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El PRESIDENTE. El caballero de Cebu tiene Ia 
palabra. 

El Sen. BRIONES. Como no me siento con fuerzas 
suficientes para pronunciar yo mismo el discurso, 
rogaria que el Secretario se sirva leerlo. 

E l PRESIDENTE. Lease el discurso del caballero 
de Cebu. 

El SECRET ARlO: 

MANIFESTACIONES DEL SEN. BRIONES 

Senator BRIONES. Mr. President, Gentlemen of 
the Senate: Dr. Jose Rizal was born in Calamba, 
Laguna, on June 19, 1861. Therefore, the first 
centenary of his birth will be on June 19, 1961, or 
five years from now. 

What must the country do to celebrate this un
doubtedly glorious and momentous anniversary? 
Will it be enough, when the occasion arrives, to 
celebrate it with civic and military parades and a 
display of floats, or with the burning of sky
rockets and fireworks at the Luneta and other 
public parks; in other words, with noisy and un
substantial festivities, great pomp and fanfare 
which leave nothing permanent, lasting and bene
ficial in the cultural, intelectual and spiritual life 
of the country? I think we should follow the 
example of the advanced nations, with the formu
lation of a pTogram of solid and serious under
takings. 

Because o:f the bill now under discussion in our 
legislative chambers which provides for the com
pulsory inclusion of the works of Rizal in the 
curriculum of all public and private schools, we 
observe a vigorous r~vival of the Rizalian cult 
seldom seen since the tragic death of the martyt·: 
An evident proof of the deep interest in Rizal 
these days is the fact that no copies of NOLI ME 
TANGERE and FILIBUSTERISMO, either in Spanish or 
English, may be found in the local bookstores. 
(My copies naturally are in Spanish, of the 1909 
edition, and it goes without saying that I keep 
them in my library as a priceless treasure.) 

the Plincipal dialects of the country; the hol~nl~ 
of contests to award the best biography of RI: t 
the holding also of contests to award the Jd' sg 
critical study of the works of Rizal; the ho !Dd 

1 an also of contests to award the best man~a. 
1 

for 
textbook of the works and writings of Rizad ca
use in the schools. Due to the pressure of e uthe 
t . . . en to wnal eXIgencies, priority should be giV 

1 
or 

latter- the contests for the primer , manua 
textbook to be used in the schools; etc., etc. '!'his 

So far, the works of Rizal are scattered. nect
~ondition should be corrected, by carefullY 1~

0wust 
mg all of .them, as I have ah·ead_Y stated. :English 
be done m Spanish and Enghsh. The ersons 
translation should be carefully revised bY j funds 
really conversant with both languages .. 1t . ns in 
b ·1 p1la 10 e avai able, there should also be corn 
Tagalog, and other principal dialects. ·o llglltio!l 

One of the obstacles that hinder the pt p 
0
untrY 

f · ur c 0 the works and writings of Rizal 111 ° dJ'tioJJS· 
· · e e f Is ~he absence of popular and ine~pensi:anta.ge 0 

Tlus must be remedied, too, takmg ad 
0
pullll' 

~he centennial, by 'printing inexpensive and p 
Issues. . J1l of 

I h. iniJl'l0 )I t mk there should be a decent rn ~o.0ve a 
R' 1· that aj./ ·n· IZa 1an culture for every Filipino; . d or 1 .1 

n F'J· · ]tuie Jll' 0 
I IPmo Wllo considers himself cu ·tt~ 9 d 

t II · uni J ' ll e ectual be tole1'ated to say with unP 
0
t re 

e~en ~ith ?ertain vainglory, that. he has :ns, thi~~ 
Rizal • and If such inconceivable thmg haP~ceSsllrl e 
that Filipino should be pitied and :I_s Jet t :d 
branded as a ba?·ba?ian. In other wor ode sll~~~~
rnatter be considered as something that d pll01 

be· ashamed of-a sort of social scorn an e.5 
~~. ~ 

Of ~nten.D ,~e 
course the celebration of the c ~o.eli e"8 pd 

as above s . 1 IJ •
5
tll f sho . uggested reqmres mpney. undel 0 tha~ld n~t be sting·y in this case. 1 e }!otl~~Jioll 

R a bill has been presented in th !l'l1 .rll· 
epresentat· . . two dl'IP·~ 

(P2 IVes appropriatmg . 
1 

prOt:> setlv 
It :

000
,000) Pesos for the centennil\oe pre to 

f IS to be hoped that in the midst of ·ts ~,,p.'ftelf 
ervor fo . R' e 1 Jtl ~ 

. 
1 IZal, Congress may se abS0 tlltlv approving th b' . · g an .,, 

· e Ill, and the time bell1 
5
slillJ ·oJl· 

~trnbportant factor in this mattet· it is nec·~re sessll1e 
I e Pas d . ' . Uttl v to 
F . se durmg the present legiS ::Jfe t.e· 

Ive Years h·ngs Jd .... v 
d . are not a long time if t I bOtl ·~dO one With c he11 s 'll.,... , 

P . . are and solicitude as t J coJtlll l:Jftl lesident 11s d a e1e 5 
wh· h . .tuagsaysay has create ·al c tiPe 

I wish to say, therefore, that one of the best 
manners of giving expression to our devotion to 
Rizal would be to commemorate his centennial 
with a program of meani~gful and far-reaching 
features, through undertakings of substantial and 
lasting character, such as, for instance, the es
tablishment and enrichment of a Rizalian museum. 
the erection of a monument more artistic, mor~ 
impressive, in one word, mo:·e ':o1·thy of the glory 
and fame of Rizal; the compilatiOn of all his works 
writings in volumes carefully revised and printed 
both in Spanish and in English, and perhaps in 

tio~~ ;~n be in charge of the cent~n~~n juS efl.t9· 
the e tnembe1·ship of the Co:rnirliS biev~5tlfl 
. s:~t~ctation of solid and splendid ac the o;t)et9• 

guished r PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, tor ~tl 
gentleman from Iloilo, sena 
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w~uld like to make use of the balance of the 
PrJvilcg h . T e our . I ask now that he be recog111zed. 
th he P RESIDENT. The gentleman from 1Ioilo has 

e floor . 

MANIFESTACIONES DEL SEN. ZULUETA 

d. ~l Sen. ZULUETA·. Senor Presidente y caballeros 
c~ ~enado : Con verdadera delectaci6n he estado e~
il c ando el cambio de puntos de vista entre mJs 

ustres t d d b . colegas en este Senado que han es a o 
del atiendo· sobre el proyecto de ley numero 438 
o~}' Sena?o .que t rata de establecer como Iectura 
In . Igator1a leis dos novelas inmortales del hombre. 
tn as grande que jamas haya producido la raza 

alaya. 
tie he t , · por que 

sera es ado preguntando a nu m1srno . 
ii que en esta Camara aparezcarnos co~o. rl-

endo p d ·1gmar 
ni . or un asunto que creo no pue e 

01 
. 

M ngun desacuerdo entre los filipinos. En el Nol~ 
h... e Tange?·e Y El Filibust erisrno se pintan con :mano 
•<laest . rr as que 
exist· 1 a las condiciones sociales Y P

0 1 1
c 11 

tie Ian en esta nuestra querida patria en aqu_? os 
111Pos d 

1 
- R. 1 Dichas dos 

ob:r e laborantismo de 1za · . 
hi· as l'etratan no solamente los defectos smo ta~-

en la · bl En sus p<:L-
&'in s vu'tudes de nuestro pue o. 
las as s~ habla de los temores, de ~~~ esp~ranza~:
di aspn·aciones de los entonces Vlhpend.1ad~s 1 os qu , 'bl aclenc1a os 
abu e sob1;ellevaban con incre1d1 e P . ·as . sos d 

1 
. ' d y las op1eso1 

tgnoru· . e os poderes constltUI os . dad Rizal 
e~ . 1n1as de una corrompida socie · · »Cl'Ibi . . ornbre, smo 
l>ctqueo no para inmor tallzar su .n ueria sobre 
tod . deseaba ensefiar a su pueblo' q · ·tudes o llll ,· . , i-:J'pino las VII 
de 

11 
P11mu· en cada corazon u 

1 . nstancias 
ttist~estra r aza, a fin de que, en las c.n: pre beber 
el va~ ~ desesperantes, pudiera~os ~~e de aqueUos 
cuy

0 
.01 Y' la inspiraci6n en el eJernP 

0
. }ado en la 

f 
1nc3 b , . b' 'do acr1so 

l'a .lorna le esp1ntu ha 1a S
1 

&'ua d · e las mayores desgracias. 
Claro . tan ingenuos que 

C!·earn es que no debe~os s: r Filibustet·ismo 
~on hos que el N ol'i Me Tange?e Y El pudieran o l' do que no 
Sefiai as perfect isimas de mo . que obra 
huh. at se en elias alaunas f altas. pero 1.. contiene 

''lana h o . que no lling ay que pueda decn·se genio sin-
una ? . . 1 na f ue un lhllar · R1zal sm duda a gu d rnos afirmar 

ab~ 
1
• Pero no porque lo f uera po e ·ntacha-

b 
.,o uta . ·tos son I 

les Illente que todos sus escll d que desde 

literariamente, por ejemplo, con la no'7ela cervan
tina, Don Quijote de la Mancha, o la Divina Co
?nedia de Dante. Pero, como ya dije antes, Rizal 
no aspiraba a la f ama literaria como novelista al 
escribir sus dos obras. Que el r etraimiento, 0 

mejor dicho, la humildad era una de sus princi
pales virtudes se revela en su carta a Marcelo H. 
del Pilar cuando los dos aspiraban a la direcci6n 
de los filipinos residentes e~ Madrid. Decia: " N 0 

debo crear la divi!li6n en este pel'i6dico (La Solido,.. 
1·idad). Prefiero retirarme a la soledad y el aisla
rniento, antes que perturbar la armonia y Ia paz 
de sus directores. Mi politica- si la vida que 
Jlevo puede Uamar·se politica-es verme eclipsado y 
de-Jarte como jefe de la politica filipina. Deseo 
estar seguro de que jamas se me considere como 
un obstaculo a nadie, aunque esto implique mi 

caida". 
Le bastaba para su intento desahogar su alma 

exponiendo sin temor Y con claridad los vicios de 
sus compatriotas con la esperanza de que algful dia 
el pueblo que tan menospreciado era hallar·ia t am
bien el lugar· que le correspondia entre las naciones 
civilizadas del mundo. Me atrevo a decir que 
Rizal solo quiso revelar sus sentimientos por medio 
de Simoun, ei p1·otagonista principal de E l F ili
buste1·ismo quien "incita a sus compatriotas a re
belarse, a que se den cuenta de su Inisero estado, 
su abandono, la degradaci6n y la vileza en que viven 
en cont raste con la opulencia de los gobernantes, 
la licencia y los caprichos de la clase alta". -

El mismo ilustre estadista de Batangas, Doctor· 
Laurel, en su luminosa ponencia del proyecto de 
ley admite que en algunas partes de las novelas 
de 'nizal se podrian sefialar ciertas faltas o lunares. 
y hasta podria aiiadir a mi vez que hay trozos en 
ambos libros que podr:ian ser materia de enconada 
disputa porque pueden tener r elaci6n con los sen
timientos r eligiosos y morales de una buena parte 
de nuestro pueblo. Pero los libros, cualesquiera 
que sean, no los leernos con. el fin de. buscarles falta.s 

0 
deleitarnos con ellos. S1, pues, tlenen faltas, eh

minemoslas asi como, algunas veces, suprimimos, 
mediante Mbil operaci6n quirurgica, los defectos 
del cuerpo humano sin destruir necesariamente la 

rnisrna vida. 
Bueno es que recordemos en esta coyuntura que 

el Puen lo mas minimo. La verda . es los ~riticos 
nt rterarJO Conv· 0 de vista puramente l d 'ovelas reune 

toda len en en que ninguna de las 
05 

n que pudiera 

Rizal f ue un hombre profundamente religioso. 
Aun siendo adolescente expres6 sus ideas sobre la 
fe en relaci6n con la educaci6n. Permiticlme que 
acote un t rozo de su composici6n poetica titulada: 
"Alianza intima entre la Religion y la. Edncaci6n": · s la ··as para Juzga s condiciohes necesari . erdaderamente 

~t·a rse como obra }iteraria . v J' rno Y nues-

t 
lldi d nac1ona JS 

t·a ad os.a. Nuest ro pro~un ° R zal no impiden 
e} qu tnrraci6n y amor smceros ad 

1 
parangonarse, 

e 
1
. 0 pue en 
econozcamos que n 

63310 -a 

'"Tnl In Educaci6n est1·echa nlinnza 
Con alma. Religion une since1·a: 
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Por ella Educaci6n renombre alcanza; 
Y 1 ay! del ser que ciego desechando 
De santa Religion sabias doctrinas, 
De su puro raudal huye nefando;'. 

Mi actitud, por lo tanto, con respecto a esta 
materia, Sefior Presidente, es la siguiente: que el 
Noli Me Tangere y El Filibuste1ismo sean de lec
tt.:ra obligatoria en toda,s nuesh·as instituciones de 
ensefianza, pero aquellas partes de ambas obras 
que se consideren dis·cutibles desde el punto de 
vista de la religion 0 la moxa! se pasen por alto. 
Quiero subrayar, sin embargo, que dichas obras 

' comQ lectura obligatoria, lo sean en su original en 
castellano o en sus traducciones intGgras al ingles 
y .el idioma nacional. Este p1·op6sito, el de evitar 
en Jo posible las partes discutibles, es facil de Jo
grar. Bajo el articulo 3 del proyecto que estamos 
considerando, el Departamento de Educaci6n queda 
autorizado para dictar el reglamento que sea ne
cesario para la debida ejecucion de la ley. Si se 
quiere, esto puede ser a manera de enmienda al 
articulo del proyecto de modo que claramente se 
indique como o de que manera el Departamento 
de Educacion podr ia disponer que los libros de 
Rizal sean obj eto de ensefianza en las escuelas. 
Personalmente, creo que es meritoria Ia sugesti6n 
de que la Jectura obligatoria se aplique solamente 

~ en el tercero y el c~arto . aiio del coleg:iado 0 algo 
equivalente a esto; mclus1ve no tendria objecion a 
que se incluyan las anotaciones tal como se ha 
sugerido tambien en el curso de las audiencias 
publicas. El Noli Me Tange1·e Y El E:.iJ:ibuste?'ismo 
ya son lectura requerida en la Universidad de Silli
man, asi como en la Universidad de Filipinas se les 
hace leer las dos novelas a los estudiantes de lite
ratura. Mi opinion es que las dos novelas sean 
lectura r equerida en todas las instituciones do
centes, pero que el metodo que se emplee para 
ello varie segun la edad Y el grado relativos de los 
estudiantes. Por de pronto, creo que, realmente 
hay trozos en las dos obras que podrfan ser in~ 
comprensibles, y hasta peligrosos, para los esco
lares. Los adol~scentes de uno y ~tro sexo, Por 
ejemplo, no podnan entender las exphcaciones sobre 
la infalibilidad del Papa, la veneraci6n de las imu
genes, Ja devoci6n a los santos, Ia confesion sacra
mental, las flaquezas de los sacerdotes y muchas 
otras cosas que no serian gratas a los sentimientos 
religiosos de la inmensa mayoria de nuestro 
pueblo. Porque soy del parecer de aquellos de mis 
compatriotas que temen que las ensefianzas de 
ciertos dogmas, princip~o~ o creencias no harian 
mas sino sembrar la s1m1ente de la desuni6n en 

• 0 de los nuestro pueblo que, a pesar del transcuiS f 
· 1 a sola e. sig os, se ha adherido firmemente a un E !ish 
I have noted, to my chagrin, tha: the ;~al's 

and Tagalog versions of certain portwns ?f from 
Noli Me Tange1·e are not faithful translations te· . . ·n stta · the .ongmal Spanish edition. Let me I u edition, 

On page 165 of the Spanish text, 1950 deliV· 
namaso P .. Sayo Book Store, we have Padre tace of 

ermg a sermon in which he speaks of a tance. 
heretics who, he says, -,vill die in final unrep:nve an 
Then the Padre quotes Christ: "If yo~ aff and 

.1 . ut lt 0 , evi member that leads you. to sm, c 
cast it into the fire " ppears 

Immediately after this quotation, there a 
the following on· the same page 165: 

0
11 

su setJll 
"Fr. Damaso estaba nervioso, habia olvidado 

Y su ret6rica. ?r{anilll ' 
-lOyes? pregunt6 un joven estudiante de -~-

su compafiero: l Te cortas? , el otro sen 
-iCa! iQue Io ha haga el antes! contesto 

lando a! predicador". ecofld 
. n s 0 t SJatiO ' aiJJ• . ~ page 2~0 of Derbyshire's ran . n CoJllP" t,;, 

Edition, ReVIsed Philippine Educabo tudefl 
th b · f ' h two s so'S . e l'Ie conversation between t e pM118 ·sJl 
which follows immediately after Padre }!.:llgl! g 
quotation of Christ does not appear. Theo }lavlflt 

' ·mas ~ translation merely speaks of Padre Da toric • 
forgotten both his sermon and his ~·he the 11!l 
being nervous and proceeds to describe 

0 
easiness of Ibarra and Maria Clara. J,,, ped~e 

0 ·on IJJ " n page 176 of the Tagalog versi store, ell 
Gatmaitan, 1948 edition P. Sa.yo Boo~ pet\\'e 
have this translation of' the conversation 
the two students : .oflte'' ~:~ 

·-· N .· · · . "esliUd1 nllPuP 
<. attnntg mo ba-tanong ng I sang - I r f 

taga Maynila sa l<anyang . . kasaJI'la JlS 

gutan ka nang ulo l kap!lmg na . , __ tt~goJl 
·Tse · g tsa· tf 

k 
1 

' stya muna ang magpugot na rna , nllll' 
ausap na i · .riJ<" e 

mnguso ang nagseserm6n. ne "" edg 
I make no claim to having mastered t ){Po'v-l pot 

Pambansa, but anyone with a meagel' sl~tiO~·siotl 
of Tagalog can easily see that the tra~slt ..;e 
obnly . does not do J·ustice to the gpallllf .~-c-'t 
ut 1t · ·mse · }l ~> ·9 

' In effect, disfigures Rizal hl d]js , 1 . 
The re . the }!}flo aJOZ:rol' ason .for the omission 1n 'f~g rv 

and the d l"b . ill jtl '·p1 
b e 1 erate mistranslation ·tio!l ~J.ll 

ecause I a"" . 1 • poi ...rte 11fl· M e T, ' 4
'

1 s ure, that particu ar ve ~ .. ...,:£ Jl1~ t 
whicha

1
;ue?·e as Written by Rizal can .11~jtieS 0 • vf'~, 

D b s repulsive to the finer senslb '"it f01 tfl, 9 
er Yshir ·t not JJ to Je~ 

anu G t e~ Perhaps, considered I ·st as tJIJt 
h. t a maitan gave it a different tWl )., 0 dO 

I& ransl t ' s WP 
a wn readable by Filipino 
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~:~~~ be shocked if his Tagalog rendition were a 
1F ul t ranslation of the original. 

or 'f · ul , 1 m st ead of saying "papupugutan l<a ng 
w~· h Gatmaitan used- "Mag paputol ka ba ?" 
ha lc could have been cor rect , then ·what would 

PPen a d ·t · h t· · tau h ' . n 1 W i ll happen when sue por wn lS 

do 1 t m the classroom is that a young child may 
y

0
: t~ess ask t he t eacher : " Mag papu~ol ng a no:" 

cisel hus find yourself in a mess whlCh you pre-

'M~ would want t o avoid. 
y as que nunca t enemos que ser un pueblo unido. 
rna .en este mismo a ugusta recinto se advierte una 

at cada d ' · .. · 1' · A. · lVISlOn sobre puntas de vtsta re 1gwsos. 
se J;zgar . por el a pasionamiento con que el a~unto 
de d~s~ute, inclusive los catolicos corren el n esgo 
qu lVldirse, y no lo permita Dios, senor Presidente, 
luc~:o~ ~e~mos otra vez en las angustias de ~tra 
dis l ehgwsa . P or esto debier a ser Ia nolma 

cy~ ' . @ las a de cualquier gobierno el ev1tar, aun 
tet· aulas escola r es la ensefianza de aquella~ ~~-

las qu . ' . f d convtccwn 
t el' . e pud1eran mmar la pro un a tg1osa d · , d 1 blo Pero, 
au e una gr an mayon a e pue : 
ab n cuando sea obstinada repeticion,-dtgo qu~ 

ogo p ' t gras pol -
que or el uso de las traducciones m e . 
que creo que si las obr as de Rizal se han de leer 
una se lean tales como el las escr ibio, porque, co~to 

Vez d . . t un escl'l o 
Sob a v trtlo el Senador Rec o en . re R ' · . d 011 qutenes, 
co,., . lZal, debemos tener cu1da 

0 
c ... sc1ent . b por Jeer sus 

lltopia e o mconscienternent e, aca ~n tergiver-
sand s convicciones en lo que escnben, . . I·os o co . . es los JUIC 
que h n sus pr ej uicios y predilecciOn b es a ac h de holD r < 
qui en sobr e la vida y los heC os . p . enes l ·JencLO er o 
dejad a m uer te ha impuesto ya su .s

1 1~ obras 
Ot igin ~ue los estudiant es lean, si quler~1~

1

' sus pro
(,ia., da es de Rizal Y que saquen de etas a rma 

" ed . de ener 
t'tlent . ucc1ones. No puede uno t camPO 
.1 e Inq . 't ' 1 ·e el vas o 1.1e la ms1 1va el que exP or 1 acen la 
lltis· . Ver dad. "Los fuer tes muros 

110 1 

N d' lon . . 1 ·aula". a le 
~llsen. . ' n1 las ver jas de hierro . a J ·dad sobrc 
~l P 0 a Adan y Eva a descubrll' la yer d', a 
"t... ecad d. persua 10 < 

".ta
1
't in. o origina l asi como ?a. 

1
e d contra sus 

he11n Luter o a alzar su voz Irrita a 

L 
anos de h ' b 't Ia dieta de Worms. u a 1 o en . 0 forrna no 

llued 8.upresi6n en cualquiera guis~ , de buenos 
libl'oe llllpedir la lectura o circulaciOilt coroo v s L . t au ores 

olta· · as obr as de errunen es . 111uchos 
e ll'e • t ados por 
ll ., ~, Y V1ctor H ugo, concep u , ·cos v de 

1\A .., .... t' t y ('}Ill ' • ' 
'"\Ins · .1empo como irr everen es d . encon-t lgul t ·turba ores, 

1
1·al'on en e, irreligiosos Y per to 111er ecido en 
a es"'e a su debido tiernPo Ull p~es Pol·que como 
u· "' l'a d 1 · torw ' ljo un e las letras y la 115 d ~nque pisot eada, 
&~ 1 gran pensador Ia verda ' a c" evant , t que nun ... 

a otra vez, mas f uer e 

"Ni sola la compulsion ha sido nunca bas tante 
para hacer grande una obra o una idea. La ob . 

l
't · 1 'd ra 1 e~·ana o , a .1 ea para que tenga fuer za moral y 
v~hd.ez pracbca, debe contar con Ia aceptacion 
publica. De esta fuer za moral y validez pract ica 
esta.n Jlena~ las obras d~ ~izal, como lo comprueba 
Ia mfiuencw que conhnuan ejerciendo sobre el 
curso de la histor ia patria. 

Las nov.elas de Riz~l, como su autor, ya no son 
de Ia prop1edad exclusiva de los filipinos; pertenecen 
a todos los tiempos Y al mundo entero." 

No dejo de tener en cuenta t otalmente los puntos 
de vista expuestos por los catolicos en las a udiencias 
p(tblicas convocadas por el Comib~ de Educaci6n 
del Senado. Tambien he leido la Declaracion de 
la J erarquia Filipina, fechada el 21 de abril de 
J 956. A nil parecer, no es de grav.e importancia el 
hecho de que haya_ o no "en·or es r eligiosos" en 
las citadas obras, como se alega. P er o si r ea l
menie hay tales en·ores, Jo mejor es que las dos 
novelas se lean porque de esta maner a podnin los 
profesores tener ocasi6n de corregir tales errores 
ya que no hay mejor lugar para la busca de 1~ 
verdad qne las aulas escelares. 

Si Ia verdad hace a los hombres libres, entonces 
confio, se~or President~,. en que nada podni impe
dir a Ia JU\·entud ~atohca de n uestra patria que 
sepan que cuando Rizal escr ibio mcnospreciando a 
la Iglesia y atacando el orden polit ico entonces 
existente, cl era mason, era un alma indignada 
cu:ro pais, y hasta su propia familia, era perse~ 
guido y en torno a el .n? veia mas que la codicia y 
rapacidad cle los admm1stradores coloniales. Pero 
si eso era Ja yerdad, tambien lo f ue el que, siendo 
Rizal un hombre de gran sabiduria y gran valor, 

110 
yacilo en r etractarse "de cuanto en sus obras, 

escritos y publicaciones Y conducta h nbiera habido 
contrario a su condicion de hijo de Ia Iglesia Ca
t6Jica". Estos son hechos historicos que debemos 
conocer , y solo se pneden conocer si Rizal y sus 
obras son materia cle lectnra Y ensefianza en las 

aulas escolares. 
Con respecto a la objeci6n de que 1a medida no 

es constitucional, pienso que esta. no quebranta el 
precepto sobre libertad acadcmica. Libertad aca
demica es la libertad que deben gozar quienes acu
den a las instituciones de ensefianza ~>ara itwestigar, 
discutir y expresar sus puntos de Ylsta sin impedi
mento de nadie. E l proyecto de ley del Senado 
que eslamos consider ando, de ningun modo con 
t rarresta esa 1iber tad ya que la libe1·tad acadcmica 

110 
sig-nitica,. no puede significar, libertad para 

.jgnorar los 1cleales Y las aspiraciones nacionales. 
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Debo confesar , senor Presidente y caballeros del 
Senado, que cuando por primera vez lei el pro
yecto de ley Nfunero 438 del Senado, no pude 
menos de preguntarme por que hemos de escoger 
solamente a Rizal. ;, Y que de los escritos de Del 
Pilar, Mabini, Guerrero, Palma, Apostol, Recto y 
demas ilustTes y grandes filipinos? Tambien me 
preguntaba si era aun necesario el que obliguemos 
a nuestro pueblo, y aun-rrias a nuestros estudiantes, 
a que lea las novelas de Rizal. ;,No es contraria
me preguntaba yo a mi misma-a la condicion de 
filipino el no estar bien enterado de las obras de 
Rizal? Si el N oli Me Tange1·e y Jj:l FiUbusterismo 
son magnificas novelas ; si son buena lectura, no 
necesita uno decir u obligar a nuestros estudiantes 
que las lean. · La Sagrada Biblia es el libro de los 
libros que t odos Ieen; las obras de Shakespeare son 
leidas po1· todos los pueblos de habla inglesa del 
mundo; Paul Whitman, Carl Sandburg, William 
Saroyon, son todos leidos asiduamente, aunque no 
hay ley alguna que obligue su lectura. 

La explicacion de este sorprendente fenomeno, a 
mi j uicio, es que a veces somos un pueblo muy 
extrafio, muy peculiar. Si hemos de ser fieles a 
las ensefia:qzas de Rizal, admitamos entonces, en 
1:1n acto de examen de conciencia, que con frecuencia 
tiene alguien que indicarnos lo que nos puede api·o
vechar. Race algunos afios, recuerdo que Miss Cyn
thia Davis, hija del que fue gobe1:nador general 
Dwight F. Davis, acompafi6, a su padre a la pro
vincia de Mindoro. Alguien de dicha provincia 
creo que era el gobernador provincial, regal6 a Mis~ 
Davis una orquidea de negro de ebano. Por su
puesto era una variedad rara, probablemente la 
unica del mundo, y cuando Miss Davis mas tarde 
Ia ensefi6 a sus amigos en los Estados Unidos 
muchos la envidiaban hasta el punto de que u~ 
coleccionista de orquideas le ofrecio por ella varios 
miles de dolares. Esto di6 lugar a que desde en
tonces los filipinos, inclusive ~os no iniciados, se 
dieran cuenta de nuestras orqmdeas'. 

Race algunos dias, el distinguido caballero de 
Albay, Senador Sabido, nos revelo que el p1·ofesor 
Ernesto Jimenez Caballero, de Ia Universidad de 
Madr id, le habia dicho que consideraba las dos 
novelas de Rizal como las mejores novelas politicas 
despues de la de Don Quijote y que eran lectura 
suplementaria en las escuelas espafiolas. 

Nos debe ruboriza~ el sabe~· .que ~uestro propio 
heroe nacional es meJor aprec1ado en el extranjero 
que en nuestro mismo pais. Esto es cosa que debe 
preocupar gravemente a nuestro pueblo. He in
dicado en el curso de mis manifestaciones que, si 

t or medio 
dependiera ·de mi, no r esolveria el asun ° ~ derando. 
de una ley como la que estamos co~s~01npleta· Pero aunque el proyecto de ley no esta sar be 
mente de conformidad con mi modo deLpe~el ~ean 
salido en su favor-no porque Recto Y au que en 
mis amigos-sino mas bien porque c.re;orqde si 
general, esto es bueno para el pueblo. - tor Rizal, 
los filipinos aman y admiran al Do~ posici6D· 

· · · guna 1111 que le amen y admu·en sm nm . . 
-Mas i ay ! no parece haber otro m~~ho. de inculcllr 

Nuestra experiencia en cuestwn de nuestro 
cierto-idealismo en el corazon y la mente do inter· 
pueblo puede ser eficaz solarnente cuantosuficiell· 

· . . , La au rIo v1ene un elemento de imposiCwn. ta po . 
. , tra me J(Af· Cia economica ha sido siempre nues nU (~ 

I E , . , u Bauo se que e .sp1ker Roxas orgamzo s do esto 
18 P'Unan, al que sigui6 la NEP A, Y to atriot85 e 

encaminaba a despertar en nuestros coDlP ·oductoS 
· d d tros P1 rzos 1 ea e que debian patrocinar nues esfue el 
industrias locales, pero todos nuestros Io culll "

0 
en tal sentido resultaron inutiles, por uelto, tude 
C res · ongreso, dando un paso valiente Y negoC10 ·do 
que aprobar una ley filipinizando el tro se0~1ll. venta por menor en Filipinas. ~ueds bieroll )llr 

t · ' t· · • ca e t8 pa r1o Ico y nuestra concienc1a CIVl '8fllos cit 
bernos convencido de que no debel'l prodLI vi 
· d. t · para os m IS mtamente nuestros bosques IosiV de! 
mad . , a1• e){P ,1eJl e1 a, que no debenamos us o dB 
· agu~ J~ vonenos para pescar en nuestras t fer Jll5 

t · d tes a .1es nues ra Primogenitura actuando e, futl IJe' 
los extranjeros pero como pareclanl~rllellte;,.JJO' . . , , . I so .,.... w 
mvocacwnes al sentimiento nacwna te de J' e 

• 1 cor ~ac9 ' • mos ap1 obado una ley que r egula e ·a. pi/" teS 
~es, castigamos el uso de explosivos par cell de jJll' 
lJ11p . s hll- tle$ ! onemos penas graves a qu1ene p pO 
tafe· haYa. tle e Iros de los extran]· eros. Que n £1 

1 
qtl 

P · · • · os e !l OSICion, s1 es necesario y confiern cfo!l . 
est · • d a na J' e med10 lograremos la gran ~z et!ll d 
fue el suefio que le consumia a R1za.l. t a.do, p tittl 
. Resumiendo los puntos que he plan : J)li 9-c 

tidm b 0ner ·fl e, ca alleros, que vuelva a exP lllro· tof1' 
sob-·e te · en c ·d9 tl' 

l es as unto para dej aria b1en · 
0

}Jl1t:r tit 
P · · t ra. ·pS e$ nmero. Estoy a favor de Ia lee u J!l5 1 doll e 

d~ las dos novelas de Rizal en todaS restri.'\:1 4~9 Clones de en - . . , a laS A<:1cJO eJ senanza con suJec1on dtJV" 9fl 
1
, 

q~e se. autoricen al Departamento de ~e 19- J1l ePtel 
P:escnba mediante r eglamento, sobr seiillr' ; 
como la d , d en 1~ 
d.. d 8 os novelas se habran e efl .

1
·o 

Ien ose. , t"' . • f<" . •• 
1 Q ·equJe 1.$1 o 

· ·. ue la Iectura obligatoria se 1 uni~e IV.te 
~~~b\~ciones del nivel de colegiado. 0cutif p• 
todas lbertad irrestringida para dtS 

las porciones de las novelas ; y 
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2 d: Que en todas las demas escuelas, la ensenanza 
lSCU ' ' que 510n ~obre aquellas partes de ambos libros 

Vistas~ cons1d: ren discutibles desde el pun to de 
evitar. e la religion, la etica o la moral, se deberan 

s .. ano:g~ndo. No tengo objeci6n a la inclusion de 
arnb aclones en cualquiera de las dos novelas o e'n 

as. 
Tercero L b ' d · 

que 
. · as obras de Rizal que se ha ran e re-

rn· c · · · 1 esp - omo lectura deberim ser en su on gma en 
anol o 1 · 1' el id' en sus. traducciones integras a mg es Y 

n_
1

·z 
1
1oma nacional. Si como dij e, las obras de 

a s h ' R' 1 las e. an de leer que lo sean tales como 1za 
al e~crlbi6. Racer 'de otro modo seria desfigurar 

lnismo K 1 C 1za. 
Cole r~o firmemente que nuestros -estudiantes de 
llte;;os Y universidades del presente son mental~ 
jar a~ maduros y, por consiguiente, se les debe de~ 
~0 solutamente libres en su busca de la verdad. 
lliii es asi, sin embargo en cuanto a nuestros 

os y . ' · y los 
grad Ulnas de las escuelas secundar1as , 

os · f odr1a 
dec· ln eriores. Seria un mal, Y aun P . 1r p 

1
. . te que 

e}Cp} e Igroso el permitirles hbremen ~ad1~·en lo prohibido. Asuntos haY de los que ]os 
hab} s celosos del bien de sus hijos no qu~eren 
~ d l ~@ Que , e ante de ellns asi como no qu 

lllal estos, siendo de tierna edad escuchen palabr~s as u b ' h , rnos n1as 
Que · 0 scenas. Ciertamente, no aria d l\ue"tJ~gar con fuego si pusieramos en manos 1.e 

" 1 os d , muY pe I~ ~os a olescentes armas que senan d 
h. as de nifesta o, es 
••tuy manejar. Como ya he rna . 
lorg· Posible que haya err6neas ;nterpret:"ctones do 
los lVer saciones en la discusi6n por los Jovenes e 
c l>asa · p a la con~ ~esio Jes sobre la infalibilidad del a.p ' d t " n sac . d los sacer o es 

Aprendamos de los ejemplos que la historia nos 

enseiia. 
Antes de terminru~, senor Presidente, permitidme 

que cierre mis consideraciones con esta breve re
ferencia a aquel pasaje de El Filibusterismo en el 
q.ue hablan el Senor Pasta y el joven Isagani. El 
Senor Pasta aconsejaba a Isagani que no buscara 
"en la tierra mas que la mayor suma de felicidad 
p~·opia". Y esta fue la r espuesta de Isagani: 
"Cuando t enga canas como estas, senor, y vuelva 
lavista hacia mi pasado Y vea que solo he trabajado 
para mi, sin haber hecho lo que buenamente podia 
y debia por el pais que me ha dado todo, por los 
ciudadanos que me ayudan a vivir, entonces, senor, 
cada cana me sera una espina y en vez de glo~ 
rjarme de elias, me he de avergonzar". 

Muchas gracias, senor Presidente y Miembros 

del Senado. Senator RECTO. Mr. Presid(;mt, will the gentleman 

yield? The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield if he 

wishes. 
Senator ZULUETA. Gladly . 
Senator RECTO. Your Honor, what is the dif-

ference between that passage of the Noli which 
you rE:ad and that passage preciS'ely from the lips 
of Jesus Christ when he said: "If your eyes sin 
pluck them out; if your hands sin, cut them off.': 

Senator ZULUETA. I am verY glad to answer that 
very nice question. Since the fall of paradise, when 
Adam and Eve discovered the original sin, malice 
has been inherent in the human being. That gospel 
was given by Jesus Christ in that era when men 
needed procreation, needed to mult iply, it has a 
li ttle moral teaching. Even though I did not study 
theology. I can answer this question as I have been 

01 otra ramental, las flaquezas e 
Se 5 rna.terias semejantes. t ' 

el\te '. Senor Presidente que mi actitud no es ~ 
ll1·oylarnente conforme· c~n lo que se propane e~. -~ 
" to; cto de ley N Umero 438 del senado.. Tam ta~le 
!lara seguro de que mi actitud no sera acep t 
h. · quie d ·obaci6n de es a 
·•tedid nes desearian la esapr 1 ·able 
Qe en:- ~ero debe haber alguna. _formu ~a~~;, y 
lo q endimiento alguna transaccJOn aceP 

f rom the Ateneo de ManUa where Your Honor 
came from. The gospel says "go forth and multi~ 
ply.'' You know that, gentleman from Batangas. 

Senator RECTO. I do not know. 
Senator ZULUETA. No? 
Senator RECTO. What I know is that it is not 

the Gospel, but the Genesis. But what has that 
to do with my question ? Jesus Christ said in 
the gospel, "If your eyes sin, pluclc them out; if 

your arms sin, cut t hem off." c· Ue s . ' . nTV'I nte a recon~ 
1liat· 

1 
Ugiero se encamina preciStu .. e . o · d · torJOS· 

ll 5 dos puntos de vista contra lC 
ll e lev l tencia contra el 
elig

1
• antado mi voz de ac v~r d d'vidir a 

llttest
1
? de disensi6n, contra el nes~o. e 

1 
que se 

:'lttba~ PUeblo en dos grupos rehg!OSc~l en Jas 
~ttu,..:n. Ya hemos tenido exPe\:": ,emejante· 
e 1 estad engendradas por una ~uc durante siglos 

Senator ZULUETA. How can Your Honor expect 
t o answer the question supposing it is made by 
your own daughter ? I say this because I know 

you have a daughter. 

l\ una 0 de la Argentina, afinca 
0
b no de sangre 

cuando ~ola r eligi6n, pas6 . por 6u~ ~e del pueblo. 
a potestad civil pJ.SOte a 

senator RECTO. l\Iy daughters are all married. 
senator ZULUETA. Then Your Honor does not 

need to teach them anymore e~en to explain what 

the gospel is? 
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Senator RECTO. But the gospel means nothing 
ill except for the malice of Your Honor. 

Senator ZULUETA. But if Your Honor is asked, 
supposing Your Honor is a t eacher, what \Yill be 
Your Honor's answer? 

Senator RECTO. I am asked what. I dont get the 
point of the Senator. 

Senator ZULUETA. I will not close m y eyes with
out inquiring into the truthfulness and veracity 
of this malicious statement. 

Senator RECTO. But Your Honor's mind is the 
one that is malicious. 

Senator ZULUETA. Since Adam and Eve com
nutted that sin in paradise malice was inherent in 
the human being. 

Senator RECTO. But those passages are not found 
in the Noli Me TangeTe. In that case, you need not 
be scandalized. 

Senator ZVLUETA. Your Honor has been scandal
ized already judging by the way you ask€d during 
the interpellation of Senator Rodrigo, what is Jesus 
Christ without the gospel ? 

Senator RECTO. You misunderstood a reth~rical 
question for one addressed to Senator Rodrigo. 

Senator ZULUETA. Jesus Christ without the gos
p el is Jesus Christ to me. 

Senator RECTO. It is ve.ry difficult to argue and 
discuss with Your Honor if Your Honor believes 
that way. 

Senator ZULUETA. Your Honor has your opinion 
and I have my own. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Mr. President, will the gentle
man yield to a few questions? 

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

Senator ZULUETA. With very great pleasure. 
Senator RoDRIGO. The gentleman from Iloilo 

stated here that in the English translation of the 
Noli by Derbyshire, that particular portion in the 
Spanish text was omitted because, according to 
the gentleman from Iloilo, it was the opinion of 
Derbyshire that that particular portion might shock 
the moral sensibilities of adolescent girls specially. 

Senator ZULUETA. I said that it may be repulsive. 
Senator RODRIGO. Repulsive. My question ls 

this. Under the present bill, one of the conditions 
imposed is, that the text and the translations :must 
be unexpurgated .. If this b~ll were to be enacted 
into law, would It not be 1llegal for Derbyshire 
to delete that portion . · · I r eform the question 
Would it not be against thi~ bill if enacted int~ 
law if an English translation like Derbyshir , 
omits this poJ'tion of the original Spanish tex~~ 

. will not 
Senator ZULUETA. But Your Honoi ission 

penalize Derbyshire for having made an om •ord. 
d :finer '' just for elegance, using instea a. for that. 

Your Honor would not penalize hi~ e that 
Your Honor specially would agree With Ill 

he did very well by omitting that wor~. d the 

Senator RODRIGO. I agree w ith De:·byshi~~::shire. 
gentleman from Iloilo agrees With Db'll one 
B th ·esent 1 • · ut I am refenina- now to e pi t bill JS 

of the conditions ~mposed by the pre::nnslations 
that both the original text and !he. 1

1~ enacted 
~ust be unexpurgated. Under. this bJI DerbYS~;re 
mto law, would this translatJOn by h orig1nn1 
which expurgated a small portion of t e 
te>..i; qualify? ·operlY 

Senator ZULUETA. I think it will not be :S rnind 
corre~t. Maybe, Derbyshir~ will chan~~ransllltioll 
and, 1f at all, he will publrsh anothel 
if he is compelled by the law to do 50' la"' we 

. to the ' Senator RODRIGO. And accordmg ing. 
translator is compelled to put everyth 

Senator ZULUETA. Everything. h 
muc · Senator RODRIGO. Thank you verY 

0 438 CONSIDERACI6N DEL S. N · 

( Continuaci6n) ]lat ,,·e 
I aslc t 436· 

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, Bill l'fO· .
00 now resume consideration of Senate ·dert1t1 

consl 
The PRESIDENT. Resumption of the 1' 'Jl' 

of Senate Bill No. 438 is now in orde h. distills 
S . t t e .gb 
. enator PRIMICIAS. Mr. Pres1den 'and 'fa)

5
tlre· 

glllshed gentleman from Batangas 
1 

Jl'letl g~~s 
will now resume his turn in favor of t 1e J3.!ltil~ 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman froJl'l 
and Tayabas has the floor. 

DISCURSO DEL SEN. RE_cTO A FA VOJ{ of 
( Continuaci6n) jefl'leJ'lJjl)' 

S d ge!lt tel'u enator RECTO. Mr. President an . yes 1ll~e the Senate . Wh I . ld d the flool to J1 tcs 
b . en yie e . ni!lg st!l '5 

ecause of the late hour I was begJtl V ;ted \'p11 

my cornnlents on the de~ision of the n. Jello tJfJl 

!~Preme Court in the Barnette cas~, 0 : .elied tlte1~ 
b It~~sse.s case, which decision is beJl1g

4
g8 a~;t~ 0 , 

ty e opponents of Senate Bill :No··totioP9 
1 

yfe, 
s 1·ongest a th . . nstl dB tit• tl u onty agamst the co d ]eli> , 
8 le pr.oposed :measure. The factual anpotll b~ ptl0: 

d~~t~bo~ made of the Barnette case a!ld t11~o i~t' 
lnguished gentleman from Sama.l' . 1 jS o ~~a 

nYmous- author of the s·o-called pa.stoJ:att... gfl 11'1 
accurate th f trtJ J• , uS 
know th at it amounts to a hal ~ bJ10tiO 

at half-truths are more 0 



SENATE 1253 

repul · 
Past 

Sive t han outright untruths. The so-called 
oral · · c • m m voking t he authority of the Barnette 

th . e ollowmg : "The Supr eme Court of ase says t h f . 
sc~ ~mte? States has decided that the .American 
Jehoo children belonging to a certain sect, the 
sal otvah's Witnesses sect, cannot be compelled to 
fenu . e the Amer ican flag because said act is of
wh:~v: to t heir r eligious belief. " And that is all 
fa t l S said in t he so-called pastoral about the 

~~ of the Barnette case. 
Sa le ~resentation made by the gentleman from 
era7 ar 15• 1nutatis mutandis, the same: The Fed
Sa Supreme Court, says the gentleman from 

tnar v· .. Stat on page 15 of h is speech, in West 1rg1~1a 
an e B~ard of Education vs. Barnette, reversmg 
stat earlier decision, declared unconstitutional a 
tea eh boar d resolution compelling all children and 

c er · · flag s m public schools to salute the .Amen can 
:M ~s t he symbol of the nation. 

ha l. President it is not as simple as that. Per-
th_Ps, I was pu,tting it mildly when I said th~t 
l'e lsl. sta tement amounts only to a half-truth ; Ill 

a 1ty 't · · In the \ler ' 1 1s a complete misrepresentatJOn. cas~ Words of the Court 's decision in the Barnette 
\\a ' Mr. P resident the fl ag salut e ceremonY that 
co~ declared unco~stitutional when it was made 

Pulso
1
· · d 11 .. "What is now 

l'equ· Y 1s escribed as fo ows · 
kee Ir ed is t he 'stiff-arm' salute, the saluter t~ 
-s~ the r ight han d raised with palm turne.d ~P 
Sam far the statement of fact by the Sen~toi fron: 
s a r and t h d b the ''pastorals authol, 
o far e one ma e Y t please 

not both statements are accurate, bU e wh t f . . th soul and es-
sen a ollows because 1t IS e . . ce of ' . tl foJlowtng IS 
l'epe t the cer emony-""·lule Ie f the 
11nit~ ~d : ' I pledge allegiance to the Flag b~ic for 
'"h' c. States of America and to the Re~u . ·t lch 1t ta . d' · 'ble w1th hber Y 
a"d . s uds · one Nation In IV lSI • 
'l J . • ' Z) That was tn ustice for all " (87 L. ed. 163 · d e fla · court e-

clated g ceremony t hat t he U. S. suprelll~ ·esented 
to u unconstitutional and not the one l ePlt l's" s b th "pas ora 
auth Y the Samar Senator and e C t said 
that o:·· In fact, t he .American Supreme t

1

~n the 
~alut If the cer emonY had consisted mer~ ~ts cont
llUlsoe· to t he fl ag, ,dthout the pledge an t would 
11ot h1 Y r ecital, the decision of the co~ll ld haYe 

b 
av b b . there ,, ou 

een e . een as it came to e, . st the consti-
tutionnothJ~g in the ceremonY agai~he compulsorY 
Plectg~ I t Is because of the pledge, e,·erY student, 
1lot to be r ecited, by each a1'l~ . t he right 
hand Of the mer e gesture of r aiSing ·der of the 
t!dllcat ith palm turned up, t.h a~ ~he ,~~s declared 
ttncon l ~ll board of West Vn·gHll1lnction imposed 
by th sti tutional. What " ·as the s~ '\'est Virgini~t 

(:) Sta te Board of :EducRlion ° 

aganist the non-compliance with such flag salute 
ceremony? I quote again fr om Justice Jackson 
who spoke for that Court : ' 

" Children of this f ai.th have been expelled from school 
and are threatened Wlth exclusion for no other 
Officials th1·eatened to send t hem to r efor matories cau~e~ 
t 

· d f · · 11 · 1· mam a1.ne or cr1mma Y me med j uveniles. Parents of such 
children have been prosecuted and are t hreatened 'th 
prosecutions for causiiJg delinquency. • • • wl 

"Failure to confor m is 'insubordination' dealt w' th b 
expulsion. Readn:ission is denied by statute unt i{ co:. 
phance. Meanwhile the e~pelled child is 'unlawfully" absent' 
and may be proceeded agamst a s a delinquent. His par ts 
or guardians are l iable to p1·osecut ion, and if convi~~d 
are subject to fine not exceeding $50 and jail t erm t 
exceeding thirty days." no 

(En este 1ncnnento el Sen. Locsin asmne la p 1·es-i
dencia po1· designad on de la Mesa.) 

Now, what are the provisions of the bill now 
before us? Is ~here an~ ple~ge to do anything, 
to profess anythmg, reqUJl'ed m the bill? Are we 
sending anY people to jail for non-compliance \Yith 
any pledge, for non-acceptance, f or instance of 
Rizal's ideas as expressed in the two booh,; in 
question? The only thing that is r equired in the 
bill is the reading of these books of Rizal. 
Nobody is asked to mal' e a pledge of acceptance of 
any part of the teachings or opinions of Rizal in 
any of tho~e. books. Anyone is free to ques
tion the vahdtty of each and every statement of 
Rizal made in them. The compulsion, the require
ment, consists only, I repeat, in the r eading of 
the books, in acquainting one with their contents. 

Now, Jet us e..xamine the ?'at io decidendi of the 
Barnette case. What was the Court's ground for 
declar ing unconstitutional the objected flag cere
monY which included not only the raising of the 
)land in salute to the flag, but particularly the 
recital of a special pledge, to be made simul
taneously with the salute? Again no mention has 
been made by distinguished Senator of the legal 
considerations on which the Court based its opin
ion, although the Senator lmew how important 
theY are in determining the relevance of the prece
dent. I will supply the gentleman's omission by 
quoting this passage of the decision: 

"~ • • the State may requi re teaching bu insh·uction and 
study of all in our l!istol'l/ and in ihe structure and 
or~nization of our government, including the guaranties 
of cidl Jibe1·ty, which tend to inspi1 c pat l'iotism and love 

of country. Here, however, \\c nre dealing wi th a com

pulsio1~ of students to cite/an; ct bdic;. Tiley cue not 
,uct·dy mucic acquainted r!'ilh tl« fluy ~nlutc so that they 
,

11
uy &<' ill/ormnl as to rcllut it is or even what it means.'' 
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f R. al with no This is the ratio decidendi in the Barnette case. be made to r ead these works o IZ ed 
.. ns express From this passage only we cap conclude that if compulsion to accept any of the ppuuo 

the flag ceremony in question had consisted in a by him therein. . trarY 
mere salute to the flag without the recital of a "Official compulsion to affirm what IS con of 

1 . . f freedom pledge declaring a belief, the ceremony wou d not to one's own belief is the antithesis o have 
· have been open to constitutional objection. If my conscience which the Jehovah's W~tnesr~\ theY 
colleagues in this body should give more than characterized as the severest contest 111 w 1~ ·ther. 
ca'Sual attention to the above quoted passage of the . have been engaged" says J ustice Jacl<son Ulmbel' 
Barnette decision, they would find that the precedent So, it is clear, it ~ust be clear, to everY ;~~nette 
supports precisely our stand and not that of our of this body the precise thing that the 

1 
vieW 

opponents. Note these significant words : "They decis ion prohibited in the flag ceremony. n .
11

ette 
are not merely made acqu..atnted with the flag sa- of all the foregoing I maintain that if the .Bal it is 
lute so that they may be informed of what it decision is at an l:elevant to this discussion. jjditY 
means, but to declwre a belief." The Cotu·t infer- because of the clear support it g ives to the va 
.entially r uled that the students of the West of our bill. cisioii· 
Virginia could be compelled legally to get ac- So far I have dealt with the majoritY d~ustice 
quainted with tl~e salute . to the flag, for them to Please hear these words, full of wisdom, of 
be informed of tts meamng, but what was. wrong Frankfurter, who dissented; t~ 
with the School Board's order was the reqmrement " . . . . itution p~·~t;ed 
of a declaration of a belief as part of the cere- The r ehg10us hberty wh1ch the Const not dlle·~illl 
mony. Note also the no less important declaration ~ga!innsetverd· ext~l.udel d llegisll~tion of gent~rua lla~·co~:cts• ~tbl~:ting. 

• • · h th t h' OC lina Oya tieS of par IC attl'l eJ'C 
made in the declSlO~ t at e. e~c l~g and learn- nullification of legislation cannot be justified b.Y which tl\ot, 
ing by st udy of all m the natwn s history may be to the framers of the Bill of l'ights views fo t 

11
ave ~ 

Th · · · · · · · "' . . pies . t,oll• made compulsory. e1e IS no gamsaymg that Is no historic warrant. Conscientwus scr u. toJertt '" 
N l . d F 'l' . t l l'gJOUS I (!I the contents of the o ~ an 1 

t t are essential and m . 16 course of the long struggle for re 1 genera .. 
00

s 
integral parts of Philippine history. reheve.d the individual from obedience . to. a of rel:~;1icJl In the case of our bill, Mr. President, the extent ~~~~ falmeTdh at the prom~tion or ~·e~tncti~~victio~ls ''d

0
es 

· · 1· 't d 1 · . Ie s. e mere possess10n of rel igious c c1etY ·col of the compulsiOn lS Iml e mere y to acquatnting contradict the 1 t f poli tical so polit• s 
· h t t f th re evan concer ns o a of }ltl the student With t e con en s o ese books of not relieve the citizen from the discharge. · t uent . Jll' 

Rizal, and does not go as far as requiring accept- responsibilities. The , necess ity for this adJbu:; .1 of s~tJ, 
k . f 1 d d ' again an~ · nuJJ1 er tll•11 ance or rna mg o any P e ge regar mg anything t' aga.m been recognized. In a b en sus pee'1 

contained in them. 10h~ls the ~xert10n of political authority has d ezn ]lave, ' ' 
w 1 e basic co · d · · free 0 Jlt If we cont inne our analysis of the decision w left . . ns1 erations of religwus . 

1 
laws ·.Jl

111
e. 

· · e InVIolate. In a ll these cases the gener a ovel tlllll will find that th1s compulso1·y declaration of belief were manifestat· f .fi vers of g J11ai'1 ·ell 
h 1 · t ' d 1ons o spec1 c po' nd "')II and not t e GOI?PU sory acquam ance With .the eemed by the legislature essential to secure ~ 

110
ut 

mere flag salute, l S the cornerstone of the decision th~t orderly, tranquil and f ree societY wJt.. , rit1 
· t J t ' J k t · religious t I · ' * tl1° d For ms ance, us Ice ac son says fur her. "It is "T o e.rat10n itself is unattainable. the au. 

0
ee 

also to be noted that the compulsory flag. salute and ~ed Preciousness of the family rela tion, th
0
od, . 1~ of 

d . ffi t' In ependence wh· h . d ' 't t paren )'tJ1 ,. and ple ge r eqmres ·a rma IOn of a belief and an the enjoun. t Ic gtve 1gn1 Y 0 e the {Ill!$· e 
f · d" N M J"'en of all freedom prcsuppos · tJles attit ude o mm . ow, r. President, I again ordered society h' h . ' . d bY out of ·oil 

· d f s · t w Ic IS summanze . n 
0
t• ask, be~gmg your par on or ~ny being repetitious, ~~~;e Y which is dedicated to the preservatl~:f-prot~fll0st what lS the pledge, what lS the "belief," the ut'j~ate values of civilization may in sethose D coJll' 

"affirmation," "the attitude of mind," that is re- ' un~~~e ~he educational process for inculcating iJl 9 JiJ!ef' 
thi b ' ll f h d t SCJous feel' t ·ether r v qui red by s 1 ·rom t e stu en s ? None. JUS- prehending lo mgs which bind men og ir Jesse 

t ice Jackson .proceeds : ences and d'ffiYalt~, whatev~r may be the .t tO 
I cultJes. "' "' "'" edeu ttle "Hence validity of the asserted power to force an Amer

ican citize~ publicly to p1·otess any statement of belief or 
to engage 'ln any ce1·emony of a~tsent to one, presents q 

h b 'd . ues-tions of power t at must e cons1 cred independent} f 
any idea we may have as to the utility of the cere~o~y 
in question." 

No question of power to force a Filipino citize 
publicly to profess a statement of belief is . 11 

volved in the bill. \Ve merely ask that the stude~~; 

If furth . A__ • • re ne so 
butt . ei .Q.juer1can authorities a . 9-te 

l ess our c t't . . . }lel e of them . ons 1 utwnal pos1 twn Ji' 
. ·oils .. o 

'd) f)'' "* "' * T :f relJ."' ve tO 
berty 'e""b he constitution al guaranty 0 belle 11o~r.~ 
f • 11 races t\\ d to 1 e IJJ'I?' ·reedom t •o concepts,- f ree om ·n t 1 gt1 

1 
•• 

Of things, 
0 

th:ct. The first is absolute bu\: j)1:1-jJ1S t,,,eJl oj, 
to regulation f~e:ond cannot be. Cond~ct ' ,, csrtso3_,S 
State of C l the Protection of societY· (l'es -o 

onne t· t pao s•· 60 S. Ct. at c Icut, supra, illO U. S. a A· J.;. 
Page 903, 84 L. Ed. 1213, 128 
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"* * right t * t~hile parents possess a natural and inhel'ent 
oftsprin; tile nurture, control, and tutorship oi their 
Parents' ' Jat t~ey may be brought up accoraihgl'y to the 
r~spectab~onceptJOn of what is right and just, decent and 
stands in e, t:nd m~~ly and noble in life, the state yet 
exercise it . e positiOn of pm·ens pat1·iae to, and may 
life to s JUst powers 'in preparing the child in future 

' sup rt · ' ' relations po Itself, to serve the state, and in all the 
capably itnd duties . of adult life to .perform well and 
2!l6 Fed 

9
s
3 

part." (Societ y of Sisters v. Pierce (1924) 
,, . 6. 

t It is cont . heir childre l ary to the religion of some persons to send 
them to d n to school at all. Yet the state may compel 
Super. 

462
° so." Commonwealth v. 'Beiler, 1952, 168 Pa. 

188 tda 
2
2

4 
79 A. 2d 134; Rice v. Commonwealth, 1948, 

11• :San~y 
1

' 49 S. E . 2d 342, 3 A. L. R. 2d 1932; State. 
435. ' 901, 157 Ind. 324, 61 N. E. 730, 59 L. R. A. 

''1' te. he r ight . . . .1ferenc to reh gwus freedom is not beyond all m-
CipJ e by tl h' · e are f le state. Many illustrations of t 1S prm-
cas ound · h Tl · tion t es are .

1 
1~ t e r eported cases. te vaj:cma 

he lnost 1 lustr atJve of the point in question. Three of 
~48, 13? ~cent cases are : Sa lock v. :Bo·ard of Education, 
S ard of R · J . L. 85, 58 A. 2d, Mosier v. Barren County 
tate b rew ealth, 1948, 308 Ky. 829, 215 S. W. 2d 967, and 
,, "' ' ,~1937, 89 N. H. 54, 192 A. 629. * 

· .A. st •:• * * * 'ide ate in . . 1 1 y pro-co the
111 

proVldmg ser vices to its peop e, ma . . 
nttary t on a condition the fulfillment of which 

15 

A.s 0 the r 1· · * • • Of Prev· e 1g10us scruples of some. . re]· 1ously · d' · the e.xerc1se 
Soc· lgion . m 1cated, freedom to act Ill . 
e lety. W Is subject to l'egulation for the protection of 
lterc· hen . d lawful 

elld ISe of . government in the propel an . 'bl 
.l ' i Its pol ' tta' 'R pernussJ e '~e . ll. thi . Ice power seeks to a Ill d ll1•~tt·ahle sthinstance a health measure both neces~arY ~n "~t . ' e . . d r dJscussJon 
'Vetr Yield to consbtutwnal guaranty un e h . ublic 
ill'b· a1·e. l'h t he regulation in the interests of t e p er 
OJt lttary e hleas~re being r easonable and in no mann t 

end or t · t does no 
Cte\> the oppr ssive, we conclude tha 

1 
c·ty of 

ela const1't t' " (K1·aus v. 
1 

l 1\d, 1i u wnal guaranty. 
ts

8
li l>tince 6 NE (2d ) pp. 806-808) 21 u s 

I ' 64. 11 C h tts 3 · · a.\\>f S. Ct. ommonwealth of Massac use ' de it un-
otn Ill (l) · 438, 88 L Ed 645 a state Jaw ma . . 
ct. er for h. · · . magazmes Ol 
''tldr atticles c tldren to sell newspapeiS, to furnish 

~hSI:()d~n al·t ici on t he street, (2} for anyone parent or 
\'i e st:~n Of· a esc ~or such sale, and ( ~) for !~y articles on 
\ h

0
lll eet. 1'1 h1ld to permit the ch1ld to d ·ece of 

t'lfitl\e She h rs. P r ince and her nine year ol thov~h's 
<IIIith Sses a~d custody, were both mem~e~·s ~: .. ~f that 

<lhel' ''-'hich d Were both "ordained . nnnlstei f its 
~iltllents to taught that it was the religi~us duty ~ound 
,., qPl'e -by th Perfor m such work. Mrs. p rmce was nd the 
"o 11le e st t · this JaW a ilt- ll1·t t Cou . a e cour t of violating Th s upreme 
ot e 1\o hel·e a 1 t. affirmed the judgment·. ts e of religion 
~hi thet bey0ll.~a1~ ~ointed out that tl~e ~- ~g~n the interest 
'h- lt)l'e 'Who! lmutations and that 1t 

15 
t safeguard 

o\ l1 f e com · f ciety 
0 

f (<\ "th . l'ol mumty and o so ·tunity or 
~l l'th, llJton f abuses &nd to give them oppold citizens-" 

0 "l' t ee · 11 d veJope 11'. J ol'd· ' llldependent and we ~ f Int. _Rev., 
~ 2d aa; n Fo·undation ·v. conunissJO:I 

0 

b
0 

llt . ) Cllt& It is th a t these 
Of h . contended Mr. President LaW, 

sa -l\.lZal ' bY the Canon 
:•1o are condemned 

'-4 

and, therefore, no Catholic can be required or 
forced to read them without vjofa ting his funda
ment~} rights of f r eedom of worship, freedom of 
consc1ence and f r eedom of t hought. l\1r. P r esident 
according to this contention, these books of R izai 
stand on the same footing as the King James ver 
sion of the Bible. P aragraphs 2 and 6 of Canon 
1399 of the Canon Law have been invoked against 
the books of Riza l. Granting this to 15e correct it 
is no Jess correct t hat tfi.e King J ames version of the 
Bible has been declared as coming under the prohi
bition of the said Canon 1399, which says : "Editions 
by Jaw forbidden.-Editions of original text and 
of ancient Catholic ver sions of the Holy Scriptures, 
a lso of the oriental chur ch which ha-s been published 
'by non-Catholics," also, "translations of the same 
... published by non-Catholics." What does an 
officia l commentator of the Canon Law say about 
this provis ion of Canon 1399, paragraph l ? He 
says the following: "More liable to careleSsness . . . 
are the translat ions (of the Bible) into m odern 
languages, of which the King Ja1~es ve'rs-fon fur
nished an exampLe." So, tl}ere JS no differ ence 
.between the books of Rizal and the King James 

r sion as fa r as condemnation by the Canon Law 
~: concerned. If the books of Rizal are condemned 

der paragraphs 2 ·and 6 of Canon 1399, the 
~ng James version of the Bible is . condemned 

under paragraph 1 of the same Canon . 
In the United States, t her e are 14 states "~h~re 

·t . b a r·ds and in general, school authon ties, 
educa wn ° ' · · 1 f th , ··b the compu lsorY readmg pr ecise Y o e 
pr escu e . of the Bible. When those 

I{. James versiOn . mg . d representatives of different 
·del'S were Issue ' Ol . I ·J the Catholics brought appro-

t P
artJcll al Y ' N t se~ s, . before t he competent cour~s. o a 

pnate act1?ns , . d All the petitiOnS were 
single a ctiOn piosp~l e The following annotations 
thrown out of com · R ·t Volume 5 con-

. A erican Law epol s, 
appear m m . . d Volume 141 containing 
t a ining old declSI~n~, an and also in USCA An-

dern decrs10ns; 1950 more mo . . nc decision as late as · 
· There 1s o notations. b held that the mexe 

867 ' t has een In 5 A. L. R. 1 e Bible i11 the King Jallles 
. d' g of selections from ~ ' 11ent by the teach
lea m . schools w1thout conu .b·fon 
version thereof, ~n . I' t any constitutional proh• J • 

t of 1tself VIO a e (' · s frcedOlll · 
ers, does ~o . or interference with . re JgtOU ~ 120 K y. 
of sectananiSlll 'll Graded School Dtst. (l!JO.S) ' " 792 

B1·ooks vt · e 599 87 · " · ' 
Hackett 11• R A 592 117 A m. St. ReP· a~:l) 38 Me. 379, 
608, 69 L. .36: Do~ahoe v. Richards ( l vo Scheve (1902) 

A 
n Cas. , el Freeman . . i . 

!) · II ' eC 256; State e.'{ 1' • N W. 846, mot lOll OJ 
61 Alll· D . 59 L R A. 927, !11 r. 876 59 L. R. A. 
65 :Ne?· 85~erruled i~ (1903) ?5. Ne~S98) ,22 Pn. co. Ct. 
rehearmg oW 169 ' Cun·an t•. \\ Jilte ( LaW Rl'' ·· (Pa). 
!)32, 93 N. .SchO~l Dist. (1885)) ; t~ncDist. R. 585. See 
201; }!art v. HanyOJl (1898 . 
346; Stevenson v. 
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I t the pracb also Moore v. Monroe (1884) 64 Iowa, 367, 52 Am. Rep. 

444, 20 N. W. 475;-- reviewed inf1-a, II.e. 
Thus, in Hackett v. Brooksville Graded School Dist. (Ky.) 

supra, it was held that the King James translation of 
the Bible is not of itself a sectarian book; that the reading 
thereof in a school, without note or conunent from the 
teachers, was not sectarian instruction; and that such use 
of the Bible did not make the schoolhouse a house of 
religious worship, since to be sectarian the book itself 
must teach t~e peculiar dogm·as of a sect, as such, and not 
merely be so comprehensive as to include them by the 
part ial interpretation of its adherents, and since a book 
is not sectarian merely because it is edited or compiled 
by those of a peC"uliar sect. 

And in Stevenson v. Hanyon (Pa.) supra, it was held 
that reading portions of the Bible in either Douai or the 
King James version as a part of the daily opening exer
cises of a public school, without comment thereon by the 
teachers did not constitute sectarian instruction within a 
constitutional provision (Art. 10, § 3) that money raised 
for the support of public schools shall not be used for the 
support of any sectarian schools, or another provision 
that "no money raised for t.he support. of the public 
schools of the commonwealth shall be appropriated to or 
used for the support of any sectarian school." "' • *. 

* * * "' * * • 
An injunction to prevent the reading of the King James 

version of the Bible in ~he ~ublic schools, by authority of 
school directors, was demed m Hart v. School Dist. (1885) · 
2 Lane. L. Rev. (Pa.) 346. 

In State ex rel. Freeman v. Scheve (1902) 65 Neb. 853 
59 L. R. A. 927, 91 N. W. 846, motion for rehearin~ 
overruled in (1903) 65 Neb. 876, 59 L. R. A. 932, 

93 
N. w. 169, it was held that the use of the Bible in either 
ve~·sion in the public schools was not forbidden either b 
Constitution or statute, and the courts may not declare ity 
use unlawful because it is possible or probable that th s 

h . '1 b ose wh:> use wi1l misuse t e pnv1 ege Y attempting to Pro _ 
agu.te thei1· own peculiar theological or ecclesiastical v· p . 1ews 
and opinions; •. • * . Ce1·ta1~y, the Iliad may be ?'ead 
in the schools wtthout tnculcat·mg a belief in the oz m . 
divinities, and the Koran may be read without te:c: 
the Mosl~m fai~h. . Why .may n?t the Bible also be rea~ 
without mdoctrmatmg children m the creed or dogm f 
any sect? Its contents are largely historical and m a. 0

1
. 

its 1anguage is unequaled in purity and elegance; its ~~~~~ 
has ne:er been sm,pass:d; am~ng the classics of our liter
atuL"!.l 1t stands pre-emment. It has been suggested th t 
the English Bible is, in a special and limited sense a 
sectari~n bo_ok. ~o be .sure the~e are, according to 'th~ 
CB;thohc cla1m, V1tal pomt~ of difference with r espect to 
fa1th. and morals between 1t and the Douai version. I 
P ennsylvania case cited by counsel for respondents ntha 

. . h h , e 
auth~r of the opmwn sa~s t at e n~ted over fifty points 
of difference between t e t wo ver sJOns,-some of th 
important and others trivial. These differences const't e~ 
the basis of some of the peculiarities of faith and P 

1 t~ e 
. C th 1' . f p rae ICe that distingm sh a ~ lCls~: t_rom rotestantism and make 

the adherents of eac a 1s met Christian sect. But th 
fact that the King James translation may be used t . e 
culcate sectarian doctrines affords no p1·esumption th~t~~
will be so used." It 

In Cunan v . White (1998) 22 Pa. Co. Ct. 20
1 tition for mandamus, it was contended by the •

1 
~ Pe

P amtiff 

taxpayers who were Roman Catholics, t 1a . . schools 
. f the Bible m of reading the King James ve~·sw~ o . 

1 
§ 3). The 

was a violation of the Constitutwn (.AI t . ' .. n on the 
an opmJO h court found it unnecessa1·y to express case on t e 

constitutional question, having -disposed of the edY to com· 
ground that mandamus was not the proper rem to discon· 
pel the school directors to cause the teachers es decided 
tiilue such exercises, but referred to two r~:~ing of the 
by common pleas judges, who held that the . version, ll5 

Bible, whether the King James or the Do~a1 chOols, was 
a part of the opening exercises of the pubhC. ~ision. 
not in contravention of any constitutional pr~ quiring ort ·r s te o A r esolution of the school authon 1e 

1 
ools is n 'f 

permitting the Bible' to be read in t~e ~c 1 
rovision, 1d 

necessarily a violation of any constitutiOna p
01

.
8

JitY, ani 
r g m re· done merely for the purpose of inculca. JTI com. e,'{ 0 er 

not with a view to sectarian instructJOn. ) 417; SP1U Jll 
Wan v. Cooke (1859) 7 Am. L. Reg. (MassN ssle v. s;ee 
v. Woburn (1866) 12 Allen (Mass.) 127ip ~ec. 60· JteJl' 
(1894) 1 Ohio N. P. 140, 2 Ohio S. & C. . 35 }.JU· 16 
also McCormick v . Burt ( 1880) !>5 Ill. 26~04 'feJ'· 1;i)...,.. 
163. And see Church v. Bullock (1908) . g (190 
L ffirJll)!l 11 c. 

· R. A. (N. S.) 860, 109 S. W. 115,. a ·nfra, · sioJI 
Tex. Civ. App.-, 100 S. W. 1025, revie:ved .;arnes "~cJl· 

Merely reading selections from the Kmg bY the. of 
of the Bible in the schools without co~ent robibitiOJlJ'eO' 
ers does not violate any constitutwnal fp eedol11• 00 l' S t . . l ' ·ous r 6 2 ec anamsm or interference with re 1g1 Colo 27 ' ~[inti 
Pie ex rei. Vollmar v . Stanley (1927). 81 

192
7) 171 dtlca· 

610 i Kaplan v I ndependent School D1st. ( d of lD t)1el' 
142, 214 NW is 57 ALR 185 · L ewis ·v. :Boad· ~·"ed in. 0

1 
.ar· 

t . ' ' (mO u • tB ,,.. 
JOn (1935) 157 Mise 520 285 NYS 164 ys 1'74, S '161• 

:espects in (1936) 247 A~p Div 106, 286 N 
28

s l'f1 (2d) 
mg denied in (1936) 247 App Div 873, 

1
z r-ilD 

appeal dismissed in (1937) 276 NY 490• ' 
172). "' t91et 

"' • * • * .-11g o£ f.giotl5 

The daily reading of the Bible and offell of re 1 '16~· 
d.o not infringe the constitutional guarantY 152 G9 ordl' 
hberty. So, in Wilkerson v Rome (1922) t a cit>'ersioJl 
llO SE 895, 20 ALR 1334 it was held thaJaJ!1es d"< il>' i~ 
nance r · · ' :King' d 9 o'll' of th e~uu·mg some portion of the offere 1 p! rJ• 
tl e Blble to be read and prayer to be t't~1tionll- 9

cC0 
11
t 

.le public schools did not infringe a con~ I ol'sniP. J'l tJI Jl 
ston securi ht to w iS'o o . ng to every person the rig pl'ov ert>' 'Jlo 
mg to the dictates of his own conscience, a . pJ'0~9t 'd• 
no person should be molestjld in person o\io11 ellsll II' 
account of h' 1. proVI tt 11o1 
m Is re tgious opinions or a ubliC de 

1
Jl 

d .o.ney shal_l ever be taken fl:om the p e!.\ot, of,, ( 
uert]y or I d' h ·ch s ·of!· · . r. n·ectly in aid of any c ul ' ·tutl ·t 1nat1on of I' . ' . ·nstl 1v 

ALR re Igion, or of any sectarian 1 teS 
1145-1146, 1147). s~ 

I s 'ted n tevenson v. People of the Urll 111>' 
Was held · 01 ·Ji 

• tJle &:J' t 
"The read. 'bl either £ we ~e'~, 

Version or mg o~ portions of the Bl e, part o coJlofl'!'t 
openin the Kmg James Version, as a withollt e c t o 
thereo: be:xercisel!i of the public schools withil'l tl~pPof llfl); 
tutional Y t~e. teacher would not come the 5 t o! 4~P1 

PUblic rOVlSion that 'money raised for suPPot Jtll 't'jPJI 

sectari sc ools shall not be used for the rnoP~e£lsect9 
be ap an ~.chools. No money of the corn f e.rS 
schoof,r.~Pl'lated to or used for the support 

0 
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Another case in Pennsylvania reads: 
"An injunction to prevent the reading of the King James 

Version of the Bible was denied in Hart v. School Dis
trict." 

In State Ex. Rei. Freeman, this is a Nebraska 
case: 

"I . t was held that the use of the Bible in either version 
~ th~ ~ublic schools was not forbidden either by the 
. nst1tut10n or by statute, and the courts may not declare 
~ts use unlawful because it is possible or probable that 
h.ose who use will misuse the privilege by attempting to 
il~pagate their own ecclesiastical views or opinions. Cer
cal~ly the Iliad may be read in the schools without incul-
attng a belief in the Olympian divinities." 

In Cra ine v. White another Pennsylvania case, 
l>et't' ' · 1 ton for mandamus was contended by the tax-
Payers 

of''!! ~as held by the Roman Catholics th~t th~ practice 
Con ~dmg the King James version was a VJolation of the 
a stltution. T·he Court found it unnecessary to express 
o~ Opinion on the constitutional question, having disposed 
P the case on the grounds that mandamus was not the 
ti:o~er remedy to contest the school directors fl'om ~on-

"Uing 
1 

. t cases dec1ded 
by sue 1 exerc1se but referred to . wo . 
the ~.Dlmonwealth Judges who held that the readmg i~! 
as lble, whether of King James or the Douay vers 1 
wa a Part of the opening exercises of the public sc~~o s 
J\ 8. not in contravention of any constitutional proviSIOll· 
ltlit~~Solution of the School Authorities r equiring or p;:;. 
the ng the Bible to be r ead in schools, if done ~1ere_IY f 

PUrpo . . . ot a v!Oiat1on o any se of mculcating mora!Jty, IS n . f 
Sect ~onstitutional p1·ovision and not with the Vlew 

0 

arlan . Instruction." 
'l'he . . . t f 1950 Dore-

lllus v rnBost r ecent deciSI?P IS thBa . ~ugh of Haw
thor · oard of Educatwn of un ° 

, lle et al., 71 Fed. 2nd 733: · 
a "l'he B"b . . thereof though 
. doPted 1 le, or any particular editiOn uthentic or 
lJ:tsPi:ted ~Y one or more denominati~ns, as ~ohibition of 
~stahlish~s not a sectarian book ,vith~~ tir!ndment, and 
dhe l'eact· ent of r eligious clause of Fnst. ublic schools 

0es .,., lng thereof without comment, 1n P 
••Ot C · ' · t " " l onstJtute sectarian iDStruc JOn. 

tt.. 'Pto . . ot excluding 
' IE! B 'POSe that these authoritieS, n . fi Jity 

Of th atnette decision should dispose withth:na bill 
llt·esc ~ .question of ~onstitutionalitY ~f 1

; the 
h

0 
t 1b1n 1 ·y r eadwg 0 

o}t
8 

g for the compu sol . titutions 
t} ~ena~f _Rizal in all our edu~ational ,.~~s the gen: 

eltla 01 RODRIGO. Mr. President, "
1 

'l'h 11 Yield ? 
Yield e. AcTl~G PRESIDENT. The gentleman maY 

' If h 
~en t e so desires. 

~.~ell:tot· REcTo. Certainly. 1 ave to ad~ 
l· lt th or RODRIGO Mr President, I l. but I 
~~t at I h . . th se citatwns 
b~ enect v ave not read 

0 
. that was read 

the er y carefully to everythlllg d Tayabas, 
gentleman from Batangas an 

and the way I understand it, in all .those cases 
the _only thing that was done was this : That at 
the opening ceremonies of the schools, a teacher 
would read certain portions of the Bible either 
the 'King James Version or the Douay Version. 

Senator RECTO. The King James version. Not 
a single case have I found where the reading of 
the Douay Version was ever p1·esented before 
those courts. 

Senator RoDRIGO. But in those cases, the only 
thing required is for the teachers to read certain 
parts of the Bible at the opening ceremonies. The 
students themselves were not the ones r equired 
to read the Bible. Now, my question is this: 
Will the gentleman from Batangas and Tayabas 
agree to an amendment to the bill that instead of 
making the students read the whole books of 
Rizal, that the teachers during opening ceremonies 
be made to read certain portions and selections 
from these two books? 

Senator RECTO. What does the gentleman say 

about that? 
Senator RODRIGO. I will agree to that, that se-

lections, instead of compelling the students to 
read the whole books, then like in those cases, 
require the principal or the teacher during the 
opening ceremonies to get selections from these 
two books and read them to the students. 

Senator RECTO. Your Honor means to say that a 
Catholic teacher, for instance, would be excused 
from reading everything concerning Father Da
maso Father Sibyla and Father Salvi? 

Se~ator RODRIGO. That is up to the teachers, I 
think, in the cases mentioned by the gentleman. 

Senator RECTO. I cannot accept that amendment 
because it will sabotage the purpose of the ~ill 
which is to acquaint the students completely w1th 

these w1·itings of Rizal. . 
Senator RoDRIGO. I just wanted to show the dis-

tinction and the difference between the case~ men~ 
tioned by the gentleman. . 

Senator RECTO. There is no essential or funda-
mental differ.ence between one cas~ and the other. 
The King James Version was obJected to by the 
Catholics, because they consider the King J ames 
Version as careless and perverted. Therefore, tll~ 
P

rohibition is against the reading of any pal't of 
· T c ept the sug-

the King James Verswn. o a c . 

g
ested amendment will be nullifying the P1 ~

1

1P
0~se 

. . l h b resented, w uc 1 I 

for \Yhich thrs b1l as een P - 1 ·"tl these 
t d t 1 sniC' "1 1 

t acquaint the s u en s, il~ r h 11 t be 
0 R" 1 thennse they s a no 

writings of lZa ' as, o f. 1 • their opinion <~bout 
't" on to e.'< press 1 ee Y in a posl 1 t ·e or for rejection. 

them, either for accep nne: 
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(!Jontinuing.) Mr. P resident , one of the speakers 
.against the bill has contended that it impairs the 
academic freedom of universities. This is prepos
t erous. The f r eedom to accept or reject Rizal's 
opinions, which, however, must be pr edicated on 
t heir complete lmowledge, will enhance, not impair, 
t he academic f reedom of the univer sities that has 
been guaranteed by .t he Constitut ion. 

· Now, Mr . P resident, I shall proceed to answer 
the argument that this bill infringes Ar ticle VI, 
section 23, paragraph (3) of the Constitution 
which r eads: 

I 

" (3) No public money or property shall ever be appro
priated, appl ied, or used, directly or indirectly, for the 

' use, benefi t, or support of any sect, church denomination, 
sectarian institut ion, or system of religion, or for the use, 
benefit, or support of any priest, preacher, minister, or 
other r eligio·us teacher or dignitary as such, except when 
such priest , preacher , minister, or dignitary is assigned to 
the armed forces or to any penal institution, orphanage, 
or leprosarium." 

That a measure like the one we have under con
sideration does not violate this par ticular provi
sion of the Constitut ion, has been definitely settled 
not only in the United States but also in this 
jurisdiction. 

I wonder if the opponents of the bill have come 
across the decision of our Supreme Court in the 
case of Aglipay vs. Ruiz, which, by the way, 
was penned by no less than the eminent jur ist 
"and constitutionalist who graces this chamber 
w ith his presence, Senator Laurel. · 

The Aglipay-Ruiz case concerns an Act passed 
by Congr ess appropriating t he sum of P50,000 or 
P 60,000 for printing of stamps, the time and 
occasion for it to be determined by the Director 
of P osts in his discretion. Actually the money 
appropriated was used for the printing of post age 
stamps to commemor ate the E ucharistic Congress 
held in Manil'a in 1937. The Supreme Court said : 

" What it gives the Director of Posts is t he discretionary 
power to determine when the issuance of special postage 
stamps would be 'advantageous to the Government.' Of 
course, the phrase says, 'advantageous to the Government , 
does not authorize the violation of the Constitution. i t 
does not authorize use of the appropriation, t he use r 
application of public money or property for the use, bent 
fit or support of a particular sect or church. In the 
present case, however, the issuance of the postage stamp 
in question by the Director of Posts and the Secretal· s 
of P ublic Works and Cornmunicati6ns was not inspireJ by 
any sectarian feeling, to favor any religious sect or rclr
gious .denomination. The stamps were not issued and sold 
for the benefit of the Roman Catholic Church. Nor were 
the money derived from the sale given to that church 
On the contrary, it appears .from the letter of the Directol: 
of Posts of June 5, 1936, mcorporated on page 2 of the 

. the issuance 
petitioner's complaint; that the only purp~se m Philippines 
and selling of the stamps was 'to advertise the . em· 

. . t. ' What IS and attl·act more tounsts t o t his coun I~· t Manila, 
phasized is riot the Eucharistic Congress Itself bu gress. 
the capital of the Philippines, as the seat ·of thathco:t.aDlPs 
It is obvious that while the issuance and sale .of ~e. vith an 
in question may be said to be inseparably hnke ' nda if 

It. propaga ' event of religious character, the resu mg not the 
any, received by the Roman Catholic Church, :: of the 
a im and purpose of the Government. We barras~ed 
opinion t hat the Government should 110t be e1n Its 1Tlore 
in its activity simply because of incidental res~ i~ vjeiV 
~r less religious in character, if the purpose h~egislatio~: 
IS one which can legitimately be undertaken by·ts 5ubord1 

The main purpose should not be frustrated to 1 

nation to mere resul ts not contemplated." ·rtioUS 
. o reb~;· 

In the case of the bill in questwn n puJsot1 
purpose is contemplated. By m aking co~scbooJs, 
the r eading of the books of Rizal in all ou~hat pl'0' 

colleges and univer sities we carrY out 1 00Js to 
. . ' . ·II sc 1 e VJSion of the Constitution €njoinmg a 

5
cieJ1C' 

· . · . · con ·ef aim at developmg moral character, CIVIC • bell . 
t ·· t · · ·n oui oJ pa n o Ism, and other ciVIC virtu~s, 1 . 

1 
btiOg t 

that ac~uaintance with Rir.~l's ideas wil It iS ~~. 
help brmg about .these salutary results. . belle 
the bill's purpose to inculcate anY relig~o~:.cll · d 
nor to make pr opaganda against anY c 1 ·elldere 

I th U · · · ·was l ~;oJJ, . n e mted States a decisiOn . :gdtJC~"' of 
In the case of Everson vs. Board of uabUS 
·and. I quote the following from the sY · 
the decision : eJlts of 

,, A . to par iJdreJl 
statute authorizing reimbursement ·r c)l ..,..fit 

money d . of thel P'v . expen ed for bus transportatiOn d for ti011 

tod and f rom schools other than those operatt~ansP01·tll oil~ 
oes n t · f r 1 Jote ,p_ · . 0 • Insofar as it permits payment 0 yio pO"" 

of chlldren attending Catholic parochial sch.ools, its pll~fiJ~' 
law respecting the establishment of religion, bliC ~~ rei'' 
merely being to provide, in the interest of pu ti"e o 
s~fe transportation for school children irrespec ·d't'/ 
g10us creed." · vtJ.ll 1 

The U s s . d the · · upreme Court susta1lle tte' 
of that statute dell 

· the ~ 
Sena.tor Romuao. Mr . President, will ,,.// 

man Yield ? v-. 0 
Th A , tJeJJl11 

i l e. CriNG PRESIDENT. The gen 
Y e d. If he wishes. tl1e 

Sena tor REcTo. G1ad.ly . ,., of ·11ilt 
Sen t . . sJO•· v J 

. a or RODRIGo. With the perJlllS ro fle' 
gentlel11an £ Q ezol'l· rtl0 ~a.-cas . Tom Bat angas and u the 0t..-
of ~hof ~verson vs. Board of EducatioJ1,t~·ai1sP 
t i e governmen t was spent for bUS 
o~e of school children. )Jv~ 
S nator REcTo. For reimbursement. t of pfl 

enator Ro ernen ol e~' 
tran DRIGO. For reimburs scl10 all 
backs~or~ati?n from their homes to I. 'J.{Y coP' 
t ion i 

0 
.heir homes from their schoO JjgiOt.l;; 

s, Is the1· · · st r e e anythmg aga1ll 
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science . · . 
L 

' r ehgiOus t h' aw in . · . eac mg or dogma or Canon 
I eimbursmg b t . . Senator RECT . us ransportatwn expenses? 

dom of c . · 0 · It IS not on the point of free-

th 
onsc1ence a d . · . e citar n reug1ous belief that I gave 

from sa111°~s, but on the one raised by the Senator 
· e pro vi . cer nmg the alleged violation 0

{ th Iar con · · 
"N Slon of the Constitution that--

ap r o public mone . . P Ied, or u d ~ 01 P1 operty shall ever be appropriated 
?t suppor<- sfe ' directly or indirectly, for the use benefit' 
I nsf . ~ o any t ' ' Itution, or sec ' church denomination, sectarian 

Se system of religion, * * *" 
s· nator Ron Ion not onl RIGo .. And I added that that provi-
for the b Y apphes to the use of public money 
also to th enefit of a religious denomination but 
d e pr · d'' enomin t' e) u Ice of any member of a religious 
~ase of ~h10~ Now, my question is, while in the 
Is no Pre .e . us transportaLion for students there 
th: be!ie/U~Ice to any religious denomination or 
lnination . 0 any member of any religious dena
on Cath

01
1.n the present bill there is that prejudice 

~lnPelled ':· because Catholics believe that to be 
a,v and ·. 1 ead these two novels violates Canon 

Senato our Constitution. 
Of the co~· t~ECTO. That is not the particular phase 
~able, bu~ I~versy to which my quotation is appli
S aDiar r e he contention of the Senator from 
f enator pgarding the amendment announced bY 
hot: the' ~Yat to provide for an appropriation 
i ing t mg of the bool{S of Rizal. It has ''Oth Prmt· · 
~g With ~r do with the aspect of the qu:stion deal· 
S e ln:ak eedom of worship and conscience. Let 
ltt:~•to1- ep~Yself clea1·er, gentleman from Bulac>\n. 
a nt fo . Yat announced the filing of an arnend-
1.llt>to:rn··1 . the ·implementation of this bill law 
elll tabng · I d t Of etnb . a certam amount of money, o no 

lQ theseerb how much, to be spent in the printing 
.,:~t to books of Rizal. Because of that amend· 
ho' fu>th: . proposed .by Senator Puyat, the btll 
'" VIsio 1 criticized for allegedly vwl·atmg the <;;• 0~1~ of the Constitution I have just read. It 
e eq th In answer to this added criticism that I 
ase e d · · · th ()

0 

Of .A :clsion of our Supreme Court m e 
~..,Urt decfhpay vs. Ruiz and tbe U. S. Supreme 
'ill 18ion

8 
810n in the Everson case. So the two 

se·estion are not intended to have relevance to the 
lence Cregarding religious scruples, religious con-

~ ' an b" enato on Law, or what not. 
"<! l.' b . t ti
0 

au.se I .o.ODRIGO. I would }ike to cl'arifY a p~In 1 

'"otla} D . Was the one who raised that constlt~,. 
l.llq b Oint and my argument is thiS, that It 
~ e ag . tle etlat amst the Constitution. 
lQan ~r :REcTo. Just for a con·ection. The gen-

-~.rorn · t Samar also raised that pom · 

Senator ~ODRIGO. yes, the gentleman from Sa
mar. als~ raised that point: My point is this, it is 
a VIOlahon of the Constitution to spend public 
~o~ey to the detriment or prejudice of any reli
gwus sect or xeligious denomination. 
Sena~r RECTO. your Honor is incorporating 

somethmg of your own concoction in the provision 
of the Constitution, because tJle Constitution does 
not say that. 

Senator RODRIGO. Precisely I explained in m / 
speech that that proviston in the Constitutio! 
which prohlbits t~~ use of public money for the 
benefit of -an~ ~·~hgwus sect should be interpreted 
as ~Is~ prohibib~g. the use of public money to 
prejudi~e. any rehg~.ous sect· because to prejudice 
one rehgwus sect 1s to favor another religious 
se~t. ? May ~ continue so that I may clarify my 
pomt. . I d1d not say that the expenditure of 
public money is bad in all cases, no. · Whem I 
~ai~ that the exp.enditure of public money to pre
JUdice the Catholics in this country because it will 
compel therp. to read the unexpurgated versions of 
the_ books which, according to Canon Law, is sin 
to do unless with permission, what I mean is that 
the use of public funds in that case would violate 
the Constitution. But if the use of public money 
will not prejudice any religious sect like giving 
bus rides to any religious institution, the use of 
public money is not against the Constitution. 

Senator RECTO. But in the case of Aglipay vs. 
Ruiz the Aglipayan Churcb suffered to the ex
tent of the Catholic propaganda. But the Supreme 
Court said that it was onlY incidental, because 
neither the laW nor the decision of the Director 
of Posts had for their purpose to make propa
ganda for the Catholic Church but for the Philip
pines, even though, to a certain extent, it meant 
also propaganda fox the Catholic Church. 

Senator RODRIGO. The difference, of course, in 
that Aglipay vs. Ruiz case and the provisions of 
the p1·esent bill is that the printing or the an
nouncement of the Eucharistic Congress in postage 
stamps is not against the religious creed or beliefs 
of the Aglipayans. That is the point I wanted to 

make clear. Senator RECTO. The reason why Catholics do not 
want anY legislation of the kind we are pro~o:ing 
is because, they saY, it violates t11eil' rehgiOus 

scruples and the Canon Law. . . 
Senator RoDRIGO. Well, Mr. ~resident, the pomt 

that I would like to raise i.s tlus. In the case of 
those postage stamps printed bY the_ govenunen~ 
the Aglipayans and the no~-Cathol.l~s /vale no 

11 d t d
o anvthing agamst thell "Ill. TheY 

comPe e o " 
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wer e not compelled to use those st amps, they were 
not even compelled to r ead what is on the stamps, 
they wer e not compelled t o do anything that would 
violate their r eligious conscience or religious be
liefs and teachings, while in this case there is such 
a compulsion. That is the question . 

Senator RECTO. I have not dealt ·with that 
a spect of the question. As I said, the Aglipay 
and the E ver son decisions wer e cited in ·answer 
to the argument that no public money should be 
used for a sectarian pur pose, and in the Aglipay 
case the order of the Director of Posts and the 
particular statute challenged in the Supreme 
Court, because, according to the petitioners, they 
were intended f or the benefit of the Catholic 
Church. The Supreme Cour t said no. That 
was the only question decided : use of public 
money for the benefit of a certain religion, the 
Catholic religion. The court said that even if 
incidentally the printing of those commemorative 
stamps redounded to or resulted in propaganda 
for t he Catholic church, that was an incidental 
result--that was not the pur pose of the law nor 
of the order of t he Director of Posts. The same 
situation is presented here when we make com
pulsory the r~ading of Rizal' s book. We are not 
pretending to make propaganda against any 
church or in f avor of any church. We want to 
acquaint ever y student with the writings of Rizal 
particularly the Noli Me Tangere and El Filibus~ 
terismo. 

Senator RODRIGO. Mr. President, I thin]{ I have 
expressed the points that I wanted to clarify and 
that is all. And I thank the gentleman f rom Ba
tangas and Tayabas very much. 

Senator RECTO. I shall proceed, Mr. President 
and gentlemen of the Senat e, to the examination 
of the so-called pastoral. 

Senator ROSALES. Mr. P1·esident, will the gentle
man yield t o just a few questions on the last point 
touched by him in the discussion of the consti
tutiqnali.ty of this measure? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT. The gentleman may 
yield if he so desh·es. 

Senator RECTO. Gladly. 
Senator RosALES. The gent leman from Batan

gas cited the Ever son case. ~f I remember l'ight, 
in the E verson case t he law mvolved was a state 
legislation giving free tra~sportation to all pupils 
going to school. The pup1ls of the Romari Catho
lic church in the beginning dld not enjoy this 
pr ivilege of free transportation. They paid out 
of their own money. 

. . · to the 
Senator RECTO. Your Honor IS r efen'lng 

Everson case? h n theY 
Senator ROSALES. Yes. And later on d ~ 6• reirn· 

were aware of t his privilege, they a~ke 0~0 this 
bursement of what they had advanced. pre· 
case was filed and of course, this case was 
sented in court. 

5 
passed· 

Senator RECTO. No, no. The st~t~te ~~ee trans· 
Senator ROSALES. The statute g1vmg 
tat. ·e-por . wn. .d. g for J 

Senator RECTO. No, the statute proVI m 
imbursement. me 8ware 

Senator ROSALES. Yes. When theY beca ent un· 
of this statute they a sked for r eimburseJll 

' ~ der that statute. That is \Yhat I · · · the 5Ult11 

Senator RECTO. No, no. Precisely, Id be _reifl1" 
declared and provided .that there shoU . 
bursement. - t te giVJ!lg 

Senator ROSALES. There w~s a st~:ere was ~ 
fre~ _transportation to all pupils, and at theY' 119 

petition for reimbursement for wh 
ttlte advanced for transportation. the stll 

Senator RECTO. I am r eferring to ·cJl 
authorizing the r eimbursem ent. · tatute «~~8-

Senator ROSALES That ... vas the 5 
5ucll ttl"· 

was then questione~l in court, whet her con5t1 

tute would violate that provision of the e5 
t ' .vo 
Ion. . atioP· tlteS 

Senator RECTO. Just for ciarrfictwo stilt 
Your Honor mean that there were 
Passed? tJ10 

Senator ROSALES. No. statll~~tioil 
Senator RECTO. Ther e was only one. nsP01 

one Providing for r eimbursement .9f tra . . ped 
expenses ,,6stl0 ·oil 

· qv t,a.tl 
Senator ROSALES. The st'atute wa~a.nsPor 

1
villg 

because it Was a statute giving f r ee tl ]one g 
to . a~l pupils. . It was not a stat ute a. d j t 
P:nvilege to Roman Catholic pupils. ed f,Vltlleif 

S ass · 
enator RECTO. The statute was P ts or · tJI111 

favored directly the Catholic student partJC ~~9~ 
Parents. 'Maybe, the Catholics i~ th~re1 50

0
J' J'~c 

~~ate were influential in the Iegisla.~ding J t11°11 . e: were able to secur e an act prov 
5 

to !l 
nn ursement of transportation expense ge~d 
students. we s!V 

Sen to frol'Jl rt · ~~e 
tl ·a r ROSALES. I beg .to diffel' the coU ect1 

0
t 

t eman from Batangas. Precisely, . irre5~5 tl 

~~at. tl~e. statute applied to all puPl~ute . '" tiofl·l e 
l e Iglon. That . h . the si$ stJtll t J 

repugna t IS W y Con ]tV' 
· n to the provisions of the d ·tfiCL1 • 

be~t~tor. REcTO. WelJ, t o solve. thejts~l f· 
ay ls to consult the decision 

n 

b 
t 
t) 

i1 ,, 
t 

d 

t 
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ti Senator RosALES. N ow, coming to another ques
rn~n ~~out the Ruiz case, is it not a f act, gentle
fran ro~ Batangas, t hat the Ruiz case is different 

R 
~ this case, because in the first place, in the 

UIZ ca . bei . se, It was not public money which was 
wang spent for the printing of the stamps. It 
ni· . n mvestment because, accordmg to the s only a · . 
What 0 osts, the return would be more th·an rector f p -
As would be spent in the printing of stamps. 
in t~:att~r. of f act, that was mentioned in passing 

decision of t he court. 
no~e.nator RECTO. The senator is wrong. That is 

S lllcluded in the ratio decidendi of the case. 
enator Ros : · · d'ff t becau ALES. In this case, It . 1s I er en , 

the b se t he m oney to be spent in the printing of 
the ooks cannot be expected to be r ecovered by 
it isgovernment. But in the printing of stamps, 
\Yill b: ~at~er o.f common knowledge. that what 
than 1 eahzed m the sale ther eof w1ll be more 

s wh at is spent for the printing of the same. 
enato . R · t· dec•d 1 ECTO. I am talking about the ? a W 

caus t of the case gentleman from Samar, be-• end· · 
In t h ' u m ow that there ar e no two equal cases . e Yo 1 ' 
juris Is world, because otherwise there would be no 

Pr udence. 
Senat Batan or Ros ALES. I am glad the gentleman from 

s gas mentioned that. 
enato · R · Th · a.l'e 1 1 ECTO. I have not fimshed yet . ele 
a~y · bt an~' s differen ces in shades perhaps, e ween 

J on ' d t at·e · e case and another. So ·when prece en .s 
the ~~V~ked the first t hing we must look into 

1

s 

Se tio deciden di . "Bata~ator RosALES. I am glad the gentleman from 
. 'ttlan gas mentioned t hat because when the gentle

been Was . discussing the Barnette case,. he. ha.s 
en.t f : aln ng distinctions that this case l S ~1ffei 
l.Jledg rn the Barnette case because there 

1
s no 

~entl e, 110. ft·ag salute no affirmation. So, as the 
t\vo ernan f rom B t ' has said ther e are no ,. ca a angas ' the 

Cttio d se~ equa lly with the same facts, but 

Sen :ctdendi is the same. 
l3at·n a or RECTO. But the differ ence between the 
tit ette h f cts and on 

e Ia,v . case and this case on t e a d ~al'th, y 18 like t he differ ence bet ween heaven an 

Sen our H onor . 
the ator R 
0 

. gent} OSALES. 
lltn.io ernan from 

Well, that is the opinion of 
Batangas. We have our own 

n. 
t. ~ow . tlernan 

t
totn ~ co:rnmg t o t he Ruiz case, t he gen I t . h .oat · · t 1a lll 

r. at h angas h as 1·eacl f r om the decis.Ion . " -~.~.u · · 1 • of oux 
.0 l1st

1
·.t lZ case ther·e was no vwla~1011 ~ t't Ut" . · . f the Euc1ta~ 

\\•stic C 10 n because t he men~w~mg 0 
. 1 othel' 

Ot·ds ongress was onlY mcidental. n 'd ,. g 
' fro:rn th e facts of that case, consi eun 

that the Eucharistic Congress was a big national 
event which was featured in the stamps, the Su
preme Court said that the purpose or intention was 
to propagandize Manila and the Philippines, and 
that the featUl·ing of the Eucharistic Congress on 
the stamps was only incidental. 

Senator RECTO. No, no, it was not the featuring 
of the Eu.charistic Congress the specific purpose 
of the law. The Euchar istic Congress was not 

mentioned in the law. 
Senator RosALES. It was featured in the stamps 

but it was only incidental. 
Senator REC'fO. What the court said was that 

the resulting propaganda for the Catholic church 

was incidental. 
Senator RosALES. Yes, the religious aspect is only 

incidental. Senator RECTO. Well, you are giving a different 
view of the case, and there is no possible agree
ment between us. But I have here the text of the 
decision and I am passing it on to you. 

Senator RosALES· Precisely, I was following that 
decision which the gentleman from Batangas read. 

Senator RECTO. Your Honor is not interpreting 

it cor rectly. Senator ROSALES. In other words, the religious 
aspect in that stamP was only incidental, does the 
gentleman f rom Batangas agree with me? 

Senator RECTO. The printing of t he stamps was 
not incidental. It was the resulting pr opa.ganda 
f or t he Church that was incidental, accordmg to 

the Supreme Court. . 
Senator RoSALES· The religious aspect m that 

stamp. tl If Senator RECTO· Neither ~~at, but 1e r esu mg 
. aganda f or the Cathollc Church. 

pl~~nator ROSALES. All right, I'll put it that "-ay. 
I will folloW Your Honor that it was the propa-

ganda for the Church. 
Senator RECTO. Don't follow me, if Your Honor 

is not per suaded. . . S nator ROSALES· No'r I will say, the rehgi~US 
. e a anda was onlY incidental. No\\·, comtng 

f~o~hfs bill, it is a matter of o~iuion. Yot~~ 
. that the religious teaclungs that aJ 

Honto:· sda) ~n that boo1< ar e incidental. But it is 
con ame 1 
fundamental. ·n d e not provide for 

Senator REC'l'O. Bu; the. bl 
0 ~he bill provides 

the teaching of Rizal s opm_wns. J d. f Ins uoo ,s. 
onlY for the rea IngB 0 tl uooks that are com-

Senator Ros.ALE5· ut t~~Jents contain chnrt('l_·~ 

P
e!led to be read by the h~. g ·ng" t.xlst t1H' Catbollc . . w· teac lll .. " • . ·. 

in r ehgion, con 1n our Honor sn)'!'l that Jt . Js 
Church. vVhethm: .Y 1 . g the fact rcinatns 

boolc on r eligiOUS tNlC HII .' 
not a . }'gious teachings. 
fhat ther e ar e 1e I 
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ti Senator RoSALES. Now, coming to another ques
mon about the Ruiz case, is it not a fact, gentle
fr~n fro~ Batangas, that the Ruiz case is different 
Ru~ t his case, because in the first place, in the 
be·Iz case, it was not public money which was 
, lng spent for the printing of the stamps. It 
vas onl . Dir t Y an mvestment because, according to the 

ec or of p .... what osts, the return would be more th·an 
As would be spent in t he print ing of stamps. 
in t~:att:r . of fact, that was mentioned in passing 

decision of t he court . 
no~~nator RECTO. The senator is wrong. That is 

S Included in the ratio decidendi of the case. 
bec:nator ROSALES. In this case, it. is different, 
the ~se the money to be spent in the printing of 
the oaks cannot be expected to be recovered by 
it I. government. But in the printing of stamps, 

s a t '"ill b ma t er of common knowledge that what 
tha e realized in the sale thereof will be more 

S
n What is spent for the printing of the same. 
enat R t' decid o~· ECTO. I am .talking about the 1·a W 

caus end't of the case, gentleman from Samar, be
in t;· You know that there are no two equal cases 
juri Is world, because otherwise there would be no 

sprudence. 
Seilat Batan . or ROSALES. I am glad the gentleman from 
S gas mentioned that. 

a1·e :~ator RECTO. I have not finished yet. There 
any 0~vays differences, in shades perhaps, between 
a1·e · le case and another. So when preceden~s 
the ~~~oked ~he first thing we must look into IS 

S 0 dec~dendi. 
Bat~~ator RosALES. I am glad the gentleman from 

. lnan gas mentioned that because when the gentle
been "Was . discussing the Barnette case,. he . ha.s 
en.t f ~aking distinctions that this case IS ~~ffei 
llledg to1n the Barnette case because there 

1
s no 

gentl e, no. floag salut e no affirmation. So, as the 
t\\•o eman f rom Bata~gas has said, there are no 
'~'Qtio c~se~ equally wit.h the same facts, but the 

Sen ectdendi is t he same. 
Bal'h ator RECTO But the difference between the 
tt. •lette · f t nd on 
•te la,v . case and this case on the ac s a nd 

E!at'th, y IS like the difference between heaven a 

Se our Honor. 
the nator R 
0 

. gent} OSALES. 
lllnio eman from n. 

Well, that is the opinion of 
Batangas. We have our own 

f }{ow tl man 
t l'olll Ba coming t o the Ruiz case, th~ . genth: t in 
~at n ~angas has read :from the .deCl~on of c our 

0nst ·tUlz case ther e was no vwlatwn 1 l'i 1. Ut' · · · f the Euc ta~ 
\\~:!tic C Ion bec-ause the mentionmg o I ther 
'otds ongress was onlY incidental. . n 'do . . g 

, from the facts of that case, consJ ei in 

that the Eucharistic Congress was a big national 
event which was featured in the stamps, the Su
preme Comt said that the purpose or intention was 
to propagandize Manila and the Philippines, and 
that the featuring of the Eucharistic Congress on 
the stamps was only incidental. 

Senator RECTO. No, no, it was not the featuring 
of the Eu.charistic Congress the specific purpose 
of the law. The Eucharist ic Congress was not 
mentioned in the law. 

Senator ROSALES. It was featured in the stamps 
but it was only incidental. 

Senator RECTO. What the court said was that 
the resulting propaganda for the Catholic church 

was incidental. 
Senator RosALES. Yes, the religious aspect is only 

incidental. 
Senator RECTO. Well, you are giving a different 

view of the case, and there is no possible agree
ment between us. But I have here the text of the 
decision and I am passing it on to you. 

Senator ROSALES. Precisely, I '"as following that 
decision which the gentleman from Batangas read. 

Senator RECTO. Your Honor is not interpreting 

it correctly. Senator RosALES. In other words, the religious 
aspect in that stamp was only incidental, does the 
gent leman from Batangas agree with me? 

Senator RECTO. The printing of the stamps was 
not incidental. It was the resulting propa.ganda 
for the Church that was incidental, accordmg to 

the Supreme Court. Senator RoSALES. The religious aspect in that 

stamp. th It' Senator RECTO. Neither ~~1at, but e resu mg 
. aganda for the Cathouc Church. 

pi~~nator ROSALES. All right, I'l.l put it that ~\-a~· · 
I will follow Your Honor that It was the P

1 
opa-

anda for the Church. 
g Senator RECTO· Don't follow me, if Your Honor 

is not persuaded. . . 
Senator RosALES. Now I will say, the rehgt?us 
. was only incidental. Now, con:wg 

f~0~~f:n:i~l, it is a matter of o?inion. ~ ot~~ 
th t 

the reli<Yious teachtngs that ro_ 
Honor says a e.· . . . B t 't 1s 

. d . that book are uicJdental. u 
1 

contame 111 
fundamental. .11 does 1101 prodde for 

Senator REC'l'O. But the. bl Th8 bill provides 
the teaching of Rizal's opm.wns. 1 d. f ]llS bOO ,s. 
onlY for the rea wg 0 tl boOI\s that are com-

Senator RosALE5· But t~~Jents contain chnrtc'.·s 

P
elled to be read by theh~ . ·ng" t' rt~t tlw Catllohl' 

ta' teac mg .. " · · · 
in religion, con JD ~r HonoJ' snrs that It • IS 

C
}lurch. Whether Yo 1 . g the filet rcJnatns 

religious tenc llll ' 
not a book on I ' rrjous teachings. 
t)Htt there are re 1,., 
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Thank you, gentleman from Batangas. 
Senator RECTO. (Continuing.) Mr. President, it 

is getting late and I wish as much ·as possible to 
finish my 'Speech today. 

I come now to the analysis of the so-called pas
toral. I maintain that this is not a pastoral. If 
I insist on .this point, it is oecause the presentation 
of this document to the Congress as a . pastoral is 
·a fraud practiced on the members of Congress, 
considering the conclusions that the opponents of 
the bill are trying to infer from the document. It 
is not a pastoral, I repeat. It is a mere state
ment, and there is no article of faith involved. I 
have with me here a sample of a true pastoral. 
(J]isplaying a page of a newspape1·. ) This is a 

. pastoral, issued by the entire Philippine hierarchy 
on 29 January 1953. It is known as a joint pas
toral. It is not entitled "Statement of the Hierar
·chy," but "Joint Pastoral of the Catholic Hierarchy 
of the Philippines on Religious Instruction in Public 
Schools," and it is signed by all the ·archbishops 
bishops, and apostolic administrators of the Cath~ 
olic church in the Philippines. This was printed 
and published in the newspapers carrying all the 
signatur es. It- is in . t~e form of a letter ending 
with these charactenstlc words of a Pastoral, in 
use since the days of Saint Paul : "We impart 
to you and to them "our joint episcopal benedic
tion." 

Now the "Statement of the Hierarchy" which 
has been presented to us as a pastoral, is signed 
by nobody ; it is a~ anonymous document. No
body claims responsibility for its publication and 
distribution. But just the same we are told that 
everything that it contains is an article of faith. 
We have been discussing this document for over 
a week and not a single archbishop or bishop 
except perhaps the Archbishop of Manila, ha~ 
owned this document. And what is worse is that 
the Hierarchy, knowing that this document is not 
a pastoral, and knowing also that .its spokesmen 
here have been calling it a pastoral, has remained 
silent. 

I have been demanding a reproduction, even a 
photostatic copy, of the original of this document 
and until now I have not heard either from the 
gentleman from Samar or the gentleman from 
Bulacan. In malting that demand my purpose was 
to verify its authenticity. Not even Father Oa
vanna, who I heard had prepared it, has signed 
the same. Considering the contents of this docu
ment, 1. a~ not surprised that nobody has accep.ted 
respons1b1hty for it. 

Let us now analyze the contents of the "State
ment." 

• 

t · devoted 
It consists of two parts. The firs 15 . to 

to singing praises hymns and antiphonies, . 
' ' . l h ro our 

Rizal, calling him our greatest natwna e ' at-
foremost patriot. The second is devoted ~~ de· 
tacks on Rizal and his writings. One pal cond 
strays the other. The first part destroys the. se as 

t . nothJDg, 
par . And so this document prove~ . . stru· 
it is the case with any self-contradictmg ID 

ment. 
· . · "I!ierar· 

I will start with the admissions 1n t~e 
1 

nd the 
chy's Statement" of the greatness of Riza a·asl< if 
~1~rits of the books in question an? . .the~o their 
m the light the Hierarchy's opposit10~1 ftutioJJS 
compulsory reading in our educational 1115 1 

can be jus.tified . , swte
Now, if, according to the "HierarchY 

5 
highest 

ment" a~ong the Filipino patriots . "tb~, because 
· place of honor belongs to Dr. Jose RJzal, e virtues 
he ."possessed to an eminent degr~e .th~~~ such ll~ 
which together make up true patnobsn ' 1011e !Jtl 
h · "1 · ord a 1·e· avmg oved his country not m w d the 
in deed" ·and "devoted his energies an . 1'0rance 

· .the 1gr ·n· sources of his mind to dispellmg · . (f the 1 ,, 
and apathy of his people and cornbat111"']abore0'. 
justices and inequalities under which tJ:leY 1-.en 1115 

· " d" WJ• tne unbl he generously offered his bloo . . of 
" 1 t . p1c1on . as sa u ary activities fell under the sus . to dle ,, 
colonial government which sentenced 1;~rn teJlle~td• 
a rebel"; if, in the words of the same Stta a pJJTl f 
hi " no t o s great love for his country was eJ'teJl d 
unreflecting ·and inordinate love," to the t peYoJI y 
regarding his "native country as perfec tyrafiJIJ· 
crT · . t the ••J:>ll I lcism, and attributing all its 11ls 0 f the ·11 
and gr~ed of strangers" ; if because 0 ••}le clee.~lle 
anced Judgment" he was possessed of, t wnile e1 
8~~ ~nd boldly proclaimed the fact ~ha rule, tl:Jid 
Filipino P~ople suffered from colornal vices.~ }1e 

wd efre ·as much the victims of their 0""
11te..,e1lt, of 

e ects". ·f ••sta w ·Js 
<I • 

1 , according to the same }le eV1 . }so 
t~vas feal~le&s not only in denouncin~ t bLtt ;w 
. e c?lomal administration of his tl1~~ o""fl cttl• 
In pomtin . 'theil d .r t ? out to h1s countrymen . e afl erb 
~ke.&, thei~ own vkes, and their s~pJn s proP tJSt 

pable acquiescence to those evils' " ; If: a ••we J'l'lotJ.l' 
urged · ' t'' J In the "Hierarchy's S.taternen ! to J'lv 
honor Rizal for his unselfish devotJOPJjSfl'l :JJd 
country)' re8. d • ~ 
th d and "for the affectionate aJl'liJ'le d0ifl 
a e epth of insight with which he e" ·n so oW 
I nalyzed our national problems " and ~ dices; tti$ 
\e rose '' b · ' reJI.l J. t 
engagin a ove Petty passions and Pe,cities 0 &e!l.: 
t . g from the COI1crete cornPl .rerfl . ..,dJ nne id f gov w e 
th~ w 1~as .regarding the function .0 of tbe d ttl 

e lf,bemg f · h d" wtY ~!l Yidual th O SOCiety, t e 1g tioJ11 

, e necessity of popular educa 



\ 
SENATE 

1263 

special mission . universal · d . of our U'abon under God; ideas of 
even in an . timeless validity which are applicable 
· . our times" · 'f " . lnstghts · t ' 1 some of R1zal's most cogent 

m o the l 't' 1 
1
tndoubt dl . P0 1 1ca and social order are 
F~libustee .· Y contam~d. in Noli Me Tange1·e and El 

1 U>?no " h ' h ll!ost a ·d ' w 1c he wrote "inspired by a 
linage . ve or our country whose 'dear · 1 ent lo f 
UJ tch 1 1 se s owmg a soctal cance1·" 

h
. pr esented 't lf h . . 

te da'ted t ' 
1
'emedy f . o expose in the hope of finding a 

,, 01' 7t" . . f ~ierarch , ' 1 ' as correctly pointed out 'in the 
gtve expr Y s. Stat ement," " insofar as these novels 
freedom ess1on to our people's desire for political 
are not a~n~ ~ social .order. based on justice they 

0
f Cath r an ance w1th the practical applications 

lnilieu ao 1c. doctrine t o the exigencies of the social 
s 1t · and f . ex1sted at the time " and "the clear 

orceful . ' . never be . . express1on of such aspirations can 
e aim rous to the Catholic Church," because ''th 111-J ur· 

8~tpe1'nat s. and objectives of the Church, being 
Stble betu? al and supm ruitional, no conflict is pas
these ar ween them and national aims, provided 
"l!ierarc~~~ conformity with morality" ; if , as the 
after th · s s tatement" informs us "two years 
Leo xn; r,ublication of the NoLi Me Tang&re, pope 
auns " - ' ' as if to lend support t o Rizal's noble 
GosPel '::rade ~lear in no uncertain terms that the 
a true Chnst contributes to the foundatiOn of 
balance:nd solid basis for the development of a 
saying .' d1gnified and reallY forceful nationa.lism," 
1 In h ' . . •~m. th IS Encyclical Lib6l·t;a,S, p,.,ustonttSs<-

'l'h e following: 
Sh e Church d ' . 

f 

ouJd b oes not condemn the desire that one s nation 
toe e fre f "d d th. edom e rom foreign or absolute rule, proVl e IS 

~h'nd t~n b• won without iniu•ti"· No,. do" 'h' "P" ,..~ gover ose who wish to bring it about that states should '-~t" ned · d tl th '~''" b, >n aoeo.-dan<e with thoir own law•, on . " 
ell' p gr anted the widest possible scope for mcreasmg 

a .... rospe . · h · elf · ·••ost f . l lty. The Church bas· always shown ers 
lf aithf ul supporter of legit imate civil liberties. 

, as IQent ,c~;·rectly observed in the "Hierarchy's State-
tn t~ the object of Rizal's novels was to .xpo~e 
\vhichl'lns of fictional na.rrative the actuaL ev~ls ,, tl . _,, d ts 

Social ten afllicted Philippine society, an 
1 

Of the <:ancer was largely due to the dec<Jde.U staLe 
Cathou' eLtgious order ••"' to s()'(fle P''""'twe~ of the 
J.o de c religion hence the , ,.ger pOA·t of ktS novels '•ti,;~tea to cO:.tigof.ing awedJifying priests and to 
""d ztng what he deemed suP"'·stitio>tS obs"""""''"' 
the .. ~••ctices of the Church"; if, as conceded ID 
llate herarchy's Statement" "Rizal (in hiS books) ntly ' ... q· of o1a· 
co7tnt meant to po'rtraY a generctL co,w~ wn . 
or ;., ry o.nd not obe?-rations of indJividual chP-ro.cte? s 
1';,. Ola.ted coses when he said in th• Nok M• 
thy g ere• s Dedicaiion : 'I wiLL strive to •·•prod•W' 

(Illy fatherland's ) conditiiYil fo.ithfuU1J, wtthout 

a· . . . . u;c:·L?n'l-natwn, sac1ijicing to tr·uth eve1·ything' ". 
~f, m the words of the "Hierarchy's Statement': 
'there '::re then particular instances of ab1tSes and 
~u-pe1·stit~~ mf!®~~t:ies ·in the p1·actice of 1·eligion 
m the Ph1hppmes and "sinners among all-too
hu~an Catholics," and "priests, who, like Judas, sold 
Chnst for a handful of silver, or who, like Peter 
himself, in a moment of weakness, denied his Lord," 
because "the Chur ch must be distinguished from the 
~uman and fallible individuals that compose it," 
masmuch as, when "God,· in his infinite wisdom 
committed the inestimable treasures of his revela~ 
tion and grace to men," He did not "in any way 
deprive these stewards of thei1· {1·eedo'm to betray 
thei1· trust" ; if, as openly admitted in the "Hier
archy's Statement", the fictional characters in Noli 
Me Tange1·e and El Filibuste1·ismo had their "coun
terparts" in real life in the Philippines, because 
"such persons existed in the Philippines, atnd it is 
obvious that they thought and spolce as Rizal makes 
thei1· fict:ional counte1-pa1·ts think and speak, in 
te?'11tS of Chnti-Catholic ideas, 1vith jeers at CathoLic 
doct1·ine, with impieties, etc.," and, on the other 
hand, "it is the novelist's ?'ight to pO'I't?·ay people 
as they are" ; if, as is enjoined iiLthe "Hierarchy's 
Statement" ; "Would that our leaders of today and 
our people as a whole might put into practice more 
faithfully the patriotic teachings contained in the 
writings of our national hero! But men cannot 
put into practice teachings with which they have 
but slight acquaintance and which they do not tho
roughly and r ight ly understand. Hence we cannot 
but approve and applaud in principle the desire of 
n1anY that the writings of Rizal be more widely 
circulated and read, and even introduced as reading 
matter in the public and private sch9ols of the nati(5n. 
We can think of no more effective means, after 
the formal teaching of religion, to develop in our 
youth a sane and constructive nationalism and the 
civil virtue, so necessary in our times, of subordi
nating individual ambitions to the common good" ; 
with all such admissions and premises, how could, 
under the rules of logic, have the members of the 
HierarchY who reportedly authorized and approved 
this "Statement" maintain that these books contain 
teachings contrarY to the Catholic Faith and oppose 
their compulsorY reading in all educational mstitu-

tions in the Philippines? Rizal did nothing but to write a piece of histor!, 
to tell the tale of the days of his years. He d>d 
not create the men whose "fictional counterparts" 
are the charactei"S of his novels, who "thinl< an~ 
speak" as those men actuallY "thought •nd spok':' 
according to the Hierru-chY· ThO" men eXIsted, JD 
flesh and blood, tlJO Capitan Tiagos, the Padres 
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Dam.asos, Salvis, Camorras, and Sibylas, and Her
mana Rufa, and Hermana Pule and Dofia Consola- -
cion and Dona Victorina, Ta.sio the Philosopher, 
and Doctor Pasta, the jurist, and the noble Pa~·e 
Fl01·entino, and ~he respectable friar Padre Fer
nandez, and of course the dreamer !ban-a, the dis
illusioned Simoun who would employ criminal means 
to secur e noble ends, Cabesang Tales, the good 
citizen turned bandit by social injustice and govern
ment persecutions, and that great man of the 
masses, Elias. And because the picture was faith
ful and the ministers--of the Faith appeared as they 
were, ugly and detestable, the Hierarchy has come 
to the strange conclusion. that Rizal's novels attacked 
the church and are, therefore, heretical and impious. 

Now, Mr. President, if Ri~al really made attacks 
on the church,- it was on the Catholic church in the 
Philippines in those days, he did not attack Catholi
cism, in general. And the authors of the "Hierarchy 
Statement" shall in vain point to a single passage 
j n any of these two Rizal's books to prove that 
Rizal attacked the Catholic church as a universal 
institution, distinct from the one administered by 
her erring, "disedifying" ministers in the Philip
pines of those days. The authors of the "Hierarchy 
Statement" not having found anything in the Noli 
Me Tange1·e which would prove that Rizal attacked 
the Catholic Church, the Catholic faith or the Cath
olic religion, have resorted to what in law we call 
"proof aliunde," by quoting from a reported con
versation between Pardo de Tavera and Rizal on the 
occasion of their meeting in London in 1888 or 
1889. But the author or authors of the "Statement" 
reproduced only a part of that conversation to 
suit his or their purpose of driving home the point 
that Rizal attacked Catholicism not only as prac-· 
ticed in the Philippines but in general. The "Hier
archy's Statement", quoting Rafael Palma, says 
in this respect : 

"When in May 1889, Dr. Tavera told Rizal in Paris 'that 
he (Tavera} tried to defend him (Rizal) before Father 
Faura explaining that, in the attack upon the .friars, the 
stone was thrown so high and wit h such force that it 
1·eached religion,' Rizal conected ' him saying: 'This com
parison is not quite exact; I wished to throw the missile 
against the friars; but as they used the ritual and super
stitions of a religion as a shield, I had to get r id of that 
shield in order to wound the enemy that was hiding behind 
it." 

That was the only part of the conversation quoted 
by the Hierarchy. The complete story of the re
ported conversation and the conversation itself, runs 
as follows : 

Hacia mayo llego el Dr. Trinidad Pardo ~~ Taveraib: 
Paris para ver la Exposicion y cont6 a R•~al que isar 
haciendose imposible la vida en Filipinas. Quenan rhequbiese 

(d . ' I nose u su casa e Pardo) y confiscar sus libros, s1 e · ntes 
marchado. Creia que si no mejoraban las condicioneso~ctor 
de pasar diez afios ocurriria una. revolucion. ~~ ita& y 
Tavera tambien le cont6 que habia visitado a los Jesu se de 

tu . I enterar es vo de charla con el Padre Fam·a, qUJen a tario: 
R. 1 ·ta I . ste cornen " que Iza es ba ligeramente enfe1111o, uzo e morir, 

"No puede ser de otro modo · este hombre tiene quel castl· 
como si quisiera dar a ente~der que por sus ~de~~ e decir: 
garia Dios. Rizal, al recibir esta noticia, se Itmit ~0 estn "s· . b., . pero a I voy a morn·, el Padre F aura tam 1en, trevn 
bien que un jesuita del calibre del Padre Faura ~e 8

5
jJlliSJll0 

decir una blasfemia." Pardo de Tavera le cont 
11

1 padre 
que trat6 de defender Ia posicion de Rizal 'llnte ·e: dill" el 
FaUI·a, explicando que Rizal en su lioro, al quetl n alto Y 

1 ' · d ·a 8 '6!1 go pe a los f railes, habria lanzado Ja pie 1 IllParac• el 
con tal empuje que '<llcanzo Ia r el igion. "Esta ~ )anZilr 
no es tan exacta," le corrigio Riza l. "Yo quenaran de 105 

proyectil contra los f railes pero como estos se va I "a teJl!a 
• 1 d COTII" I dJtJ 

ritos Y supersticiones de una religion como e esco!l 
que librarme de esta para herir el enemigo que s)e s j\tene~ 
d tr. s· I t na Pa a sll e as. 1 os troyanos hubieran .pues o u atidO con dO 
sobre su fortaleza y desde alli hubieran comb. . n at1lcD..,0 fl h 1 · · hubJera co•·· ec as a os gnegos creo que los gne~os t ·Jizar )a 

tambien a la diosa. A Dios no se le debe u 
1
arse de es 

escudo Y protector de los abusos ni menos u!jlipill95 er 
el ' · · en J,: ·q~~ec ~ 1g.•bo

1
n para tal proposito. Lo que ?~~a para enrl pllra 

orri e; abusan del nombre de Ia rehgJOn . ente, 1111 
h . . moe de 

SUS aciendas, para seducir a una JOven }a paZ a fl.0 

desh~cerse de un enemigo, para perturbar pot qtl prl' 
matnmonio Y robar el honor de una esposa. 

1 
call58 poJl· 

he de comba'tir una religion asl cuando es , 
11 

J;a reS bte· 
d. I ' . as oJI1 s mor Ia de nuestras desventuras Y higrun d. su n dO 1° 

sabilidad recae sobre aquellos que abusan ; cull0 !llel 
C . to h. u paiS, ~Jl 

ns Izo lo mismo con Ia religion de 5 • 1 pot 
f an·s b a£' de :R,za ' eos a usaron de ella." (Biogr Ia tJle 
Palma, p. 133) . of d 
W tlt015 to e can easily understand why the au It the 5 tJle 
"Hierar.chy's Statement" mutilated bot frolll ~,9s 
and the conversation. In the first plac~, :f(.i~lll 0JiC 
whole .of the conversation it is clear tltathe Cllt~Jse· 
refernng to the status and condition of here ~tlY 
Church in the Philippines not anY'"' e¢detJll-lt 
Th ' re · ; e spokesmen of the HierarchY we ut lll OJ 

determined to suppress the fact, brougltt ~piste!PdiS' 
con~ersation, that in those days tlte. Jl1 girlS• piJ1~ 
Chn~t in the Philippines were seduclilg!ld roD 
tu.rbing the peace of married people a r'S 
Wives of their honor. . rllrc11JJe 

Th ''fl)e t d 
St . e other aliunde proof cited in the t' oil t~1eg-e t tw atement'' to substantiate the co:r:te~·~al'S t.J1Peflt 

t
o books of Rizal are heretical, IS t1t..e 9-fg e P0 

re ract· f 1.~ }:l. . Ion. The manifest tendency 0 }tad 
18 that Rizal Would not have retracted tW 
made attacks on the Church. the geJ1 

Sen~tor ROSALES. M President, will 
man Yteld? r. 
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.The PRESIDENT. Th 1 Wishes. e gent eman may yield if he 

Senator RECTO. Gladly. . . 
Senator Ros . conve . . ALES .. Just for a question about that 

If I rsat10n between ·Pardo de Tavera and Rizal. 
un der st a d · h quoted . · n ng t t he portion of t he conver sation 

was t In . wh at you said is in t he pastoral let ter 
the C 0 t~1 ~ve that Rizal in his writings attacked 
is the ~~ ol.Ic Church, the Catholic religion. That 

S les is of that por tion of t he conversation 
. enator REc T l . . . of the " . ' 1'0. 1at Is the thesis of the authors 

Se Hier ar chy's Statement." 
lighta;~r Ros~LES. And you claim, if I unde1•stand 
vers;t. a t that is wr ong because the whole con-

s 
Ion w as not quoted in that letter ? 

~~~ R . should ECTO. Yes, the entire conversatiOn 

S 
have been r epr oduced 

enat · · duced or Ro~ALES. Af ter Your Honor has repro-
it r ei fth: entire conversation, is it not tr ue t hat 
in t: 01 ces the allegation of t he hier archY because 
he . at late1· part Rizal was so bi tter because 

SS:Id why should he at tack the r eligion · · ' 
l>l'ac~·ator RECTO. Yes t he Catholic r eligion as was 
Se~sed in the Phillppines, not in genral. . 

PhiU a~or ROSALES. The r eligion as practised Ill the 
S PPlnes. . fen~~ator R ECTO. Yes, because Rizal had been de-

tnenting Catholicism in another contemporarY docu-
wh ' · t Catha!· . Ich I will r ead now. He was not. agaxns 

days lCism, but only as practised here xn. those 
he P~i In a letter Rizal wr ote to Resurrecion Hl~a!go, 
in E: nted to t he differ ence between the Cathohcxsm 
Cath~:o?e and other par ts of the world and th~ 
as sa l~clsm in the Philippines ; he even went as far 
g"oh YIDg that if Catholicism would }{now what was 
a"h lg on in ·the Ph'l ' . es Catholicism would be 

.., a""'ed I lppm , 
•u of 't Senat I · · th t part 

Of th or RosALES. I was just followmg a. e 
lette : conver sat ion other thall the one quoted In th 

Se1 of the hierarchy. 1 ·t cot·t·e~ator RECTO. The gentleman did not f ol O:h~t 
"'as tly , because what Rizal said was t~~t 

Se happening in t he P hilipipnes was horllb~· Id 
he n~:tor ROSALES. But he said that whY s ou 

Sen attack t hat religion? . d in t he ~hili a~or RECTO. The r eligion as practxse 

S PP1nes 
•tat•nator .RosALES So thai confirms ciearlf. the 
thatetnen t of t he l~ier~rchY t hat it was re Jglon 

Was t . 1 Sen a t acked by Rtza · 1 opinion 
an,

1 
ator RECTO That is your per sona y : l-t ~ th · · h Jetter oul 

Ot1ot· at l S against t he teno~· of t : he religion as 
tll·act · · B e said clearlY that xt was · 

lSed in the Philippines. 

The r etraction says : 
"Me declaro cat6Jico y en esta religion en que n . 

d 
. . . . ac1 y me 

e uque qu1ero VlVlr y morir" ... 
"Me retracto de todo coraz6n de cuanto en mis palabr ·to · as, 

escr~ s, 1mpr.~os y conducta ha habido contrario a mi 
cuahdad de hlJO de la iglesia cat6Jica." 

This is the most important part of the document 
in my humble opinion. It says : "I retract whole~ 
heartedly everything that in my words writings 
publications and conduct has been cont;ary to m; 
status as son of the church." In this so-called 
pastoral the charge is made t hat certain passages 
of Rizal's books ar e her.etical and impious, because 
in them Rizal attacked Catholic dogma, faith and 
mot~als. If this charge wer e t r ue, and, on the 
ot her hand, Rizal was ready and willing to r etract, 
he would have been asked to say, and he would have 
had to say, that he was r etracting the impieties 
and heresies contained in the Noli Me Tangere and 
El Filibustm•ismo, instead of resorting tp the vague 
phrase "everything contrary to my status as son of 
the church." Irreverent words, even quotations 
fr om other people's heretical assertions, without 
''defending them with arguments" (propugMre, 
under Canon 1399) do not consti tute heresy or 
impiety, but they may be regar ded in a Catholic 
writer, properly, as "contrary to his status as son 
of the church." Now, did Rizal mean that he was 
merely retracting imp•rop1•ieties in his writings? 
Besides, the document of retraction did not make 
any particular reference to the Noli and the Fili, 
but his writings in gener al, and to his beha,ior 
( cond~u;W,) . Could the r etraction be interpreted in 
the sense that t here are "heretical" and "impious" 
passages in the Noli and Fil·i? Could he not have 
rneant other w-ritings like "La Vision de Fray Ro
driguez," or the "Letters to Padre Pastells" ? Even 
the words "I detest the Masonry" (a.bomino de la. 
Ma.sone1-ia.> are qualified in the sense t hat Rizal's 
sole reason f or it was that it is prohibited by the 
Church and it is an enemY of the Church (como 
enemiga qtte es de /a. I gle::ria. Y como sociedad p1·o
hibida por la Iglesia) ; not because it is mala per se, 
but because it is m.a.bwnL prohi bit!l?n· 

The document further says : "Puede el ~~·e!~do 
Diocesano, como autor idad super ior ecles,ashc~, 
h

acer pt1blica esta manifestaci6n espont:lllea nua · actos haran 
para reparar el escandalo que J11lS mb . 
podido causal· y para que Dios ·' · los ho res nle 

erdonen." · · · It P t . . tl hand\\'l'lting of R1zal. 
The documen IS m. 1C t distant past I found 

is so contended, and lD a n~izal wrote it JJimself. 
the contention corre~t. tl f t 't wln· did he han~ 
bcsirles affixing his sJgna ure o l , . 
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to state that it was spontaneous on his part? Why 
the suspicious explicatio non petita? It ends by 
saying "para que Dios y los hombres me perdonen." 
It was meet and proper, of course, that he should· 
ask God's forgiveness, but who were the men (ws 
hombres) whose forgiveness he was impetrating? 
They were not, for suTe, his own countrymen for 
whose sake he was giving his life, and certainly not 
those of them who either were unaware of the 
greatness and holiness of his sacrifice or were de
spising it because of their colonial or bigoted men
tality: they were the ones to ask his forgiveness. 
Were they the characters he castigated in his writ
ings? They were the victimizers of his com; try 
and people and it was for on their souls that Rizal 

. should have besought divine mercy. This retraction 
does not show, therefore, that Rizal admitted having 
attacked the Catholic church on matters of dogma, 
faith and morals. There is no such admission here. 
Therefore, this document of retraction cannot be 
invoked to prove the thesis of the opponents of the 
bill that in the books in question Rizal attacked 
dogmas and matters of faith of the Catholic church. 

Senator RosALES. Mr. President, will the gentle
man yield to just one question? 

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

Senator RECTO. Gladly. 
Senator RoSALES. The gentleman has cited a copy 

of the retraction of Rizal. Does the gentleman 
believe in the authenticity of that 1·etraction? \ 

Senator RECTO. The signature seems authentic. I 
have said that on several occasions. 

Senator ROSALE~: Well, I mean, in your research, 
in your study, whether your conclusion is that this 
document of the retraction is authentic or not. 

Senator RECTO. The signature seems authentic but 
that does not exclude the possibility of the fact that 
it was obtained through duress or false pretenses. 

Senator ROSALES. Thank you. 
Senator DELGADO. Mr. President, will the gentle

man yield just for one question? 
The ACTING PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield 

if he so desires. 
Senator RECTO. Gladly. 
Senator DELGADO. Does the gentleman recall the 

writings of our distinguished Filipino citizen, Don 
Rafael Pab:na, in connection with the retraction of 
Rizal? 

Senator RECTO. Yes, ~· read them cursorily. I 
don't think I could be examined on that. . 

R f 1 Palma Senator DELGADO. Has not Don a ae not 
f was come to the conc_Iusion that the retrac Ion 

authentic, apocryphal? . collect, 
Senator RECTO. If not the sig~ature, as I 1e 

the entire document. 
Senator PELAEZ. Mr. 

. . the gentle--
President, Will 

man yield? 

The ACTING PRESIDENT. 
if he so desires. 

y yield, 
The gentleman ma 

Senator RECTO. Gladly. rne in· 
Senator PELAEz. I would like to ask fort~~cto de 

f t . Th . 'd ''Me re 1 . s orma Ion. e retractiOn sa1 : scr1to ' 
todo coraz6n de cuanto en mis palabl~as, ~i ella· 
impresos y conducta ha habido contrano a 
lidag de hijo de la Iglesia cat61ica." . hiS 

· writings, 
Now, Rizal refers to his works, hiS hl'ch W85 
· · d t w t.e pn~ted t~·acts I suppose, and con ~c NoW, t•~d 

agamst h1s status as son of the chulch. thiS dl 
'd that or gentleman from Batangas has sa1. Tangere 

not refer to any portion of the Noh Me :Rizal "'95 

the El Filibu . ..ste'rismo. May I know what 
retracting then? . st tlle 

- t again . st Senator RECTO. He wrote pamphle s 
1 

agaJP ,, 
friars and they really contained attac rs drigue\ 
the Catholic faith. "La Vision de FraY R~nce ~\ 
for instance. In his famous correspond 

55
ing hJ 

F th · XJJl'e . ·oP· a er Pastells he was quite free Ill e . re1I$t1 t 
ideas against some tenets of the Catholl~ 

5 
t119 

b ]Ieve . ft/6 ~enator PELAEz. So, the gentleman e }!ol~ 
th~s refers to writings other than the 
Tangere and the El Fili buste1-isrM· 9S 

Senator RECTO. yes. }3l:Ltl.lP~~e 
Senator PELAEz. If the gentleman froJl'l ould I 

Would give us some of them later on, I w of 
to ex · r armne those writings. gon° e~• 

Senator REcTo. I will inform Y oul" :R0drH~\Jtl1e so~e-his Pamphlet in reply to :t:athe~ where tf1}1e 
entitled "L v· ·, , ez d .J. • 

. a Iswn de Fr. Rodr1gu ' pie · 
5
tv 

existence ~f the Purgatory is fra~klY de at ft.g'Ll tlle 
P~mphlet 1s a terrible satire agawst th aillst to 
~a~ father Who had written bitterlY .ag}etter~ef9 
F oli Me Tdnge?·e. I remember also hiS f :Jl1.9't.c£ll· 
o ath~r Pastells, containing discussions .: peret~llJJt 
f Sfaith. Portions of those letters wer. tbi~tJP~ 

R. enator PELAEz. Does not Your IIonol. ~rl 
1zal rna h f hiS 
h Y ave also retracted so:m:e 0 -ooPe-

w ere he ridiculed the Pope? tbe J. df.\1 
~enator RECTo. I deny that he ridicule:ne ,,$~960 

C enator PELA1Ez. May I read fro1J'l. I"ti·orf: ot 
ancer " th· · s "" .,e · . ' Is 1s the Derbyshire traP ·e OY .toll edition in . whel ·e ; 

th h' a supposed conversati011 wnt:tt al-
e c al·acters says : "Huh! Get out! 
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dreaming b -the Po a out, granddad? Do you still think that 

S 
pes even move their hands? . 

enator REc J a clarificaf TO. ust a moment, Your Honor. For 
Is Rizal th 1011• let us give. the proper background. 

S 
e one speaking there? 

enator PE - -ters. LAEZ. No. I said, one of his charac-

Senator R Protested t· ECTO. I hav~lready said that Rizal had 
sponsibl nne and again against making him re
a Jette . e t for words of his novels' characters. In 
attribu~· 0 Ponce, he said, "They are unfair in 
because mg to m~ the statements of my characters, 
becau otherwise I will be an absurd person 

se 1 · Capitan T' Will be speaking the same ideas of 
Darnaso Iago or Ibarra or Father Salvi and Father 
Pastoral _and all my chara,cters." This so-called 
charactel~tself admits that those men, including the 
actually ~ to whom Your Honor referred, existed 
thought . In those days and that they spoke ,and 
as ha . In the way that they are presented by Rizal 
l:Ion01~1ng r eally thought and spoken. So Your 
becau cannot say that· Rizal ridiculed the Pope 

Senset of those words of one of his characters. 
'I'hat . ~ or PELAEz. At least this appears in his boolc 
auth01~s a matter of appreciation: In fiction the 
tel's. ·~ometimes puts across his ideas by c~ar.ac
the tl'Ut;w Y o.ur Honor says this is just dep1ct1ng 

"D · Th1s character here says : 
~he ~/ou still think that Popes even move their hands? 
1n t lest b · · · t lY works 
d he l:l1 ' emg nothing more than a pnes • on 
oesn't ass- when he turns around! The Al·chbishop, he 

So the ~ven turti around for he says mass sitting down. 
''• You 1~"-;th• Pop• ,~Y' it in bod with • bn! Wh•t 

S nkmg about? lion:~ator RECTO. In justice to everybody, will You>· 
~ndie Please tell the audience the Senators and the 
to--... !_lee th t .' . th t waY were 
<>••oran ' a those conversmg 111 a 

Sen t peasants? · . . 
tel's. ator PELA.Ez. Well, I said, one of hls chalac· 

s h enato... R t ignorant ~eotll ... ECTO. They were peasan s, '"' e. R · · nd attacl{-
•tg th Izal precisely was censurmg a 

1-..... ~ena. otse supet·stitions in his days. rt f the 
::-"JCt w ?r PELA.Ez. Then maY I refer to pa o i 
'- 1\i hich is Rizal's? On page 77, he says (th s 

··s Zal now): 
titn an D · R e of the 
lllo e 'Whe~ego was a kind of Rome_; not t~e w~~~ with a 
Oth'W, l'lor the cunning Romulus laid out ~~s . own and ~ ers• bl of the latel; time when, bathed 1D lts 't was a 
lQ~l\le of ~od, it dictated laws to the world;~

0

in
1 

place of 
a ... tbte ,.,.. ur own t imes with the difference ll ents of 
"'W li ·••Onu . h d ·ts monum itt a and . ments and colosseums 1t a . 

1 
was t he p

0
pe 

O;f the Va _lt.s cockpit of nipa. The ~u.l a~uard th'e J{illg 
al! ltaly tican; the alferez of the Clvll d r~tood on a. 

ale Of o~ the Qu1rinal: all, it must be un ; t inual quar· 
ntpa and bamboo. IIere, as there, co 

reling went on, since each ,..;shed t b " o e the master and 

considered the other an intruder." 

Senator REC~. Where is the attack on the Pope?. 
Se!lator PELAEZ. Well, it speaks of the Pope as 

always quarreling. 
Senator RECTO. With the secular state. That is 

history .. Your Honor knows that those quarrels 
ended w1th the Pope losing his temporal power. 

~enator PEL.4..Ez. l was just wondering whether 
th1s would not be one of those things which as a 
son of the Catholic-chul'ch he may not have con-

sidered offensive. 
Senator RECTO. I don't think so. 
Senator PELAEZ. That is a matter of opinion. 
Senator RECTO. Your Honor has read that par-

ticular passage, and Your Honor knows that what 
Rizal was conveying in that passage .was the rivalry 
between the al[e1·ez and the parish priest of San 
Diego, a friar. They were figthing there for power, 

local power. Senator PELAEZ. He was comparing the priest to 

the Pope. Senator RECTO. Because the friar pretended then 

to represent the Pope here. 
Senator PELAEZ. No, it says here that they were 

always quarreling. 
Senator RECTO. The Pope had always been quar-

reling with representatives of the secular powers. 
That is historically true. As a result of the fight, 
he lost his temporal power precisely. 

Senator PELAEZ· Is it not possible that as a true 
Catholic, when he wrote this in the capilla with a 
priest, he could not have mad_e this 1·eference to the 
Pope as a quarrelsome person? As a Catholic, I 
mean, not from the point of view of a non-Catholic, 
but one who has been impressed by priests and 
whose duty as a Catholic was to respect the Pope 
and everything? Could it not be possible? 

Senator RECTO. But he did not depict the Pope 
as quarrelsome. · It could be, and it was, possible 
that the govemment of ItalY was provoking him to 

quarrels. Senator P.EL-4..EZ· That is a matter of opinion. 
Senator RECTO· He was not the one perhaps pro

voking the quarrel. Of course, if theY quarr~ed 
with him he would not remain silent, staY Jymg 
down Your Honor knows that the Popes wru:e 
bellig~rent during the Middle Ages. Tl!eY had their 

armies. Your Honor remembers that famous own · ed the Pantlteon 
pope Mateo Barberini. He stl'IPP 
of all its bronze in order to manulactu;•t:.:~~:: 
and ammunit ions, and it wa~ because ? d bY the . . in Lat!D w~s couJc 
the famous eplgtam ·b . · (ccerunt Bar-
Romans : Quod non febcen~nt b~~d a~~t do the Bar-
be?·ini. What the bar arlans ' 



1~68 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

berinis-meaning the Pope, because he belonged to 
the Barberini family-did. They were levying war 
in those days, the Popes. 

Senator PELAEZ. Yes. In other words, Your 
Honor does not agree with the. stand of the Cath
olics that these may be passages which are against 
Catholic dogma or Catholic authorities, but that 
there may be some irreverence, ~t most. I heard 
Your Honor say there would be irreverence. 

Senator RECTO. I think it is an irreverent phrase, 
but that is very far from heretical and impious. 

Senator PELAEz. So we can agree there? 
Senator RECTO. So the teachers, if they want to 

make comment on that, can tell the pupils, "This 
phrase is irreverent. Do not pay attention to it." 
But do not expurgate it. 

Senator PELAEZ. So_ we can agree that the Cath
olics may be ~gainst this because there is some 
degree of irreverence in the book? 

Senator RECTO. Many of them are committing 
irreverence in deeds, which is worse. 

Senator PELAEZ. Well, certainly, but let us go back 
to the book. So if some of them co;mmit irreverence 
in deeds, that is entirely beside the point. I mean, 
just for a mere discussion of facts. Can we agree 
that in Your Honor's opinion there is some degree 
of irreverence in this, in the Noli Me T angere? 

Senator RECTO. That is straining the point. Nat
urally, Your Honor can say that that is irreve1·ence. 

Senator PELAEZ. What is Your Honor's honest 
opinion? 

Senator RECTO. Your Honor reads history. From 
what the encyclopedias say about the Pope, Your 
Honor necessarily will have to admit that the Popes 
themselves committed irreverence with those acts 
which cannot be accepted really as virtuous and 
holy. To mention those acts is not to commit 
irreverence. 

Senator PELAEZ. I just want that point. 
Senator RECTO. Pope Urban VIII excommunicated 

people for smoking, what does Your Honor think 
of that? Just for smoking, they were excommuni
cated. 

Senator PEDkE:z. Yes. 
Senator RECTO. What does Your Honor think of 

that? Is it irreverence to mention that? Would 
it be an insult to the Pope to narrate it? 

Senator PELAtEZ. No, I don't. But regardless of 
my saying so or not, can we not agree that in the 
Nobi Me T6.nge1·e there is some degree of irrever
ence? 

Senator RECTO. That depends upon people's crite
rion and judgment. 

' 

'te . n I Senator PELAEz. In Your Honor's cn no · 
heard Your Honor say in the course of your 
speech . . . a 

Senator RECTO. From my point of vie~ a;nto 
Catholic, yes, but I am not supposed to 'VI.lte 
the laws my personal opinions as a Cathol~ or's 

Senator PELAEz. I am not asking Your r:·arY 
opinion as lawmaker and Catholic bu.t as a 1degree 
man. Can we just agree that there IS some 
of irreverence? . t there 

Senator RECTO. Yes, it can be admitted t~a oint, 
is some degree of irreverence. To a certain p 
yes. But that is not heresy. tleiJlan 

Senator LIM. Mr. President, will the gen 
yield ? . . yield, 

The ACTING PRESIDENT. The gentleman maY 
if he so desires. 

Senator RECTO. With pleasure. ke just 
Senator LIM. First of all, allow me to ma 

a co.uple of preliminary r emarks. s I per· 
Fu·st of all, gentleman from Batanga ~nt is ~ 

sonally do not believe that that statem 
pastoral letter. 

Senator RECTO. I am glad to hear that. that itS 
Senator LIM. I ag1~ee with Your Honor ·t is not 

genuineness is really very doubtful because \ · Iettel'· 
even signed, it is not even called a pastor:l tr~;~.ted 
The true pastoral letter showed and dernon:e of ~;~. 
by your Honot, I believe is a good exarnr c 1 d~ 
pastoral letter and therefore as a Catho I ~Jl)'• 
n t b · ' ' erson iS 0 su scnbe to that statement and, P se it 
do n?t feel bound by that statement, be~a:nicl1 ' 
not In_ the category of a pastoral Jette.l r 

. Catholic should ordinarily abide. or f~~ 
d 1 would like also to say that about th.r:;ni"ersl d 
•. a~s ago Father Pinon of Sto. Tomas 1 s~teli 
Insmuated against my humble person w~en }liS f/O 

0 that t~e alleged attacks of Dr. Rizal lfl. ps eve e 
and_ his Fili against the friars and perb~y poJ:~d 
against our Catholic religion were prob:l stud1 r 
~ut ?f. the fact that your h~ble serv:l.P!t tll~;~.tor 
n. Sllhman University. I would like t~ ~there {

0
{ 

giew up in Ateneo de Zamboanga I studJe f J~;~.W fl 

~7nfears an~ then six years in the college ~ntl~~,t.l :l 
f man Umversity. Now I would saY, g etJ.le ,.,y 
rom Bata ' cone t w . ngas, that as far as I am ~}11;1. rs 
~e:~~ a Catholic and I would even saY si-" 1~le 
· a 8?l~c faith became stronger after t}lose n1Ve!l of 
In llhman University because I was b}l·,,rclJ <fov 
opportu 't ' c " ; 
Cl . t nl y to discover that the true jpCe ot· 
be~'ls is the Catholic church. Now, ~ll of olici 
Riz=~ed and I also believe in that retractle c~;~.-t~oi 
to a~ot~!~ not your Honor believe as. on J?,iz~;~.l ovf 
have made' th~t Whatever attacks V.t· ag~d!lst 

again'St the friars and even 
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Catholjc r 1' . . . forgi h .e Igwn Itself, t hat it would be Christian to 
not ve . 1m after he has made his retraction and 

contmue t tt l . has d . 0 a ac c hun on that ground that he 

S 
epa1ted from the faith all at once as he did? 

enator RE C give 
1 

. 'CTO. orr ect, but they have not for-
Chri~t' um. ~fter the retraction he was denied a 
wan ~an bunal. He was buried outside the inner 

se: t t~e Paco cemetery, among the infidels. 
auth a 01 LIM. Now, since you are the original 
')n E0J of .this bill as presented by the Committee 
tlemanu~a:wn, sponsored by the distinguished gen
are at 

1 
1om Batangas, Senator Laurel, since you 

the gen~~st one of the principal ·authors, would not 
Prove th'em~n agree to an amendment that we ap
tion of 15 bill with the amendment that the retrac
other Dr. Rizal be made also compulsory. In 
rnade Words, the fact of his retraction should be 

or r · Sen t eqmred as compulsory reading. 
You a. or RECTO. You will make it unconstitutional. 

W11l m 1 · t b · t '"ere . a \:e 1t sectarian. I would no o JeC , 
Se It not for that reason. · 

th 
nator L · · · If . e c t . IM. Because mY pomt IS this. '. as 

If "" a hohc claims that the r etraction is genume; 
.tour H . . Spite onor and I agree that it is genume ll1 

Of h' · · 'ts If ·altho . Is attacks against our rehgwn 1 e ' 
~enuillgh It is debatable that allegation on the 

nenes f · ' d ·f we agte s o the retraction would rop I 
the e. to a very simple amendment in the bill that 
ttlind:etraction should also . be inculcated in the 

Sena~f the students. 
stitutio or RECTO. That would make the laW unco~-
sehoo}s 1~al. So what could be done in the ?athohc 
\\>e c ls to include a copy of the retractiOn, ~ut 
the :nnot write that into ·the laW without ris~m_g 
\lncon ec!ar~tion by the Supreme court that It IS 

Sen stitutional. 
th.el·e ator LIM. How about the non-Catholic schools, 
th.e Care Catholic students going there, and eve.n 

:~h.ool:t~~lic students are going to nohnj?at~~l;~ 
1l1ce ti 1 may not be fair to our Cat 

0 
IC . t 

out tel' l~ books of Rizal contain attacl{S agams 

Se Igion? 
•lie ~a:or RECTo. I said Your Honor, that the g•:~-
Olic &; lon& of these b;oks to be used !n the a w~ 
Should hoois can contain that retractiOn, but th t 
\y

0
Uld not Provide that in this bill, because a 

s :tnake 't · £ . enato. 1 sectanan. would it be 
a.lt t 1 LIM What would you say, tl 1·c ~Ch 0 } . t . Ca 10 I 

l 
Oo} eave the Catholic studen s 

1
n . d ea. 8 on} 1 . tractiOn an 

\l.t \7e th Y to become a"·are of t le re Catholic 
q Udents e non-Catholic schools and t:ondebatable 
tt~cation ~nyWhere to the mercY of t~er or not 

1~al lll some quarters as to whe 
actt 1 la ly retracted? 

Se.nator RECTO. That is the reason why we should 
not m~lude the retraction. If you include it you 
will have to include the chapter of Don Rafael 
Palma proving the document to be apocryphal. 

Senator LIM. I ask this question, Your Honor, 
because you are one of the principal co-authors and 
perhaps you will accept that amendment. You said 
that is controversial ; then I would be willing to 
continue )jstening to the objections of the Catholic 

church. 
Senator RECTO. Of course, Your Honor has that 

privilege. The main reason is that it will render 
the law unconstitutional. All the authodties are 
to that effect. The compulsory reading even for 
Catholic students of the IGng James Version of the 
Bible is permitted, provided it is not accompanied 
by sectarian explanations. 

Senator LIM.- It is a continuation of the reading 
of the King James Version of the Bible, although 

there is no compulsion. 
Senator RECTO. Yes, compulsory reading of the 

Bible in the King James Version. That is the 
precise question that was decided in the American 

courts. Senator LIM. Leaving aside that point, which 
relates only to the reading of the King James 
Version. I would like to say that in the Jist of 
authorities cited by Your Honor, wherein you said 
that the bill does not compel anybody to believe, 
but only to read; well, can there be any case where 
you can compel anybody to believe anything? Dur
ing the Japanese Occupation we were compelled to 
boW to the Japanese sentries and to take oath of 
allegiance to the Japanese Government, but we ·were 
not compelled to undergo those ceremonies, and 
nobodY could compel us to believe in the principle 

of the Co-Prosperity Sphere. 
Senator RECTO. What is the question? 
Senator LIM. I believe it is immaterial. Your 

Honor stated that we are not compelled to belie,·e. 
It is i.Jnnlaterial. There is no case where anybody 
can be compelled to believe anything. You . maY 
shoot him you maY lmife him, you may cut hun. to 
pieces, but you can never make him belieYe anytlung 

by 
force. So that cannot be an argument. 

' . ? 
Senator RECTO. What is the questwn. 
Senator LIM. In other words, although -':ou are 

not compelling him to believe, it is immn_ter~al, ~t;t 
of course, he may believe some of tJJcse obJectwna e 

iVh t · the questiOn? portions. . 
. Senator RECTO. ' a 1~ is. can there be nnr 

Senator L IM. The questJ~llh . · to bP.lien' ill a ur-
ease where you can compe 

101 
· 

thing? 
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Senator RECTO. Yes, the Barnette case is an 
example. They compelled these Jehovah's Witnes
ses not only to salute the flag but to make a pledge 
during the salute. 

Senator LIM. But that pledge does not necessarily 
mean that those students can be compelled. We 
made a pledge to the Japanese flag. We recited the 
pledge probably in a high voice, high tone, but it 
does not necessarily mean that we believe in that 
plege. 

·Senator RECTO. That is an argument in favor of 
the bill. We do not compel anybody to believe what 
Rizal says, because everybody is free to believe 
what he wants to believe. 

Senator LIM. I am asking that aclaratory ques
tion, because you said that the other day when you 
were interpellated by the gentleman from Bulacan 
for aelaratory purposes. Thank you, gentleman 
from Batangas. 

Senator RoDRIGO. Mr. President, just for clarifica-
tion on one point, if the gentleman will yield. 

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

Senator RECTO. With pleasure. 
Senator RODRIGO. During the speech and inter

pellation of the gentleman from Batangas and Que
zon at some portions, he seemed really to be per
fectly convinced of the authenticity and genuineness 
of the retraction but quoted a portion of the retrac
tion letter. What is the personal opinion of the 
gentleman from Batangas and Quezon? . Is the 
retraction authentic and _legitimate? . 

Senator RECTO. The signature under the retrac
tion seems genuine to me. I am not a handwriting 
expert, but it looks like his signature. 

Senator RODRIGO. So the gentleman is not sure 
about the authenticity of the signature? 

Senator RECTO. I did not see him sign, so I could 
not be very positive. But that much I know. I 
admit that that signature under the retraction is 
very similar to other signatures of Rizal. 

Senator RODRIGO. Only that part? Your Honor 
can admit only that part? 

Senator RECTO. Yes, 'Your Honor, that part. 
Senator RODRIGO. May I remind the gentleman 

about this speech delive1·ed before the Ateneo 
alumni ... 

Senator RECTO. Yes, in that speech I assumed the 
authenticity of that document. 

Senator RODRIGO. On June 15, 1952, "para con
memorar el natalicio de Dr. Jose Rizal." 

Senator RECTO. Your Honor need not read that 
portion. I remember it perfectly well. 

Senator RODRIGO. I want to read for the xecord 
that the gentleman from Batangas said: 

t fe 
"D - d . d en nues ra espues e orar mucho y ya r emtegra o dijera!l 

sacrosanta, Rizal pidi6 confesarse, pero como ~e Ia de 
di . .b. una formu que no po a hacerlo sm antes suscn 1r . tir sus 

retl'actaci6n, la pidi6 con ansiedad, y despues de dlscu aiiadir 
t • · frases Y ermmos con el P. Balaguer, y 'quitar unas ·ibi6 con 
otras', Ia transcribio de su puiio y letra Y la susci ·opio a 
mano firme, feliz de haber sacrificado su an1or pi 
-la autoridad incontrastable de la fe." nt 
And this ·is very simple and significant stateme 
of the gentleman f1.1om Batangas. ~no ill 

Senator RECTO. I took that from RetanaJ ~suits. 
turn had taken it from a narrative of the ~th mY 

Senator RODRIGO. Let me finish first Wl 

quotation. ws-
"El · ·d d incon t 

i documento es de una legitlml a . ificaP 
table, * * *" I will translate that ver~ 51g: jpcoP· 
port!on into English: "The doc1.;unent !5 0

tne geP· 
testable legitimacy" and I want to renund 1 w·DS 
tleman from Batangas about that speech· record· 
there present and I want that to be on the fotl 

Oli 
Senator RECTO. Just a minute Your l{oP. ·I '"95 

' t ' n ~ would want an · answer to that ques .10 ·~as g. 
as~umi.ng t~at the signature of ~r. RIZ~11at _is }1~ 
n_ume Just hke any signature of h1s. If 1 gitiJ119 e 
Signature, theri the authenticity and the e p. if ttl 
of th d d :gve }liS. e ocument cannot be conteste · p.ot 

't' · was ~ttl 
Wl'l mg of the text of the document se 1 't'f 
P~ovided the signature was his, and beca~rtlj19l'~ • 
sb~l convinced of it, because of the roned ~:e 
between that signature and his unques 

1 
ill 

natures I still maintain that the sign~ture ·s 
retraction is genuine. all jJl ~~. 

Senator RODRIGO. However, the gep.tleJll ot 51g 
spe h d' · ab0 

ec Id not proceed in that prerntse 
natures. He said . 'I I" 

• b)e, Jll 
"El d . ntesttl o 0 ~ 

d' "d ~cumento es de una legitimidad 1nco wrisJ11 gtJl 
/Sll encla que ha levantado la ceguera del sec }OS cJo 6l"tif• 
a sa creencia d RiZal a. 11 J1l dO 

de la fe . . e que la conversion de tri0ta. J 11tietl 
cat6hca menguaria su gloria de pa c2-fl b 

~0 es de mayor efecto que el esfuerzo del bUl'~ A1Y 
Impotentemente ; s•· 

a un acantilado." ·s OJ. 
Senatoi' R . the bl:l51 

ECTO. I did not state tW 
conclusions. getl 

Senator SAB!Do M President, will tlW 1 
man yield ? · r · ffl~ 

Th A . tJertl9Jl. 
. e CTING PRESIDENT The gel1 gtl 

Yield, if ' he so desii·es . . ... aitli~Jot 
S · tel."" t 1 

enator SABIDo. Will the gentlernall _en l so pf· 
amendment 1 . ct1on 0£ d 
it . en argmg the scope of se 'tiP.gs 0 P 

Jo:ar. mclud~ the life, worl\:s and w;·1 gere ~fl 
Fitib""ltzal! prunarily the Noli Me fa,% , 

""" ertsmo? 
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Senator REc vided TO. I have no objection to that pro-
you d · t · ' Se 0 no mclude other authors. 

l 
nator PRIMIC M ate ho . lAS. r. President, in view of the 

tleman ~. and r eserving to the distinguished gen
his spe I~m Batangas the right to cont inue with 
session ec . tomorrow, I ·ask that we suspend the 

The ~mbl five o'clock this afternoon. 
until fi CTING PRESIDENT. The sessiOn is suspended 
objedi ve o'clock this afternoon, if there is no 

E
1
·a ~~· (The1;e was none.) 

c,u, 1:15 p.m. . 

S REANUDACION DE LA SESI6N 
e ?'eanud la . , 

will please. say nay. (Silence.) House Bill N 
3748 as amended is approved on second reading. o. 

- SEGUNDA LECTURA Y CONSIDERACION 
DEL S. NQ. 3 59 

Se?ator PRIMICIAS.' Mr. President, I ask that we 
cons1der Senate Bill No. 359. 
T~e PRE~IDENT. Consideration of Senate Bill No. 

359 IS now m order. The Secretary will please read 

the bill. 
The SECRETARY: 
AN ACT PENALIZING THE WILFUL MUTILATION 

OF CENTRAL BANK NOTES 

The PR a seswn a las 5:85 p.m. 
ESIDENT. The session is resumed. 

CONSIDERACION DEL C. R. NO. 374 8 
SECTION 1. Any person who willingly mutilates any note 

Se ( c,...,,,wn) " not.• , ,. .. by tho Cont"l Bonk of tho Philipp;.., 

l'esu~aetor P.RIMICIAS. IVIr. President, I ask that we by virtue of the authority granted it under Section 52 of p •u con d M Ropublk A" No. 265, ""'~" th.,<f,om any <Ompotont 
l'esid 

81 
eration of House Bill No. 3748. r. part or feature thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not 

8enatoe~t, the distinguished gent leman ft·om Lanao, mo" than twonty thou,.nd P"" o' by impri•mmont of 
'l'he 

1 
Alonto, will r esume sponsoring this bilL - not mo" th,. fivo yoa>• o' both, at tho di•mtion of tho 

Of l:I PRESIDENT R t' f th consideratiOn Court. If the offender 1s an alien, he may be subJected, in 
ou . esump wn o e . . d t t' d" fl'o se Bill N 

0 3 
. . . . The entleman add1twn, to epor a 1011 procee mgs. . 

n In Lan . · 7 48 lS m OI der. g SEC. 2. Thi• Act shall tako off oct npo• ;ts app,ovol. 

the S or ALONTO M . p. 'd t and gentlemen of Senator_PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, the sponsor of ~enat ao Is recogmzed. . . 
enat · r. IeSI en · h d" t ' · h d tl ~'lied abe, the consideration of this bill was post- the measure IS t e IS mguiS e gen eman from 

gentle out a week ago when the distinguished Albay. llos1-- man from z b d 
1 

S . r equested for The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Albay is 
~11one . am oanga e ur . d a~enctm ment a s he was intending to propose some recogmze . ~~~lingu~nts to the bill. I understand from the PDNENCIA DEL SEN. sABIJ){) 

that h .shed gentleman from Zamboanga del Sur Senatoi· SABIDO· This bill, Mr. President, is very 
" bill 

0 
onger presenting anY amen ,.. simple. There is practically only one section, and tho e Is 11 1 d""ent to ~ali fro;:,nder consideration. Now, if tM ge~::- its purpose is nothing else than to penalize the 

t Dy an, Zamboanga del Sur is not P1 esen g mutilation of Central Bank notes. So, if there are 
hbrther endment, I believe that ther e is no ot~et· no objections, interpe)Iations or amendments, I ask 
a, alre amendment to the bill since t he Comnllt ee that we vote on t his bill on second reading. 

IQ .t the .ady Presented all its amendments. Senator P ABEDES. Mr. President, will the gentle-

ls hi I~ ~fore ask, Mr. President, that we vote 
011 

man yield? 
Senator n second reading. The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield if he 

'l'he p . LIM. Mr. President. so desires. 
t Sellat RESIDENT. Gentleman from Zamboanga. t Senator SABIDO. Gladly. b~ the bor LIM. I have no amendments to presen Senator PAREDES· Is not t he subject mattet· of this 

~II \Vh •II, because I have decided to file a separate biii covered by existing law? 
ents \• r ein I can embody all mY proposed amend- Senator SABJDO. I wonder if the autiiOrities of the 

lit ~'1Iat0 the hili under consideration. . . Central Bank would have requested for the approval 
'lion ;r ALoNTo. Mr. President, I reiterate mY of this measure if this is already covered by ex.stmg 

hat We vote on the biii on second readmg. Jaw. This bill was recommended for approval. by ~PR the Committee on the assumption th~t ~he subJect 

OB~CI6N EN SEGUNDA LECTURA DEL stmg laW matter t hereof was not covered bY e:u • ·. 
'(-h c. R. NO. 37 48 Senator p ARE!JES. Mr. President. I woulld ash.b~met 

~a,\1 ~ol?tRESIDENT Gentlemen. of the Senate, we shall 1 d' . . to see Jf t le su Jec •s e on . d . g As manY to consult tiiO )ega . lV;"o~ covered by ,xisting 
(~ ate . the bill on second t•ea m · matter of this btll IS a rea . Y. . d bY existing 

'•e, .• ;n favor of the biii will please saY. ~yei Jaw. My impression is that tt" covete 

Senato?·s: Aye. ) As manY as are agams 




