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Senator s, Presi
Pt SelnaI:QD#IGO, Mr. President and gentlemen

It is my cherished - hope, Mr. President, ti
the last four consecutive days that the Senat’ ?at
not in session have provided sufficient 1°espi1?e";as
s and passions to calm down. I hope th:i
can disc:f:uss this bill with more sobriefy and
limiting ourselves to the true merits
and avoiding recriminations, suspi-
an_d personal accusations.,
'thls case, Mr. President, is inti-
: ith two of. the most sensitive pas-
sions of man: his nationalism and his religion
All the more 1easol why we, in this Senate shouii
most carefully avoid resorting to stateme;lts anti
arguments which add fuel to emotions. Such ar
guments will merely tend to obfuscate reason. The-
will confuse and obscure the issue, instead of clariy:

fying it.

now we
objectiveness,
of the issue,
cions, sarcasms

The issue in
mately linked W

1. POSTULATES

President, may I venture to offer
ulates which I suggest be con-
nded from, by both sides

Therefore, Mr.
certain basic post
ceded, or at least presci
in the discussion.

1. That all of us, both those who favor and those

who oppose this bill, are true Filipinos. All of us
love the Philippines. All of us want to serve our
country. We might differ at times in our Ways
and' beliefs on how our country can best be servéd.
Such is 2 natural consequence of freedom in a
democracy, as differentiated from regimentation
in totalitarian regimes.

2. All of us love and venerate Dr. José Rizal
greatest national hero. Truth and justice
tulate be conceded in the dis-
cussion of this bill. To say that a big sector of
our Filipino people, by opposing this bill, is against
is to disparage not only that sector of ouf

ag our
demand that this pos

Rizal,
population, but to disparage the very standing of
Rizal as our greatest hero by unanimous acclaim.

3. That all of us, both these in favor and those
against the bill, are motivated by good faith and
ginecerity of econviction and purpose. Let us con-

ulate that no one in this case is moved

cede the post
by any alterior motive, be it political or personal
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Every one acts from the purest of motives, in
accordance with the honest dictates of his cons-
cience.

I respectfully offer these postulates, Mr. Pres-
ident, as basic guides in our discusion of this bill,
because only by proceeding from those postulates
can we conduct our discussion with absolute clarity
and candor, without inciting hatred, bitterness,
suspicion and recriminations among our people.

II. THE ISSUE

And now, Mr. President, may I be allowed to
clarify the real issue in this case. A clarification of
the issue is most needed, because it seems evident
that the real meaning, the real import of the issue

~on this bill is not yet fully grasped nor understood,
A. What The Issue is Not

Before I explain what the issue is, permit me to
clarify what the issue is not. ;

1. The matter at issue, Mr. President, is not Dy,
José Rizal. Dr. José Rizal's unpararelled heroism
1 is not put to question here. Dr. Rizal’s greatness,

both as a man and a patriot, is not subject to any
serutiny. It is conceded and proclaimed by both
sides -
t It is unfair to drag Dr. Rizal himself into this
] discussion. It is unfair to charge that al Filipi-
~nos who are against Senate Bill 438 are also against
© - Rizal. That is unfair, not only to the opponents of
| this bill, but to Dr. Rizal himself. It is unfair to
Rizal for anybody to shout to the four windg that,
, overnight, a large sector of our Filipino people has
suddenly turned anti-Rizal. '

And so I repeat, Mr. President, that the matter
at issue is not Dr. Rizal, but Senate Bill 438 which
was authored by Senator Recto. '

2. The issue in this case is not whether Noli Me
‘Tangere and El Filibusterismo should be compleﬁely
banned or absolutely forbidden or buried into oblj-
vion. No, Mr. President, nobody is asking that
these books be completely banned or prohibited.
We who are against Senator Recto’s hill do not
want these books buried in oblivion. On the econ-
trary, we advocate freedom to read these books, in
accordance with the conscience and free will of oyy
people. All that we oppose is the arbitrary method

proposed in the bill, as I shall explain in the

course of my discussion.

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, 1 for one
realize that our opposition to Senator Recto’s hill
has provided the best advertisement for the two
novels of Dr. Rizal. I have no doubt that the sales
of these two books have increased tremendously
within the last .few weeks.

e
B. What The Issue Is : clal'iﬁi?at “
Mr. President, now that I llaV?qI'ify % pe
the issue is not, permit me t0 % 55-'ij5
1ssue actually is. i No- ¢ of
The issue, I repeat, is Senate Bi ..v.sdolﬁ“ |
issue is the constitutionality 27 ’ *
brovisions, : - A
1. Basic Conditions of the B !.'H ] llatdi’
Let us analyze these Pl'ovislonvsi eve_ﬂg coiﬂa ‘
A close study of the hill wil 1-011”1ismtg P
Imposes three basic and “ncompm?"’”g@ |
tions: (1) Compulsory; (2) s
(3) Discriminatory. ﬂeed
Let me explain. othgaw
a. Compulsory pill doesll Sctllesg
The compulsory aspect of the nnf’e] iad
much explanation. It.seeks t0 coib]y 5 pﬂll
- to compel their students to ¥ cojﬂ“rllﬂ
books, Joseéentﬁ
1

I welcome that, Mr. President. I pel-songusi;fig‘:
that more of our people will have the euls'ié_ii_:-'*
read these books. But I am against comP e
I am against regimentation. I am Gt %
means proposed by the bill. these. books

But our stand is not to kill or bury gt LU

3. The matter at issue is not natlonalﬂld 1_13“?-

point of discussion is not whether W€ 52 =
nationalism or not. ‘ ne and 1
We are all for nationalism—-t'hat Sla o |
tional type of nationalism whl.ch cs jniversi Sy
violence to the Christian IJl'inc]p]e g WO
justice and universal brotherhood:
all for nationalism. But, we deny
true nationalism cannot thrive 1 O., an
less the reading of Noli Me Tany mt‘» ;onsy 15 ;
busterismo, in their unexpurgated vers o

ur

compulsory in our schools. oading of ﬂ;ogr’eﬂl
To say -that the compulsory Y€= . of

. te
s S ere uis! 1l .
novels ‘is an indispensable Dreréd o hero® o
of country is to close our eyes tO

3 8
ur B
the thousands upon thousands Of‘ -Zgi dor aI;,derless
Who gave up their lives in GO qum e
taan, as well as to the patriotiS™* o and

Filipino guerrilleros who fell in the 4 L4 T
tain fastnesses. Jled t© 1'651,5ianr‘

None of these heroes was 'Compe gate Wi
Noli and the Fili in their uneXPu& " verfl
but this did not leave a vacuum 1
love of our country.

Therefore, Mr. President, the ™
not nationalism, but the method P op b B
Bill No. 438, g o

v
e matte ed n

: 1
. There are two targets of the fhe gtt
Son: (1) The schools; and &7
Will, be compelled by the schoo™
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This distincti
acade;izllStIIréC’iIOII and clarification is not purely
Tt is D-Ossibl has practical implications.
B oei e that the school does not object to
Case the sty Oln' but the students object. In this
light, Oy tI]( ents are denied their freedom and
Students o) le other hand, it is possible that the
school ohie tSome of them do not object, but the
of itg fl.;ef-s' In this case the school is deprived
b Tooctom and vight, Aad P possible that
Case bogp, 11'001 and the students object, in which
his M‘_le deprived of freedom. *
- Dlicati(;n } President, is the true extent an
Une-g) t%le compulsory aspect of this bill.
nd m‘)?f“gated
nexpnr”;;' let us go to the other
18 bi) c’e ed. Accordingly tomy u
SECtal'ia,h very school, whether public 0F
Ompe] 1) or non-sectarian, will be compelled to
8ateq te‘:(tm‘ students to read the whole unexpur-
he 1‘uleé S,‘ lllcl}lclillg' those which, according to
1Bioyg Of,thell' Church, are against their re-
i onscience, No school will be allowed to

d im-

aspect, namely,

nderstanding of
private,

Imj
oo ate : o
: 0se tho_se portions which hurt religion, even
Natio _Dbortions have no velation with fostering
-lahSm.
is the

hat .
» according to my understanding,
d by the bill.
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Mo atory against the other
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o Only 5 heroes and patriots.
\OmDulSo }‘“ reading of these tW
Vhic Cly by this bill. Other
‘Elon an also foster nationalism ut not hurt
l'ngé are not made compulsory: _\&.’o.rks and
madeof other heroes and great Filipinos are
i compulsory. Not even the naachgg‘ of
v t}pmne Constitution is made compulsoxy.'
it novels” which, T€ rettably, aré
001‘ ee.d by the Catholic Church as objectlgnable
g t;;:l End indiscriminate reading, are gingled
ill.
ey'its.hsls discrimination?
nq thue’ Mr. President, I
CDurg ese three basic conditions:
ated, and discriminato’y:

1I1. MY STAND
permi

discriminatory e
works of Rizal
the works of

o novels is made

revolves 1)1‘imari1y
com pulsory:

On
By, th g o
A&rlf‘; € baSlS of this issue, t me now 0
‘IN(‘”.;(?Y stand.
o onalism and Reli i0n
ty ¢ Bree with ( wlzg. . s Jould 29
O8te the proposmon : . i
and develop heaithy nationalisil am

our people. But nationalism i
able _attrib.ute of the Filipino:;S azotatgioo?ly ]al-]d-
hy side with our nationalism is our re]ii—i% s
As 1 sa}d _in my privilege speech last 11.; k
a vast majority of our people are “at th Tink
time, Catholics and Filipino citizens A: e
thgy have two great loves: their countl-'y and iﬁc@
faith. These two loves are not conflicting I .911‘
They are harmonious affections, like the ! e i
child for his father and for his mother.” oV

This is the basis of my stand. Let us not create

a conflict between nationalism and religi
eligion ; v
the government and the church. e i
I would object to any bill which, in fostering

nationalism, should invade the realm of religiou
Sy

conscience;
the Church which, in fostering religion, should
’ -

invade the purely temporal affairs of government

I would object, for example, with the same

frmness with which I am objecting now, if the
nd

Catholi
pino Catholi
it fosters re
ciples and D

cs 1.:he reading of a book which, while
ligion, attacks certain accepted prin-
recepts of our country and our gov
ernment. While I submit to Church authoriti :
in matters relating to my conscience as a Catholie X
[ will not allow an invasion by them of my ri }f{,
and conscience as a Filipino. &
Render unto Caesar the things that ar ’
and to God the things that afe Gog’s:l.le e
B. Constitutional Limitations of Government
Another basic consideration which I hold sacred
in guiding My actions as a senator, is the consti-
tutional limitations on the power of government.
Power is not inherent in government. All
powers of government are derived from the gov-
erned; from the people. But in granting powers
to government, the people reserved to themselves
not only collectively but individually, certain basicz
rights which the government cannot trespass or
violate. Among these are the right to the free
exereise of religion and the free exercise and en-
joyment of religious profession and worship Withe
out discrimination or preference (Art. III ’Sec 7
Const.) ; and the right to life and libe-m-t-y)and 'the,
equad protection of the laws (Art. III, Sec. 1
Const.). : ’ TR
Our distinguished colleague, the gentl
gamar, Senator Rosales, had aIreagy zrfg;aairrllggoné
length how this bill is violative of certain co f‘
tutional guarantee in our Bill of Rights. Pe?‘rsn':
me, however, to add a few more humble observ;

tions, later in my speech.
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At this juncture, I shall limit myself to laying
this down as one of the basic points in my stand.

Aside from the Bill of Rights, I agree with
Senator Rosales that this bill is also violative of
the Christian and democratic precept that the
primary and natural right and duty to educate
children belongs, not to the government, but to
the parents. _

And I wish to add that this bill, in its imple-
mentation, will violate another constitutiona] provi-
sion, namely: that no public money shail be ap-
propriated, applied or used, directly or i‘.'}z,di-;'ect[y,
jor the use, benefit, or support of any sect, church,
denomination, sectarian institution, o system of
religion (Art. VI, Sec. 23 (3) Const.).

This, I shall also discuss later. For now,
lay this down as a basic point in my stand,
C. Wisdom of Bill

Aside from the constitutional and democratic
aspect, I also question the wisdom of the bill,

As legislators, it is not enough to satisfy ouy.
selves that a proposed legislation is constitutiong]
It is also our bounden duty to examine itg wisdom,
I shall attempt to show that this bi]] fails algo On.
this count.

D. Against Rizal's Principles

I propose to show likewise that t
trary to the very principles eny
Rizal himself; and that this ig
very precepts which he espoused.
E. Other Means

And lastly, I shall attempt to shoy
are other ways and avemnues open t
whereby the objectives of thig bill,
agree, can be attained.

I just

his bill is con-
Nciated by Dr,
ViO]atiVe of the

vV that thepe
0 the Sengtq
With “.-hich I

IV. REBUTTAL

But, before I go into the discussion of th
points, permit me to first clarify and rebut ce1*te§e
arguments already presented during the disey o
of this bill. 1s8ion
A. Teaching of Tagalog

(1) It was claimed that this bill ig 4 :
teria or analogous to the law makinsg 2‘01’1;31@?'; Ma-
the teaching of Spanish and the Filiping I\P i
Language.

I deny this assertion,
materic. with those laws.
First of all, the teaching of Tagalog Id
does not violate religious Conscience, Ty doI:
run counter to the teaching ¢p any Ch .CS not
sectarian denomination. “Aureh - g

This is the basic difference, But we Mig]
add the following points of distinetion 8ht alg,

This bill ig not 7y parg

anigh

3 ish
The law which enjoin the teaching of SPal

and the Filipino National Language merelyl;;i
down a general legislative directive. r.rhose. text-
do not go as far as to specify the partlc:.ulal .
books that shall be used. “This matter iS rledixca—
fi:it should be, to executive implementation by €
ional technicians and experts. ous
If we were to make tlln's bill really anai‘tf,
with those two laws, this bill should merel}’.pm
that the ideals of freedom and llatim]ahsa u 10
Which ouy heroes, from Daguhoy and LapPi= ed and
Rizal, Del Pilar, Bonifacio and Mabini IV £ e
died, should e taught in all our schools: tiond!
should leaye the implementation to our € :
€Xperts and technicjans, the JaVi®
And so, My, President, I submit that 1e Fjl-l‘
Which make compulsory the teaching o not
PIno Nationa] Language and Spanish &
bary materig, with this bill.

B. Compulsopy Military Service o with
(2) T also beg to disagree, Mr- PrESlle 1awW 0111
¢ Proposition propounded here that tlt o8 ;

ComplﬂSOl-y military training, Com. AC n pﬂ:’

known_ 3s the National Defense LaW: ** 4

Mmateria with the present bill. ). Lgﬁ

_ * claim that the decision of our SUPr® 0t (

;1 People o, Lagman and People vS- “° e
hll: 13) is not pertinent to our isSU®

neithe?, : il

Fir :
st of all, i those two cases, B ‘in I
tl‘atlo lscleﬂ

t::o defe}.}dants claimed that regist >
léf SEII‘VICE Was against their religiot® =~ pe .

L aueg‘ltion of De Sosa was y e
p : C = & / fhe {lg
fat erless anq had a mother and 2 %311:)6 of L
to Support, and the only 836)01-’ 115‘r e
at he had a father to SUPP™ ) 0

. r1 0 ]
killeq, bings, and did not wish +agli?

The . mob
in t};le prlsof religious freedom was ” a0t
0se two cases o are o
: : : 7
aDDlicabIS tl)omt alone, those two ¢ 1.65.45'11t
€ to e b . A . the Fat
24 ¥ asic 1ssue 11 a0 i1
i 1 A0 s¥. 1
But f ‘egarding Senate Bill NO- 47 of A% pid
tion 1, Te i anothey important pols (ss@ o
e etween those two cases and he - Iﬂlz g it
SQ}:V. cOiﬂf}'O}]tS us VVhlle cOIl'lpuIsq,' 6;!5(1) “«ﬂu
the ICe jg not, only necessary but T.‘ndweell ;
ang (IIEfen'Se of the state, it has 1OV nat ©
Sory pa Ol-not think it can pe shoWi oxh
ading, iy their unexpurgated . all .

Me
4 ; it
Wd Bl Filibusterism® e,

and brj Vat

: 1 . ater il
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Othey herge e ideals of Dr-
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la.'(l;he Supreme Court itself, in those two cases,
Id down as a premise for its decision the indis-
;’J‘Zﬁtsable character of compulsory military service.
th me quote from said decision: “The duty of
pef- Government to defend the State cannot be
- 0p fO?.‘me(.; except through an army. To lea'vg the
wf&mzaho“ of an army to the will of the citizens
excud be to make this duty of the Government
volusab]e should there be no sufficient men who
Nteer to enlist therein.”
of So W, can we honestly state that the enactment
Nece €nate Bill No. 438 lays claim to the same
e S-)f]lty and indispensableness in the fostering of
repe;teals of freedom and nationalism’ Need I
Show the magnificent demonstrgtm;x already
ideaI: by our people of their dedication to th]e
Sory ?f ffr,eedom, without benefit of the gompu -
'I‘hep.l Ovision of this bill.
r io;efore, Mr. President, I beg to den
Miaten; tha.t the National Defense
rop @ with the present bill. I als
in o tHon that the decision of our Qupreme Court
€ cases of People vs. Lagman and People VS

v i;) S¢ is material to the present isSue

(3¢ Rotten Apple!

i i i . President,
wish to clarify and rectify, Mr. Presi
Nfortunate analogy between the compulsory
Dﬁ]g of the two novels of DI Rizal.‘and Fg;e
n SOry eating of an apple which is pal y

e

d(’I'nca“ this analogy unfortunate first, because .I
 thy Ot consider it befitting and geemly to compare
bec,, © books with a rotten apple; o ‘qp'cond;:gi
Dl‘iate_e the analogy in substance 1 not apP

k-
feagy
Qom
Pgtt

I,
i E‘:n ember that this unfortunate,analogy came
Let ;;1 g the public hearings-
Ablg to € explain why this ana
Pipgt the Recto bill.
:‘0131.@’ the eating of a rotten
i fol.i(?hgi()us conscience. May
Toyg a ld.den apple in the Gard
Not  PDlicable to the present issue
X [ 1ie?d the analogy that far.
& jp X that a more pertinent T
a o eone were to compel 2 Gatholiei =7
if sn Good Friday or other days of abSt;vIIleslerr:
Omebody were to compel 2 devout MO
i Thes DOl‘k. they
n\"[)lveeve.xamp}es. would bhe moreraPt’ be(}ause J
th:}n‘)th olation of religious conseience.

. i '. h

Wh dnalir argument advanced 10 Fontgle:tt liﬁe“;}ié
5, gy i X ie, 18

i of the rotten apPi® pilv compell

Co ¢
gy, Delled to eat is not necessd
g 7

Jogy is not applic-

apple does not
be, the eating of
en of Eden 13
but 1 would

analogy would

to swallow even the rotten portion. It is claimed
that, in the same manner, compulsory reading of
the Noli and the Fili does not necessarily compel
acceptance of the portions thereof which are
against religion.

Again, the analogy suffers on this point.

In the case of the apple, a man can make use
of other senses to examine and discover the rotten
portions, before he even bites the apple. He can
make use of his sense of sight, his sense of touch,
and even his sense of smell to pinpoint the rotten
parts. This preliminary examination will not
cause him any harm.

“But, in the case of reading, it is different, be-
cause it is the reading itself that leads us to the
discovery of the objectionable portions of the
pooks, and it is this very reading that causes the
damage.

It seems very clear to me that this analogy does
not hold water. It is an unfortunate analogy.

D). Reading Not Acceptance ]

(4) Permit me to rebut the argument advanced
in defense of the bill to the effect that, while the
reading is compulsory, the acceptance of the thing
read is not. Therefore, the argument goes, there
is no harm in compelling the reading.

Mr. President, this is a very dangerous policy
for the Senate to lay down. If this policy will -
be followed as a precedent, then we shall open
the door to compulsory reading of even Communist
or subversive literature; for it can always be
claimed that; while we compel the reading, we do
not compel acceptance of the ideas.

E. Let Supreme Court Decide

(5) The argument was also raised that, simce
the constitutionality of this bill is put in question,
then perhaps the best thing for the Senate to do
is to pass this bill into law, so that its constitu-
tionality can be tested and decided by the Supreme

Court.

I cannot believe, Mr.
ment was advanced with seriousness.

First of all, legislators should not “pass the
puck” to the Supreme Court in matter pertaining
1o the constitutionality of a bill pending before
the Congress. It is our hounden duty to make
cur own studies and to act in accordance with
our own judgments, as our co_ns':'ience dictates.

When I took my oath of office as senator of this
Republic, I solemnly swore, among other things,
that “1 will support and defend the Constitution
of the Philippines.” That is a duty imposed upon

myself; and therefore a duty which I myself have
to perform.

I should not shirk 'that duty. I

President, that this argu- i
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should not wash my hands, and pass that burden
to the Supreme Court.
And, as I already stated from the beginning of
this speech, my decision on whether to vote for a
_bill or not is based not only on the conmstitution-
ality of the proposal, but on its wisdom.

I shall show later why I believe this law to be
unwise.
V. ARGUMENTS

Mr. President, now that I have rebutted and
clarified these points, permit me to present my
arguments in support of my stand.
‘A. Constitutionality

I shall first discuss the constitutional aspect.
While Senator Rosales had already discussed this,
Senator Rosales himself announced that there are
certain aspects which he would want me to elab-
orate upon.

1. Religious Freedom

Permit me to first discuss this on the bagis of
Sec. 1, sub-par. 7, Art. III (Bill of Rights) of
the Constitution, which reads as follows:

“No law shall be made respecting an estaplis
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof,
free exercise and enjoyment of religious profess

worship, without discrimination or preference, g
ever be allowed.”

hment of
and the
ion and
hall for-

It was pointed out, or at least sy
Senator Recto that the bill does not
free exercise of religion or the free
enjoyment of religious profession and
cause the bill does not seek to preven
any religious act, like attending Processions op
going to mass on Sundays. Therefore, according
lo this line of reasoning, this bil] does not violate
the aforementioned constitutional guarantee,

[ beg to disagree with this argument, The freg
dom guaranteed by this provigion is not o th_
freedom to act but likewige the freedom, yo; t'e
act in accordance with one’s religioys belief 7

Permit me to read from the book entitleq ".Con i’
tution of the Philippines” by Tafiada and Fernancslolj

e of West Virginia Boarq
V. T » that not only the freed

to act but likewise the freedom not to act ip e
with one’s religious beliefs may fing shelter o

in { i
freedom guaranteed by the Constitution, € Teligioyg

On this basig, and in the light of Y
ment in the: Pastoral of the Philig;)?n?oélollnc?-
Tierarchy, I respectfully submit that thflthol_zc
would violate the freedom to the 18 hill
‘religion, because it will depriy erqlg:e of
of the “freedom not to act” j Citizeng
their religious heliefs. Ce 'with

ggested, by
prohibit the
exercise ang
Worship, pe.
t or prohipi

“It would follow, as the cag
of Education v. Barnette shows

free ex
¢ Catholic
N accorday

2. Public Money o oo ol
I invoke another constitutional Promsmnby '
I humbly believe, will likewise be violated I rea
law. I refer to Art. VI, Sec. 23 (8), Whi€
as follows:

“No public money or property shall ever o apz::‘p ene
applied, or used, direetly or indirectly, fo'r th-e i 5,‘3“ ¥
or support of any sect, church, dem?mu;a.?mm 14
institution, or system of religion * * ™ does Ii_

While it is true that the bill itself jture
provide for any appropriation or exP eninevita"
Public money, still such expenditure 18 n
and indispensable in the implementatio for
bill. Public money will have to l?e useum er
printing or purchase of the requ?d gment L
copies of these books, in order to llrripn’cs i
compulsory reading thereof by stud®
schools, colleges and universities.

I maintain that this would violate he pr¢
quoted provision of our Constitution. 0
tion against the use of public money_ =
benefit or Support of any sect, church,o
tion, sectarian institution or syste™ ition
necessarily carried with it the 1)1‘0111101 ,«;;oﬂe” :
said public money to the damage o7
any sect, church, denomination, etc: et nef
Preposterous and unthinkable to ProPOs® e Mo
the Constitution prohibits the use © allo® '--w
to favor any sect or religion, it woure, 'Gﬂ"f-?
use of public money to prejudice any 0 ‘

¥
]

Prejudice one religion is to favor

Elons, 1o imMP
_Thevefore, insofay as this bill, in 1_ts abli¢
tion, wil necessarily entail the use O " g, 2t
% the brejudice, directly or indire e f
Catholic ’ g

eligion, ‘and to the «'fldvantarlf;ioIIB o
oy Zoms, this bill violates the afore™® 2
i)'SEC. 23 (8) of our ConStitUtwr;;)rr
But some g qon the ; e
Wisdom of {pq ;.Ofgffltemen-t cont?ll’_’archy' tof;lj
Pastoral of the Philippine Catholi¢ lthe
4 Mattey op fact, the accuracy ° iop
nS0far At Jeagt as certain alleg®® .ojge
E}l;'rors: are concerned, was alrea
¢ discussion of thig i, st
r In ansyer to those who would qu] llwye
€ctness ang wisdom of this Pastor? nd ¥ i
qlét:;e t_fl‘Om the book ‘of Tadad? aVol- ! i
1ST1 1 e ies; ol
] 4\28;)‘1“031 of the Philippine ove"’ﬁi:ﬂz;
s Cgthipt

MI e ; . ‘[;he, Lol
uit 'S Mot withiy the competence of I-ellgw ted

Nquiye S, a
is is g0 e truth oy validity Of

e holdine ; . qjean €2
vs, R 3 g In the Amel :
allayq, Its reasoning is likewis€

bt




Philippi
Dpinés a )
s may be apparent fromi the pel‘tinent b

Cerpts
"Fre:(ifm:m opinion in the case.
BioUs  beljef Of umught, which includes freedom of reli-
Virginia St.. is basic in a society of fre West
624, g3 g d(t:(i BO{}_"(I of Education Vs. Barnette, 319 1. S-
Cmbraces the '..“‘8’ 87 L. ed. 1628, 147 AL.R. 674. It
death anq of El”ht to maintain the theories of life and
OWers of the he hereafter which are rank heresy to fol-
Do Cﬂns{ito;thmlox faiths. Heresy trials are foreign
PXove, The ution. Many may believe what they cannot
g"’us doctrsi;n;imy not be put to the proof of their reli-
OtrET as veal a; lf)fr beliefs. Religious experiences which
BIS. Vet 4] 1‘ e to some may be incomprehensible to
\e fact that they may be peyond the ken

of
mortals
does
oes not mean that they can be made suspect

bef
werore fhe: lavwriis | & usp!
€ no x x x The Fathers of the Constitution

eme VieWS of

Peligioust ;;1;?“-:”‘0 of the varied and extr
alfm’ o ot S?t’heof' the violence Of disagreement among
5 men would ka of any one religious creed on Which
cqnlnfiht; which :E%FG- They fashioned 2 charter of 80V°
S leting view nvisaged the widest possible toleration - of
4o CFD of the o Man's relation to his God was made 1°
hi e pleased f’tate- He was granted the right to worship
5 Yeligions ‘}“d to answer to no man for the verity of
Ondantg _views. The religious view d by re
beos I)eomznght seem incredible,
sﬂl:re a J'Ur'y c?ut if those doctrines
the € ean ho g harged with finding truth oF falsity,
triayg of T.One with religious beliefs of any sect.
act undertake that task they enter &

()m‘ .
ap "1“1. T]]Q 5

st Amendment does not setect
preferrcd tyeatment:

then the
When

n
& ym?]l;e type of religion for
In ty ?” in that position.”
i}li] y s[-lebillg‘llt. of this opinion pec
th Qoml)e;t’ Mr. President, that it is “noi; \\'1?]11_11
ise Tuth Oe‘nce of the (Senate) 1O inqu_n‘e”mto
log; “‘ithli validity of a religious doctrine- It
itys ative b(?] our competence, 4% a governmer]ifcg
thg L a pro dy, to pass upon the wisdom OF va‘l -
\\rh-r lties, o :EO“'}CGment by competent Church au-
th is garding a cule of religiows conscience
4 Urch, gpmlcable only to the members of th.at
Dl‘({)‘ne ‘\'ithome among us May individual]:{ (]'IS-
Senna““(leln ,ﬂ]e wisdom and soundness
Dl‘oate of E'llt’ but we, collective]y acting as
tiyg CU0Cen he Philippines, ma&Y ot nullify
th' acty 1ent' by the Cat i
t'lmul'(:l' ]l-;g as a ruling age v
&t'lihtal 1);-]-39’. we shall be transgressing the fund-
B inciple of separation Church 870

and ruling 1 respect-

jon by State

o the next consfa-

dis-

Q
. S]
ther;
Vigion
ision. and Regula?

ty 1Ow, Mo
ts]‘)nal DI: 1-)1..eside'llt, 1 come
ed ; ovision which WwWas
e constitutiona

President,

5, of

1f
¥ In
B 0 th_COHnection with th
tig Visioy is bill. I refer, MI:
B, gy OF Article XIV, Se¢
ch reads as follows*

the C
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«gge. 5. All educational institutions
204 ‘ sh
g:,pj;:;i::toihal;;l subjec.:t to regulation bya uth:esr;tier Ttie
s : a estabh'sh and maintain a complet.e 1
;a.east A sys er'n of_ public education, and shall provi =
' ee pubhc. primary instruction, and citiz P!_O\ S _at
ing to adult citizens. All schools shall ainenshlp i
morall character, personal diseipline, civie co] 'f_0 S
vocational efficiency, and to teach the dutiel;sc;i‘nc;’t‘and
izen-

gship. £ X Sl

The question was raised on whether the word

is not synonymous with the

uregulation” is or

word “control”. Tt had been pr

: ; ; : 7% propounded :

tionaries, including Webster’s Internatiofll;?t g;c-
C-

: der these two words synonymou

I \\tlll a0t enter into a disputation on dicti g
m.ea,nmgs_, although it can be argued thatmm}ry
dictionaries do not consider the meanings of t?en
two words as exactly identical and coextensiisee

But I will not quibble on that.
s that, in the interpretation of

What I do say 1
words found in our Constitution, we should not

pe guided by the dictionary alone.

Qur first rule of interpretation should be Ables
relate the article which we are studying \({0{1}-
other articles of the same Constitution. Anozll 1
rule 18 to 'interpret the provision in harmony \‘7};
the basic principles of our democratic form 10f

govemment.
Both the W

assume varied
of comprehension,

stances.

For example, supervision and control in totali-
tarian regimes nave a vastly different meaning
from supewision and control in a democratic

tionary, consi

ords “regulation” and ‘“‘control” can
degrees of meaning; varied extents
depending on different circum-

country like ours.
Now let me &0 into my analysis of the provi-
yision.

While this provision places educational institu-
tions under the supervision and subject to regula-
tion by the State, the extent of such supervision

and regulation 18 delimited by other provisions of
the same Constitution, @

2 ; specially by the Bill of
Rights. It 1is delimited by Article 1L, See. 1
which guarantees the right of every individual o
life and hk_)ert}r. It is delimited by Articlaett
See. Ty which guarantees to every indivi 3] ‘the
free exercise of his religion. It is deli it

3 71 D9 a ; 3 1M1 sl bv
Al‘tlﬂle]“» Sec. 28 (3), which prohibits e i
of public MONEY to, directly or indirectly
and, as I explained, v, benefit

prejudice any sect
- - . 5 o “ Chl 3
or religious denomination. It is delimite:i by lj-‘;c-h,
II, sec. 9, which r v Art.

ecognizes the natural rights
parents to educate their children. e e
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And it is limited by the very nature of democ-
racy itself. No one can claim that the power (.}f
government over the education of our ch'lldren is
complete and absolute in a democrgcy hke. ou.rs.
Such kind of power is found qnly in fotalitarian
regimes where the State is considered most power-
ful and citizens exist only for the State.

' This is repugnant to the underlying philosophy
of our democratic form of government,_ which
enunciates that the individual does not exist for
the state, but the state for the individual.

In view of these considerations, Mr. President,
I respectfully submit that the power of- supervision
and regulation over educational institutions granted
to the State by our Constitution, is not complete
and absolute. That power is limited by the othey
constitutional provisions which I have already

mentioned as we’l as by the underlying principles -

of democracy. It is my humble but we]] con-
‘sidered opinion that, in the light of these limita-
tions, enactment by the Senate and by Congress
of Senate Bill No. 438 will violate the Constity-

tion.
VI. WISDOM v

Now that I have discussed this bil] from the
point of view of constitutionality., I shall
another very important consideration,
wisdom of this bill.

diseusg
That is the

I will not discuss the great harm that this bil
will produce on our national' unity, because Senator
~ Rosales had already delved into that, anq that was
the subject of the privilege speech whijch I deli.
vered last week. Neither will T devote time tq {he
apprehension expressed by some that !:he-m'esenta-
tion and consequent discussion of ‘thls bill might
deprive Congress gf the necessary time to the Rolte
tion of our pressing economic and unemployment
problems. That is alien to the intrinsic merity of
. this bi'l. Neither wi}l I voice the Obs?l‘vati(m i
by many. that this bill might result in embaypggg
ing President Magsaysay ar{d th_ls administration’
and perhaps even t}}e_ Nacu_)nah_sta Party, That
INVslyes partisan politiecs which is not propep for
discussan in this august body.

I shall, wowever, present other practj
erations “which militate against the
this bill. .

A. Compulsion Unwise

My first practical considergtion is the w
cational policy that teaching is bettep aceo
by an appeal to reason rather th-an by co
ahd threats of punishment. This p
was enunciated by no less than the

cal consid-
Wisdom f

ise edy.
Mplisheq
Mpulsioy
as‘ic Drinbiple
dlstinguished

José P. Laurel, 0 hls

Sponsor of this bill, Senator Fili-

book entitled “Educational Orientationt fosrenator
Pinos” (page 34). Permit me to quote
Laurel,

of
a way
“A set of principles designed to formulate nature

life for a free people must perforce be dldaCtI; l:l,peﬂ
rather than legislative, It must be based on 2 of P”“isb‘
réason and the conscience and not upon tm—eati traditio”
ment, for the sense of right and the force nctioﬂs"
often far outweigh the most exacting 1egs:1 tsad by S
I agree with this principle enuncid etion :
ator Laurel, I agree that the formularforce be
way of life for a free people must Der’

. @
didactic in natyre rather than by Ieglslétl(s)::fi
that it must pe based on an appeal to leaishIrl :
the conscience ang not upon threats of p,u:p.ecff“‘l.}r

On this ground, Mr. President, I lefar 28 I
submit that Senate Bill No. 438, in SO unis el-lt
seeks to uge legislation, compulsion and P ctives: :
In order tq attain certain laudable obJé
pedagogieally unwise,

Religioys Dissensions : i “’15-1;

Another Practical consideration WhIC th!
Yo lay down before this august body 18 1159
bill, if €nacted intg law, will inevitably.ecl"mlnﬂg
i? religioyg discussions, disputations and ¥~ ,on
ions

among students and perhaps eve-gad the;’?
teachers anq parents, Anyone who has ;rtions i
tWo novelg Will readily see that the P tCertalle
these books Which put to ridicule or to d(-)ues of :
religioug dogmas, teachings and practi¢ to 122 ab
Catholic Chul’ch, will inevitably give 1'15.9 0 “:1101'
and jokes anq slurs. They will give rl'Siwaﬂ"?
Bl e Filipin, Tanguage ki
tudyuhgy, » What will be the result ©

shall not give the answer myself. T * pook”
duote from Senatoy Laurel in his sam%-e(;t-? i
;ES? Wish to observe that there is mo SU.”  pick
li?ghfate than, religion, the discussion ?;10
tor: ?{ to excite Passions and make pga o
14) “ke, fly ¢ arms, in mortal €O

I agree wit,
Iv‘h'- resident,
Shoulg exa
before Wi
form,

tor
this observation of Si?;n alo
Y If for this considers mnd? d
e our conscience a I it
¢ decide to enact this bill 1* 1\{;
. opation? o8
¢ Other practical COl]Slde}ae couclﬂ”se
i but T ghap not impose o em, P74l
I do ;uienate.by Mentioning all of tél. as b
have .- nSider them a5 jmportan

already Mentioned, 1; r,e?‘t

d V1T, VIOLATRg PRINCIPLES OF F nl};l >
basie noW:_Mr. President, I come ¢
DrODOSItion, hamely: that =4
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438 is vialati
Dr. Jistglollftwe _Of the very principles for which
Al Fre izal lived and died. :
e ond Libeny
™. Rizal ﬂxl\e»:e can be no conflict on the fact that
reedom anc; Sl-our greatest exponent of liberty.
3 collective gy iberty, not only for our nation as
Ually, was gt;Oup, but .also for our people indivi-
Considerin e consuming desire of Dr, Rizal.
€ compul g this fact, can we honestly say that
liog 1‘eDugnSOry nature of Senate Bill No, 438 18
landeq dmm]t to this very principle which was
Ny own vn to us by our hero? I shall not give
or all Ofal?:‘:er' I just propound the question
» Solidari 0 answer in our conscience.
Ahotha“ty
Ouy peof)’}' obsession of Rizal was the sol
Eethey ‘I‘"E Even the newspaper which he, to-
D“hlished] 3 Del Pilar and other great Filipinos,
- ek e Solidaridad”, for upity:
0 ouy un-stldent’ considering the threat
a‘DeoDle ity as a nation and to our solidarity as
Uiy can we honestly say that passage of this
Rizaly . Ot Violate that very unity espoused bY

S Obronts

i:i?]ctwe of Rizal
?0851 ang’ M1 President, let us cons
hegq objective of Dr. Rizal wh

et\vo novels.
. ur .

Cert inpSOII,)OSe of Rizal was to expose and to cure
n ty cial maladies which existed in his time.
iy ee dedicatoria of Noli Me Tangere: Rizal

‘R following:
uy “Ristyg
taq. Ncer f;e en la historia de los padecim
g le il'rite un cardcter tan maligno € 3
ey CSeand a y despierta en €l agudisimos dol
&htl.o tl‘at;,\0 tu salud que es la nU
oy di log . e‘?ﬁlento haré contigo lo qué
Dt-oa' Dersozponianlos en las g'radas
D‘-’SEQSG 4 que viniese a invocar a
e L Ri un remedio.”
g 1za]’ .
cantes”za] s letter “A] Excmo. ST- D. Vicente Bar-
h]il Iv%l:u“’hich was published in “L@ SO]idarld;dt
8 ar 3 : rly tha
Cup, 1'Dosy 15, 1890, Rizal stated VeI y clea : ga kil
thae ang € in writing Noli
t 4 reform the corruption

thi, lime
18 lette, Let me quote the P€

idarity of

ider the pur-
en he wrote

jentos humanos
] menor con-
ores. X &

estra, ¥ buscando el

con Sus

del temp

lo para que
a Divmidad

les

g whic
rtinent PO

ste, he
que lo
ima gi mi

i hubiera

esta corrupcién ex1

X

X ;

X Y por lo mismo que
do reformas pa

j ;
Ugng Noli Me Tangere, P
€sa que hay, se salve; ¥ 1o malo 5€
Uy, 7 D .e;l“a repiiblica como 18 €
1 ga Noli Me Tangere hubier®
Mag eneceSitarian reformas; POTHe
que estid sano?”

re
o« Platén, *
tenido
pars

el éxito que
qué quiere

of this bill .

i Para qué quiere medicinas el q ’
W}g should a healthy man neid inggiiixfzé?a R
is clear that, when Rizal wr 3

he had a definite objective: to cm-ZOttpileﬂéfn n()‘vel,
maladies which existed during his time PR
: I admit, as a historical fact, that, dur'ino- Rizal's
time, many abuses were committed by ‘cheafriaa 3
i But times and conditions have changed W}fs1

in Rizal’s time, the friars and the high di-gnita -l' 2
of fche Catholic Church were nationals of the c1 11es
niz_mg power, at present the vast majority of ?yo-.
priests and Bishops and Archbishops are our ov 511
Filipino countrymen. While, in Rizal’s time the‘rn
was a virtual union of Church and State a;1d the
Spanish friars had a direct participatio.n in the
then disintegrating colonial government, at prese :
under our Constitution, there 1Is separation nf'
Church and State. While, in Rizal's' time t}?

Catholic religion was perhaps used as a shie,ld tg
hide the abuses of tyrannical officials, at present
this religion is a strong shield of our country and
our people against the onslaughts of atheistic com-

munism.

Let me again quote from the book of Senator
Laurel entitled «Bducational Orientation for Fili-
pinos”. :

aries of association with Western
. peoples
s the overlay of Christian civilization
forever, and which is their strong
slaught of a violent and atheistic ideo-

«Then four cent
gave the Filipino
that is now theirs,
shield against the on
logy.” (Page 11)

In the light of this radical change, I do not
suppose that even Dr. Rizal, if he were alive today
would want to hurt and weaken this religion \Vhich,
instead of being a shield for abuses, is mow e;.

shield against enemies of freedom and democracy

E. Rizal's Retraction
But of course the strongest argument is the

retraction of Dr. Rizal when he was at the thres-
hold of death. In his own handwriting, he de-

clared the following:

uMe declaro catélico v €n esta Religién en que naci ¥

me eduqué quiero vivir y morir.

upfe retracto de todo corazén de cuanto en mis palabyes
impresos ¥ conducta ha habido Contra i m; .
cualidad de hijo de la Iglesia Catolica. :
cuanto ella ensefia y me someto ‘a cuanto ella manda
mino de la Masoneria, ¢omo enemiga que es de la I 1‘"1113.

como gociedad prohibida por Ja Iglesia, Puede c]g Gifu.
lado Diocesano, como Autoridad Superior Rclesigstica b Te-
piiblica esta manifestacion espontinea mia para r acer
ol escandalo que mis actos hayan podido eausar eparar
que Dios ¥ los hombres me perdonen. r y para

upanila 29 de Diciembre de 1896
(Fdo.)

egeritos,

Josii Rizan”

Creo y profgics

PR

e L e
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As far as I am concerned, Mr. President, this
retraction of Dr. Rizal is an established fact.

Even the distinguished gentlemen from Batan-
gas and Quezon, Senator Recto, impliedly but de-
finitely admitted the fact of Dr. Rizals retraction,
when he stated on the floor of the Senate that Dr.
Rizal, before he died, and through the aid of his
Jesuit professors, went to the sacrament of con-
fession. .

Senator RECTO. Mr. President, will the gentle-
man yield to a question on that point?

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

Senator RODRIGO. Certainly.

Senator RECTO. Will the gentleman again read
that part which says, “Me declaro catolico . , »

Senator RODRIGO. “Me declaro catolico y en esta
Religion en que naci y me eduqué quiero vivir y
morir.”

Senator REcTo. Will you pleage
into English?

Senator RopRIGo. Well, I think ¢ )
from Batangas is a better , . . e gentlaman

translate that

Senator RECTO. That is for the audienc
cause I will propound my question
and they may not be understood properie
that part, that particular part WhiéL SIZ;};} “lli:;es.s
vivir en esta religién,” is translateq, SRR

Senator RODRIGO. I will tran
have finished my speech, beca
four pages left.

Senator RECT0. No, no, no; th
only.

Senator RODRIGO. “I declare that T am
and in this religion in which 1 W
educated I want to live and dje.”

Senator REcTO. That retraction wag
shortly before midnight, 30th of Decembgy

Senator RODRIGO. It says here, “29 go Diciem},
l‘e.”

Senator RECTO. Yes, but shortly before mi ..
4ccoxding to the Jesuits’ repopt. He ‘;met“ght,
7:30 01 7:15 on the 30th of Decembey - tSI ot gt
erat Yas executed almost sevep Bt hat js,

i Pt s aftey h
thaned tha.t alleged retraction, gy in that o - e
tion he said not only that he wanted o g; etrac.
Catholic, but also to live ag 4 Catholje Vil'ﬁ asl a

Cvhy dig

they shoot him, after he wag made to g, L
v that

Vi €, be-
S In Engligh

slate thig after T
use there gaye only

at particulay Phrase

a Catholje
48 born apgq

Signed

he wamted to live?

Senator RoDRIGD, Mr, President
know why they killed him. 1

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

: m
Senator RECT0.. Was not the Catholic ch}“’fh
the Philippines behind the execution of Riz#%

T to my

Senator RODRIGo. I deny that. Accol.dm%m'el.n,

knowledge of history, it was the Spanish was i0°

ment. Perhaps, the Spanish GOVel"nment‘lso con-
fluenced by some unscrupulous friars. 132

demn those friars, y Were

Senator REcro. Not only influenced; thiiers i
completely dominated by the religious o tlema?
the’ Philippines so much so that the 8eB w
must know what I know to be history: ced %0
29th of December, after he had been Sen en 1edd
death, hig mother went te ArchbishoP Rizd)
to intercede or to ask for the pardon -0 ] SO
apd Archbishop Nozaleda answered hele life i

8Ive you the entire Philippines but not th
RlZal.” .

g

Senator Ropgigo, Now, Mr. President: andﬁﬂish
tleman from Batangas and Quezon, M3Y s omald
"V Speech. After all, that was the ¢ Tda®
Procedure. Senator Laure spoke for i
and T diq pot interrupt him. . fron the

Senator RECTO. But I asked pel'misslon
Selitleman, apq he gave it. !

Senator RobRrigo, (reading) ad !

8%
t 5 que e
S Me de.claro catélico y en esta religion eﬂde to o'ccon.
zée eduqué quiey, Vivir y morir. Me retract? yre ;
du!;t de cnantg €N mis palabras, escritos 111111e nijo o e
Igl » ha habigo contrario a mi cualidad enseh? ;J""i-ﬂ
Sgema Catélica, Creo y profeso cuanto ella < 1\1'515",;.0111
cgggto 2 cuanto g]|a manda, Abomino 9€ . jad !cﬂ’ﬂo
Ehemiga oy i 20 O
: a _ a y como = an
ida pop 1 ! 0y de la Tglesia y Dioce> it 55
a Iglesia. Puede el Prelado 2.1

autori ; cr1iaaes g d
taci(:jndad Suberior eclesisstica, hacer p“bhca"n alo 00 e
" €Shontines g, para reparar el €5 o

: y
odido causay g que D105 ¢
MO Perdonen. ausar y para q

. . S J’, i
de diciemhbye de 1896 R4t pd

_ (Fdo.) 3o "be 0"
dei}gsh-reh"action of Rizal might ey o¢°
“ " last will ang testament. ot “’hatd“(“'t
. mretract, he said, with all my healnd cOlfl i
has by \V{)rds’ Wl‘itings, publications soﬂ 0|‘TI}%
Cath f_en contrary to my status as : :
ioév0 2 Church,» And Rizal cont '-lsticaﬂlgﬂ
esan _l‘(?]ate, és -‘Supel‘jor ECC ’
haY Make public this sPO2*" ipe #
% Mine in order to repalt
4cts might have caused: Rizah
¢€ of this yetraction of Dir.ill & i
Tent, op g Violating thig very last “'e combig
the j, d.o-u.l.’_natiolna] hero, if we n]a%&s of .
y in Of the unexpurgate‘i.tehafe
cluding the portions whic

n the fa

-
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to his
Which lStatu.s as a son of the Catholic Church”,
I leq:e himself retracted?
dve « .
di‘.riduq]e.th0 answer to this question to ou
I jiclstmqglheut and conscience.
Veneratin r“f)‘flt_ to state that, in honoring and
Violate thg VAl make sure that we do not
0 not Ste“"el'.\f principles he stood for; that we
and that \idy from his purposes and objectives;
ESireg e do mot go contrary to his most sacred

r in-

VIII. WHY THE RUSH?

An
anothctlzl’nl?w’ Mr. President, permit me to go to
Orm of 2“1?- I shall lay down this point in the
Msh i ¢ rhetorical question: Why the sudden
and ;1@ presentation of Senate Bill No. 438;
aD?POVal? he sudden excitement for its immediate
f
DEODI(E!]SO Dl_”'pO_S‘e is to foster nationali
0 jUSti f W f“}tlﬂg' and so lacking in lov
Anq ijy this frantic haste? R
(ISCo\vel.é 101“‘ people lack nationalism, why was it
‘ IS hi ;()nly now-—all too suddenly? Why was
Oy 3,ea1”°t Dl‘.esented last year, O two years or
Tepeat E’\ ?1- six years ago? Why only now ; and,
ut tliqt“l-ly _a!l too suddenly?
at is just in passing, Mr.

AR ‘IX- ALTERNATIVE FORMULAE
; 4 final point, I wish to state that MY stand

1
g('ll‘(h'l :
g this bill is not purely negative llado
1 have always

Meyp
; ely ;
Saiq, 2 13_ oppose the bill foT; as
Methoq gree with its objective: ut I oppose the
DProposed.
A i ?
(t)}tllel- m;t Opposing the metho
% Samg hods which, to my
cons objective without PIO
{ Thon&eq“ences.
I Y 1
he '8 the methods that come
f)\\.'ing‘
a M % ;
hh Uni:ke.lF compulsory 1
1;1 e sufre.lslth, whether public ©
dbl‘al‘ies .101011t copies of these two novel
nty. and make them available
" 2) ; 1
Qlohs aﬁlﬂlow reasonable expul‘gaﬂon of those Por
0 2 . L ' 10US
b PSQien bassages which are offensive to relig ;
Fing; )alce’ but which have 10 pearing on Rizal®
A 1 Mmessage of nationalism- Bia
sm QSSIS connection, I wish t state that eve
Deeq ador Ernesto Giménez Caballero; whose
ili was read by

sm, are our
e of country

President.

d, 1 wish to gubmit
mind, can achieve
ducing the same

o my mind are
all gchools, colleges

¢ private to
g in their

Qe L g
;}f}lmhra%ut the Noli and the Fili
& Sabido in conjunction with the sponsor
: rel—evel 8-

8
Peech of Senator

* tution; in the 1

sador Caballero, in th :
) at speech, su i
3 , suggested s
expurgations. Let me quote from the speecﬁlght
«yo hoy pondria los dos libr i :
s 1 = : os de Rizal ‘Noli
Zsplz:.wllzlzbus(,:tensmo’ clomo lectura nacio?-xalheorzl]:‘;e Eangef =
s. Con muy liger RcHe R
i y ligeros expurgos de cosas circunstan-
(3) Include these two n i
UCE Ry ovels, in their u :
gated versions, 11 the list of required 1‘eadir?ex§1ui;-
535 1 : =
t\'el in schools. By required reading, as di%‘fe-a
tiated from compulsory, is meant the fcllowi1 5]
that.these two novels be included in a list of ?g.
or six other works of Rizal and other natio“e
heroz.es and patriots; and out of those five or I}al
require the students to read at least two; 0; i
; (4) My stlggfagtion regarding footnoted ’editio
if such suggestion can be found practical and :S,
C=-

ceptable.

This, Mr. President, are other methods whi
have occurred to me, which can achieve the e
objective of this bill. I am sure that other e
bers of the Senate can still think of other me‘;lem-
g why the haste in ramming this bill tln-;?lc;i

in its present form.
X. CONCLUSION

In tl.1e name of our national unity, Mr. Pr
in the name of our peop'e the vast m‘ajorf’cs ;
of whom are Catholies who will be torn betw y
their two loves and two loyalties if this billee'n
enacted into 1aw; in the name of democracy a 1;
freedom; in the name of the inalienable ‘l‘iﬂ‘l;r::
reserved to themselves by our people in“our Co;stis-
ame of justice, Mr. President, 1
cppose the approval of this Bill in its present fm:m
While the Catholic citizens of this country cons‘i.
tute the majority of our peop'e, those CatholLic-:
citizens are mot asking that we grant them any
advantage over our other countrymen of diﬂ’ereﬁt
religious persuasions. All that they ask for, Mr
President, is equal treatment. ol
If the members of Jehovah’s Witnesses cannot
pe compelled to salute our national flag be‘cau:e

it violates their reli
pers of 2 certain religious sect In Cotabat -
ato Coqe
be compelie_d to take up folk dancing bgcm'-ggﬁ?:t
violates their religious creed; all that the Catht'ics
ask is that they be accorded the same treatme;t

Mr. President, is that too much to ask?

ident;

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION

Senator PRIMICIAS. M. President, the distin

guished gentleman from Bat ues 1
| atangas and Quezen will

now consume his announced turn to speak in favor

gious conscience; if the mern- 4




1210

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

of the bill, but before he takes the floor, I ask for
the suspension of the session for five minutes,
The PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the
session is suspended for five minutes.
Eran las 11.20 a.m.

REANUDACION DE LA SESION
Se reanuda la sesidn a las 11:85 a.m.

El PRESIDENTE. Se reanuda la sesidn.
Tiene la palabra el caballero de Batangas y
Tayabas.

DISCURSO DEL SEN. RECTO A FAVOR

Senator RECTO. Mr. President and gentlemen of
the Senate: The other day I understood from the

- speech of Senator Rosales from Samar that he anq

Senator Rodrigo had-divided between themselves
the topics with which their respective speeches
would deal, so when I attempted to propoung =
question to the gentleman from Samar touchihg
on the so-called “Pastoral” in order to verify which
portions of “Noli Me Téangere” and “E] Filibuste.
rismo” are, according to said Pastoral, contrary
to Catholic dogma and morals, the Senatoy declineq
to answer the question, saying that that point had
been assigned to the gentleman from Bulacan foy
elucidation, in the division of their work. Now, not
a single word has been said by the gentlemay from
Bulacan on that aspect of the controversy, He
devoted the major part of his speech to eXpressing
dissatisfaction with the way the gentleman A,
Samar dealt with the constitutiona) question a].
legedly involved. In fact, the gentleman from By.
lacan rebuked the Senator from Samayr for pre-
senting here the “apple” example, the gentleman
from Bulacan contending that really they
analogy at all between the example of t
half-rotten and half-good” and the bil
here by the Committee on Education.

- At this juncture, allow me, Mr. President g
gentlemen of the Senate, to .take exception to tp,
unparliamentary behavior displayed here i thé
Senator from Bulacan when he repeatedly, iy, the
course of his address, six or seven times, Perhapg
calicr"Renate Bill No. 438 as the Recto Bjj). The
gentleman from Bulacan knows that according o the
records of the Senate this bill is not even 5 Laure]
bill and much less a Recto bill. This bill wag au.
thored by the Committee on Edueation, The
Senator from Bulacan would have peep more
curate if he said that I had a part in the
of the bill. Perhaps that would haye bee
the truth, and therefore more in aceopq
rules of propriety. But he chose tq call

he “apple
presented

4ac-
ql'afting
n Nearey
“'ith the
this hip

basis, but pecay

the Recto bill, which is not true. From the l-eCt‘;lds
of the Senate and considering the true fsilc 1
repeat that it is not true. In fact this P! Jqests,
drafted outside of this Chamber. Even Pifi
Catholic priests, had a hand in the drafting (Zas for
bill; and T repeat I cannot reveal their namwhose
their protection, They are Catholic prlestSFather
mentality is the same as that of the gl-e'at in

Vicente Garcia, the great Filipino theologla}?e areh
days of Rizal, adviser and counsellor of thcereS-
dlocese of Manila and the diocese of Nueva =%

Now, M. President, I will not concernl i

in the course of this address with commen sP"“"ch
the threat huyrleq here the other day in 1S pill 18
by the Senator from Samar that if this gchool®
Passed and enacted into law, all the Cathom:e wil
' the Philippines numbering six hut 1this ad:
close. T woylq ot dedicate any part © 10W tha?
dl‘ESS to anSWering that threat because I id} i ﬂOt
he did not mean to make it. At least b -eriously
mean that that threat would be taken 'slip pines.
even by the Catholic hierarchy in the Phla our®”
Catholic Schools all over the country are‘ als0
of very handsome income and they.a-”il PO“'EI:
Source of great spiritual power and politiCs “oight)

. i dering thal © ore
because in the Philippines, considering 3 therefol
Per cent g

f . ion, and " !
Gighty- her total population jatio * g

Per cent of the total “voting POPW .y 8P
Catholicg. They are 2 spiritual, financ e

2 -jkes ol
DO]ltIcal fOrce that inspires awe and str ik ratlo A

he Catholicg will not discontinue the O.
of schools, not

tive, thej only because they are Yo' o™

' eI operation being on a €38
se they are necessary 0% )
on our government. Fing fhal-
I concern myself with 3-115,“';'3111 Sf’lzﬁc
Which e € SPeech of the Senator " cath%ys

L 53yS that if tpig bill is passes, * ines ]
Y Sgay, be'constituted in the Phl]lppa' lelt
& plan, it is welcome, &% yid
oy It is better that they > ., wi NGB’

» alt - that the" o &
th0 Cathoj; hough I am sure th een W “,,tll

g their holq

Nor wij
bart of th

; © Darties as there have P .ty Vo
Elllﬁl‘q’ta Parties in the past, a Catholi Fl’fm tolaﬂq

a L ] :
manage;t:rs at the Nunciatura AP%° tol'f P

Samay nd directeq perhaps by the seulacal”ffaﬂ
the g 1’ Berhaps by the Senator from sect? gy
ends of £ S8 Of and the attainment tholi¢
o the. ieraI‘Chy, and another L
dconstltpted by those Catholic® ;
1 Serving him, but who ©_.d #s
the chy, Ty Serving their country 0v% cath
"h ang its minigters, And the
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even as they profess allegiance-to the Holy See on

Mmatters of faith, on matters of dogma and morals,

still believe that Rizal is the great redeemer of

?lls Dgonle, the greatest patriot of the country,
Fl-a.t 1t is the height of hypocrisy to say that we,

llipinos, should always venerate his memory but
should abstain from reading those books in whose
If)gges he distilled the essence of his patri
for the present I must say that it was mean and
\&noble of the gentleman from Qamar to say here

the Other day that behind this bill are those four
d collabora-

orated with the enemy

and

01: 131’ those who allegedly collab Lt 4
ng the QOccupation years; those Filipinos \'\1 1
aomm‘miSt leanings; the self—pl'oclaimed patriots,
hd the biased newspapermen. It is not for me

t A
0 take the cudgels for the newspapermen; they 27

ake dare of thempaives: & But:l would like to ask
tegory be-

© gentleman from Samar to which €2
In:ﬁlthe twenty senators that signed amz E?c?;;
il] ded the approval without amendmen e
ang N question? Who of them are Comn f

Filipinos with Communist leanings who 0

t -adict
tlgetm are Japanese collaborators, 11 contr a.dwltl]?;:
hose who, like the gentleman from Samals (e

9
Shave fought the enemy in the mountains:
€nator Rosapgs. Mr. Presidents

lo

an yielq? f h
: if he

The PrESiDENT. The gentleman may yield !

eS]_reS. =

Senatoy RECTO. The gentlemah is “,?lcotm e'-n the
0 “hator Rosares. If 1 pemember right, 1 tain
helll':se of my speech when 1 e“umerategro‘lzfll ‘a'
DS, just recited by the ke es behind

n g
the o> did T say that they ‘Vere'ﬂllle it

e UL, because if I remember 1:1
thospeople Wwho caused the confusion
Were Classeg enumeraited. .did .not 88

S he persons behind this bill.
thay - 2tor REcro. Well, 1 gathered
Ing ¥ lat is what you meant,
fop \(:,ul' speech ; I do not pre
he : ord, pecause 1 couldnt' pcﬁsby Loy &

1 th ) I USt

it e gentleman’s speect J \SOTIS
One ¥ ng the perse

heprc® In fact, he mentlonei Saam"wﬁm - ccording

i
to 0 the bill, Magtanggol 5 e against
the X fought on the side of the Jap

. Makapilis
- Filiy; . ny of Makapt
&ve. Wipinos and headed 2 compiére already in

Mahi! 3 the American f09PY esident.
Th 4. May I proceed, My. Pres™ . proceed.
€ PREgmpENT -entleman may 1 I
S ENT. The gel*~ . dant, (1 had eX
Doy 2201 REcro, Now, MI president ; -
St AECTO. NoWw, oor this morning

®d that in taking the fl

LERIT

otism. But
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would confine myself to answering the arguments -
elaborated upon in his speech by the gent]eman‘
from Samar on the constitutional aspect of thais
bill. But, although this answer was intended
mainly for the gentleman from Samar, I shall
in the course of the same, also try to answer the
arguments on the same constitutional question
presented by the gentleman from Bulacan, who
in his address expressed disappointment over the
a1 guments presented the other day by the gentle-
man from Samar, his ally in the .opposition to the
bill.

Now, Mr. President, I shall proceed to speak
on the constitutionality of the proposed measure.
Cne of the best settled principles in constitutional
law in any democratic form of government is that
when the constitution has made a grant of powers
to the State or to Congress, or when the Con-

stitution has enjoined the Congress or the State to

perform certain specific duties for the attainment
of certain specific ends and purposes, the State
or the Congress must be regarded as fully pos-
sessed of all the power and authority necessary
for the performance of the duties enjoined, whether
expressly or impliedly, in order to attain those
great aims and purposés envisioned by the Consti-
tution in making the grant of powers or in impos-
ing those duties. The first classic statement in
this regard was made by Chief Justice Marshall
in the historic decision of the Supreme Court of
the United States in the celebrated case of Me-
Culloch 2s. Maryland. It says:

«Jt may with great reason be contended, that a govern-
ment, entrustetl with such ample powers (as is the United
States) on the due execution of which the happiness and -
p'L‘DS]‘erity of the Nation so vitally depends, must be en-
trusted with ample means for their execution. The pewer
being given, it is the interest of the Nation to facilitate
its execution. It can IEver be their interest, and cannot
be presumed to have been their intention, to stay and
embarrass, its execution by withholding the most appro-
priate means.” ¢

4 # “Dhe government which has a right to an act
and has imposed it the duty of performing that act, must,
according to the dictates of reason, be allowed to select the.

means.” y
(51 McCulloch v. Maryland) \

Because, as was said in a subsequent case (U.S.
». Rhodes, 1 lAbb. 28), “the means of execution are
inherently and inseparably a part of the power to be
executed.” \

Now, conceding this unassailable pripciple, which
is the particular agency of the State that should
choose and determiine the appropriate means for the
exercise of rights granted and for the performance

v
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of the duties enjoined by the Constitution with a
view to accomplishing its declared ends? On this
point the decisions of the Supreme Court of the
United States are unanimous. It is the Congress,
that has the power to choose and determine the
means, and it has been time and again declared that
the exercise of such power of Congress cannot he
disturbed, or inquired into by the courts.

In the same decision of MecCulloch v, Maryland,
Marshall said:

“The subject is the execution of those great powers on
which the welfare of a nation essentially depends. It must
have been the intention of those who gave these powers,
to insure, as far as human prudence could insure, their
beneficial execution. This could not be done by confiding
the choice of means to such narrow limits as not to leave
it in the power of Congress to adopt any which might he
appropriate, and which were conducive to the end.
Reviewing the effect of this decision, says Wil
loughby, it is seen that the word “propey” e
used in the phrase “necessary and proper” is e
strued not as declaring that a means selected by
Congress shall be proper as well as necessary.
that is, indispensable—for carrying into effect a
specified power, but as qualifying the word “pe.
cessary’’ so as to render constitutional the selection
of any means that may be appropriate
may in any way assist the Genera] Government
in the exercise of its constitutional functions. It
scarcely needs be said that the _Question ag ¢,
whether or not the particular means selecteq is thy
best possible means that might have beep adoptEde
is one for Congress to answer. “All that the courts’,
have to consider in passing upon its constitutiong]it
is as to whether it is calculated in any 3DD1‘eciab1y
degree to advance the constitutiona] end inV()Ivede
(Pp. 84-85, United States Constitutiona] Law, Vo,
i) i

The following decisions airéﬁalso to the point -

# % * The sound construction of the Constit
allow to the national legislature that discretion,
to the means by which the powers it confey

‘_-‘tiﬂn must
With réspect
S are to pe

carried into execution, which will enable that body to par
form the high duties assigned to it, in tha manney nl':ez-
beneficial to the people. * * * ek

#' % = Tt scarcely needs be said that the Question
whether or not the particular means selecteq is theals) to
possible means that might have been adopted, ig 3 est;
Congress to answer. All that the courts have ¢, cone_for
in passing upon its constifutionality is ag g Whetho, Ef]d‘fl‘
calenlated in any appreciable degree to advance A 1t s
tutional end involved. Ongtj.

# 4% % On the contrary, the sound constructioy o
Constitution must allow to the nationa] leEiSIatm.e) the
diseretion with respect to the means by which the that

it confers are to be carried into execution, Which will eowc{:-s
nable

. Permitted to determine for itself what is necess

that body to perform:the high duties assigned t0 it 123"51:2

manner most beneficial to the people. Legal TcndeEI‘d 87.

(Tex., Mass. 1871) 12 Wall. 538, 20, L. Bd. 20 L. BE S
Congress has a large discretion as to the "‘eaTIS .

employed in the exercise of any power granted t0 I}ts 343,

thern Securities Co. v. U.S. (Minn. 1904) 193 B

24 8. Ct. 436, 48 L. Ed. 579.

18
TAE 5 hay - ongress
Within the legitimate scope of this gla!lt’afv and what
!

is proper. Ex parte Curtis (N.Y. 1882) 106 U
Ct. 381, 27 1. Ed. 232.

o -o\'i‘
o this P
In the exercise of the general power given Py it most

: : to 3
; g "in
sion Congress may use any means appearing the end

eligible and appropriate, which are adopted Jebt
to be accomplished, and are consistent with thff 189
spirit of the Constitution. Logan v. U.S. (Tex

U.S. 282, 12 §. Ct. 517, 36 L. Ed. 429. 5, the

AR - 240
Again in Anderson v. Dunn, 6 Wh?atml’ oulloch
U.S. Supreme Court, said, reaffirming
v. Maryland on this point: 2 Jrant ‘;f
. o i
There is not in the whole of this instrumeﬂzt exP esds:ﬂt
powers which does not draw after it others 7. jepen i,
but vital to thejr exercise; not substantive R punn (P
but auxiliary and subordinate. Anderson V- o0l
Co'](. 1821 6 Wheat, 225, 5 1. Ed., 242.) Y o powel‘ﬂus;
The subject is the execution of those glends- 1«8!‘5.
which the welfare of a nation essentialy depethese D"cheil‘
T . vd
ha‘.e been the intention of those who ga\fd nsur® ﬂdiﬂ_g
to insure, ag fay ag human prudence €O i o

er a0
5) 144

beneficial execution. This cotild mot be d07° not 12 né i
_the choice of ‘eans O e i limits asi.h migr, *
it in the power of Congress to adopt any w len Sy ach
aPpropriate, and which were conducive t0 th? ht *0 3‘: o
“x s w government which has 2 “gin thﬂselect
and has imposed on it the duty of 1)erf01"]1110\‘,ved to
rt?ll::b?n::g(s,ﬁ?mg to the dictates of reason, P¢ : il B

cahr | \ﬂde
I do not mean to say that Congres® wers 3
€Xecution of thatimplie.d or expresse p‘_ hts 2 T
the field of the Bill of Rights, thos® % tion o
Cratea and guaranteed by the Conlstltttrleﬂ

' X a ¥
duestion is whethey. this bill, which aims withee e

i gt
legitimate educational ends in confor™” S NoTe

o2t et
titutiona) mandate, invades those 118 'ltl of sbeeﬁ

US examine this document with the p bt

ment of the phifire: o whiC
ot € Philippine Hierarchy firs” “of

3 1‘ f
. UPon us as 3 Pastoral. 1P 1ette .in
puat is 2 Pastoral? A pastoral 15 % e Syt
ofls:g? P signed by him and acldresse.d 1Zd by
Bishoe dlo.cese' Is this Pastoral Slg-:qo', as ! st?
eps O.f the Philippines, purpOl'i;l 2

4 Joing PaStOl“'l,]? Not evel j

i 4 1 5

;ﬁgenif the origing) of this PAst ysel¥ pd
®d to us, that we could satisty 1 ar¢ ph

ith ;

COnZS-? fen signed by all the hishops *' ¢h

pine ting the Catholic hierarchy pnis * ol d

Causz thI- 18 important to ascel‘tﬂlfirts, g
ig docum.ent i, in many P g tllai’

0us, that 1 gincerely dot

¢0

and slanday
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haVe

) bIem; authored by any member of the Hierar-

later Occs 1le1 deal with this particular poini on a
asion, but before leaving the subject, I shall

- mnake :
a few e )
ew observations on certain statements made

her
Wthtl}e s(zther day by the Senator from Samar.
gentleman Oi? ‘d up the other day, on the day the
“Suppose v rom Samar spoke, and I asked him
tannot phe e nc n this Pastoral a passage which
Oral ga substantiated, for instance, when the Pas-
buster; S?;S that on guc}l and such pages of El Fli-
Sages 51' Ct-o and Noli Me Tdngere such z_md s_uch pas-
e aid of founq, and after proper vemﬁcat]on‘ with
What o lthe footnotes no such passages are tounct,
nd ‘cheusd be the reaction of Your Honor, 1 a\?ked? {
faith t enator answered: “That is an article of
Cept tlfa;n e and to every Catholic. We should ac-
Insigtaq doc_ument on its face value.” Suppose:
Wistaka : trm_“g to open a door for him, that clerical
Samg 5 B clerical errors arvestound? ~He gave the
tﬁlel-anl_n’w_e“ Well, my friends, if that is not in-
e WOC‘.e, if that is not bigotry, I still have to find
enta] ldd. _fol' it. There is one pall'tim-l]ar ‘Iund]a-‘
Onstit ifference between out Constitution and the
ution of the United States In that our Gov-

Ime
Stitutint’ the Government ostablished bY our Con-
on, is a government of genleral powers, while

-tution of

e
he %c;:,-?rnment established by the Constitut
€d n lted States is one of enumerated powers:
oF r?mind you that the framers of the é’mi;;
U\VEr(S)nStltllti()n' round it necessary to -emriyerfﬁ
OWay. of Congress instead of grantin it gen :]‘
leg bS of legislation mainly pecause Of t]leC(})llt
i eEtwee“ the Federal authority and State rig ]S'
dig United States,—a problem which forttfnate ¥
the POt'}-]ave to be dealt with py thoseé who f1a
thy lippine Constitution. 1t is for
4 Fe :;‘1:1 ille the American Constitutipn g
/er . stution est
le centralizg;(;et;?ent’ our Constl B

ve

of thovity

2 (R the State rights ] au enerai
the powers of our £

b
‘Qwe]_‘s’ T ere
; hey have not been sp

W

|

han N0 neeq for it. But there are o1
provis:ons

1 ;
Vhi h U this great instrument
ate aal‘e mandatory, 8
Whip, 4 for Congress.

lch
fop .. '€ relevant to the matter unde
, matters

1n :
thlesstance’ the provisions M :
but m tate, social justice and educatlon:
(‘_1@. II andatory and dedal’&tOl'y- : -
defell of the Declaration of principles gays:
b ilse of the State is a prim® duty of
Yoy, the fylfillment of this duty ;iﬂ

Quiy,
1) d
i b:" law to 7ender pe]‘SOH‘ul,

are
hecause th
, the other
gome of
for the

Congress
ecified

They are
9. Arti-
“The

1215

service.” In implementing these d ; rOVi
si.ons, which are at the same time sf;?lti?t(:;if p‘l 3“1-;
did Congress do? It passed a law establishiﬁ’ s
pulsory military service. The vaiidity < c?m-
. j y of this law
was challenged in the cases of People vs. Lagu
and_ People vs. Sosa before our highest cou.rt xﬁ iil
basing its opinion on this particular provi,sim : ;
the Constitution which it interpreted as mand t1 'O L
yuled on the constitutionality, rather, in favi ?13"
the constitutionality of said act of Co;lgress ']LL['lO'f
morning, it was alleged by the distinguished'gent;]s
man from Bulacan that in those lwo cases no qu -
tion was raised about religious convictions bein(IL iz—
fended or violated by this act on compulsory mili%;ar ;
service. 1 will refer the Senator to the véry Wo -d.\
of the decision. The Supreme Court, after u:ots
ing the particular provision of the Coustitﬁtim:'
which I have also quoted, and after stating that tIEiL
act making military service compulsory was passes
in faithful t;ompliance with that provision of the
Constitution, proceeded to say: “* * * the right
of the Government to require compulsory military
service 18 a congequence of its duty to defend th'e
State and is reciprocal with its duty to defend the
life, liberty, and property of the citizen. In the case
of Jacobson vs. Massachusetts.—an American cas:a-——
it was said that, without violating the Constitution
a person may be compelled by force, if need be’
against his will, against his pecuniary interests and:
even against his religious or political convict-ém;,s to
take his place in the ranks of the army of his co’un-
try, and rigsk the chance of being shot down in its
defense.” Why did the Supreme Court have to say
that, ‘“‘even against Rus religious convictions”?
there are only two hypotheses. Either one of the
parties in his brief or the parties in their briefs
iaised such question, claiming that under the Fifth
Clommandment he could not kill and, therefore, he
could not go to Wwar -with the purpose of killing, or
either because the Supreme Court, foreseeing that
in the future a question of this kind might be raised,
decided the question in advance by saying that
even religious convictions cannot be invoked as
ground for refusing obedience to this sort of law.

We have here a case where Congress enacted a
Jaw not merely in the exercise of its general powers
oxpressly granted by the Constitution, because as 1
said, our government is one of general powers and
not of enumerated or limited powers; ROt hertie
I repeat, in the exercise of its general powers Bt
in the exercise, rather, in the performance of ol ity
expressly and enjoined by the ConStitution_th}_:
duty to defend the State—and a duty flowing fr
yhat fundamental one is the duty to raise an arrfx?
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That is a judicial precedent worthy of more respect
than any othar decision of any other court in the
~world because it is a pronouncement of our own
Supreme Court.
What about legislative precedents? We have the
case of the Tagalog language. We passed an act
making compulsory the teaching of Tagalog in
schools and colleges, not the mere reading of Taga-
log books or books in Tagalog. Why did the Con-
gress of the Philippines consider itself empowered
to enact such a law even at the risk of offending re-
gionalistic feelings, for instance, of those who are
not Tagalogs and who were not reared speaking
Tagalog, such as the Ilocanos, the Western Visayans,
the Eastern Visayans, the Pampanguefios, the Mos-
lems, together constituting four-fifths of the entire
Philippine population? It was a sort of imposition,
a compulsion on the inhabitants of thoge regions
in the Philippines who do not speak or understang
Tagalog, yet Congress considered itself empowered
to enact this kind of leigslation on the strength of
the provision found in Article XIV, Section e
the Constitution, which says merely that: “The Con.
gress shall take steps towalrd the development ahd
adoption of a common national language hased -~
one of the existing native languages.” [t does not
appear from this particular passage of the Cop.
stitution that Tagalog should be the nationaj lan-
guage. On the contrary, the door was left ope
for the adoption of any other existing language
like, for instance, Visayan, Pampango, Tlocang 0{.
Pangasinense. There is absolutely nothing ip this
provision of the Constitution suggesting the inter-
pretation thereof in the sense that it meant the
Tagalog language; and yet because the POWer of ge.
lecting. the means, of choosing the means or of
determining the means to carry out the Powers con-
" ferred by the Constitution lies with Congress, Con.

gress chose Tagalog as the national language, anq
no one has come out so far challenging the 1
violative of this provision of the Constitutioy

The gentleman from Bulacan in his g

morning said that there is no parity between the
legislation making compulsory the study of Tagalog
and this bill making compulsory the reading of the
books of Rizal. Of course there is ng Darity, pe.
caunse in the Tagalog law we are enforcing tj e study
of Tagalog, the learning of the Tagalog la'nguage
while in thig bill We are not enforcing the accept:
ance of the doctrines of Rizal. We aye only m
compulsory the reading of those hookg
necessarily compelling the acceptance qp rejection
of Rizal’'s opinions. Therefore, if Copgpe.

> i &ress can
make the study of a subject compulsory, it coy.
A

aw ag

aking
v Withont
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Peech tnis

e3

tainly can make the mere reading of the SA :
compulsory. :

It is said that this bill is a violation Of £0% "y
or freedom of worship, of freedom 2 ding ©
because we are making compulsory the rea of the
Rizal’s books. Mr. President and gentl?mi?lat are
Senate, it is the opponents of ihis 1?111 .cedom ¢
violating the fundamental principle of .ﬁ- edom
thought and freedom ‘of worship and f?;‘gldentt
conscience because they are denying the ?tl t
right o choose between the right Par
wrong part, if there is any wrong Pal t
the books of Rizal. How can the St%lde‘rxll jvidt
for themselves, in the exercise of their ; e 17
freedom, which part of the book Shoua ri0
tained and should be learned as gOSp_el ohis eir ¢
and which part discarded as offensive tot 1€
gious conscience, unless you acqua]{lt Ath
everything that is in these books? 1t18 “o the
position that compulsion lies, becfmse hic
Privation of that freedom of enoles v;fle with
be e_xercised only by fully acquaintl%‘lg Zcqna?"‘l ord
subject of the choice, Compulsory compuls
With a thing does not mean ipso fac
acceptance of the same, The tragic d
is that he fought and died for re]i.glouzt
and he is now persecuted after his ¢° ident
glous intolerance. fr. X :

Now I come to another exampleé, i
and gentlemen of the Senate: the dcr of P5
Congress making compulsory the st iy wa g
In colleges ang universities.

troduced in tpe Senate by Senator
Immediate

veaction of those who el y OF aﬂotll
for the Spanish lang'uagé for one 1easol e
Was, why malke compulsory the study © aid, VLt
language_ What have we to do, the¥ ;‘116 fﬂcttl'iots
learning of the Spanish language? * i

E S I'Ga
7al, Marcelo H; de] Pilay and other £ 7 ¢
Wrote theijp book

nee - oy
. . es llot il iltl bﬂ
e $ in Spanish do .ans!
their o

: o tra b
eial'n Spanish for there aée The fel
'8s available, they added- tor
- x ] i e 13 ’ Ly
iiz?nmf,n in this Chamber, like S pyy? o
mieias:

) of the right

aredes, Cuenco, Lim, Z“hwta;ve ;
e or lz-elgad‘?, Laurel, Mabénag:no :
our st atlons in  Spanish, does  udy
; Studentg should be compelled tO nates U
Wl. President and gentlemen of the ‘ SOtto glljsd
Wiic;maded this \law there WS 1:: )
but 1 Made oply optional the stuf:‘j il
Congresg was not satisfied “ it 0! b gﬂ
I making it tgompulsm‘sgl;izeﬂ (v
f)lléll gl‘olul{l‘s? e

1 . the
Just. on O°% t

I Section 3, Article X1V

enaetgd anothe
Constity4
Pearing
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]S:&f_utg)n, which says: “Until otherwise provided by
lané.mn%hih and Spanish shall continue as ofhmal
the S GECH. That was all. There 15 10 men.tlol? of
panish language elsewhere in the Constitution.
Dro(l-‘;rc_ must consider the phrase “until otherwise
on lc,ed by law,” which, you know, means that
Ofﬁciglless’ by legislation, can discard. Spamsh as
0 da language as well as English, if 117’ choqses
he g SO;_b“ts instead of enacting a law discarding
on 1?&11151_1 language as an official language, what
. g;esg, did was to enact a law making compulsory
c0m~St udy of Spanish. No one has yet dar‘ed go to
to question the constitutionality of this Act.
he opponents of the bill are making much cap-
of their professed devotion to freedom in in-
ng that the reading of Rizal's hooks should not
891132(?6 compulsory, but optional. In fact, th(i
Drivag r from Bulacan has suggested that pubh; a:crlu
00 Se .SCI}OOIS be required to have copies 0 ﬂle
ODhortm' Rizal in their libraries, to g1V€ studenjts' 1;
Com unity to read them without the uecessx_t) 0
bi Delling them to do so. The opponents of the
1""it,ti::]g;lr:a sorting to this kind of &
to the 7 destroying the basis of
bill, because if these books are

athols
olie conscience as they contend they should not

blacedq it in any
o : student 1m &
ced Within the reach of H® Jeman

iy e " he gent
18 ya school. The mere fact that the & |
witﬂady to allow students to read these bookS, albe}t

) admision on his

out ¢ :
Day compulsion, amounts to a1
on :f}lat these hooks are not intrinsically -bklld,rbufé
baq t? contrary, they are good, pecause if tHed ha ;
tuq €Y should not be placed within the reach ©
bot ,ell‘ts,' in the same way that on€ would not p:ftcg
the i‘?:: ‘ontaining Doison.in unlocked shelves W bl .-glqu
Are sfath of children. The truth is that these 00KS
Noy, d. Fltal'y reading for all students, Ce
e cis,tho.]ic' because in them Riza
hene it 0{- his patriotism, of his
the 0 Of his people. He 18 belr
Sreq -EPO“QMS of the bill as the g€
E’*‘S 1? Patriot among the Filipinos:
e a4 patri 3 . he a 1
W ,Use he l\::t:.lc_:lz;;l‘otwi}:l} ];Z;imba-yﬂn p aGaiemel
nge,ll)l‘oc]aime(] him as our natioll‘a] her(.)t :l])(;'-l‘:
becﬂuince’ we proclaimed him oW greatest P2 11 ;
Dl he wrote the Noli M¢ Tdngere B¢ 3
S'Ste"‘ismo, “And if you expurgate those bog;;
e s():_‘)hdemn portions thereof, yOU would s;l}:ghic‘
Rivar 2l political and religlous backgroune i
%-'(emcted so - faithfully and which hi -ioTism
l r‘ldliy to expose so as to arouse the p;l ; i
t ftlonalism of the Filipinos in protest agalts
2ime,

lta]
Sisti

y b
Why? WhY
1'0? Was it

X1V, section 5, of the

I come to another point. I notice that the hour
is far advanced, and I wish to be allowed by the
Qenate to finish this part of my speech, reserving
my right, of course, to take the floor again for the
examination of the contents of the Noli Me Tangere
and Filibusterismo in the light of the criticism of
the Philippine hierarchy.

‘Now, Mr. President, as 1 have shown, there are
three precedents, one judicial and two legislative,
in favor of the constitutionality of this bill. It is
not proposed merely because of Congress’ general
powers of legislation. If the validity of this bill
were to be based or founded on that point alone,
that is, on the exercise by Congress of general pow-
ers of legislation, I might vield to the argument of
its opponents that, perhaps, we would be trespass-
ing on things forbidden by the Constitution. But,
M. President, not only is there a grant of right
or power, there is an imposition of a specific duty
on the State and the Congress by the Constitution
in this matter, and I refer the Senators to Article
general provisions of the
Constitution which specifically deals with education.
The reference to this provision of the Constitution
was conveniently omitted in the speech delivered
here the other day by the gentleman from Samar.
But for this omission T would say that his study of
as been conscientious. In fact, he
ting Plato, the Educational Act of
England of 1834, the Universal Declaration of Hu-
man Rights of the United Nations, and a certain
Irish Act. He mentioned the Constitution of the
Trish Republie and American decisions and author-
ities. He also found section 4, Art. IT, of the Dec-
Jaration of Principles on the natural rights and
duties of parents in the rearing of children. He
also found Par. (7), section 1, Article 1II of the
Bill of Rights which says: “No law shall be made
respecting an establishment of religion.” He also
made reference to the provision of the Constitution
under Legislative Department, Article VI, section
23, par. (3), which says: “No public money or
property ghall ever be appropriated, applied, or
used, directly or indirectly, for the use, benefit, or
support of any sect, church.” But to my amaze-
ment he chose to ignore section 5 of Article XIV of
the Constitution, which is the most pertinent, rel-
evant and applicable provision of the Constitution
pecause it spe_ciﬁcally and exclusively refers fo
education. This provision of the Constitution says:
« . The Government shall establish and maintain
5 complete and adequate system of public education,
and shall provide at least free public primary in-
struction, and citizenship training to adult citizens.

the question h
went as far as quo
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All schools shall aim to develop moral character,
personal discipline, civic conscience, and vocational
efficiency, and to teach the duties of citizenship.”
To carry out these purposes, what does the Consti-
tution provide? It provides that “all educational in-
stitutions shall be under the control and supervision
and regulation of the state,” because it is only in
that way that the plan of the Constitution will not

miscarry, as private schools could sabotage the -

constitutional provision regarding the aims ang
purposes of the Constitution, such as the develop-
ment of civic conscience, personal discipline, moral
character, and patriotism. To prevent that possible
sabotage, the Constitution took the precaution of
placing all educational institutions, public and
private, under the control and supervision of the
state. Such is the particular duty enjoined by tho
Constitution on the State, and especialiy on Con-
gress. So, even if in the case of the Jaws that we
approved making compulsory the study of Spanish
and the study of Tagalog, no question of freedom
of conscience was involved and since
stitutional injunction on the State or Cop
perform a duty carries with it all the n
power and authority to carry out said duty,
conclude that Congress has authority to o
bill into law.

I come now, Mr. President, to the Barn
the Jehovah’s Witnesses’ case, which is th
argument of the opponents of this bill, eyen of the
hierarchy, against the bill. T am going to examine
in detail, Mr. President, the decision in the Jehovah’s
Witnesses’ case, because it appears to have beey
distorted, both as to the facts and the Questions of
law involved, by the opponents of the Rizg) bill.
The true facts of the Barnette case have ot been
presented here.: And as to the legal bronounce.
ments made in the case, those whq invoke the
decigion took good care in quoting only obiter diet,
and generalities instead of informing the Senate
of the true ratio decidendi of the cage,

Mr. President, what are the facts in the Barnette
case? The facts are stated in just five lineg They
are the same facts.as in the Gobjtig decision, 5
decision two years earlier than the Barnette déci-
gion. In faet, I may say that the Jehovah’s Wit
nesses made their first test in 1938 when they
brought the Gobitis case before the Supreme i
to protest against this ceremonial flag salute, Tpe
decision was penned by -Justice Frankfyyte, il
ing the claim of the Je.hovah's Witnegseg, Chief
Justice Strong was a dissenter. * They tW0! Years
later, Jehovah's Witnesses, speculating op, 5 POssible
change of opinion by the Supreme Coyyt because of
the changes effected in its membership, brought e

AN CORS
£ress tg
F‘._C(?SSal‘y
we must
nact thig

ette case,
e favorite

.

i
actly the same question before the Supreme (13f;0u;5
this time in the Barnette Case, with the l.es(:,lob’itis
they had hoped, that the ruling in the yevel
tase was reversed in the Barnette case. Hojﬁstice
the fundamental principles enunciated _by
Frankfurter in the Gobitis case l'emamr}w spo
swered in the opinion of Justice Jackson ¥ tte casé
for the majority of the court in the B.a-l‘ne se ap
What are the facts both in the Gobitis ¢35 5
in the Barnette case? Mr. President, misy
given two minutes just to examine my papers’

MOCION DE SUSPENSION e
thatd i

i k
Senator PRIMICIAS. My. President, I a8 \uspen :

(fonsideration of Senate Bill No. 438 be ;
or two or three minutes. iectiolh
The PRESIDENT. If there is no OPJEC r
consideration of this bill is suspEHdEd 2

minutes. (There was none.)

the
e

CONSIDERACION Y APROBACION D

P. R, 8. NO. 83 ask 0]

; W €

Senatop PRIMICIAS. My, President, | niilef nf;e
unanimoyg consent of the Senate to ¢OnS i

7
Resolution No. g3 to request and allthox,:incefe.sf
President of the Senate to transmit ¢
-ympathy and condolence of the Senate Ztol‘ Al a8
Dbines for the untimely death of S.'en‘ Stﬂtesthe
W. Barkley to the Senate of the Unite dentr il
Well as hig beloved family. Mr. Pres e
Arman of the Committee on Foreigh ’

ODSor this resolution. nate ke wiu
4 The PRESIDENT, Consideration of Sec .
tion No, g3 is now in order. The S€
pleas@‘ Yead the resolution. oY
he SECRETARY - 7ING gﬂ
RESOLUTI REQUESTING AND AUTH(?SJSMIg : og
CRESIDENT OF php SENATE TO TI})OLENR s
SINCEREST SymMpATHY AND CON s FOON
HE SENATE op THE PHILIPPIN ALB g
ggglliMELY DEATH OF SENAT
LEY 10 TR gENATE OF “op B4

STATES, Ag WELL As T0 jIS BELOY sh cringy o

V - 3
Dm?iiﬁms' PXEss dispatches have brought tl:,v- 2 for
the Ups he sudden death of Senator AlPe” pe’ it

H::lte‘l Stateg Congress;
and at‘zf:‘xs,- a5 former Vice-President an

e 0;@ tmw‘(‘)f his demise, Alben W. Bal;ch Al
Philing € Filipings and contributed DY ore hel. &y g

\E:Ishmf-Amm‘ica“ relations; Now, there residetswce 0
.'en&tgl“f[h 5 0 l'equ(:sz_ Eu‘irl authOl‘jZG t’.he age Of fﬂrﬂﬂvt‘a

of the Phi]i]‘]pines to transmit a n‘]e?je Bod}{g sg
nd Condolence. of this LegislafiieY to g
o d‘h of Senator Alben W. Bafl.*mily, I
The °¢ States, a5 well as to his 2 il

P : \ o1}
the flcm]:,t BSIDENT. The gentleman 10
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