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Senator PRIMICIAS. Yesterday while the distin-
guished gentleman from Batangas was using the
privilege hour, the gentleman from Bulacin was
interpellating him, and due to lack of time, we
had to suspend the session, reserving the right
of the distinguished gentleman from Bulacin to
continue asking some questions of the gentleman
from Batangas. I ask now that we resume dur-
ing the privilege hour such questioning as the gen-

tleman from Bulacin may desire. Lx

Senator RODRIGO. Mr. President and gentlemen
of the Senate: Before I proceed with my ques-
tions, I would like to make a résumé of the points
taken up yesterday in order to give continuity
to this interpellation. The points brought out in
the interpellation 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-
puted 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-
pers 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
insinuation by the gentleman from Batangas and
Quezon to the effect that the Filipino bishops in
jssuing this Pastoral merely repeated the pro-
nouncement made by a committee of Spanish friars
Juring the Spanish times, first condemning Rizal as
a traitor to the country, and secondly, stating that
these two books contained passages, and I will use
the words of the Spanish {iriars then, “heretical”
and “impious.”

Now, as regards the first point, the pronounce-
ment by the Spanish friars that Rizal was a traitor
to the country; the present Pastoral issued by
Filipino bishops states just the contrary. The pre-
sent Pastoral states that Rizal is without doubt our

greatest national hero.
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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 same 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 from 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
“impous” were used, in the present Pastoral by
the Filipino bishops those two harsh words are not
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 glory of his life, and
so while for a while Dr. Rizal drifted away from
the faith, in the end he came back to the 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-
gere was condemned in the present pastoral of
Filipino bishops, both the “Noli” and the “Filj”
were congidered as objectionable under canon 1399,
The gentleman from Batangas seems to imply that
because of that, the Filipino bishops are h
and harsher on Rizal than the Spanish friars. But
then, Mr. President, during the interpellation ié
was brought out that when the Noli Me Tangere
was submitted to the committee of Spanish friars
for study and recommendation, only the Nol; Me
Tangere then was in existence. The Filibusterismo
was not yet in existence. And so, that was the
reason why at that time only the Noli Me Tangere
wag declared as objectionable.

But I will not go into a discussion of the pastora]
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

arder

is really harder or harsher on our nation_a] he;"’ ;s '
the pastoral itself. And so, before judgin® Brs i
side of this case, before judging th?,membimpa- 1
our Philippine hierarchy who are Filipino CAl.ch-
triots of ours and, as I said, one Of,them at i
bishop Rufino Santos suffered ian”SOHjIIl eanese
Fort Santiago for ten months during the ?1113 may
occupation; before passing judgment onl theto,rar
I request everybody to please read the Paio o fev
And now, Mr. President, may I proceed to the
more questions which I like to propou”
gentleman from Batangas and Quezom: Joge 1
Senator RECTO. For a matter of privl eg.' ,
President.

. B
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from |
has the floor. he S

Senator RECTO. I ask the permissiol -(;f ark?
ate to make my own preliminary llemaﬂ
reply to those just made by the gentt insi®
Bulacin. 1 am amazed at the apparen_ng thacan'
of the gentleman from Bulacan in de” 1 el el
this controversial document we hays ve iﬂ;
ing a “pastoral,” the Filipino bishopPS hé}ou )
the books of Rizal heretical and imP’ ne S°
sist, Mr. President and gentlemen © s of
that the bishops did so brand these P%% . ¥
Not because the bishops did mnot u the gelill"t
“heretic” or “heretical” and “impious ’ dend i
man from Bulacin ecan l-eas()llaby.cal a4 f e
the bishops did call these books heremone thﬂi‘rﬂf’-
pious. If I say, for instance, Of amcralled Eli”r‘
has been telling falsehoods, 1 have I
liar, without having had to use o
Just by saying that one has t©
have called him a liar. I1f I say b
son of a woman who lies with 0¥ titute
! l.qave called him the son of & P 28
using these particular word. £ -t0F

Well, Mr, President, gentlemel 3 is
and gentleman from Bulacan, . is " “pe
Filiping bishops have said in iy ;
They have not used the words Teue
cal” or “impious”, but they intend® ntal?
They said that the books of Rizal ¢ hoW?
and impieties, as I shall Dfesently -Sehere‘tl .
amounts to saying that the books e
Impiouys, - 828 v

[N par. 10, of the pastoral the £

“In these two novels we find Passages are
dogma and morals where repeated attd® ; the
th.e Catholie religion in general, again® ory
Tsnlracles’ against the doctrine of P! 5
Hif;arnr:[ent of Baptism, against
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E::Iynirs; the Chathechism of Christian Doctrine, sermons, sa-

castinntals and books of piety. There are even passages

Doteng doubts on or covering with confusion God’s omni-

BIESS:S' th‘e‘ex:stence of hell, the mystery of the Most
Trinity, and the two natures of Christ.”

:iinIH.OH-l this paragraph_alone any sensible persom,
131‘uthsald yesterday, any person who has devotion to
Who ! and 13 free from the influence of blgot_ry,
that reads this passage will come to the c.onglusmn

£ What the Filipino bishops meant b_y it is t!lat
Di;atie two novels of Rizal contain hel'§51es and im-
Moy es, that is, attacks against Catholic dogma and

als, ang are, therefore, impious and heretical.

Paraoe
aragraph 11 of the “pastoral” says:

; “Sl i .  Jen .
WOI‘sipﬂarly’ we find passages which disparage divine
: n of images and

Yelicg I:l'e (1_3) especially the veneratio . 0
Se Olf 3 votion to the Blessed Virgin and Fhe Sal{lts, : e
Noven,q apulars, cords and habits, the praying of 10551:_"1&5,l
DraYers' eJaC‘-}IationS and indulgenced prayers. Even ¥ 1?163'1
Marry are included, such as the Our Fat]'ler, the :;.11
: “g'elf,s the Doxology, the Act of Contrition, 'and fe e
WOI‘ship’ Mass ceremonies, baptismal and exequial ﬁI(‘;l S,
TOcess; of the Cross, the use of holy water and ca iles,
do Ons, bells and even the Sacred Qunday obligations

€Scape scorn.”

®Te again the bishops charge that the books of

\.iZal £ ;
N - - - b
the, . '€ heretical and impious, containing, 4

and impieties.

arao, In their opinion, heresies
Braph 12 says:
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of Rizal, the Catholic hierarchy in the days of
Riza!, 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, and 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 theclogian and
virtuous Filipino priest, Father Vicente Garecia,
who defended the Noli, in an article published
by him in La Solidaridad, of Madrid, under a
nomme 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 death He has been per-
secuted mercilessly by the Catholic clergy. In: his
life he was persecuted by the foreign Catholic
clergy, by the Spanish religious orders, something
we can understand because Rizal had exposed in
his two novels the unworthy behaviour of some of
their members. Now, half a century -after his
death, Rizal is being persecuted again by the
clergy, hut 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 are hurling merciless attacks at
his memory, at his sacred memory, with the slan-
derous charge that his books, those very books.
he wrote for the freedom of our country and the
digniﬁcation of the Filipino Catholic c ergy, are
but compilations of heresies and impieties dis-
guised as treaties on civic virtues and patriotism.
Because they can 1o longer execute him anew
they now try to blacken his memory by forever
proscribing his writings, as they and their prede-

cessors in the hierarchy had done and have been

doing for the last sixty years.

Mr. President, coming again to this “Pastoral,”
may I be permitted to say that if the Filipino
pishops OF whoever prepared for them the draft
of said “pastoral,” had only wanted to be a little
bit just and fair to the memory of Dr. Rizal, they
would not have made against these books the charge
that appears in paragraph 9 of the “pastoral,” be-
cause they could not have possibly ignored Rizal’s
Jetter of August 18, 1888, addressed to Don Ma-
no Ponce, appearing in Volume II of the “Episto-
lario Rizalino” edited by the National Library.
\ith reference to this letter, let me inform the
Senate that it was u'.!'it{'c‘n partly in answer to
Father Font, when tlns‘ r'.\gnstinian friar charged
Rizal with the responsibility for the statements

ria



aF
s LGS ATTYE L

BEreSIL

ERAR T PIV

1116

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

made in his novel by its ficticnal characters. Rizal,
acting in self-defense wrote to Mariano Ponce and
said the following: :

LoNDRES, 18 de agosto de 1888
“Mi queride -amigo:

Tantas gracias por su amabilidad enviindome la critica
analitica del bendito P. Font. Qué padre y qué critica!
Si el autor de una novela tuviese que ser responsable
de los dichos de sus personajes, Santo Dios, a qué conclusion
iriamos a parar. Porque siguiendo este sistema las opi-
niones del P. Damaso serian mias, la educaciéon del alférez
mia, la religiosidad de Cpn. Tiago, mia. El P. Font debia
acordarse de un poco de Retérica en que se dice que la
novela es un género mixto en que hablan personajes intro-
ducidos y ademis el autor; claro estd que el autor sélo
es responsable de las palabras que él dice como suyas, y
los hechos y las*circunstancias justificarian los dichos de
los personajes, pues de lo contrario seria un tiquis-miquis
si se atribuyen al autor opiniones diferentes como son las
de sus personajes.”

The author of the “pastoral,” in fairness to our
national hero who is not in a position to defend
himself, should have taken into consideration this
letter of Rizal which shows why he should not he
made answerable, as author, for the utterances made
by the characters in his novels. Yet the “pastoral”
not only has disregarded this letter of Rizal, but
formulated 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 the Catholic Faith . . .” Payen-
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 and possibly Elias, or of Catholicé who
have lost their faith, as Tasio the Philosopher. Such
persons existed in the Philippines and it ig obvious
that they thought and spoke as Rizal makes their fic-
tional counterparts think and speak, Viz., in termsg
of anti-Catholic ideas with jeers at Catholic doctrine
with impieties, ete. If the author woulg not in
any way suggest that these were his own Opinionsg
which he proposed to his readers as true it could
be said that he was merely making use o'f the n
velist’s right to portray people ag they are, 1331_;
this is not the case”—the “pastoral” continueg—

“Evidently the author here shares these ideag and
offers them to the reader as his considered angq

approved opinions.” ~This statement in the “Das-

toral” is most unfair to Rizal, because there ig no
such thing, there is no suggestion anywhere in the

two novels that Rizal shared the ideas expressed
by the characters in said novels. }

Father Vicente Garcia, the great theol as-
Rizal’s days, counsellor and adviser in eCCl‘(ais1 '-
tical matters to the Archbishop of Manila, &%
bishops of Nueva Segovia and Nueva Caceres,cona
not make this finding about the Noki. OB theas is
trary, he said that there was no such .thnlg;: Riz
now contended in the “pastoral.” He said tha 4 the

5 - Se s
should be congratulated for having XL tieism

truth about those practices of religious “pas
and bigotry as they existed at the time- 5 (258
toral” proceeds: “One gathers this frorfé ecal®
ductive allure with which they are 131‘958.11-t s n i !
of the favorable light in which said criticdS pare

e L - noble “5
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seemingly unanswerable argument wis
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which Rizal defended himself and F2!
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apse of three quarters of a century: . ii
Certainly not byqthe friars, but by 1:‘-111%11:1?3 Phlhp’
constituting the Church hierarchy

pines. that fﬁ’lg

As T said, Mr. President, 1 am 8% da ullf
gentleman from Bulacan has plead® a re[f“u
yesterday with the Filipino people to % Ve iﬂeﬂ'
this “pastoral” I am glad becal$> hilipl}u' {
confidence in the patriotic people of ery ‘areaopl’e
I hope they read this “pastoral’ Ve% ep@"'fe'r
word for word, and there find WHO ¢4y eir %ﬂsf]'
Who are exerting all their efforts; 2 ry of 1o 2

in thig country, to blot out the memtaught b
and the gospel of patriotism that e
Deople, ssu® gf"'”t;
Mz. President, I have pl‘epared i u the};s- I
admissions made in the “DaStOMI” i-lbt?is bo rlaf'-ﬂ;‘
ness of Rizal and the greatness of ce _ho;, gf
begins by saying that the highest P I R 8
the service of oy country belongs ¥ civit fracl o
course, that is a postulate, an act © 2
€very Filipino, even if the bishoPS
It 80. Bays the “pastoral” furthe’ 41ied |
Sessed to an eminent degree those VllThis lstely il
gether make up true patriotism-” com? i‘"*ttpi'
Significant admission which destr®>,,"to de«g?ll !
attempt made later in the “pasto*? ver ool
23] as anti-Catholic because I 1'em,be.1 C
& distingnisheq member of the 1012:;111;.61‘,65
Of & northern diocese, in a sermo?, 'athollc\\'ithﬂ‘#
t_he last Holy Week s’aid that only f‘otis,mg tqcfﬂj'
true patriotg, linking necessarily P2 cc:)l'dl]1 ' 011111";1"

0
do nJ‘EiZﬁ.
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WI't e theory of the gentleman from Bulacan who
s:;;i the other day that even if Rizal were a pro-
lovem}lt‘;’ a Buddhist, or a Moslem, he would still
1M, venerate him, because of his patriotism.
D:: Peat the “pastoral’s” pronouncement that “Rizal
“sssed to an eminent degree those virtues which
Ve%:gler malke up true patriotism.” Therefore, gon—
i O%’_s -Rlzal must have been a @ood and true
e Ca:;%m- the sense that his writings do not oﬁ“(lend
Olloyy; Ohc.do@na, faith and morals, as othfel‘\v1se,
Woulq g Bishop Madriaga’s line of reasoning, he
. ot have been a true patriot.
illlrd’ "REZ"‘I'IOVGCI his country not in word alone
fedg (}:eed: "the “pastoral” says. What were the
We Speo Rizal. He was a great crusader. ) When
his k of the deeds of Rizal, we mean pru.narﬂly
Moya) ltlngs,‘ his teachings, and not necessarily his
; as Suferings vwhen he was in Dapitan, where
i agonexlled. by General Despujol; nor his chn‘}e_nts
Xe tioy _Whlle he wag in Fort Santiago a“-a‘ltl_ng
lI‘stallt s 10t the anguish of his soul at that precise
van “hen he faced the firing squad at Bagum-
they Rl those were not the deeds, heroic as
N Were, r gl Pl S
hag vhich, in the words of this "pasto 4
hey, eceen Consecrated as our 'f.oremost nafllonnd
. Clwa dUse countless other Filipinos suffere a' :
HIS d 3 the same martyrdom for love of 00}11:1t13-
;he Noy; S Were ng other than his words, his wrltmgs—,
o of d .T“”'QG‘?'G and El Filibusterismo, the gOS;1
kno“’i Patriotism which he preached and §p1'ead
at he would die for doing so, as mde_e
The | ? lorious death for his noble apostleship.
R:entlem “ESIDENT, Tt seems, Mr. Senator, that the
from Bulacan wishes to propound quess
Sep, °ur Honor,

top :

i n.atol\ol. RECTO. I knew it, the trouble 18 that tzlf
a:)nlnar;, l.nstead of asking questions, made glto

;Wer t}:(:anr? arks, which I believe I am entitle
ha .

A p

’ld QUQZRESIDENT. The g‘em;leman from Bat
o0 may Proceed.

5 = .

Ilat01 Recr, Thank you, Mr. President. :
r i

lik RODRIGO, Mr. President, of coursé

. ike
€ gentleman to proceed. I would 11‘1 X
umed te Yequest that in case the one ‘]1(?1.1 i
bi’l‘?eha 0 * that | be given a chance to answe
0 :1 A RECTO' Suppose the Qenate extends My
bje atq :
Slop
'ny@;.tlon Robrigo,. Well, T would not have alg
qr&“ Ide’ IO that’ although ‘I think in fan‘rfes'sth-o
g "5_ ould phe give}l a chance to anawel :
OMorpoyy, although I realiz

angas

8

o that We

disting

have important and pressing matters in the Senate.
I leave it to the Senate to decide. ;

Senator RECTO. Mr. President, if I will proceed
along this line, I will need perhaps, one and one-
half hours more, so if the Senate is anxious to
listen to the questions of the gentleman from Bula-
can, I am ready to end my remarks at this Jjuncture,
hear the gentleman’s questions and make an at-
tempt to answer them. :

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Bulacan
may proceed.

Senator RoDRrIGo. Without prejudice, Mr. Pres-
ident, for my continuing these remarks tomorrow
or Saturday. : '

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I understand
that the distinguished gentleman from Batangas
has registered his turn to speak after the other
two have finished.

Senator REcTO. Batangas and Tayabas.

Senator PRIMICIAS. It is Quezon now.

Senator RECTO. To avoid confusion, because our
distinguished colleague Senator Tanada, is address-
ed here as the Senator from Quezon.

Senator PRIMICIAS. He has reserved a turn to
speak in favor of the measure when his turn comes
pefore the Senate, and if the distinguished gentle-
man from Batangas and Tayabas would consent, 1
have no intention to cut off his privilege.” As far
as I am concerned, I will ask for extension as many
times as necessary. I would suggest that the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Bata%lgas and Tayabas
now go to the merits of the bill. He_may con-
tinue his remarks wheu‘he consumes his turn to
gpeak in favor of the bill.

Senator REcTO. I have no objection. It is un-
avoidable, notwithstanding his .protestation.s that
he would not touch on the meljlts of the bill, the
Senator from Bulacan in fact did so.

Genator PRIMICIAS. As a matter of fact, the
nished gentleman from Batangas and Ta-
yabas will agree also to finish his rem:arks when
he consumes his turn in favor of the bill. :

Senator RECTO. That is perfectly agreeable with
me, Mr. Floor Leader.

Senator PRIMICIAS. So the distinguished Senator
now will be willing to cut s.hort his remarks and
proceed to answer the questions of the gentleman

from Bulacan?

Senator RECTO. I am.
genator ROSALES. Mr. President,

The PRESIDENT. Gentleman from Samar.

Ml e T e
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thS 22;:31: %ECTO' Th_e geptleman still remembers
eDistemolft“e?’ he used to indulge in while studying
Suming thofi.‘f in the Ateneo. The gentleman is as-
a3 the wa, the words of the “pastoral” are the same
show +, tflJlds of Dr. Laurel as he attempted to
he “past e Senate and to the audience. Bven if
ic, jn;DiOI al dld'not. use the words heretical, here-
fora]” (I)IUS and impiety, just the same the “pas-
Dioys, %ed the books of Rizal heretical and 1m-
N L .ut there is nothing in that statement of
i el that will show that Rizal attacked the
; olic Chuych, :
s f\lrl;l:ir RODI?IGO. Is it not true that this Pasto-
€ntg \v}?stled in order to make definite pronounce
! ctionable -her th@_se two books of Rizal were ob-
€nat ‘e in the light of the Canon Law?
Enof I RECTO. Just a minute, Mr. Senator, 1
Wag jto answered yet the previous question.

Sen
Pag 0;‘;01“ RODRIGO. The primary purpose of this
Catho:. > to make definite pronouncements by the

oli ;
¢ hierarchy on these two books of Rizal

Whi
RS are violative of the Canon Law. IS that not

Sen

atop :
f the t?} RECT0., That is not my understanding
nte.. Pastoral” My understanding is that its
d if the

10
Sentl 1 is to ban the books of Rizal, an

n . ;
zongidefi:: Will allow me, I will say this: That
t]mitte g the tenor of the “pastoral,” it must be

ac? tholifsas a fact, that from the time religious
8 -tel' chools were established in the Philippines
i sch: Overthrow of the Spanish regime, the
D, e O?IS have been banning the bookS of Rl-Zal-
ﬁ:tase' " RODRIGO. T come back to MY question,
W a‘d]‘nl
LE}:\E they ¢ that i the intention of t
faev 1399 ese two books are violative O
Ny tug) D1 In arriving at a legal conclusion the
t the PTeMises have to be laid down, and SO does
entleman think that it was very natul‘ﬂl,

8 & o
a
the Matte., '
; Aty SC of fact inevitable, that in this pastoral
usion should

€ 1y 3
Whe 1A Premises for the legal concl :
};en 9iy()\\rn and that tis wﬁat the bishops did
¥ Wepg emmeI‘ated the passages and said that
enato - 3%ainst the Canon Law’?
Q}?.ato  MECTO, What are the factu
‘n ODRIGD, The Catholic creed;

88 o
that n.atDrOf the Catholic Church.

al premises?
dogmas and

factual premisé

(IR *ECTO. That is not a

i s no ; R
E}lath %} ¢ “clfnl‘flusion. The Senator 18 tail\inﬁleﬁi
f 4 Tact remi t the stateirs

B 1,10 ual premises bu o violative

@
y (janobassages of Rizal’s books &
Aw ig a conclusion.

What,

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

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 RobriGo. 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 Tdngere violated the Canon Law, they do not
state a factual conclusion. That is an opinion, with
which, by the way, Father Garcia, a great Filipino
theologian of Rizal’s time, disagreed.

Qenator RoDRIGO. I will go with the gentleman
again. Let us not ecall 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 decision 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 om.

Senator RODRIGO. If we follow our discussion in

this way, M- President, we will consume a whole

week.
Sena

ator cannot f

ings of the

those findings.
Senator RODRIGO. In order to save time, 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 the distinguished gentleman from
Batangas and Quezon regarding the real meaning
of the Pastoral.

genator RECTO. That is exactly the purpose of
our bill—to have the books of Rizal read without
necessarily accepting the opinions of Rizal. We
agree on the same principle.

qenator RODRIGO. No, there is a difference, Mr.
president, in the sense that in the bill the reading
of the two books will be made compulsory, whereas
in the case of the Pastoral I am requesting the
people to read the Pastoral and I am not compelling

tor RECTO. That is not my fault. The Sen-
ormulate questions based on the find-
“pastoral” because I disagree with

them to do so.

R R
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Senator REcto. Well, a request from the dis-
tinguished Senator is an order to the Catholic po-
pulation. :

Senator RobriGo. Now, another point which I
want to bring up. The gentleman from Batangas
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 hierarchy. That is what
I understand from that word—a body composéd 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 government banned these books?

Senator REcT0. Well, the Spanish government
wag 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 because
there was already a government edict prohibiting
the Noli Me Tdngere 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 Nol;
Me Tdngere and El Filibusterismo was issued by
Despujol only in 1892, while the Noli Me Tdngere
had been circulating in the Philippines, although in
a clandestine way, since 1887. f

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 hiep-
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 Pas.
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 years did not issue a Pastora]
and it is only now that they issued a Pastoral.

Senator RECT0. 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 heretical?

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

: : jssue &
toral, but now there is an occaslfm ;0 o No.
Pastoral and the occasion is this bill, SR Hgs

438 which will make compulsory publie gchoolsi

the two books in all private and
colleges and universities. . . that the¥
Senator RECT0. Or the real reason 15, now 10
have not found anything and they are 1:rym‘sf‘:’ause of
find something heretical in these books be e
the bill in question. o malt?
Senator RoDRiGo. May I continué. A?’mself furs
of fact, the gentleman from Batangas o st ral.ﬁt
ther stated that the findings in the ?ags in ¢
present seem to be the same as the findi A
Pastoral way back in the Spanish timeS'lv issﬂed'ln
Senator RECTO: There was no “pastord

the Spanish time. emorandum.
Senator RODRIGO. No, the report oF i ot
submitted during the Spanish times- ¢ was ﬂc;;
Senator REcto. That is different thraa Gomﬂ]l |
a “pastoral,” but an opinion rendered ¥ at
tee of friars. o cled blut:
Senator RODRIGO. So that it 18 Ve -eSent’ '

these religious objections were already E K ’
:d not - pv

the members of the hierarchy di -l-upting' 10
Senator REc10. Excuse me for it “ord@ s

1 :
I have to interrupt the gentleman convey

correct what the gentleman is “:ying e
my own thoughts and explanation® jblé for""aﬂ"
Senator RopriGo. But is it not possis o oo’
gentleman to at least wait until 2 ke he
tenc_e or statement and then he ¢3! d fgﬁ
rections? o i

'ﬂtle 1 ﬂt‘ {
Senator Recro. I want to be 28 851 W2 o

, £ g
as the gentleman from Bulacals btn he attlﬂﬂ?

avoid the impression he conveys W make eﬂt %
to repeat what T say. Now, let U8 tﬂ'telr;rlel bft;
clear. Is the gentleman making f" et turﬂ'
remarks, or is he addressing ques.uojust o
cause if there are no questions I wi i 5;;’__
my seat, teﬂ’egef't
Senator Roprico. I am making 2 . e py
also asking questions, but someti® {07
man would shoot questions back 2t ques (g

Senator RECTo. You can answeé ilemaﬂa d
eans of another question. e gelus""er i
t.h at rule in yhetoric that you ¢2" : 7 M'
tion by making another qu85ti0n- he geﬂﬂs%p

Senator Robrico, So that wha? telﬂeﬂt a"eﬁiﬂp
Wants is he can make a direct S 2 me & f'vgif
IDg My question, but when he 25° otio™ .fl'ble
¢an only answer by another que a 2

My, President, that will put meé 2
advantage,
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- . “hator RECTO. There are times when one finds

lt n ' i ' . -
atio ;fessﬂly, Il answering a question, to propound
€r question,

OS:}?;‘EOI' TBODRIGO._ But please do not forcg me to

ans“’eriil here ‘mlght .be cases or occasions for

ere aregt' questions \Vlt'h- another -questlon, bt}t

8lonly « Imes when I will be.at a.dlsz‘tdvantage if

0 ahothevay I can answer a question is by means
I question.

m.f 2:112?.' RECTO. The gentleman is free to answer
Sen 101 in whatever way he pleases.

N Robrico. N ow, Mr. President, I will
is thato i;ny next question. The only point }'aised
Ssue o P the hierarchy did not find occasion to
sion 1 . astoral before, now there is that occa-
eompu]%%le filing of Senate Bill No. 438 making
Eentlon, 'y the reading of the two books. The
the Wrj 0 made a statement yesterday that thh_out
of a1 1 DES of Rizal, where would Rizal be? First
Capty ~ WOUId like to propound questions to clarify
% Matters, s it not true that the Catholic
y C?OES not condemn all the writings of
ato this Pastoral? s
enatol. RECTo. Ave you propounding a question:

€nat * Robrio. Yes. - :
:,ends tooz‘ RECTO, The condemnation practically ex-
tecauSe the entirety of the books under discussiom,
e o cot 7€ 1S a statement in the “pastoral” to
:}eachin gt that the attacks against religion and the
ks o%s Of patriotism are commingled in these
RQDal‘a Rizal, If that is the case, how could you
af the e teachings of patriotism from those parts
Qal?
11350 Dag.eAs I said the other day, there are nearly
aasaages? of the Noi; Me Tdngere over which these
Ef::d abOu|condemni’-d by the bishops are 3131‘?3%
Qarl: attefn it bages in El Filibusterismo. Nz:g,efs
R, Yoy aceq s purge those books of those Pﬁs Gack—'
anqund Mplish that without destroying t iﬂltion
a t Ciy € books, the continuity of the narr: o
le ll_CumstanCES and the events which we

gena Mzal the hasis of his teachings? 3
Bt o ODRIGO. Is the gentleman throug‘h's #
L8 ECT0. That was my answer 0 the o€l

1 Seng SStion

op = g Tinl
th?;ade yRoDRIGO. Mr. President, I dIOI;:i dugll:;;
i Pagto R Wlil?writings of

Iy ey
R, b I ral giq not condemn all t

books alone
his Ultimo
Malolos,
‘Hence,

4“1‘ RiZal i Not refer to these two

% }18’ he 38 other writings. He has
s Th, a8 his Letter to the Women of ;

g, Wippines One Hundred Years
e

Ookg that are considered impious and here- .

he has many other poems and he has manv other
works. Now, is it not true that this pastofa] does
not declare as objectionable all the works of Rizal

in the sense that this pastoral has reference onIy:'
to these two books, the Noli Me Tdngere and the
Bl Filibusterismo?

Senator RECTO. But the gentleman frem Bulacan
knows that there has never been any dispute about’
that. Neither has it been contended here that the
“pastoral” condemns the other works of Rizal. I:
deals exclusively with the Noli Me Tdngere and
Bl Filibusterismo.

Senator RoDRIGO. The reason why I asked this
question is that the gentleman from Batangas and
Quezon made a general statement, “Without the
Writings of Rizal, where would he be?” .

Senator RECT0. When we speak of writings of
Rizal, we mean fundamentally El Filibusterismo
and the Noli Me Tdangere.

Senator RODRIGO. Now, therefore, when the gen-
tleman made that statement, he was referring onlyi'
to the Noli Me Tdngeére and the El Filibusterisine.
Now my question is, is it not true that the pastoral
itself makes it very clear that the pronouncement
contained therein that these two books fall under
Canon 1399 does not constitute a complete ban on
the reading of the books, that it only means that
pefore a Catholic can read these books or should
read these books, he must seek the permission of
ecclesiastical authorities and that the permission
is readily granted when the ecclesiastical author-

ities think .

Senator REcTO. Under what condition?

Senator RODRIGO. That he can read these beoks
without danger of losing or weakening his faith.

Senator RECTO. So an examination is needed for
every particular applicant. T am asking that ques-
tion. I want to clarify the matter. :

- Senator RoDRIGO. What was the question again?
genator 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 the ecclesiastical authorities
would have to examine them. I assume it must
pe a real examination, not a matter of form. They
will have to examine word by word 20 million
applicants before the read?ng of the Noli Me Tdn-
gere is permitted to a particular applicant. ~ Within
what time does Your Honor think 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 lays 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
90 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 million Filipinos.

Senator 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.
1 don’t think we have even one million copies now.

Senator REcT0. We are talking about applications.
Copies of the book may be borrowed.

Senator RoDRIGo. May I go to another point, be-
cause I said I wanted to bring out certain points,

Senator REcTo. How many applications have
been filed so far with the ecclesiastical authorities
for the reading of the Noli Me Tdangere?

Senator RobriGo. I would like to inform the
gentleman that the ecclesiastical authorities do

not keep records of that. They do not keep books

where they will jot it down every time anybody
asks for permission to read these books.

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

Senator RoprRiGo. May I ask 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; hé
suffered because of the offerings to the country that
he made. Would not the gentleman consider him
still our greatest national hero?

Senator REcT0. I deny the hypothesis becausge j:
is contrary to fact. I can only admit a hypothesis
when there is not a fact against the hypothesis,/

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

Senator REcTo. I decline to discuss hypothetlcal

guestions when the facts are different.

Senator Roprico. May I ask a factual :
The gentleman stated that without the writing
Rizal, where would he be? Meaning pel'hap_ses s
he would be no hero at all. One of our h_ew ;
Andres Bonifacio. Does Andres Bonifacif
any writings?

Senator RECT0. The Senator has I
my argument. What I said, what woul W
without the Gospels? And then in CORRECH;fign
Rizal I asked, what would be Filipino P2=5

questioll-

jsunders

without these books of Rizal? n med
Senator RODRIGO. Does the gentlema

that . . . ithe™
Senator RECT0. What would be Tt

the Gospels? . ool
Senator RoDRIGo. That is a questio? m’t thmka

I would not want to answer that. = i ghat ) I

will be able to answer that. I think e Gos?

theological question. I think withou® 8

Jesus would still be God. . statifg
Senator REcto, But Your Honor 1513?655 g

contradiction, because nobody woul i inf

divinity without the Gospels. are £ 0
Senator Roprico, Well, I think bic
out of the main point there. Ibidsge t i jort
philosophical. The only point I wa{lt my o ot
i3 that in many particular cases: X okS
even if Rizal did not write these tW° ‘b(1)’1 he
still consider him our greatest navlo n»
Senator RECTo. For what reaso?’
Senator RODRIGO. Because of s mad®
having offered these sacrifices +ies, 2 i
country, for having suffered jndig'lntl ’ {ﬂdlg
ings, and death. uffer?
.SenatOr RECTO. He would not have 3 ose
nities and death if he did not write , que
Senator Roprigo. Now, limiting # il
gentleman from Batangas and llI as
mply that because the hiel'al'd_ly ; £he
these two hooks as coming withi? -Ouﬂd’ iﬂ! ;
and therefore objectionable on that £ 10 ;
archy seemg to have made a disser\"l people(-)“, ﬂl’
Senator RECTO, Disservice t0 OUI;nB 1{1; of't]
Senator Roprigo. Does the gentleZ il eﬂﬂ# D"
even a hook of one of the greate&f boOk Oﬂgﬁd
Catholic Church, St. Augusting f;: gwer}c” |
Confessions of St. Augustine, 1® ntholicste”cp

the church indiscriminately £oF iné i

g us i
enator Recto. Did he, St: 24" ik

triotism 9 ]'gion' ﬁiﬁﬁg ;”

snll b

Senator Roprico. He taught .leereﬂce’ o

Senator REcro, That i gl jot¥? o
10T0. That is the ri0™" 400
gk teaf:h religion. He taught. p’gﬂ; hi# ¢

Augustine taught religion, and £ 2
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zziiniiuf d by his Superiors something that was
be Dl‘oh'];l-e orthodox beliefs of the church, it cou}d
e ibited by the church because his purpose in
id no% the bOOk_ was to teach religion. But Rizal
0l ob t‘?aCh religion nor theology. His reference
(3 “J echonak,’le_dml‘fih practices was casual, and
real]ypas.toral ’_ itself admits that those pl"actices
Senaim,sted in the Philippines in Rizal’s time.
Make th(?l RODRIGO. Mr. President, I just want to
alloy, ; 15. Ias_t _Statement, that the church dc_)es not
2 Ay ndlsgmmmate reading of the Confessions of
I3 Oneg"stm@: even considering that St. Augustine,
Church Of, the greatest saints of the Catholic
Ogs nc;t Now, the parallelism is this: the church
of gt ‘allow indiscriminate reading of the book
Churcil Augl‘lstine. That does mot mean that the
Way thalts disparaging St. Augustine, in th_e same
I in the church does not allow indiscriminate
ens OF the Noli and Fili
'8 not ‘01 RECTO. The conclusion of the gentlgman
cat, Stvel] taken. The two situations are dllﬁ:el'-
He v Augustine taught theology and religion:
churfﬁhs Supposed to conform to the l1aws of the

thyy - %0 the prinei - orthodoxy, and if the
£ principles of orth that did

Hot o founq something in his writings
ch‘«lrchniorm with the laws of the church, the
the .14 the power to prohibit those parts of

did not con-
d to be the
izal, I repeat

f"l‘nlvr‘f-l Dgs of the Holy Doctor that
b tho olth. What the church believe
ha ex View. But in the case of E rer
he di did not teach either theology oF religion;
Ijatl‘ic:‘cis,;not pretend to do it. -He merely taught

M, or as the “pastoral” itself says:
e but in deed. He

day, .= &
of his bril-

o/ g
Vote vie:t]ius country not in word alon
4 me, his energies and the resources ¢
L, ‘17:1 to dispelling fh.e ignorance and apathy of é”s
Combating the injustices and inequalities Ui f;”
; mlal.)u?-ed- When these salutary aotw:t!’ei bons
Mneq SPicion of the colonial government and ad i
d g, 0 death as a rebel, he generousty offered It
‘e welfare of his country. "
*® P - . ?
r::bove petty passions and preiudjces,l heid(t{al:S
Ing t;:l, the concrete complexities of his ;;l{:l:ing :
Y, the d% f‘“""tfon of government, the well- Ll
i Stcars, gnity of the individual, the -necfcf_iS_Zﬁy oof the
U R0 o " the native traits and posszblhtws e
by, Mty Yacter, and the special mission and destw;Jna_
ol er God, (add to this: abhorrence of S: &
oy, Nive fance and bigotry); ideas which, becat =
Ur o8l and timeless validity, a%e applicable
%Q times_n

S the
PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, 1 Viog Ofsicm
our, T ask that we suspend RS

fternoon at 5:00 o’clock-

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION

Tl_m PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the
session is suspended until this afternoon at’5'00
o’clock. (There was none.) .

Eran las 12:10 p.m.

REANUDACION DE LA SESION

Se reanuda la sesion a las 5:30 p.m.
The PRESIDENT. The session is resumed.

APROBACION EN TERCERA LECTURA DEL
C. R. NO. 1737

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

El PRESIDENTE. La votacién en tercera lectura
del Proyecto de Ley Numero 1737 de la Camara de
Representantes esti en orden. Léase solamente el
titulo del proyecto, si no hay objecién. (No la
hubo.) :

El SECRETARIO:

«An Act to amend section four of Commonwealth Act
Numtered Four hundred forty-four, by prov.ding additional
remuneration for services rendered on Sundays and legal

holidays.”
El PRESIDENTE. Léase la lista.
El SECRETARIO:

Senador Domocao Alonto ... Si.
” Manuel C. Briones Ausente.
” Edmundo B. Cea .. Ausente.
n Mariano J. Cuenco Si.
” Francisco A. Delgado .o, Ausente,
" Ruperto Eangledn ... : ST
Senadora Pacita Madrigal Gonzalez . Ausente.
Genador José P. Danrelissy ~o 2 = e S Ausente.
” Rogeler 2 s T Si.
» José C. Locsin ST
" Fernando Lépez ... E ST
" A_lejo Mahz’mag .‘...............‘.._......................... o1
” Quintin Paredes ... Ausente
" Emmanuel Peldez ... .... Ausente.
1 Cipriano P. Primicias .... AR 1S
” Gil VT POyal St et ol ol et s Wi Ausente.
» Claro M. Recto ... =il
” Francisco Soc. Rodrigo ......... )
» Pecoroso Rosales ... .. Si
” Pedrg, SARBIA0 o Lt o Ausente.
” Lorenzo Sumilong ........ ... Ausente
" Lorenzo M. Tanada ... Si.
” TosodGe Zluetaine s e et S
Si.

£l PREsIDENTE ............................................. et
(Bl Secretario informa a la. Mesa del resultado de
la votacion)
1 PRESIDENTE. Por catorce votos afirmativos,
a aprobado el proyecto en tercera lectura,

qued






