiion th2 gl |
and of the Senate, in Indonesia, & 2 ur Gouﬂg Sl Y
very much behind in education than %, 70008
these two books of Dr. Rizal, the N Oh.-zed: W
a}ld the EI Filibusterismo, are men.wllt e O i
rized by elementary pupils even durm%
tion by the Dutch of their countrys a'll 19
dojng It even surreptitiously, evel 11e d
being punished by the Dutch gover™,qpie
cupied Indonesia, These books &Y ia
printed ang translated in the Indones'lsrﬂ in e
and they became a Bible of nationd ™ all By
nesia. They are vead in that country e b
Christians anq Moslems, and among * " py
they are reaq by the Catholics, PY the

by all Christian sects. All of the™
love these hooks of Dr. Rizal and °

fire which won for them their ultin?
ence,

Y 0 S
> Now, here we are in this Caugje \"ozﬂﬂep‘ L.
who have heen proclaiming hefor€ d

S s g 'ndepeﬂ
We are inspired in our fight for !

our her : atter © ul
. ooroes and Rizal, and as a 470 b g
1Zal became g national hero, ﬁght{ a #
about Whether to read or not to LE?

ot |
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lf’g:kz‘Of -R_izal _wherein everything that he stapds
» every idealism that he stands for is embodied.
Bigcflil't'ﬁ:] _and I apologize to the ggnt.leman from
o (I ’ at_I cannot understand, in my humble
» + cannot understand why we should object to
eSasgémr):ﬂ'}mjv- reading of these bgoks. May be
ECause, I('S1 -:Sdld, Iama na.n-Cafchohc, al_ld may be
religious b:? dfn e:\:}'rome natmnz}h:st, that if my own
i fl‘icthxl-(‘et }S‘{, 1'1 my own 1‘e11g10us practices are
G5 thenl ; what I bel‘leve is love of country,
Understan \r]a rter: That is why may be I (I:a‘nn‘ot
ut nevorthglu. we should quarrel about this bill.
Tather .{}q Sef%i, in the event that we choose or
ored by the 1{} e cho.oses to approve this bill au-
gas Making itt istinguished gentleman from Batafl-
Schoolg e COl_llDuIsory for e\;'erybody to read in
00k of Ri?}ltllm_kpurg‘ated versions of .th_ese two
2 12W, does ‘l‘lo,t 11;_ the event thatf this bill becomes
iStil‘-s;uisH our Honor believe—I am asking
ed gentleman from Bulacin—as a
'St and above all that we have done
(one someth'hf:f _this _Se.nat_c, this Cangr;;ss;_ has
Intg law th t‘”.’ i1f this is signed by the President
S » ¥at 1s good for our country?
at

Night fr?):nl:ﬁmma Well, those are things which,
bhis bi]le"rery beginning, should be discussed
Woulq like ¢ 1s taken up for consideration, and I
Sbeacy, “101‘9;) repeat that T am here on a privilege
SOlutig tff touch on ways and means of .ﬁnd—
Now I; In order to conserve our national

» those are arguments, very valid argu-

: an;’(gﬂd like to hear them when this bill
g e IISCHSSQd and I sghall be willing to
to is can hope that if this round-table con-
tl 1,0; ed the gentleman from Lanao will go

o Sumepy ng-table conference to present those
“Tenee G i ut even hefore the round-table con-
thig Ei?f If it will be held at all, and even
oL i 18 taken into consideration by the
BT Undepst gentleman from Lanao, as he says,

: ned; thand our pos-ition and he wants to be
ey OCCﬂSioyfI;- as I gsaid, whilc? 1.:his is not the
anq Ntlemg,, or that, I am willing to be with
dg, L Wil] a8 whole day just the two of us,
V8. ., ®Xplain our side even for one or two
0 the ‘meantime, this is not the time
" 1atte1~st 01 diSCL}SS this matter, and we have
Up, » More important bills which we should

Se
hay,s Natoy Al

1"0]‘1“8 the ONTO. The gentleman is very kind for
One

Ol_l)gtfellce to explain his side to me even

M, G 0 days. But I cannot unders'tan'd

4 fow o hot have the patience to explain it
Wnutes on the floor of this body.

Senator LiM. Mr. President, with the permission
of the two gentlemen on the floor, may I ask the
gentleman from Lanao just one question.

Senator ALONTO. If the gentleman from Bulacan
will yield the floor to me so that the gentleman can
ask me his questions, I would be very willing, M.
President.

El PRESIDENTE IN wiiinG. La Mesa qesea 2dvertir
al caballero de Bulacin (Senador Rodrigo) que‘la
hora de privilegio reglamentaria ha terminado y a
menos que el Senado dé su consentimiento unanime
no podria continuar en el uso de la palabra.

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I move that
the gentleman from Bulacin be given a few more
minutes of the privilege hour.

El PRESIDENTE INTERINO. Hay alguna objecion a
la mocién? (Silencio.) La Mesa no oye ninguna.

El caballero de Bulacan puede continuar.

Senator LiM. Will the gentleman from Lanao now
yield to just one or two questions on one point?
. El PRESIDENTE INTERINC - EI cakallero puede con-
testar 81 le place.

Senator ALoNTO. With pleasure.

Senator LiM. This perhaps may be academie, but
it may perhaps become interesting because of the
fact that I am from Zamboanga which is more or
less known as a Moro land because there are many
Moslems there. I am most concerned with the
conclusion that I am forced to have from your ut-
terances regarding choice between religion and
country. Are we to understand that it is so in
accordance with the Moslem religion that when
there is a headlong conflict between your religion
and your country, as a Moslem one must choose
his country? Or is that only your personal dogma
or belief? This is a very honest and sincere ques-
tion.

Senator ALonNTO. I would like to inform the gen-
tleman from Zamboanga that when I stand here
to speak, I do not speak as a representative of the
Islam religion. I stand here as representative of
the people of the Philippines, as a member of the
Senate, and I speak for myself.

Senator LiM. Since I expect Your Honor to know
the Moslem religion, can Your Honor inform us if,
in accordance with the Moslem religion, when there
is a headlong conflict between the Moslem religion
and love of country, a Moslem must chooose his
country ? _

. Senator ALONTO. Frankly, I would like to inform
the gentleman from Zamboanga, if he really wants
to know what the tenets of the Islam religion arve,
that it is a theory of individual salvation. So your
galvation depends upon yourself. You can either
go to Hell or to Paradise, depending upon your-
self. It is up to you on how te act. It i3 up to
vou on how to save yourself,

-
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Senator LiM. In other words, according to the
Moslem religion, a Moslem may either choose his
country or his religion in case of a headlong conflict
between the two. I would like to know that.
Frankly, I have no other motive in asking this
question except for purposes of the record in the
Senate and for my own satisfaction that it is so
in accordance .writhi-whe Mozlzm -religion that be-
cause it is predicated on individual salvation, a
Moslem is free to choose either his country or his
religion in case of a headlong conflict between the
two. 2

Senator ALoNTO. Oh, yes. If your actions are
acceptable to God. . .

Senator LiM. Just one final question. I remem-
ber Your Honor said a while ago that in case of

. polygamy, for example, you have to make a choice

between your country and polygamy which is al-
lowed by your religion. Is it not so that you
have to abide by Philippine laws because other-

wise if you marry more than once you have to

go to jail? :
Senator ALONTO. That is correct, in spite of the

- fact that polygamy is permitted under the Islam

religion and because that is only practising publicly
what others are practising secretly.

Senator LiM. That is beside the point. That is
really beside the point. My question only is: Is
it true that it is not the Moslems who choose not to
practise polygamy, but that they are compelled by
Philippine laws not to marry more than one; other-
wise it will become a crime which must be prose-
cuted and the violators must go to jail?

Senator ALONTO. Believe me, that is one of the
proofs how the Moslems in this country love their
country ; otherwise since there is a law prohibiting
them to practice what is allowed by their religion,
if not for love of country, there will be repercus-
sions.

Senator LiM. There is no conflict there. My
point is that perhaps it is not the Moslems choice to
prefer his country to his religion, but perhaps in
this particular case, he is compelled not to marry

more than one because our bigamy laws apply to
Christians and Moslems alike,

Senator ALONTO. I do not think

has got anything to do with thei
law. -

Senator LiM. Well, T am throu
Thank you very much.

Senator ALONTO. Thank you also. Mr,
dent, I think that other member

that compulsion
r following the

gh, Mr. President,
Presi-

s of the Senate

Senator REcT0, Mr. President, w

ill the =
man from Bulacdn yield? g

. if he
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield
so desires.

Senator Roprico. With pleas;tll'? /

Senator RECTO. In view of the.1ac : pech
wish to deviate from the text of the beautlf?lczpn’ :
delivered here by the gentleman from Bu iher
formulating my questions, may I kngw Wheme g
gentleman will yield to these questions S(’:'e :
after I have been furnished by the %ecl
the Senate with a copy of his speech:

Senator RODRIGO. Certainly. A
Senator RECTO. Some other day, in Vi€
the advanced hour. it
Senator RoDRIGO. Yes. eIt
Senator RECcTO. Now, will the gentlerﬂin pxactiy !
me to make-a question which has to do ]175 a dl’es-s l
with his statements in the course of h]rse £
but with a statement he made in the COU = ol
answers to the interpellation of the genti®
Lanao? I
Senator RobRIGo. Certainly. . Jeh'ﬂa
Senator Premn, Tn connection with the
Witnesses case . . :
Senator RODRIGO. Yes. remexﬂb
Senator RECT0. Does the gentlemal at for ¢
and will he have any objection to repe l-oﬂoun
benefit of the Senate the fundamental pe Cov”
ment made in said decision by the Supremental
the United States and which fundal Jeg?
nouncement was made the basis Of
constitutional ruling in the case? ¥ righ yet
Senator Robrico. Well, if I rememP case s
did not make a thorough restudy of
bgcause I am reserving my study of tha. 0 e
bill is actually discussed and as mattelot co” e’
gentleman himself said that that did * “ipe
N my speech, that came up only du.rm
pe]lation?—uhoweve'r, if I remember Y& 4 ' o
In that case is that if the regulatio” o0,
students to salute the American flag ¥ nt® 2yl
of the religious conscience of those St ;
INg to their creed in their sect, the
nesses, then the government cannot &%
compel them tgo salute. 10
Senator REcT0, The statement 49 re'lziO”aL
the gentleman ig hypothetical or co” ?tiol"" 4
pronouncement I mean was an asse!
nouncement hy ¢ . urt. /
o Rogm(l;lg, S;{lé};oeme Co 1 all0 e
Senator Recro, 1¢ the gentlemal Wlt 5
to refresh hig memory, may I say
Supreme Court of the United States = ¢ p
meaning of the galyte to the flag Wa% ervthlrt

a pledge of allegiance to what ex
flag symbolized 2

that I do10F

W als0 of
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ggnator RODRIGO. T do not remember that portion.
b 1}1)?'1’5101' RECTO. Well, that is there. Now, does
public] I‘;Ompel the sifudents or the professors of
i tSC 0ols and private schools to pledge alle-
o 0 the teachings and opinions of Rizal, or does
30 thatebon]y compulsory the reading of his books
their mj oth professors and students can make up
e nd.‘ whei;her they will agree with Rizal or
e it bim? ‘
COHSidzr{;lt' RODRIGO. It does not; this bill under
& lon does not require allegiance.
enator RECTO. Yes,
A ml;atgli‘ Id{ODRIGO. But may I continue. The basis
Couyt in I:;} of the decision of the U. S. Supreme
Primgyig, o, C35€¢ of Jehovah Witnesses was not
the flag Sisand Physically on the fact that salute to
enatop %ath of allegiance . .
Pledg o e ECTO. Not oath, I did not say oath,
enatog RSertlon.of allegiance. Ry
that, t ODRIGO. But the fundamental premise is
: hat 88

S againgt gﬁge to the flag, whatever it might mean,
i

W tneSSes.

religious conscience of the Jehovah

€nateoy
that 4, IS IiE?TO_- What the Supreme Court said was
Tecit (u:-l‘ Uce to the flag plus the pledge that is
8lance g the salute were an assertion of alle-

Senatg,.
°Dinioit01 Roprigo, Now, how can we explain the
gancing, WhO_ur OWn Secretary of Justice that folk
the ‘ OmDelIe(;Ch 1s not a pledge of allegiance, cannot
CIr yap; Yo Moro students because it violates

ehgion‘?
fnatop po;
Senatg'l, REcT0. Folk dancing?
. .Sehato; %ODRIGO. Yes.
‘lgh thigs ECTO0. But what does that have to do
Chatg,.
g Oy
Ent]q EODRIGO-_ Well, because according to the

n,

B cln the case of the flag salute the students

I €ng dl‘ lsmpelled.

isustiee 'S nOfCTPO- The opinion of the Secretary. of
ng the opinion of the Supreme Court, it

QVen o) 1
Plemg Cou;fil;le opinion of the members of the
ik S
r
- RODRIGo, Yes. that is right, but as long

e]

Seop. Ve Si:uol other opinion to the contrary, I think
Tetay d follow and heed the opinion of our

b S@hato{ Of Justice,

o :

lat‘:el‘s? -\RECTO. What about the separation of

yielgs? Oesalf about our own opinion as legis-

of ) Ouy g he gentleman believe that we should
18 By Dmlmn to the Executive or to a member

SUtwe Department ?

;ODRIG(?- I would not yield to any opinion,

Same time thege opinions which are well

1 have advisory effect.

B X
}Ju enator

Senator RECTO. Does the gentleman believe that.
he can rest his stand regarding the alleged uncon-
stitutionality of this bill, on that opinion of the
Secretary of Justice on folk dancing? i

Senator RoDRIGO. I do not say that, and I wish
to inform the gentleman from Batangas that I
am not here arguing for the constitutionality or
unconstitutionality of this bill. No. What I am

proposing preciseir is a meeting, a round-table con-

ference, in order to be able to thresh out this
matter.

Senator RECTO. That is what I understood from
the gentleman when I heard him invoking the deci-
sion on the Jehovah Witnesses’ case, and if my un-
derstanding was not correct then and the gentleman
believes that he does not have necessarily to rest °
his stand on the validity of that decision . ;

Senator RODRIGO. No. As a matter of faect, I
want to announce that the decision on the Jehovah
Witnesses’ ease is not even a decision of the Philip-
pine Supreme Court; it is a decision of the U. S..
Supreme Court . . .

Senator RECTO. I am glad to hear that.

Senator RODRIGO. . . . and we are an indepent-
ent country, We Go not-hdve to follow the decision
of the U. S. Supreme Court. But at the same {me
we can learn, in the course of our study, from the
decisions of the U. S. Supreme Court which, after
all, is considered the cradle of democracy.

Senator RECT0. The gentleman admits that our
own Supreme Court has not made a pronouncement
on this case.

Senator RoDRIGO. That is a fact.

Senator RECTO. Now, coming to another matter.
The gentleman read some news item from the “Ma-
nila Times” about a dispateh coming from Iloilo
to the effect that a priest . . . what does it say?
I do not want to misquote.

Senator RODRIGO. It says in the subhead on page
1, front page of this “Manila Times” of today,
April 23, 1956: “Iloilo Catholics see Reds in move;”
then under that, “Iloilo Catholics. Iloilo City, April
22.—Catholic church leaders in the Jaro archdiocese
declared today they see a Red hand in the attempt
to misrepresent Rizal as an anti-Catholic .

Senator RECTO. So the Red hand is behind those
who are attacking Rizal as anti-Catholic.

Senator RoODRIGO. How is that?

Senator RECTO. That is according to the dispatch
that a Red hand is behind those who are attacking
Rizal, and they are anti-Catholics.

Senator RoDRIGO. But who is attacking Rizal?

Senator RECTO. That is not my statement. That
is the statement of the dispatch.

Senator RobriGo. If that is the statement of the
dispatch, then I completely disagree with that dis-

P g e g e
———
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patch. As a matter of fact, I said in my speech
that I refused to believe that. :
Senator REcTO. That is all, and thanks to the
~gentleman.
Senator TANADA. Mr. President, will the gentle-
man yield?

The Acting PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield
if he so desires. :

Senator RonRIGC. With picasure.

Senator TANADA. T am not going to question the
gentleman from Bulacin on the decision of the
United States Supreme Court in the case of Barnett
regarding the salute to the American flag, because
I don’t think this is the time to discuss the merits
of the case. First, I would like to congratulate
him for his nice speech, and I would like to join
him in his request for a round table conference,
because there is nothing like a free discussion of
any subject especially if the subject is an important
one like this. However, I would like to request the
gentleman from Bulacin to modify his request in
that the round table conference be not held behind
closed doors. Let the round table conference be
held in public like the one we are condrcting now
in conneetion Wwith this bill, because it is to the
interest of all the people that the manifestations
therein to be made are known by them first-hand,
not from reports gathered from the newspapers.
I believe that whatever incident that might have

arisen in the hearings held in the last few days could .

be avoided, whereas a round-table conference behind
closed doors, I think, is not democratic, so what
do you say if we hold that round-table conference
in public because, after all, this is a subject which
is of paramount interest to the people, and if our
people are not interested to express their views in
the conference, let them do so in public, even at
the expense of his being ridiculed even like the
way you think. What is the reason for a round.

: Let us make
it open.

Senator RODRIGO. The gentleman will agree with
this plan which occurs just now to me which is the
reason why I suggested a clossed-door conference
I see the point of the gentleman. But what about:,
this compromise plan: hold the conference with
members of the press and radio and with tabe
1'ef:01'di11g, so that after the conference the people
will hear everything that is said, and the press
and the radio will be there to cover the conference?
The reason why I want to avoid this public heariné
18, perhaps, there are only a very small portion of
our people present in our publie

20 people present. But at the same time, there ig

that thing that we want to avoid, that passion,

hearing, mayhe .

that booing and clapping and cheering. If,?le'?
gentleman were only present at the public healmi:_
that we held, especially when the hearing Camean-f'
the second day, and the third day, the gentlemlor _?
himself will agree that the better part .Of. v:ing i
is prudence. Now, without in any way digt .escon‘\ '
from the democratic feature, we can have this 1
ference with all newspapermen present to i

A WAl
coverage, tape recording and even a light il};{olhs'%
over the radio, but let us avoid any inciden’ -wtei i
instead of solving the problem, might aggl'awwi' i

Senator TANADA. I am sorry I cannot agrei c
that compromise suggestion of my Colleaguu;e o‘.
distinguished, gentleman from Bulacan, ecaa con
adopt the closed-door conference is not evel yori '
ference as suggested by him in his Compre
proposal which, in effect, implied, if not eXI_; hat
admits that we Filipinos have not yet TeaC%" s
stage when we can discuss really and 'Opel:] g
portant subjects like the one confl‘Ontl.rlg eai'ing' n
there are unruly individuals in the public heir

il

let the chairman of the conference orde* 001
clusion, but to hold a conference behind ot T truw )
Is to admit, that we ave not yet, prepares ii 01111‘ )
democratic processes. So I am with YOU “eact 25
request for a conference. As a matter f no‘ff; |
believe there is a conference going OV rig < th :
You are only underlying the impol-tanci onl¥
conference, and I join you 100 per ¢ a0
suggest that let us not do it behind (.:}ose' 501119:
as if the very subject we are discussing not'f

thing that the people of the Philippines 1ce9;$
ceive first hand, Suppose we do it ant fol'cen.1 -
heed the suggestion that a more rigid © Dces? inf
?f the rules be followed in these conf®™ in;ﬂd‘ '
S €ven a training for us, Your Homnol: " pes g
for the People wfio Wiils,}isten to the speecfrﬂjnmg
who Fvill be present in the conferenc® = . ho
for civie mindedness, or both, for t Ose't?
appear in the conference. How abou lhe
Senator RODRIGO. T will leave that ¥, ;
although | say when we use prudence ]ntter "9
closed-dooy conference, especially on @ - : S 1310
tou_ches one of the m(’)st sensitive f‘c"ehnglo’d’ed’ hﬂt
religioug feelings, I don’t think that 2 y
confe}‘ence Is undemocratic. I am almosfte
?}\;GI‘I in den?ocratic countries like the ~
€re are timeg when, according to0 pE
also hold closed-door conferences.
tlelrflowevel's before I stood up the h'o
i an from Batangas, Senator Laur® Jet
! agreeable, in accordance with ™Y, 4o e
submitteq to him. Now, T submit thls-udeIlc bgg J
e t.o me T leave it tq tile wisdonl s o
Sagacity of the members of this body &

tive procedure.

nor4

and most effec
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that ];?t\?; ;Il':)\lh;ADA'. I' think Your Honor will agree,
and T gy, ‘:1 RNS conference behind closed doors,
tinguisheq ‘Clac‘(‘lessmg, my remarks to the dis-
ton, they, tl‘alll_mm of the Committee on Educa-
in this 1, 1 discussion on the merits of the bill
Bt » must necessarily be held behind closed

Senatoy.
tom Qu(:z oI;;ODRIG;O' I have a suggestion; gentleman
Slon o the Would you agree to leaving the deci-
Mitteq Procedure to he followed to the Com-
on Education?

Senat
(e 01\ 1 ~
0dy | TANADA. You have submitted it to this

Senat
or
bﬂdy. RobRrigo. Yes, I am submitting it to this

Sengt
or S
fo OCratic TAA?ADA' Personally, it would be more
Ten would ?t the body decide whether this con-
i atop RODR)e held behind closed doors or not.
be AL ann()uHci]IGO- That is precisely what I said.
d Ideq by tllg‘ that T would rather that matter
18 bogy Ay body itself. I agree with that.
8 TY decide,
Senag QEADA- Thank you.
M yigy 00 M. Tuesident, will the
Ne he Pr to a question?
Visheg ~ "SIDENT, T} i ! :
ap e e - Lhe gentleman may yield, if he

3,

geutle—

Nato,
Zeny), ¢ Rop

lem N fr, RIGO. Certainly, with pleasure to the
ellat m AIbc’ly.

r Sa '
1'i]]?:1[;12- I listened religiously to the gen-
Tom Speech and I wish to join the
e gen“telezon in congratulating the dis-
rom tinan. But I just want to know
"€ ney, - that 1e genﬂf_?man if he does not mn_ld
tnan' Ws Pey information. It was published In
S and T believe I heard the gentle-

Q s at
bil but,

"Rateq . believes it was necessary that the

exblaﬁlb“&‘tm-is:,ext of the Noli Me Tangere and

quil‘e eatol‘ & ko Sh_ould contain certain footnotes
u]agazglanatigierta}m passages _thereof which‘ re-

thatenat(;r ¥ - Is that correct, gentleman from

- ODR{

;‘has ;}le Staté)rﬁigo' Almost entirely correct, except
> i];s: agl.ent to the gentleman of the press
' 0\‘,9\,_:““'1‘311 the spirit and objective of

Ro., Dol nd clar-l’ I said we have to study cert_am
Stigy, ¥ to Ia fy certain aspeets and following

¢ gﬂteqo the e(f)’;; .fol' any solution I made a sug-

Cditioy ¢t that why not adopt the unex-
Oi‘itie“;lth proper footnotes prepared by
St 2 VEVey S? That was my personal sugges-

gy do ¥ lik ¥ When the pastoral letter came out,

i ](my suggestion was not followed and

announcing here that I proposed
2 one, two or three members of the

e does not object to the enactment.

- books to be made compu

hierarchy. However, that is my personal sugges-
tion.

Senator SABIDO. And that continues to be the per-
sonal belief of the gentleman from Bulacan, that
with such formula we can avoid the gloomy picture
that the gentleman from Bulacan has masterfully

made for us of the situation?

Qenator PopRrIGo. If out of that formula these -

books can no- longer be considergd oming under

Canon Law 1399, then I stand for that. As a
matter of fact, up to now I am trying my humble
best to lay down this formula to both sides. I hope
it will be accepted in the round table conference.
That is one of the formulae that I personally as
member of the Committee on Education will pro-
pose.

Senator SABIDO. Do I understand then that what
[ have stated and corroborated by the gentleman
from Bulacén represents also his personal opinion?

Senator RODRIGO. Yes, Yoyr Honor.

Senator SABIDO. Now, considering, gentleman
from Bulacan, that the sponsor of this measure,
the distinguished gentleman from Batangas, made
it very; very cewr that there is nothing in the bill
which forbids anyone to comment o the contents
thereof; that in reality if your opinion is followed,
there is no conflict at all; considering, I repeat, that
in answering the questions of the gentleman from
Quezon the gentleman from Batangas made it very
clear that there is nothing in the bill which will
preclude or forbid anybody from commenting on
the contents thereof. If Your Honor's opinion is
followed, there will be no conflict at all.

Qenator RODRIGO. | would like to clarify m'y sug-
gestion, because when the public hearings were held,
the gentleman from Batangas stated his under-
standing of my proposal and I would like to state
that the understanding by the gentleman from
Batangas is not exactly in accordance with my un-
derstanding. During the public hearings the gen-
tleman from Batangas had occasion to state that my

suggestion was this: to allow the reading of the
Isory but in Catholic schools

s and annotations oY footnotes.
That is not the real meaning of my suggestion.
The real meaning of my suggestion is this: that all
students whether they be in the public or private
schools who state or through their parents state that
the text they want to read is the footnoted edition
because that is the edition allowed by the rules of
their church if, of course, this will be acceptable
to the church, then these students not only f'n the
Catholic schools but also Catholic students in the
publie schools should be given the right to ch?ose
the footnoted edition. But there seems to })e a Il.ttle
misunderstanding. However, I stated I still believe

allow comment
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personally that would be a happy solution or at
least the basis of a solution and so in this round
table conference as I said I am going to propose
that again and see if that is going to be accepted
or accepted with certain modifications.

Senator SABIDO. So in accordance with the gentle-
man’s opinion he thinks that by such a formula we
can avoid all conflicts in relation to this bill?

Senator RADRIGH. "When it comes to a matter of
‘iscipline within an organization, I am not an ex-
pert theologian nor- a canon law expert. On
matters of faith, I express my opinion, but if the
authorities of the church to which I belong decide
that my opinion is against canon law, I have to sub-
mit to the decision of the church authorities just
as I will submit to the decision of the Supreme
Court even if that decision happens to be contrary
- to my stand. :

Senator SABIDO. And I believe the gentleman
until now has not changed his position in relation
to the bill the fact notwithstanding that a pastoral
letter has already been published. i

Senator RODRIGO. No, as a matter of fact, I
studied the pastoral letter. read-it v.ry caiefully
and accerding to my personal judgment, that pas-
toral letter does not close the door to a pronounce-
ment later on if they would find it right to make
an announcement that footnotes will be made.

Senator SABIDO. So it is the position of the gen-
tleman from Bulacan that those footnotes can he
very well read by all the students?

Senator Robrigo. That is my layman’s point of
view, but as I said when it comes to religious pro-
nouncements, when it comes to interpretation of
the canon law, I will submit as a true Catholic to
the decision of the church authorities just as T
would submit as a good Filipino to the decision of
the Supreme Court.

Senator SABIDO. And the gentleman from Bulacin
agrees similarly with me that considering the
' answer given by the gentleman from Batangas, the
sponsor of the bill, to a question propounded by the
gentleman from Quezon that there is nothing in the
bill which would forbid or preclude anybody from
commenting on the content of the books, in reality
there is no conflict at all in relation with the pro-
posed bill.

Senator RODRIGO. There seems to be a misunder-
standing on that, because that was the way I under-
stood it when the question was propounded on the
floor of the Senate and answered by the gentleman
from Batangas. But as I said during the public
hearing, the gentleman from Batangas made g
statement and clarified the way he understood my

proposal that these footnotes and eXplanation wi]

s, but tha
ublic

now

be allowed only in private Catnolic school _
the footnoted editions will not be allowed 1. P
schools even for Catholic students. So I amsal 18
clarifying my stand, my proposal. My propotes
this: that the footnoted editions, the footnO®=
be prepared by the church be allowed or
by law to e as a matter of choice for any ==
any Catholic student, irrespective of whether
in & private school or in a public school. ‘
Senator SABIDO. Which is perfectly P
in accordance with the answer given by Quez
man from Batangas to the gentleman trotg ansWer
Senator RODRIGO. Yes, according to fche el‘fectly
given on the floor of the Senate, that 15 };ic heal”
permissible, but as I said, during the pllbn patal
ings I understood that the gentleman fl:oin 3
gas would limit that. The gentleman flo, sk pint
gas is here. Why does not Your Hono
for clarification? .
Senator SABIDO. With this clariﬁcat.]onex
the gentleman believe that to a certail e
gentleman from Lanao was right Whem .
that the situation is not really as #1oCH4
trayed? eré
Senator RoDRIGO, Yes. If I thought ﬁz 5
no chance, I would not have proposes 5 (158
table conference, -1 the £
Senator PAREDES. My. President, wil
man allow me one or two questions?
El PRESIDENTE InTErINo. Bl 0rado
testar si le place. 0

does “02
gent thd

statk
po¥”

t

o

uﬂd

Senator RODRIGO. With pleasure. @ tl‘fl”i?‘iﬂl_d
Senator PAREDES, Thank you. I tb‘s

reconcile my conscience and my duti®® f;pposglous"
like some advice from Your Honor:
bill is passed by the Senate and bY i \\"Oul'd ¢ 7
and approved by the President, What’ y (
Honor do? Would Your Honor £ollo* B
Pastoral or the law? o] B

Senator RODRIGO. In a case like fs: siderm tﬂt}O’r
and I announced it publicly and COI?nterp "’3111
other circumstances, T will follow e wil :
by the church of the canon law, &%
reasons,

- Senator PAREDES. T know Your o
your reasons, be
Senator Roprigo, But they mightthem'
stood and I would like to explai® me™
already heen misunderstood so manY f does
to explain.
Senator PAREDES, Please. &
Senator Roprigo, First of all, the !
ilot mean an absolute prohibition-
L}}at_ my children who are in scho? =
oli Me Tangere op El F 'ifib'“'stcrlsw

5 -
or ] e

o

= Sy PP
—
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ter of fact, when I was an A.B. student in the

~Ateneo, T reaq the Noli Me Tangere and El Fili-

g;’gg;‘lf;no in Spanish. The canon law simply
S lé}t Qathohc may no‘p 1'e§1d those bo@gs with-
At fm_SSI_Oll f_rom ecclesiastical authorities and
ewis{l)flrmlssmn is nqt hard tg get. It is only sup-
o l‘ead};;hto IE1)‘ind out if a boy is mftdy z?nd e_quipped
B atie ef ooks mthqut destroying his faith. As
just my 4 tfa(‘et_, even if there were no such canon,
think th'lflil;hlomty over my son as a father, if I
read 5 1;0 | € SOV@l‘nrperlt is (_:ompelllng my son to
e e ?1 18 .\vlnch I, in conscience as a father, be-
Wil pogy urt the morals or the faith of my son, I
Sen . Se.
is isa V?i I;J’*REDES. I expected that answer and now
loyy Your ra].bf)thel's me. If Your Honor is to fol-
he 1y, ol‘ellglon or the Carta Pastoral and disobey
€Xpect llnit( efy j:he law, then how can Your Honor
SPeech, 9 ¥ which was the whole subject of your
SVeryhg i toul‘ Honor wants unity and you want
Ing that 0 get together now. But we are assum-
DOsitig, You cannot get them together on this pro-
Cayge v - °Ur Honor then advises disunity be-
8ion
nof nde 1133\’6. the law alone”. Would not Your
Whicl, Yoe ‘guﬂty of having started the division
! Senatoruig Honor seeks to prevent?
5 reco _OPRI_GO- If this law is passed and there
LS ity Nciliation between the two, I will be put
Obey eatloll Where T feel guilty either way. If I
to"‘f‘ards Church anq disobey the law, I feel guilty
Obe € government. On the other hand, if
; ee] € Zovernment and disobey my church, I
S th ? BUilty towards my church. Precisely, that
teq u °350n why hefore this law or this bill is
the ¢y P T am pleading for f reconcilin
S Wo Sides, ading for means of reco g
DOsitI'latOr PAREDES. Mav el i
ot lon ¢, Baity: ¢ ay I therefore 1?1esume y .
hay, unit 1s: We must have unity. We will
e ¥ if we approve the law. Conse-
Senator € shoulq disapprove the law.
ODRIGO. No, \

Se

Natg,.

(3 }zy-2 Oy :

“}aclng thePSAREDES' In other words, Your Honor is
ang in €hate in a posjtion to follow what you

Ordey + ; : :
*nust Ba :lflm _tO avoid disunity because everybody
ah l‘oposit‘muty' There is no question about that.
SOl 'on: We must have unity. Unity is

§ ta

E}iﬁve thlz 1necessa1'Y- Agreed. If we do not ap-

. 20t gq aw, there will be no disunity because I
st )| Parate from you. Ergo: Therefore, we
Seng O?W What Your Honor says.

b Senqy " Robrigo, No,

“Cayg, - PAREDES, That is what is disturbing me

What you spoke about. How can we

our Honor will say: “I follow my reli-

have unity if those who are for unity are trying to
impose their will saying that if others do not follow
them there will be no unity? 1 would like to follow
but not by imposition. There is a kind of threat
there. You say: “You follow us or you are out,”
and once we are out there is disunity. Will Your
Honor consider this sort of a syllogism? And if
Your Honor finds a solution, I beg you to please
inform me because I, for one, want to find a solution.

Senator RODRIGO. May I explain now. My posi-
tion is not as the gentleman from Abra pictured it
because the way the gentleman from Abra pictured
it, my position is to either approve the law or dis-
approve the law. No. My position is not a matter
of black and white, either to approve or disapprove.
My position is this—to look for a formula of agree-
ment. -

Senator PAREDES. We are with Your Honor in
that.

Senator RoDRIGO. I did not say we should disap-
prove entirely the bill because there might be pos-
sible amendments or suggestions which might be
acceptable. :

Senator PAREDES. I agree with Your Honor in
that respect. But I cannot be with any man who
says, “This is it or we separate’, because we know
that that is not unity. '

Senator RoDRIGO. But a situation will arise, gen-
tleman from Abra, where either we disobey the
government or we disobey the church. In either
way, there will be disunity, and precisely what we
are trying to avoid is that situation. We do not
want to be in that situation. I am asserting these

“things frankly because in my case, as I said, as

regards. my children, if that situation comes which
should be avoided, I will take my course like I told
Your Honor. But I wish to be frank also to say
that there will be many Catholics who will do the
other way. They will obey the government and
defy the church, something which we should not
allow to happen in this country. And so please,
let us look for a working formula.
SUSPENSION DE LA SESION

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I ask that we

suspend the session until this afterncon at five

o’clock.

El PRESIDENTE INTERINO. ;Hay alguna objecion
a la mocion? (Silencio.) TLa Mesa no oye nin-
guna. Se suspende la sesién hasta esta tarde a -
las 5:00.

FEra la 1:00 p.n.

REANUDACION DE LA SESION

Se reanuda lo sesion a las 5:50 p.m,






