
SENATE 1113 

(SDe los Senadores Primicias, Delgado y Locsin 
· No. 467, 3.cr C. R. F.),. titulado: 
El SECRETARIO : ~ 

th~:f Act to prevent dumping, impose an additional duty 
Four ~~ and, for this purpose, to repeal Act Numbered 
Nlllnb ousand and thirty-five as amended by Republic Act 

erect thirty-two. 

El PR tria. ESIDENTE. AI Comit.e de Comercio e Indus-

~~ SECRET ARlO : 
titu)el Senador· Lopez (S. No. 468, 3.c• C. R. F .) • 

ado: 

~ A.ct r .. a!l'ricult mntmg the size and manner of development of 
sal ural p bl. d h h es a . u tc land which may be acquire t roug 

PPhcation 
El p . 

CUtsos RESIDENTE. AI Comite de Agricultura Y Re-
El Naturales. 
n SEcRF.JTARw: 

~..: el Sen d ~~tuiacto. a or Lopez (S. No. 469, 3.er C. R. F .), 
A.n A . 

Ptivate ~t to Penalize the survey made by any public or 
'~uthorit,,and surveyor in the p~blic forest without prior 

" from. th El p e Director of Forestry. 

cll1·s08 ~SIDENTE. AI Comite de Agricultura Y Re
liJJ SE aturales. 
l) 'CRETARIQ . 

t' e} Se · 
ltulact

0
• 11ador Lim (S. No. 470, 3.er C. R. F'.), 

A.n A ' • 

~~to . to establ· Provide for the limitation of ownershiP 
to l'egist tshrnent of retai l drug store or retail pharmacy 

l>l' erect h ·t· s and escrib P armacists. who are filipino c1 Jzen 
li:I e Penalties for any violation hereof . 

qllstl·· PREsrnENTE C I·o e In-la . A I Comite de omerc 
li:t ~ . 

~VECRE 
t· bel S TARro : 
ltlllacto ~llado:r Lim (S. No. 471, s.e• C. R F.)' 

f A.ll 
ll.il' A.ct t 

ca~Pet" o. Protect the r etai I drug business from un-
li:t ltton. 

tt'i p~ 
a., StnENTE AI Comite de Comercio e Indus-
li:t . 
b SEen 

(~ e lo ETARJo: 
· ~ 8 Sen d d Locsin o. 4? a ores Primicias, Delga 0 Y 

t~:l\ A.ct 2• 3. cr C. R. F .), t itulado : 
ll)l\ttees to ab r d d credit 
bll "'ill~ Charg o tsh the safety inspection fun an I fund 

~lte~ the ed for safety inspections to the genera 1 r 
li)l l)> p:PPropriation for this service through regu a 

l? ocesses 
~e ~l!:srn · 
'l:'~11atot p ENTE. AI Comite de Hacienda. 

~ PP.Es RI1frcrAs. Mr. President. . , 
naao7 lDENT. Gentleman from Pangaswan. 

----2 

Senator PRIMICIAS. Yesterday whil~ the distin
guished gentleman from Batangas was using the 
privilege hour, the gentleman from Bulacan was 
interpellating him, and due to lack of time, we 
had to suspend the session, reserving the right 
of the distinguished gentleman from Bulacan to 
continue asking some questions of the gentleman 
from Batangas. I ask now that we r esume dur
ing the privilege hour such questioning as the gen
tleman from Bulacan may de~ire. , 

Senator RODRIGO. Mr. President and gentlemen 
of the Senate : Before I proceed with my ques
tions, I would like to make a resume of the points 
taken up yesterday in · order to give continuity 
to this interpellation. The points brought out in 
the interpellatio_n yesterday were the following: 

First, that in the Pastoral of the Philippine 
hierarchy, the words "heretic" and "impious", and 
the words "heretical" and "impious" as attributed 
to the "Noli" and the "Fili" and already as attri
buted to Dr. Rizal were not used. Those two 
words do not appear at all in the Pastoral. I 
made that clear. because there is a difference be
tween my telling a friend, for example, that he 
wrote something objectionable or against the dog
mas and teachings of the Catholic Church and 
telling him outright, "You are heretical and im
pious." I want to avoid that misunderstanding in 

' the minds of our people, in fairness to the Philip
pine hierarchy, because if those who have read 
the Pastoral will just have the impression that in 
this Pastoral our Filipino bishops used the terms 
"heretic" and "impious" against our national hero, 
Dr. Rizal, and against his two books, our Filipino 
people might have a poor impression of the mem
bers of the hierarchy who are Filipino patriots 
like all Filipinos. That was the first point, Mr. 

President. 
The second point was about the allegation or 

insi~uation by the gentleman from Batangas and 
Quezon to the effect that the Filipino bishops in 
issuing this Pastoral merely repeated the pro
nouncement made by a committee of Spanish friars 
during the Spanish times, first condemning Rizal as 
a traitor to the country, and secondly, stating that 
these two books contained J)assages, and I will use 
the words of the Spanish friars then, 'iJleretical" 
and ''jmpious." 

Now, as regards the first point, the pronounce-
ment by the Spanish friars that Rizal was a traitor 
to the country, the ~resent Pastoral issued by 
Filipino bishops states JUSt the contrary. The pre
sent Pastoral states that Rizal is without doubt our 
greatest national hero. 



1114 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------

As regards the second point, and that is, the 
finding -regarding parts in these two novels against 
certain religious teachings and dogmas, they are 
the same in substance. The findings of the present 
Pastoral by the Filipino bishops is the s·ame in 

- substance with the findings of the Spanish friars 
during the Spanish times, and I raise the point 
that this is not unusual; this is the most natural 
thing because while our political situation has
changed, the Catholic religion has not changed, and 
these two books have not changed. 

The third point regarding the allegation by the 
gentleman f rom Batangas and Quezon that this 
Pastoral of the Filipino bishops is even worse and 
even harder on Dr. -Rizal than the pronouncement 
by the Spanish friars, the following points were 
taken up and were conceded that while in the 
pronouncement by the Spanish friars. then Rizal 
was branded as a traitor, in the present Pastoral 
of the Filipino bishops, he is hailed as our No. 1 
hero. Second, while in the pronouncement by the 
Spanish friars then the harsh words "heretic" and 
"imp'ous" were used, in the present Pastoral by 
the Filipino bishops those two harsh words are ~ot 
used. Very respectfully the Filipino bishops enu
merated the portions of the two novels which in 
their considered opinions are against Canon No. 
1399, but in that same Pastoral the Filipino bis
hops stated that Dr. Rizal retracted and came back 
to the faith, the crowning glo.ry of his life, and 
so while for a while Dr. Rizal drifted awaY. from 
the faith, in tbe end he came back to th~ fold 
of the Catholic religion. 

Now the fourth point. The gentleman from 
Batangas stated that while in the pronouncement 
by the Spanish friars then only the Noli Me 'Tan
ge?·e was condemned in the present pastoral of 
Filipino bishops, both the "Noli" and the 11Fili" 
were considered as objectionable under canon 1399. 
The gentleman from Batangas seems to imply that 
because of that, the Filipino bishops are harder 
and harsher on Rizal than the Spanish friars. But 
then, Mr. President, during the interpellation it 
was brought out that when the Noli Me Tange1·e 
was submitted to the committee of Spanish friars 
for study and recommendation, only the Noli Me 
Tange1·e then was in existence. The Fili buste1-ismo 
was not yet in .exjstence. And so, that was the 
reason why at that time only the Noli Me Tange1·e 
was declared as objectionable. 

But I will not go into a discussion of the pastoral 
because that will take very much time. I just 
want to reiterate my appeal to all that the best 
proof, the best evidence on whether this pastoral 

. 1 hero is 
is really harder or harsher on our natwna "th r . d . g el e 
the pastoral itself. And so, b~fore JU gm bers of 
side of this case, before judgmg th~. ~ern oDlpa· 
om· Philippine hierarchy who are Fillpmo c Afch· 
triots of ours and as I said, one of them. nt in 

' · ·isonrne bishop Rufino Santos suffered ~mpl e Japanese 
Fort Santiago for ten months dunng th thern, IIlaY 
occupation; before passing judgment on storal. 
I request everybody to pleas-e read the pa fe''' 

. ed to a 
And now, Mr. President, may I proce d to th8 

more questions which I like to propoun 
gentleman from Batangas and Quezon ... 

1 
e Mf· 

f PriVl eg ' Senator RECTO. For a matter o 
P~d~ B~~ 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from 
has the floor. f t}le se~· 

. · no 111 
Senator RECTO. I ask the perJ11lSSlO . Jllarl{S 

<:te to .make my own preliminarY 1

1 
e""'all :1'1'0~ 

h gent e,,. . teJJC 
reply to those just made by t e t iJlSls .11 
Bulaca:n. I am amazed at the apparen ·pg tbllt u1• 
f th • · denY1 ell o . e gentleman from Bulacan 111 beeP ded 

this controversial document we haV~ ve braJJ ·o· 
ing a "pastoral," the Filipino bishop.s ~ol.lS · 1 :te, 
t~e books of Rizal heretical and 1~: the Selli~l
sist, Mr. President and gentlemen }{S ofF rdS 
that the bishops did SO brand these bOO the wOtJe' 
Not because the bishops did ·no~ u~? the ge~!lt 
"heretic" or "heretical" and "imp~ous ' delli d jJJJ' 
man . from Bulacan can reasonab.~ical ~ll ~t 11e 
the bishops did call these bool{s bel 

0
pe til ... 1 !l . f anY lJIJv ,, 

PIOUS. If I say' foi· instance, 0 called jl)i!lr· r 
has been telling falsehoods, I have word d"' 
liar, without having had to use the falseh00i5 tJI~ 
Just by saying that one has told t a rllall f pfl) t 
1have called him a liar. If I saY tha p18-f1 f~jtllotJ 
son of a woman who lies with anY titl.lte 
I ~ave called him the son of a pros SeJ1ilt:; 
usmg these particular word. f the t tl , 

' 0 . 0 }1~ . 1'. 
Well, Mr. President, gentlemen t iS ..,v to!!Jti' 

~~~ _gentleman from Bulacan,_ th~1is ''~9,~}leJ·~l 
Filqnno bishops have said 1n ·c'' oJ , tl .e; 
Th I 1 "heretl s~) 91 

ey lave not used the words d to 11eretl ~~~ cal" or "impious" but they intende taill d ~o 
Th . ' . 1 coP ~o J il" ey said that the boo]{S of R1za hoW• ·c£1 
and impieties, as I shall presentlY 1~e hereLJ i 
~mo_unts to saying that the bool{S a pe0 

1ie 
Impious. . g 9-P 11rl1.0} 

nowl!i t ()~IV,( 
In par. 10, of the pastoral the fo g~iJlfode 11·-d ' c 
"I h geS ~ 111J !Ji!J tl' n t ese two novels we find passa a,re 1 

5si. 5t .
0

J'' 
dogma d ttacl<S po ,r ~~ l an morals where repeated a the go til • 1 

th_e Catholic religion in general, against t;or1• corvcJt11f' 
miracles · f purga. S • agamst the doctrine o f 95 joJ'l• ce!lr 
~crament of Baptism against Con e dulgel1 

Holy M . ' . f In ass, agamst the doctnn e 0 
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prayers, the Chathechism of Christian Doctrine, ~ermons, sa
cra~entals and books of piety. There are even passages 
castmg doubts on or covering with confusion God's omni
~otence, the existence cf hell, the mystery of the Most 

lessed Trinity, and the two natures of Christ." 

From this paragraph_ alone any sensible person, 
asi "d . t . sa1 yesterday, any pe.rson who has devotwn o 
truth, and is free from the influence of bigotry, 
~~ho reads this passage will come to the c?n~lusion 
that what the Filipino bishops meant b! It Is t~1at 
_,es.e two novels of Rizal contain heresies and Im~ 

l>leties, that is, attacks against Catholic dogma and 
tn~·ais, and ar.e, therefore, impious and heretical. 

aragraph 11 of the "pastoral" says: 
· "Sitnil . · divine Wor h" arly, we find passages wh1ch disparage 

relic: lp, (13 ) especially the veneration of ima~es anti 
Us ' devotion to the Blessed Virgin and the Samts, ~he 
no~eof scapulars, cords and habits, the praying of rosa~·~~ 
Praynas, ejaculations and indulgenced prayers. Even "~ .1 
hiar ers are included such as the Our Father, the al 

· A..nD-ryl, the Doxolo~ the Act of Contrition, and . the 
.,e us M ' . . d xequial ntes, 

Wor h' ' 1 ass ceremomes baptismal an e s 1p f h ' t . nd ca~dles, Proc . 0 t e Cross the us·e of holy wa e1 a . 
essto ' d bligabons do n ns, bells and even the Sacred Sun ay 0 

ot escaP.e scorn " B: • . ' 
!{.· ere again the bishops charge that the bool<S of 

lZal . · · as 
th are heretical and· impious, contronm~, . 

ey do · . . d impieties. 
l'\ • 1n the1r opinion heresies an 
~ara ' 
" graph 12 says : 

d' \\r e als fi . h f ecclesiastical 
1ScipJine 0 nd passages that make hg t 0 ees alms 

to the Ch especially in what concerns stoJe f th;rity of 
the Pope urch, alms in suffrage for. the_ dea ' :~ic schools, 
ll0lltifi.ca{ ex-communication, educatiOn m Cath ·zation of 
lnonaste . Privileges Catholic burial, the orga?,

1 

l lltes, Confra'ternities, Third Orders, etc. 
· n. th · · have re~tel'ate ts Paragraph the .Filipino bishops . 1 are 
1lll.t>i d their charge that the books of Rlza 

ous. 
b ~ow M: . I have not 
tought .r. PTesident, I a'rn sorrY charges 

tottn.ui t With me the complete text of t?~ n friar 
~ho p~ ed by Father Font, the Agus~llla Generul 

ettero epared the opinion requested Y in that 
~otn.Plet on the Noli Me Tange?·e, because and the 
~~lltlern: 'teport the gentlemen of the s~~::: charges 
~ hel·es n from. Bulacan will se.e that a. st the Noli 
q e 'l'% Y and Impiety appeanng agalll . . ·no bis-

0lls h Qe?·e in the "pastoral" of the FlhPl . · n 
Of act h · that oplfllO 
Of li'athe , een already formulated ll1 the charges 
n the -r;,

1. Font, with the difference that graver 
'"Ol'Q .{' llip · . . t be even l!' llated Ino b1shops appeal 0 d bY Father 
. 0ll.t. r to the charges formulate f . m Bula-

11 <tll. in. t Was expecting the ge?-t~em~n r~~arks to 
t~lte s he course of his prehmmai! d sterdaY 
~at w~~e reference to the point I rats~.t~:ing the 
q:tholic ~· the Filipino bishops, ~ons 1 

have gone 
fa1• a 1.erarchy in the PhiliPP111~s, the books 

8 Issuing a "pastoral" against 

of Rizal, the Catholic hierarchy in the days of 
Rizal, composed of the Archbishop of Manila, the 
bishop of Nueva Segovia and the bishop of Nueva 
Caceres, refrained_ from issuing any "pastoral," 
or even a public statement similar to the one 
issued by the Filipino bishops, ~nd that was due 
perhaps to the fact that the Archbishop of Manila 
and the two bishops of Nueva Segovia and Nueva 
Caceres had for adviser that wise theologian and 
virtuous Filipino priest, Father Vicente Garcia, 
who defended the Noli, - in an article pub:ished 
by ,him in La S~lida?idad, of Madrid, under a 
n(YYI'I,?ne de plume, against the charges of heresy 
formulated by the Agustinian friar , Salvador 
Font. The tragedy of Dr. Rizal, Mr. President, 
is that both in life and in deat.h lie has been per
secuted mercilessly by the Catholic clergy. In his 
life he was persecuted by the forei_gn Catholic 
clergy, by the Spanish religious orders, something 
we can understand because Rizal had exposed in 
his two novels the unwot'thy behaviour of some of 
their members. Now, half a century .after his 
death Rizal is being persecuted again by the 
clerg;, but no longer by a foreign clergy, not by the 
Spanish religious orders which he had made his 
enemies and from which retaliation was to be 
expected but by the Filipino clergy~ itself-this 
Filipino clergy for whose dignification he had 
fought and died in martyrdom. And these are 
the people that ~re hurling merciles~ attacks at 
his memory, at h1s .sacred memory, w1th the slan
derous charge that his books, those very books 
he wrote for the freed_o~. of our co~ntry and the 
dignificatioh of the Flllpii~o Cathoh.c c_er~y, a:e 
but compilations of h_e~esi~ and I)llpietie_s _dis-

ised as treaties on ClVl C v1rtues and patnobsm. 
~~cause they can no longer execute him anew 
they now try to ~l~cken his memory by_ forever 

roscribing his wntmgs, as they and the1r prede
~essors in the hiera~·chy h.ad done and hav.e been 
doing for the last SIX_ty year~. . " , 

Mr. President, commg agam to ~hiS Pas~~r~l, 
maY I be permitted to say that 1f the Fil1pmo 
b" hops or whoever prepa'l'ed for them the draft ot said "pastoral," had only "·anted to b~ a little 
b't just and fair to t he memory of Dr. R1zal, they 
,,:ould not have made against these books the charg.e 
that appears in paragraph 9 of the "pastoral," be
cause they could not have po&sibly ignored Rizal's 

1 
tter of August 18, 1888, addressed to Don Ma-

~ 
0 

Ponce appearing in Volume II of the "Episto-nan • . . . 
lario Rizalino" echtec~ by the Nabon~l Library. 
With reference to this . letter, let m~ mform the 
Senate that it was w_ntte~ ,p~r~ly m. answer to 
Father Font, when t his_ ~~u~tnuan friar cha1·ged 
Rizal with the respous1b1hty for the statements 
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made in his novel by its fictional characterB. Rizal, 
act ing in self-defense \note to Mariano Ponce and 
said the following : 

Lo~DRES, 18 de agosto de 1888 
" Mi querido amigo : 

Tantas gracias por su amabilidad enviandome Ia critica 
analftica del bendito P. Font. Que padre y que critica! 
Si el autor de una novela tuviese que ser r esponsable 
de los dichos de sus personajes, Santo Dios, a que conclusion 
iriamos a parar. Porque siguiendo este sistema las opi
niones del P. Damaso serian mias, Ia educacion del a lferez 
mia, la religiosidad de Cpn. T iago, mia. El P . Font debia 
acordarse de un poco de Ret6rica en que se dice que Ia 
novela es un genero mixto en que hablan personajes intro
ducidos y ademas el au tor ; claro esta que el au tor solo 
es r esponsable de las palabras que el dice como suyas, y 
los hechos y las • circunstancias justificaran los dichos de 
los personaj es, pues de lo contrario seria un tiquis-miquis 
si se atribuyen al autor opiniones diferentes como son las 
de sus personaj es." 

The author of the "pastoral," in fairness to our 
national hero who is not in a position · to defend 
himself, should have t aken into considerat ion this 
letter of Rizal which shows why he should not be 
made answerable, as. author, for the utterances made 
by .the characters in his novels. Yet the "pastoral" 
not only has disr egarded this letter of Rizal, but 
f9rmulated the following conclusion that appears 
in paragraph 9, which says, reiterating the charges 
of Father Font : "It is true that most of the 
teachings against t he C::tth,olic Faith . . ." Paren
thetically, let me call the attention of the Senate to 
the improper use of the word "teachings." Rizal 
never pretended to teach religion or against the 
Catholic faith. " ... most of the teachings"-the 
"pastoral" says-"against the Catholic Faith in 
the novels are put in the mouths of either 'liberal' 
Catholics of the type of Don Rafael Ibarra Don 
Custodio an? p~ssibly Eli~s, or of Catholic~ who 
have lost their faith, as Tas10 the Philosopher . Such 
persons existed in the Philippines and it is obvious 
t~at they thought and spoke as Rizal makes their fic
tional counterpa1·ts think and speak, viz. in teJ: 
of anti-Catholic ideas with jeers at Catholic doct ·~s 

·th · · t · t I rme 
W I Impie Ies, e c. f the author would not in 
any way suggest that these were his own op1·n· 

h. h h d . Ions w 1c e propose to his readers as true 1·t ld 
b 

. , cou 
e said that he was merely making use of th 
1. t' · h e nove Is s rig t to portray people as they are B t 

this is not the case"-the "pastoral" conti~ues~. 
"Evidently the author here shares these ideas and 
offers them .t~ th~. xead~r as his considered and 
approved opmwns. This statement in the "pa _ 
toral" is most unfair to Riza1, because there is 

8 

such thing, there is no suggestion anywhere in t~~ 
two novels that Rizal shared the ideas express d 
by the characters in said novels. e 

' 

1 · n of 
Father Vicente Garcia, the great tbeo ogia ·as· 

R. , d . I·n ecc1es1 1za1 s days, counsellor and a v1ser . d the 
tical matters to the Archbishop of Manda, ~n did 
bishops of Nueva Segovia and Nue~a Cac~;:·coD· 
not make this finding about t he N olt. 0~ as is 
t rary, he said that there was no such _thingt Rizal 
now contended in the "pastoral.'' He said thad the 

. expose 
should be congratulated for havmg ' f aticiS!ll · · s an 
truth .about those practices of rell~lOU The "pas· 
and bigotry as they existed at the time. the se-

. f rorn toral" proceeds: "One g·athers thiS d because 
ductiv.e allure with which they are pres~n:e.sJl'l js set 
of the favorable light in which said crttiCible cll11r· 

by no 1> ' forLh, or because of their utterance rted > 
~ ... cters, or on account of their being ~upP~n jnll

0 

· }uch c .. seemmgly unanswerable argument W 
· st 

way be contradicted." ·ars aga111.,, 
~he s~me charge made by the f~ther GBJ'~e 

which R1zal defended himself and F d after ? 
defended Rizal, is now being repeate 'bY wh0~5 
lapse of three quarters of a cent!-.Il:Y:• ·no biS~0.11' 
C ~ · b FihPI o}1Jilr e1 ~..amly not by the f r iars, but Y . the .r. 
constituting the Church hierarchY m tl1e 
pines. d tbat nd 

As I said, Mr. P resident, I am g~a tod~J.Y' r~JI)' 
gentleman from Bulacan has pleade·ead c;3fe foil 
yesterday with the Filipino people to 1 I }llJ.ve -1e5' 
this "pastoral." I am glad because philiP~~Jii• 
confidence in the patriot ic people of the ·y cafe 0ple 
I h 1, vel pe t 

ope they read th is "pastora the ,~e 
·d . h are . . po I wor for word and t her e find w 0 

1 tbel1 11i:tJI ' 
h ' al f P ·s w o are exerting all their efforts, y o 111 

· h. ~ emor t to 
In t Is country to blot out the rn UJ.tlg}l 
and the gospel 'of patr iotism that he f t1'8 

' 0 t· 
people. resurOe gre9 t 
M~·· ~resident, I have prepare~, a. bout tlle}<S· ~~ 

admiSSIOns made in the "pastoral : }liS P00
0
oot of 

ness of Rizal and the g-reat ness 0 e of l'l 1 ~ b · }g C · ~Lt ' {0' 
egms by saying that t he highest P p 1•. fl.l itll 'Jl' 

the 'Service of our country belongs to jvic f9•0clll
1
•• 

co · h t of c pJ ()o~ 
UI se, t at is a postulate, . an ac d pot . i.lJ r 1,,, ~very Filipino even if the bishops . ~ ''P1z"'l·cl1 --'. 

It ' thel </P •C' ' so. ~ays t he "pastoral" f ur . :wes ~ !1- \ tl'e 
sessed to an eminent degree t!105~ , vJ;,hiS ~:teli ~i· 
g.ether make up t l'ue pat r iotism· coJ1lP pict 11ll

1 
Significant admission which destroY~,, to d~,eJI tt1''~ 
attempt made later in the "pastora. . .;erY , . IJi-'.i 
zal a . rllbel ,, v .ltJ' • s anti-Catholic because I re... .-"'J' .l u IJ~ 

l. · · r at: GJ' eu 11 
a c Istmguished membe1· of t he hle 1iv.e1-: cl.l tl1e 
of n de ]JCS ·til I 

a northel'n diocese, in a sermo ·ca.t11° ,,•J tW' 
the last Holy Week said that onlY ·otisrO t~ 'fJl'' 
tru t · · p::tt! 1 d·11g' 11c1 11• e pa l'lots, linking necessarilY cot' 1 tllo J't • 
Catholic faith In other ·words, ::tC •• t c9 cl,t'n ,,~·' 

1 . •t)lOv f C .j, 
re ate there is no patriotism Wl catP0 ~ v91 

f You attack any dogma of t he. t-. iS f.l 
YO ' · h!C~' u can not be a true patriot, VI 
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of 
,_ wi.th the theory of the gentleman from Bulacan who have important and pressing matters in the Senate. 
~e ~Id the other day that even if Rizal were a pro- I leave it to the Senate to decide. 
id ~~stan~, a Buddhist, or a Moslem, he would still Senator RECTO. Mr. President, if I will proceed 
n· I ~e him, venerate him, because of his patriotism. along this line, I will need perhaps, one and one-
is lepeat the "pastoral's" pronouncement that "Rizal half hours more, so if the Senate is anxious to 

Possessed t · · · I ' t t th t· f h al to o an emment degree those virtues which IS en a e ques IOns o t e gentleman from Bula-
te ve;::7er m~k~ up true patriotism." Therefore, con- can, I am ready to end my remarks at this juncture 
IJl Cath ~· ~Izal must have been a good and true hear the gentleman's questions and make an a-t. 

the ~~1_c 1~ the sense that his writings do not off~nd tempt to answer them. · 
foiiowithohc_ dogma, faith and morals, as oth~rw1se, The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Bulacan 
\VouJd ng Bishop Madriaga's line of reasorung, he may proceed . 

..., . not have been a true patriot. Senator RODRIGO. Without prejudice, Mr. Pres-
thn·d "R· . . but . • Izal. loved his country not m wo1·d alone ident, for my continuing these r emarks taman-ow 

deedin deed," the "pastoral" says: \'Vhat were the or Saturday. 
s of R' I Wh We 

8 
Iza ·. H e was a great crusader. en Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I understand 

his!:~~ of the deeds of Rizal, we mean primarily that the distinguished gentleman from Batangas 
·•titing h' ·1 h' lnol'al s.. Is t eachings, and not necessal'l Y IS has registered his turn to speak- after the othe1• 

he,.. SUfferings when he was iii Dapitan, where two have finished. 
•as e 'I of ag XI ed by General Despujol· nor his moments Senator RECTO. Batangas and Tayabas. 

executo.ny While he was in Fort Santiago awaiting 
i ton · n t th t th t ·ecise Senator PRIMICIAS. It is Quezon now. 
llstant • o e anguish of his soul a a P1 R T ·d f · 

bal'an. When he faced the firing squad at Ba~um- Senator EC'fO. o avo1 con uswn, because our 
th No th h as distinguished colleague Senator Taiiada, is address-

ey '" • ose were not the deeds, eroiC 
h • ere f , t 1 " ed l1er·e as the Senator from Quezon. 
e h ' or which in the words of this ' pas ora • 

heto,a~e been consec;.ated as our foremost national Senator PRIMICIAS. He has r eserved a turn to 
~lldel'\v cause countless other Filipinos suffered and speak in favor of the measure when his tum comes 
'lis de ~nt the same martyrdom for love of country. befo1·e the Senate, and if the distinguished gentle
the No~i s Were no other than his words, his writings, man from Batangas and Tayabas would consent, t 
tlej Of Me .Tange're and El Filibusterismo, the gos- have no intention to cut off his privilege. As fa1• 

~llo'"in Pattlotism which he preached and ~pread as I am concerned, I will ask for extension as many 
'1e died g that he would die for doing so, as mde.ed times as necessary. I would suggest that the dis-

'h • a o-1 · t leshP' t1·nguished gentleman from Batangas and Tayabas 
~·h c. 01'10us death for his noble apos 1

'" 
~elltle Pa.E:srn . that the now go to the merits of the bill. He may con-
ti etna E:NT. It seems, Mr. Senatoi' t inue his remarks when he consumes his turn to 

Ol:J.s to ~ fl'otn Bulacan wishes to propound ques- speak in favor of the bill. 
Se our Honor ~en nata

1
• R . . t th Senator RECTO. I have no objection.. It is un-

lil:t!iatol·, in ~CTo. I knew it, the trouble IS ~apr: avoidable, notwithstanding his protestations that 
a't\ lla1-y s ead of asking questions, ma e he would not touch on the merits of the bill, the 
~'"er t~:=.arks, which I believe I am entitled to Senator from Bulacan in fact did so. 

a -t'he p Senator PRIMICIAS. As a matter of fact, the 
't\~ Quez~}]JSIDENT. The gentleman from Batangas distinguished gentleman fro~ B~tangas and Ta-
~ell.a n tnay proceed. abas ,\rill agree also to fimsh his r emarks when 
.t'l tal' aE: . .d t hye consumes his turn in favor of the bill. 

~ ~ellat CTD. Thank you Mr. Presl en · olll 01· b ' I Senator RECTO. That is perfectly agreeable with 
to cl lP- ... '-0DRIGO Mr President of course, L d ~ l'tla.}{ "-e th . . ' I r uld like me, Mr. F loor ea er. 
01\s e th e gentleman to proceed. "

0 
• is Senator PRIMICIAS. So the distinguished Senator 

~ lltned t~ request that in case the one ]lou~·m 
0

, will be willing to cut short his r emarks and 
tj.._ ellat ' at I be given a chance to answer 

1 
• n " t' ~lle? Ot n d y proceed to answer the ques Ions Of the gentleman 

~e. }]JcTo. Suppose the Senate exten s m ft·om Bulacan ? 
Oh· l),t 

'le " 01· I tq_~ e~ioll t aoDRIGO. w ·ell I would not have anY Senator RECTO. am. 
~~~Q%cle, l ~hthat, althou~h I think in fairne;\~~ Senator RosALES. Mr. President. 

ettta t OU}d be given a chance to answe The PRESIDENT. Gentleman from Samar. 
Ol11orrow, although I reali ze that we 
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Senator REC'l'p. The gentleman still remembers 
th~ sophistries he used to indulge in while studying 
ep1stemo! · · su . ogy m the Ateneo. The gentleman IS as-

llling that the words of the "pastoral" are the same 
as th sh e words of Dr. Laurel as he attempted to 
th 0'~ to the Senate and to the audience. Even if 
tice _Pas~oral" did not use the words heretical, here-

to
' 
1
1mP10ns and impiety J·ust the same the "pas-

ra" · ' Piou called the books of Rizal heretical and im-
Dr t But there is nothing in that statement of 
Cath ~urel that will show that Rizal attacked the 

ohc Church. 
Senato·· R · p to I'al 1 •ODRIGO. Is it not true that tlus as -

\Vas · . . ~ents wiss~ed m order to make defim~e pron~unce-
Ject· hether these two books of R1zal wei e ob

Ionabl · S e m the light of the Canon Law?' , 
L enator R to I •1ave EC'l'O. Just a minute, Mr. Sena r, 
'Vas i~~t answered yet_ the previous question. What. 

h Senato · R h' •astoral ~ ODRIGO. The primary purpose of t 1s 
Catholi Is. to make definite pronouncements by .the 
,..,hich c. hierarchy on these two books of Rizal 
tttte? are Violative of the Canon Law. Is that not 
s . 

enato . R . ?f the } ECTO. That is not my understand1~g 
llltenr Pastoral." My understanding is that Its 
gentie~n is to ban the books of Rizal, and if the 
c0llsid ~n Will allow me I will say this: That 
adlllitt:l"Ing the tenor of the "pastoral," it m~s~ be 
CathoJ· d as a fact that from the time rehgious 
art lc s h , 'l' . es e1· th c ools were established in the Phi IPP

111 
sa· e · the ld scho overthrow of the Spanish regime, . 

Sen t ols have been banning the books of Rizal. 
~lease~ 0~ RODRIGo. I come back to my questio~~i 
"Ot adtn· ne of the purposes as the gentleman w

1
. 

{h.ethet It that is the intention of the Pastoi·al, IS 

taa,.., l 39:hese two books are violative of. Cahon 
l\ ctual · In arriving at a legal conclusiOn the 
a~t the Pl·e:rnises have to be laid down, and so d~els 
tl} a tnat~e~tleman think that it was ve~·y natu.t~' 
bee f<\ctu~1 of fact inevitable, that in thi~ Pastoi~: 
'"lt laid d Premises for the legal conclusion shou -~ 
tl} eq t;h. own and that is what the bishops di 

!Y We1~Y enumerated the passages and said that 
ove e ao- . ~ llat01• .,ainst the Canon Law? . ? 

tl!a ellatot REcTo. What are the factual premise~d 
~h.illgs RoDRIGO. The Catholic creed, dogmas a 

t~ (!llat0 t of the Catholic Church. ·se 
l<ly~ is REcTo. That is not a factual pl:eml f 
t~,'tll~ cla conclusion The Senator is tallnng ot 
0 "' t\.. O\vn f · h tatemen 
f th. 'lOse actual premises but t e 5 . 1 tive 

e Ca Passages of Rizal's books are VIO fl 
11on L . . aw 1$ a conclus10n. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Mr. President, even in court 
decision, I will call them factual findings, findings 
of fa~t. 

Senator RECTO. I interrupted the gentleman be
cause if we are going to proceed with the discus
sion we must agree on certain principles, certain . 
rules of the game. What the Senator calls factual 
premises are in fact conclusions. 

Senator RODRIGO. I will go with the gentleman 
from Batangas and Quezon that these are factual 
conclusions of the members of the hierarchy. 

Senator RECTO. Precisely they are not, and can
not be called, factual conclusions. When the bish
ops say that this and that passage of the Noli 
Me Tange1·e violated the Canon Law, they do not 
state a factual conclusion. That is an opinion, \Yith 
which, by the way, Father Garcia, a great Filipino 
theologian of Rizal's time, disagreed. 

Senator RoDRIGO. I will go with the gentleman 
again. Let us not call it factual premises, let us 
not call it factual conclusions, let us call it opinion. 
But is it not true that before the bishops arrived 
at a dedsion based on the law they must at least 
first examine the facts to arrive at a decision? 

Senator RECTO. What are the facts examined? 
Senator RoDRIGO. Those passages in the books 

examined by them as cited in the Pastoral. -
Senator RECTO. Let us come to that later 011. 
Senator RODRIGO. If we follow our discussion in 

this way, Mr. President, we will consume a whole 

week. 
Senator RECTO. That is not my fault. The Sen-

ator c:;tnnot formulate questions based on the find
ings of the "pastoral" because I disagree with 

those findings. 
Senator RoDRIGO. In order to save t ime, I will 

not proceed on that point. All I would like to 
reiterate is again for our good people to read the 
Pastoral. And, of course, anyone who reads the 
Pastoral can arrive at his own conclusion· and 
does not necessarily have to follow the interpreta
tion given by t11e distinguis~ed gentleman from 
Batangas and Quezon regardmg the real meaning 

of the Pastoral. 
Senator RECTO. That is exactly the purpose of 

our bill-to have the books of Rizal read without 
necessarilY accepting. th.e opinions of Rizal. We 
agree on the same prmciple. . . 

Senator RODRIGO. No, there 1s a difference, Mr. 
President, in the sense that in the bill the reading 
of the two books will be made compulsory, wherea:3 
in the case of the Pastoral I am requesting the 
people to read the Pastoral and I am not compelling 
them to do so. 
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Senator RECTO. Well, a r equest from the dis
tinguished Senator is an order to the Catholic po
pulation. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Now, another point which I 
want to bring up. The gentleman from Batang.as 
and Quezon stated that the Spanish friars or the 
Spanish religious authorities during the Spanish 
times ·did not issue a Pastoral like this. 

Senator RECTO. No, the hiexarchy. That is what 
I understand from that word-a body composed of 
all the bishops-' if I am correct. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Yes. But is it not true that 
during that time, the Spanish government under 
its power as the gove1·nment banned these books ·: 

Senator ·RECTO. Well, the Spanish government 
was different from the hierarchy, unless the gentle
man believes also that now the hierarchy here is the 
Philippine government, or the Nacionalista adminis
tration, or the state. 

Senator RoDRIGO. My point is this. Is it not 
true that or is it not possible that during the 
Spanish times the Catholic hierarchy did not see 
any need of issuing a Pastoral such as this b~cause 
there was already a government edict prohibiting 
the Noli Me Tan gere at least, and so, maybe, they 
did not consider it necessary to implement or su
plement that by a religious decree? 

Senator RECTO. But that order banning the Noli 
Me Tange're and El Filibusterismo was issued by 
Despujol only in 1892, while the Noli Me Tange?·e 
had been circulating in the Philippines, although in 
a clandestine way, since 1887. / 

Senator RoDRIGO. Yes, but it is possible that the 
hierarchy and the government did not see the 
danger of that book until it was Widespread. 

Senator RECTO. Because in the opinion of the 
hierarchy, not of individual bishops, but the hier
archy, in those days, the books were not heretical 
and impious. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Well, let me go to another 
phase. I will go farther than the gentleman from 
Batangas and Quezon and say that not only during 
Spanish times did the hierarchy not issue a PM
toral, but even after that and until now the pre
decessors of the present members of the hierarchy 
and they themselves who have been members of the 
hierarchy for many yea-rs did not issue a Pastoral 
and it is only now that they issued a Pastoral. ' 

Senator RECTO. May I ask again, does your 
Honor mean to say that the highest authorities of 
the Catholic Church in the Philippines necessitated 
80 years to find out that those books are he!·etical? 

Senator RODRIGO. What I mean is this-that they 
did not see any necessity before for issuing a Pas-

occasion to issue a 
toral, but now there is ~n . ·n Senate No. 
Pastoral and the occasion IS this bi ' ding of 
438 which will make compulsory t he ~ea schools, 
the two books in a ll private and pubIC 
colleges and universities. . that theY 

Senator RECTO. Or the r eal reason IS,. now to 
have not found anything and they are trY:~ause of 
find something heretical in these bool{S 
the bill in question. A a Jllatter 

Senator RoDRIGO. May I continue. ~ self fur· 
B ta uas hiD1 1 at of fact, the gentleman f rom a. n., pastora 

ther stated that the findings ll1 thendin'gS in tbe 
present seem to be the s·ame as the fi . 
Pastoral way back in the Spanish time.s.l'J issued Jll 

S "pastola enator RECTO: There was no uJI1 
the Spanish time. . wernorand 

Senator RODRIGO. No, the report 01 t 
submitted during the Spanish tiwes. t ,vas fl.~. 

. . t tha J11111' Senator RECTO. That is d1fferen ' b a Co 
a ''pastoral," but an opinion rendered Y thtlt 
tee of friars. . cJeal' "Lit 

S . · ve1Y t v 
enator RODRIGO. So that It IS d preseP ' 

these religious objections were al:·ea u~t · .. · p\Jt 
the members of the hierarchy did ruptiilg,. to 

S t f r inter ·del J ena or RECTO. Excuse me o in 01 
1 •

1• 

I have to interrupt the gentle~all to cofl"e 
correct what the gentleman is trying tile 

· s r my own thoughts and explanatiOn · ·ble fO 5ell' 

S t posSl rtJ'f f' 
enator RODRIGO. But is it n? finisb is c.0 

gentleman to at least wait until I mal{e }1 

tence or statement and then he can d f9if 
rections? tle ail t to 

gell ~f!l1 ,t5 
Senator RECTO. I want to be as btlt 1 tteftlr 6 

as the gentleman from Bulacan, Il ue a tlli11st 
'd whe }{e o avo1 the impression he conveys }'lla eJ'lt tJC' 

to repeat what I say. Now, let as 5tateJ1lrJ'le' tO 
clear. Is the gentleman 1naking ~ 0 s to ttlrfl 
· 1 . . estl o t re Iemans, or 1s he addressmg qu ·n jUS flJ 

cause if there are no questions I Wl e11t ~Je' 
mys seat. . g a ste.~~ gefl 

enator RODRIGO I am malnn s v• 11'. 
l . . titlle ·. 

a so askmg questions, but some rtle. tiotl ,,·: 
man would shoot questions baclt at que' Jctl0~;· 

S er a al1 4•• enator RECTO. you can ansW tJefl'l l:l 
means of another question. The ge;ns"'"er l 
that rule in rhetoric that you can tleJJ_el'' 
t · b · n de11 ,,, 1 Ion Y making another questiO · tile E> t'!J tiO' 

Senator RODRIGO. So that what tertlent at•e~l: 
wants is he can make a direct stB- rJle 9- r tl £ll~ 
ing my question but when he askSstiofl· t 1·tJie 
I ' ue t can only answer by another q t a te 
Mr. President, that will put me a 
advantage. 
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. Senator RECTO. There ar e time-s when one finds 
It necessary, in answering a ques tion, to propound 
another question. 

d Senator RODRIGO. But please do not force me to 
0 

that. There m ight be cases or occasions for 
answerin · · · b t 
th g questions wit h a nother questiOn, u 

el'e ar t' 'f th e 1mes when I will be.at a disadvantage 1 

of e only way I can answer a question is by means 
another question. 

ni Senator RECTO. The gentleman is free to answer 
Y question in w hatever way he pleases. 

co!: nator RODRIGo. Now, Mr. Presiden_t, I :vill 
is tl to tny next question. The only pomt r aised 

1at 'f · · issu 1 the hier a r chy did not find occaswn to 
sion e. a Pastoral before, now there is that oc.ca
co111 ln the filing of Senate Bill No. 438 makmg
gent1~lsory the reading of the two books.. The 
the ~an made a statement yesterday that Without 

Writing f R' R ' 1 b ? Fir ' ~ Of all S 0 lZal, wh ere WOUld IZa e • . .::;, 
cel'tafn I Would like to propound questions to clari~Y 
hie1· . tnatters. Is it not true that the Catholic 
b alchy d ·t· of {\izal b oes not condemn all the wn mgs 

Se · Y this Pastoral? 
~e~a:or REcTo. Are ~ou propounding .a question ?I 
Sen a or RODRIGO. Yes . . . . 

tends ~~or REcTo, The condemnation pract.ically.ex· 
beeau the entirety of the bool~s under discussiOn, 
the e;e there is a sta tement in the "pastoi1al" to 
teachi ect that the attad :s against r eligion and the 
b0 ngs of . . · 1 d 1·n these Oks Patnobsm are com.mmg e 
setla1·a~f :Rizai. If that is the case, how could you 
~:f the be the teachings of patriotism from those par ts 
•1 Ool th . · nd here-cal ? rs at a re consider ed unpwus a . 
lso l>a As I said the other day ther e ar e nearlY 
llassag ges of the N oli Me Tanger~ over which t hese 
~lld ab es • condemned by the bishops are sprea~f' 
.ro, out so · Now 1 c 4 atte · Pages in El Filibuste1"/,Smo. '. 
~>all J.'o, lnpt to Purg·e those books of those passage1~' 
... t·0 " ace · the bac ~-a l.tlld f Otnp1ish that without destroymg t' 
lQllq the 

0 
.the books, the cont inuity of t he ~~u'l'~v:~-~ 

ade b Cll·cumstances and the events which s y 'D• • ? 
ellat .{\,JZal the basis of his t eachings· ? 

llt Sellat 
01

• :RoDRIGo. I s the gentleman through S _ 
Ot·'a q or :REcTo. That was my answer to the en 

l Sell Uestion 
lQ a.tol' :a, · d n 't thinlc 

thi acle l'n ODRIGO. Mr. President, I 0 'd t hat 
ltt~l'! l?ast! question very clear. When 1 ~:~gs of 
~tttal, l d~'al did not condemn all the wr~; alone. 
"l.cti ~izal ~ not r efer to t hese t wo bo:} Ulti'rno 
he ha, he h as ~ther writ ings. He has ;sMI;j;olos, 

aa 'l'h as h1s Lette1· to the Women ° ence 
e Ph · · d Yeats '' Gaa tltppin es One. ll'und1·e • 

07""---8 

he has many other poems and he has rn2av ot her 
works. Now, is it not true t hat t his pasto1~al doe·~ 
not declare as objectionable all the works of R izal 
in the sense that this pastoral has r eference onl;· 
to these two books, the Noli Me Ta711ge1·e and th e 
El Filibuste1-ismo? 

Senator RECTO. But the gent leman f rcm Bulacan 
knows that there has n ever been any dispute ab ::mt' 
that. Neither has it been contended her e t hat t he 
" pa-::;toral" condemns the ot her works of Rizal. It 
deals exclusively with the Noli M e Tange1·e and 
El Filibuste1·ismo. 

Senator RODRIGO. The r eason why I asked t his 
question is that t he gentleman from Batangas and 
Quezon made a general statement, "Without t he 
Writings of Rizal, where would he be ?" 

Senator RECTO. When we speak of writings of 
Rizal, n·e mean fundamentally E l Filib'liste·rism o 
and the N olii Me Tange1·e. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Now, t her efore, when the gen
tleman made t hat statement, he was r eferring only 
to the Noli Me T ange?·e and t he El F-itibtlstcris?;w . 
Now my question is, is it not true that the pastoral 
itself makes it very clear that thf! pr onouncement 
contained ther ein that these t wo books fan under 
Canon 1399 does not constit ute .a complete ban on 
the reading of the books, that it only means t hat 
before a Catholic can read these books or should 
read these books, he must seek the permission of 
ecclesiastical authorities and t hat t he permission 
is r eadily granted when t he ecclesiastical a uthor-
Ities think · · · 

Senator RECTO. Under what condition ? 
Senator RODRIGO. That he can read these books 

without danger of losing or weakening his fa ith. 
Senator RECTO. So an examination is needed for 

every particular applicant. I am asking that ques
tion. I want to clarify the matter. 

. Senator RODRIGO. What was the question again '! 
Senator RECTO. That the procedure will necessi

tate the examination of each particular case. 
Senator .RoDRIGO. Yes. 
Senator RECTO. That is what I wanted to know. 

Then the 20 million Filipinos who are .Catholics 
have to go to the ecclesiastical authorities to ask 
that permission, and t he ecclesiastical authorities 
would have to examine t hem. I assume it must 
be a real examinati~n, not a matter of form. They 
will lun·e to examme wor d by \ror d 20 million 
applicants befor e the read~ng of the . Noli Me T an
gei'e is permitted to a par ticular a~phcant. Within 
what time does Your Honor thmk the Catholic 
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authorities will be able to dispatch those 20 mil
lion applications? 

Senator RoDRIGO. I think the example given is 
· a little exaggerated. It layg the premise that 20 

million Filipinos will all at the same time read 
the book. And I would like to remind the gentle
man from Batangas and Quezon that among these 
20 million Filipinos there are babies, blind people, 
those who cannot read. 

Senator RECTO. And persons below sixteen, as 
Your Honor said yesterday. Well, let us give allow
ance for the babies and for persons below sixteen. 
What will be the remaining figure? Let us say, 10 
million Filipinos? Anyway we are at present 
about 22 rrullion Filipinos. 

Senatar RoDRIGO. Again, it is a little exaggerated 
to presume that the 10 million Filipinos will all 
at the same time read the book. 

Senator RECTO. I did not say that at the same 
time. But you will have to process 10 million 
applications just the same. 

Senator RoDRIGO. As a matter of fact, I don't 
think that we have 10 million copies of the book. 
I don't think we have even one million copies now. 

Senator RECTO. We are talk~ng about application::;. 
Copies of the book may be borrowed. 

Senator RoDRIGO. May I go to another point, be
cause I said I wanted to bri'ng out certain points. 

Senator RECTO. How many applications have 
, been filed so far with the ecclesiastical authorities 

for the reading of the Noli Me Tange1·e? 
Senator RoDRIGO. I would like to inform the 

gentleman that the ecclesiastical authorities do 
. not keep recoTds of that. They do not keep books 
where they will jot it down every time anybody 
asks for permis!3ion to read these books. 

Senator RECTO. Then the approval of the appli
cations is just pure formalism. 

Senator RoDRIGO. May I aslt the gentleman an
other question? May I ask a hypothetical case. 
Supposing that Rizal did not write these two 
books. Suppose that the ideas contained in these 
books were spread by Rizal by means of mouth 
going around the islands, telling the people, and be~ 
cause of that he was persecuted by the Spaniards 
taken to Dapitan, executed in Bagumbayan; h; 
suffered because of the offerings to the country th,1t 
he made. Would not the gentleman consider him 
still our greatest national hero? 

Senator RECTO. I deny the hypothesis because it 
is contrary to fact. I can only admit a hypothesis 
when there is not a fact against the hypothesis. ' 

Senator RODRIGO. That is why I premised the 
question that I was going to make on the hypo
thetical case. 

. hypothetical 
Senator RECTO. I decline to discuss 

questions when the facts are different. estioll· 
Senator RoDRIGO. May I ask a factual ~~ngs of 

The gentleman stated that without the wrh·1 
5 that 

· per ap 
Rizal, where would he be? Meamng r heroes is 
he would be no hero at all. One of 0~f io have 
Andres Bonifacio. Does Andres Bolll ac 
a~y writings? . derstood 

Sena.tor RECTO. The Senator has nu~~nbe Jesu9 
my argument. What I said, what wou ction with 
without the Gospels? And then in conne at1·iotisJII 

·1· ·no P Rizal I asked, what would be FI 1PI 
without these books of Rizal? 

1 
Jllan J1lell

11 

Senator RoDRIGO. Does .the gent e t 
ilit ·~~ a . . . J tiS Wl 

Senator RECTO. What would be es 
the Gospels? . theoJog}'l· · n m . _It 

Senator RODRIGO That is a questiO •t thliiJ> n 
. t I don js " 

I would not want to answer tha · inl{ that el, 
will l?e able to answer that. ~ th t the GosP 
theological question. I think withoU . ll 

J esus would still be God. . is sw.tJll:s~· 
Senator RECTO. But Your Honor nfess .J 

c~n~r~diction, because nobody would co ettillg 
d1v1mty without the Gospels. s.re S'.t to0 

Senator RODRIGO Well I think we li·ttle l:Jl otlt . , . a ·pg 
out of the main point there. It IS t to bl'1 ·pioJ1• 
philosophical. The only point I wa~ rl'ly oP:,0t1Jd . In w 1 ,, 
Is that in many particular cases, bool{S, .0, 

even if Rizal did not write these two . nal pel 
still consider him our greatest natiO , fn! 

S on 1 ·~ce"' tl( enator RECTO. For what reas .
5
' sacfl1' to o t' 

S~mator RODRIGO. Because of hie Jl'lll-de st.l~e 
havmg offered these sacrifi.ces .. h ities, 8-Jld if 
country, for having suffered mdign d it1° 
ings, and death. 50f{el.'e 0jcS· 11& 

Senator RECTO. He would not h~vethese D~oJl• ttD 
nities and death if he did n9t write y ql.lestleJl'ls .ed 
. Senator RODRIGO. Now limiting Jl'l zo!l se 5ioell).,\· 

tl ' d Que col1 J> 
~en eman from Batangas an }18-S J'lo!l 

1
ic(' 

Imply that because the hier~rc~Y the c~ tl1e 1J. 
these two books as coming within roulld' :fti~~ 
and therefore objectionable on th8-t .g1·ce tote· t~~t 
arch d' serV T1 , e Y seems to have made a IS . peOr o~\ tl1 

Se t R . . t otJl Jc!l ! -<l na or ~ECTO Disservice 0 rl'l!l.n t" o · tl~ S t · ntlew ·o " tJ ,,\ ena or RODRIGO. Does the ge t sE~- 1 , e11 t v, 
even a book of one of the greate~s pool" ovel1'1: 
Cath r . e hi ·veJ• f •I 
C 

1
o 1c. Church, St. Augustl'Il.' not g! 5 tO ,11 ~· 

·On esstons of St. Augustine, IS tllolJC teo.c 
the church indiscriminately for c~stil'le, i'l 

Senator RECTO Did he St. j\.ug I 0 I 
triotism? · ' · oJl· .ai~Pal)i~ 

· elii:$1 J.• >J v 
Senator RODRIGO. He taught .r eJ:.ence··sJtl· ~,e 
Senator REcTo. That is the dlff atJ.·i~t1 17ool' 

not tea.ch religion. He taught·/i:P }115 
Augustine taught religion, and 1 
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:a~ foun~ by nis Superiors something t~.at wa: 
b;ai~st .t~e orthodox beliefs of the church, 1t cou~d 

Prohibited by the church because his purpose m 
;riting the book was to teach religion. But Rizal 
t~d n~t t~ach r eligion nor theology. His reference 
th ObJectionable church practices was casual, and 

e "pastoral" itself admits that those practices 
really ex· t d · h · · · · · R' 1' t' Is e m t e Phihppmes m Iza s Ime. 
rnaSenator RODRIGO. Mr. President, I just want to 

II 
ke this last statement that the church does not 

a ow . d' . , . I St In Iscrnninate reading· of the Conf esswns o 
i · Augustine, even consider1ng that St. Augustine, 
8 one C th 1' Churc of r the greatest s.aint~ of. the a ~ IC 

doe h. NO\\~, the parallelism 1s tlus: the chm ch 
of ~ not- allow indiscriminate reading of the book 
chur!· ~ug~stine. · That does no~ me~n that the 
\v h Is disparaging St. Augustme, m the same 
r ay. that the church does not allow indiscriminate 
eadin f s g 0 the Noli and Fili. 

is enator REcTO. The conclusion of the gentl:man 
entot Well taken. The two situati0ns are di~er
l:re · . St. Augustine taught theology and religwn. 
chur'-vhas supposed to conform to the laws of the 

c to th · . d and if the chu1• h' e prmc1ples of ortho oxy, d'"d 
llot c found something in his writings that 1 

chul' c~nform with the laws of the church, the 
the ~ . ~ad the power to prohibit those parts of 
form l'lt.Ings of the Holy Doctor that did not con-
0l'thoct \"VIth what the church believed to be the 
that h ox ~iew. But in the case of Rizal, 1 ~e~ea: 
he dicte did not teach either theology or rehgwn t 
llatri t' not Pretend to do it. -He merely taugh 

''li 
0 

Isrn, or as the "pastoral" itself says: 
~I!\> e loved I . b t i?t deed. He 
liq Oted his _tts C01~nt·ry not in wo?·d alone u of his b?·il-
"Pe: t 'rn.ind tune,_ Ius energies and the resources athy of his 
loh [>le, O:n.d to d~spelling the igno?·ance a~d ap t"t"es under 
~ll~rh the combat-ing the injustices and tnequ~~v1ities fell 
eo e-r the Y la~o:ed. When these sal1ttarY a and he was 
billde'»t'fJ.ed SUsmcton of the colonial gove?-n?nent ff ed his 

oo.., to d ·o1tsly o er " l ot' t h eath as a 1·ebel, he gene? 
• e Welt a;re o I his cot.tnt?"Y · • ··~i . • • .• • • 

ell~ct Stng ab . d. ces he dis-
\'(\,. ~ed ft- ove petty passions and prcJU ~ ti'·me ideas 

·t>al'd. otn th I . t ' es of his I eo0. tng tJ e concrete comp ext J U-being o 
iq,: 1ety, the L~ function of govermnent, the w~ of poptt· 
li>ili~cll<ca.ti dtgnity of the individual, the ne~~~:.~i!s of the 
0.~<,. no · cl:::· the nat ive tmits. and. P.osst ;1~ destinY of 
t1~ia 11o.tion. acte1·, and the spec~al mwswn a of fana
the~ll1, intoJUnder God. (add to this: abho~renc~ecause of 
It~ o l.tnivet-~t-ance and bigotry) ;. ~deas ~hJch, licable even 

l.tt o,.,.n a.l and timeless. va!td1ty, axe apP 
~~l:l tunes." 

il.qv at01• p . ieW of the 
llttt~llee 1 RIMICIAS. Mr. President, m ~he session 

ll th· lour, I ask that we suspend 
Is afternoon at 5 :00 o'clock~ 

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION 

The PRESIDENT. If there is no o!:>jection, the 
session is suspended until this afternoon at 5 :00 
o'clock. (There · was none. ) 

Emn las 12:10 p.1n. 

REANUDACION DE LA SESION 

Se 1·eanuda la sesi6n a las 5:30p.m. 
The PRESIDENT. The session is resumed. 

APROBACION EN TERCERA LECTURA DEL 
C. R. NO. 173 7 

Senator PRIMfCIAS. Mr. President, I ask that we 
vote on third reading on House Bill 1737, printed 
copies distributed on April 18. 

El PRESIDENTE. La votaci6n en tercera lectura 
del Proyecto de Ley Numero 1737 de la Camara de 
Representantes esta en orden." Lease solamente el 
titulo del proyecto, si no hay objeci6n. (No Za 
hubo.) 

El SECRET ARlO: 

"An Act to amend section four of Commonwealth Act 
Numbered Four hundred forty-four, by prov:ding additional 
r emu11eration for services rendered on Sundays and legal 
holidays." 

El PRESIDENTE. Lease Ia lista. 
El SECRET ARlO: 

Senador Domocao Alonto ········-······························· Si. 
" Manuel C. Briones ............................ .......... Ausente. 
" Edmundo B. Cea · · ·· · · · · · ~·· · ························· Ausente. 
, Mariano J . Cuenco .. ................. ................. SL 
, Francisco A. Delgado ................................ Ausente. 
, Ruperta Kangle6n ...................................... Si. 

Senadora Pacita Madr igal Gonzalez .................... Ausente. 
Senador J ose P. Laurel ............................................ Ausente. 

" Roseller T. Lim ....................................... . Si. 
, Jose C. Locsin ................................... ....... Si. 
" Fernando L6pez ........................................ Si. 
, Alejo Mabilnag .............. : ........ ..................... Si. 
, Quintin Paredes ........................................ Ausente. 
, Emmanuel Pelaez .................................... Ausente. 
, Cipriano P. P rimicias .............................. Si. 
, Gil J . P tiyat ................................................ Ausente . 
, Claro M. Recto ........ ............. ... ................ Si. 
, Francisco Soc. Rodrigo ............................ Si. 
, Deco1·oso Rosales .......................... ............ Si. 
, Pedl·o Sabido ....................................... ....... Ausente. 
, Lorenzo Sumtilong ................. , .................... Ausente. 
" Lorenzo M. Tafiada .................................. Si. 
, Jose C. Zulueta .................................... ...... Si. 

El PnESIDENTE ................ ............... ·•········· ....... ................. SL 

(El Secreuuio info?'Jna a la_ Mesa clel ?·estil;lxulo de 
la v otacn6n) 

El PRESIDENTE. Por catorce votos afirmativos, 
queda aprobado el proyecto en tercera lectura. 




