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El PRESIDENTE. El caballero de Cebti tiene 1a
| palabra.

- El Sen. BRIONES. Como no me siento con fuerzas
{ suficientes para pronunciar Yo mismo el discurso,
, rogaria que el Secretario se sirva leerlo,
! El PRESIDENTE. Léase el discurso de] caballero
de Cebu.

El SECRETARIO:

MANIFESTACIONES DEL SEN, BRIONES

Senator BRIONES. Mr. President, Gentlemen of
the Senate: Dr. José 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 oceasion 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 othep
public parks; in other words, with noisy and yp.-
| substantial festivities, great pomp anq fanfaye
| which leave nothing permanent, lasting anq 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 formy.
lation of a program of solid and serjoys under-
takings.

Because of the bill now under discussion in our
legislative chambers which provides for the com-
pulsory inclusion of the works of Rizg] in the
curriculum of all public and private schools, e
observe a vigorous revival of the Rizalian cult
seldom seen since the tragic death of the martyrf
An evident proof of the deep interest iy Rizal
these days is the fact that no copies of NOLI Mg
TANGERE and FILIBUSTERISMo, either in Spanish oy
English, may be found in the lgeal bookstoreg,
(My copies naturally are in Spanish, of the 1909
edition, and it goes without saying that | keep
them in my library as a priceless treasure,)

I wish to say, therefore, that one of the begt
manners of giving expression to our devotion tq
Rizal would be to commemorate hig centennia]
I with a program of meaningful and fal'-reaching
f features, through undertakings of substantial apgq
- lasting character, such as, for instance, the es-

tablishment and enrichment of a Rizalian museum ;
the erection of a monument more artistic, more
impressive, in one word, more worthy of the glory
b and fame of Rizal; the compilation of al] hig works
writings in volumes carefully revised and printeq
both in Spanish and in English, and perhaps in

| A e

© Use in the schools. Due to the pressure of
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the principal dialects of the country; the hol_dmlg_
of contests to award the best biography of Rlbz:si;
the holding also of contests to award the]ding
critical study of the works of Rizal; the holdi®
al an
also of contests to award the best manu ] for
texthook of the works and writings of Rizd g
educd
tional exigencies, priority should be given t;)
latter—the contests for the primer, mant
texthook to be used in the schools; etc. ol This
S0 far, the works of Rizal are scattered- ollect-
condition should pe corrected, by carefully © ust
ing all of them, as T have already stated. nglish
be done in Spanish and English. The ers003
translation should pe carefully revised byfp fund®
really conversant with both languages.
be available, there should also be comP
Tagalog, and othey principal dialects: o8
One of the obstacles that hinder the plo.pcouﬂm
of the works ang writings of Rizal in 0U! cdition
18 the absence of popular and inexpensive tage of
This must he remedied, too, taking adva’ pul”
the centennia), by printing inexpensive 4%
ISsues, . Uil
I think there should bhe a decent mmlmove a ]3
Rizalian culture for every Filipino; that. d oF lnd
no Filipino why considers himself cuume}it)” Bnd
tellectual pe tolerated to say with impulﬂot IeZn
ev.en With certaip vainglory, that he has enss th']y
Rizal; ang ir such inconceivable thing hapicessgrl e
that Filiping should be pitied and -gs let tllld
ed as g barbarian. In other WOX™= 5}1‘?” 2
: v t on sh
matter be considered as something th?

2 in
iJations *

ap
be ashameq of—a sort of social scor? # 28
ment. _ nni"l <

Of course he celebration of the CentZlie‘ze nd
as above Suggested requires money- 3 derstaof
should not be stingy in this case. “House oD
that a pip has heen presented in the milh '

eDI'eSentatives appropriating two progl' eﬂt
(F2,000,000) Pesos fOl' the centennia]}e 1-95
1635 0 be hoped that in the midst of 2°° al
'gez-v? ¥ ffor Rizal, Congress may see Illtabsol (ot
ilgf);(l):;ng the bill., and, the time pe%ng :cessary "
. ut factor in this matter, it 15

: Uring +t esent legls ré
ive yoars b g the prese

.o if things 2 44 Py
oo e not a Jopg time if th? ghoW", ¢i¢
One '“]th Care and SOlicitude as they omn'll bfa'

Pl'esident M a 1e
34 aggy -eated N
Which vif) ., n c}ﬁl’Sa}Y ha; tfliql contentii® ; s
tion, arge of the f

gl e’
i The membel-ship of the Commis®l®, com P

’ Semiietatioh of solid and splendid &

: T PRiMicrag My. Presidents
e VP, resic
Kieed gentlemapy, from floflo, Sen&
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by \ioga,

Would like to make use of the palance of the
Privilege hour. I ask now that he be 1'ecogu}zed-

The Presipent. The gentleman from Ioilo has
the floor,

MANIFESTACIONES DEL SEN. ZULUETA

El Sen. Zurugra. Seiior Presidente ¥ caballeros
del Senado: Con verdadera delectacion he estado es-
Cichando e] cambio de puntos de Vvistd entre mis
Uustyeg colegas en este Senado que h’an estadg
thatiendo sobre el proyecto de 1€y numero 43'
& Senado que trata de establecer como lectura
Ob-ligatm'ia las dos movelas inmorta]es.del hontfbre,
Mas grande que jamds haya producido la razad
Malayy,

SES{IE he estado preguntando 2 mi mismo POr aue
®I4 que en esta Camara aparezcamo

o 1o InaY
n?;ld(.) Por un asunto que creo nO puede OTIELE.
gin desacuerdo entre los filipinos:

mano
lne Tangere y Rl Filibusterismo S plntar;‘fi(::]:ls que
4estra las condiciones sociales ¥ PO ;

e 1 .

‘ iel;ltlan en esta nuestra querida Pal _ ~ 4o
Oby Dos del laborantismo de Rlza.t Ve
188 retratan no solamente 108 defecto

us pé-
gliin las virtudes de nuestro puebl: e;zrznzas ¥
1 48 se habla de los temores, ¢€ las D oe 1

aSpiraciones de los enton0e§d}‘1:1lépsaciellcia los
- » 1
increl i gp].'esoras

dos ¥y 12 ;
sociedad: R‘_Zal
s1Nno

dins
ai)()uhs(llle Robrallevabanteon nex
. OS- de los poderes COIISt}.tU.l
Clgﬁlflias de una corron.lpu'iasu dockes
cr(hl]o no para inmortalizal b g
to '€ deseaba ensefiar a st puel n,
O Imprimir en cada corazonl filipi
- Nuegtyy raza, a fin de qué en las

hst sy S € A
] \,ES ¥V desesperantes, pudlz;a;;:mpo de aquéllos

e h TRt e, )

cuy- r.Y'la inspiracion €1 = criso

fl,go Idomable espiritu habia S,ldo g
8Ua de lag mayores desgracia®

Clal‘ s ta
0 ¢ ps Sertits
Cragy, es que no debem

W 108 que el Noli Me Tdngere Y l..le - dieran
Sef Obyag perfectisimas de modo 4U€ (e )
Arse en ellas algunas faltas. )
‘“gana hay que pueda decnsZ ;
]aElna? Rizal sin duda a]gm} At
absﬂi! Pero no porque 10 fuemri
ble, tamente que todos U esc )
] . 0 lo m4g minimo. a ver |
Q‘Fl}nto de vista puramente lite
tOdV1EIlen en que ninguna de ]ass 4
Jug S lag condiciones nece'esaua‘l
s como obra literarid o
Nuestro profundo :a ik
g] a-drﬂil.acién v Siiion Su‘lcer
® reconozcamos que M°
83g
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Jiterariamente, por ejemplo,. con la novela cervan-
tina, Don Quijote de la Mancha, o la Divina Co-
media de Dante. Pero, como ya dije antes, Rizal
no aspiraba a la fama literaria como novelista al
escribir sus dos obras. Que el retraimiento, o
mejor dicho, ]a humildad era una de sus prinei-
pales virtudes se revela en su carta a Marcelo H.
del Pilar cuando los dos aspiraban a la direccién
de los filipinos residentes en Madrid. Decia: “No
debo crear la division en este periddico (La Solida~
ridad). Prefiero retirarme a la soledad y el aisla-
miento, antes que perturbar la armonia y la paz
de sus directores. Mi politica—si la vida que
Jlevo puede llamarse politica—'eg verme .eclipsado v
dejarte como jefe de_ la’ politica ﬁhpl.na. Deseo
estar seguro de que jamas se me conumde}'e como.
un obstéculo 2 nadie, aunque esto implique mi
z ”
caf: l.oastaba para su intento d:esahogar su alma
exponiendo sin temor y con claridad- los vicios qe
sus compatriotas con la esperanza de que al?‘m dia
el pueblo que tan menospreclac’lo era hallaria 'tam-
bién el lugar que le correspondia entre las naciones
civilizadas del mundo. Me atlre\‘ro a decir que
Rizal solo quiso revelar sus sent.lm%entos por meql?
de Simoun, el protagonista principal d_e El Fili-
busterisno quien “incita a sus compa’frlotas a re-
pelarse, a que Se den cu.e'nta de su misero est?,do,
su abandono, Ja degradacion ¥ Ia vileza en que viven
en contraste com la 9pu1enc1a de los gol::?rnanteg,,
la licencia ¥ 108 caprichos de la clase alta”. .
El mismo jlustre estadista de_ Batangz.xs, Doctor
Laurel, en st Juminosa ponencia del proyecto de
dmite que en algunas .partes de las novelas
ley’1{%12'11 se podrian sefialar ciertas faltas o lunares.
%I;a ha]st‘a podria afiadir a mi vez que hay trozos en
ambos 1ibros que podrian ser mate}"}a de enconada
disputa porque pueden tener relacién con los se‘n-
timientos religiosos y morales dg una buena pz-ute
tro pueblo. Pero Jos libros, cualesquiera
o nii no log leemos €Ot el fin de buscarles faltas
guc?;eita’rnos con ellos. Si, pues, tienen faltas, eli-
minémoslas asi como, algunas ’\fec‘:es, suprimimos,
mediante habil operacion quirurgicd, lo.s defectos
del cuerpo humano Sin destruir necesariamente la
misma vida.
Bueno es qué recordemos en esta coyuntu;:a'que
Rizal fue un hombre profm’ldame_nte religioso.
Agn siendo adolescente expreso Sus ldea.s‘ sobre la
fe en pelacién con 1a educaclm_x}. Pe’rxvmtulvme que
acote un trozo de su compos‘lc.u’m poética tltu%a}da:
¢ Alianza intima entre la Religion y la Educacion:
upg] la BEducacién estrecha alianza
. Qon alma Religion une gineera:
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Por ella Educacién renombre alcanza;
Y jay! del ser que ciego desechando
De santa Religién sabias doctrinas,
De su puro raudal huye nefando”.

Mi actitud, por lo tanto, con respecto a esty
materia, Sefior Presidente, es la siguiente: que el
Noli Me Tdngere y El Filibusterismo sean de lec-
tura obligatoria en todas nuestras instituciones de
ensenanza, pero aquellas partes de ambas obras
que se consideren discutibles desde el punto de
vista de la religion o la moral se pasen por alto,
Quiero subrayar, sin embargo, que dichas obras,
como lectura obligatoria, lo sean en su original en
castellano o en sus traducciones integras a] inglés
y el idioma nacional. Este propésito, el de evitar
en lo posible las partes discutibles, es ficil de lo-
grar. Bajo el articulo 3 del proyecto que estamosg
considerando, el Departamento de Educacién queda
autorizado para dictar el reglamento que sea ne-
cesario para la debida ejecucion de la ley. Si ge
quiere, esto puede ser a manera de enmienda ]
articulo del proyecto de modo que claramente go
indigue como o de qué manera el Departamento
de Educacién podria disponer que los libyog de
Rizal sean objeto de ensehanza en lag escuelas,
Personalmente, creo que es meritoria 1g sugestion
de que la lectura obligatoria se aplique Solamente
en el tercero y el cuarto afio del colegiado g algo
equivalente a esto; inclusive no tendria objecion a
que se incluyan las anotaciones tal como gq ha
sugerido también en el curso de Iag audienciag
publicas. El Noli Me Tdngere y El Filibusterismg
ya son lectura requerida en la Universidag de Silli.
man, asi como en la Universidad de Filipinas se leg
hace leer las dos novelas a los estudiantes de lite-
ratura. Mi opinién es que las dos novelas sean
lectura requerida en todas las instituciones (o.
centes, pero que el método que se emplee parg
ello varie segtin la edad y el grado relativos de los
estudiantes. Por de pronto, ereo que, realmente,
hay trozos en las dos obras que podrian ser in.
comprensibles, y hasta peligrosos, para log €sco-
lares. Los adolescentes de uno y otro SeX0, pop
ejemplo, no podrian entender las explicacioney sobre
la infalibilidad del Papa, la veneracién de lag im4-
genes, la devocién a los santos, la confesign sacra-
mental, las flaquezas de los sacerdotes Y muchag
otras cosas que no serian gratas a log sentimientog
religiosos de la inmensa mayoria de nuestro
pueblo. Porque soy del parecer de aguellog de mis
compatriotas que temen que Iag €nsefianzag (e
ciertos dogmas, principios o0 creenciag pg harian
mds sino sembrar la simiente de la desunigy, en

nuestro pueblo que, a pesar del transcurse dee.los
siglos, se ha adherido firmemente a una soia gli
I have noted, to my chagrin, that the E}?iﬁl's
and Tagalog versions of certain portions 0 from
Noli Me Tdngere are not faithful tl‘ansl,atloniteb
the original Spanish edition. Let me ﬂluSt;ditioH,
On page 165 of the Spanish text, 1950 deliv:
P. Sayo Book Store, we have Padre Damas:ace &
ering a sermon in which he speaks of aen
heretics who, he says, will die in final unrepP e 8
Then the Padre quotes Christ: “If ym‘lt off, a1
evil member that leads you, to sin, cut 1

cast it into the fire — appears‘
Immediately after this quotation, El}ere
the following on the same page 169 o5

’ ca olvidado 5%
“Fr. Dimaso estaba nervioso, habia olvida

by
¥ su retériea, e Man]]a
—i0yes? pregunts un joven estudiante i
SU compafiero: ;Te cortas? 5 el otr?
—iCal! iQue 1o ha haga él antes! contesto

lando al predicador”,

: secon
On page 240 of Derbyshire’s tl’ansjlatlon’mpalgj
Edition, Revised, Philippine Educatiol Studen:;
the brief conversation between the tWO Détﬂas.(;ﬁ
which follows immediately after Padr o BIE
quotation of Christ, does not appear. - 250 hav}or
translation merely speaks of Padre arfl ori¢ ¥
forgotten both his sermon and his 1 A vtlle !
being nervous and proceeds to descr b
€asiness of Ibarra and Maria Clara. ol D 1 we
On page 176 of the Tagalog Ve"slolr{l Stor¥ o
Satmaitan, 1948 edition, p, Sayo BOO! a b
have thig translation of the conversat®

- b
the two students : 3 aﬂw’;pﬂ'
; al rggiil P
p '-f,NEu:u-min' mo ba—tanong ng isang ea/ P? o
aga Maynila sa kanyang kapiling na kasa 7
gutan ka nang ulg| [/tl.l

i Tse, siya Muna ang magpugot na magist’ ,1‘9113
usap ng iningusg ang nagsesermon. e Wl]edge
I'make g claim to having mastel‘ed : kﬂow ,,ot
Pambansa, but anyone with a meag® wtioﬂ,s;a
of Tagalog cap easily sce that' the 3% gy
onIy’doeS ot do justice to the Spanl. te»‘t
but i, i, effect, disfigures Rizal himSe nglishg 3
The reason for the offilasion it th.e ETagﬂlﬂﬂaj}
a_lnd the deliberate mistranslation 111'1:1_01 aﬂiﬂ
ecarus?e, L am sure, that particular pot e
.M'e. F[L'r‘-l!.](??‘@ as written by Rizal Can.hfll‘ti
\Shl.ch S Yepulsive to the finer sensiP’
al?ébgs}g]m'- Perhapg, considered it 1;;), "
his t:Ya Jlaltan gave it 5 different b :
Yanslation readablo by Filipin0®

ka

1
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;Vc.}uld be shocked if his Tagalog rendition were 4
dithful translation of the original.
I:‘,O r if instead of saying “papupugutan ka ng
u10_ Gatmaitan used—“Mag paputol ka ba?”
hich could have been correct, then what WOI.ﬂ.d
4bpen, and it will happen when such portion 18
tught in the classroom is that a young child may
Oubtless ask the teacher: “Mag paputol ng ano?"”
ci;):] thus find yourself in a mess which you pre-
Y would want to avoid.
3 143 que nunca tenemos que ser unl e
m €I este mismo augusto recinto se advierte
4rcada division sobre puntos de vista 1'el1glosots.
e JH,Zg'Eu-. por el apasionamien_to con que el aﬁun g
d-lscutes inclusive los catolicos corren el .nesg
Edwidh‘se’ v no lo permita Dios, sefior _Pres1derﬁi;
"‘:;131,l i \;‘Eamos otra vez en la; angust'lafadﬁoima
iy, religiosa. Por esto, debierd ser B
®ta de cualqui obierno €l evitar, au
4 ay] cualquier gOP1EX 2 aquellas s
as escolares, la ensenanzd e £

€rj : iceion
a8 que pudieran. minar 1a profunda convi

Leligi Pero
8losa, o del pueblO- A
€ a gri roria !
un una gran may ol digo e

abogocuando sea obstinada rep.etlc e o
Qe ‘por el uso de las tl'aducC}ones o leer
Creo que si las obras de Rizal se hanl Ao
© 5e lean tales como €l Jas escribid; porque(,escrito
8011. Vez_ad\’irtié el Senador Rgcto 9110;111 i
0 S?:' Rizal, debemos tener cuidado € or leer SUS
l'opi;,ente 0 inconscientemente,
83 03 convicciones en lo dué
Oy €on sus prejuicios ¥ predi
acen sobre la vida y 108 hecho
& e la muerte ha impuesto ¥2
Urigina(}]“e los estudiantes leall, fl
Ligg es de Rizal y que saduer
deducciones, No puede UM
fa € inquisitiva el que e;\-plore‘
Dl‘isi% Ver_dad. “Los 'fuerti'zs ' 1112051'5\111' .
nseﬁl-l’ ni lag verjas de 1111?1‘10:“ 1 (i
9 a Adin y Eva a descubril’
IVIal,I).:cadO original asi como }13(_1:3 a0
hel M Tuteyo g alzar su VOZ e a‘(, rms.
Mangs de habito en la dietd A forma DO
Duea S_l]pl-eSién en cualquiel'ai gl;is;én o buenOS
lilc)l'oe Impedir la lectura O'C”l;‘fclésa autores €Om°
Vo taip. Las obras de emi’® por muchos
& e :

08

¥ Victor Hugo, Conceljtuafl cinicos, ¥» de
% siu J.ClemDO €Omo irre\’el'entes } encon-
tl‘al.ogl“ente, irreligiosos ¥ :
ly 0 & sy’ ebido tiempo W2 I

- 11-];)‘1(101'@5: J
erturhbe e do en
o8 istoria
di;_ - ora de | ou < ] higtor
18 letras ¥ 4 ;
o i erdad, &

orque, como
rte que 12U

pueblo unido-

e

persuadié
ontra SUS

imque pisoteada,

ca.

i ]evn gran pensador, 18 ¥
anta otyg vez, més U
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“Ni sola la compulsion ha sido nunca bastante
para hacer grande una obra o una idea. La obra
literaria o la idea para que tenga fuerza moral v
validez préctica, debe contar con la aceptacion
publica. De esta fuerza moral y validez préctica
estan llenas las obras de Rizal, como lo comprueba
la influencia que contindan ejerciendo sobre el
curso de la historia patria.

Las novelas de Rizal, como su autor, ya no son
de la propiedad exclusiva de los filipinos; pertenecen
4 todos los tiempos ¥ al mundo entero.”

No dejo de tener en cuenta totalmente los puntos
de vista expuestos por los catélicos en las audiencias
publicas convocadas por el Comité de Educacion
del Senado. También he leido la Declaracion de
la Jerarquia Filipina, fechada el 21 de abril de
1956. A mi parecer, no €s de grave importancia el
hecho de que haya o no ‘‘errores religiosos” en
Jas citadas obras, como Se alega. Pero si real-
mente hay tales errores, lo mejor es que las dos
novelas se lean porque de esta manera podran los
profesores tener ocasion de corregir tales errorves,
ya que 1o hay mejor lugar para la busca de la
verdad que las aulas escelares.

gj la verdad hace a los hombres libres, entonces
confio, senor Presidente; en que nada podra impe-
dir a 1a juventud catolica de”nuestra patria que
sepan que cuando Rizal escribio mcnf)§p1‘ecialjdo a
la Iglesia ¥ atacando el orden pohtlcq entonces
existente, €l era masén, era un alma indignada,
cuyo ‘pais; ¥ hasta su propia f-flmiha, era perse-
gl;ido y en torno & él no vela mas que _ia. codicia y
rapacidad de los admmlstr_a‘dores ‘colomales. .Pem
si eso era la verdad, también }0 h}e el que, siendo
Rizal un hombre de gran sabiduria y gran valor,
geilo en retractarse “de cuanto en sus obras,
publicaciones ¥ conducta hubiera habido
contrario a st condieion de ll1ij? .de la Iglesia Ca-
tolica”. Istos son hechos historicos que debemos
conocer, ¥ s6lo se pueden €OnOCer s1nRaza1 y sus
obras son materia de lectura ¥y ensefanza en las
qulas escolares. :

Con respecto a la objecion de que la medida no
es cunstitucional, pienso que ’ésFa no q.uebranta el
precepto sobre libertad académica. lee_rtad aca-
démica es 12 libertad que deb?n gozar quienes acu-
den a las instituciones de ensenanza para 1.!1\'est1gar,
diseutir y expresar sus puntos de vista sin impedi-

o de madie. Bl proyecto de ley del Senado

no v
eseritos Y

met _ 16}
que estamos considerando, de ningtin modo con
trarresta esd libertad ya que la libertad académica

significa, 1O puede significar, libertad para

no ficar
jgnorar 10 ideales y las aspiraciones nacionales.
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Debo confesar, sefior Presidente y caballeros del
Senado, que cuando por primera vez lei el pro-
vecto de ley Niimero 438 del Senado, no pude
menos de preguntarme por qué hemos de escoger
solamente a Rizal. ;Y qué de los escritos de Del
Pilar, Mabini, Guerrero, Palma, Apdstol, Recto y
demas ilustres y grandes filipinos? También me
preguntaba si era aln necesario el que obliguemos
a nuestro pueblo, y ain mis a nuestros estudiantes,
a que lea las novelas de Rizal. ;No es contrario—
me preguntaba yo a mi mismo—a la condicién de
filipino el no estar bien enterado de las obras de
Rizal? Si el Noli Me Tdangere y El Filibusterismo
son magnificas novelas; si son buena lectura, no
necesita uno decir u obligar a nuestros estudiantes
que las lean. ILa Sagrada Biblia es el libro de Jog
libros que todos leen; las obras de Shakespeare son
leidas por todos los pueblos de habla inglesa de]
mundo; Paul Whitman, Carl Sandburg, William
Saroyon, son todos leidos asiduamente, aunque o
hay ley alguna que obligue su lectura,

La explicacion de este sorprendente fendmeno, a
mi juicio, es que a veces somos un pueblo muy
extrafio, muy peculiar. Si hemos de ser fieles g
las ensefianzas de Rizal, admitamos. entonces, ep
un acto de examen de conciencia, que con frecuencia
tiene alguien que indicarnos lo que nos puede apro-
vechar. Hace algunos afios, recuerdo que Miss Cyn-
thia Davis, hija del que fue gobernador geners]
Dwight F. Davis, acompaﬁté, a su padre a la pro.
vincia de Mindoro. Alguien de dicha, DProvineia
creo que era el gobernador provincial, regalg 3 Miss’,

Davis una orquidea de negro de ébano. Por syu-

puesto era una variedad rara, probablemente la

tinica del mundo, y cuando Miss Dayig més tarde
la ensefi6 a sus amigos en los Estadog Unidog
muchos la envidiaban hasta el punto de que y,
coleccionista de orquideas le ofrecié por ella varios
miles de délares. Esto di6é lugar a que desde ep-
tonces los filipinos, inclusive los no iniciag
dieran cuenta de nuestras orquideas,

Hace algunos dias, el distinguido caballerg ge
Albay, Senador Sabido, nos revels que e] profesor
Ernesto Jiménez Caballero, de la Universidaq
Madrid, le habia dicho que considerabs las
novelas de Rizal como las mejores novelag polit
después de la de Don Quijote y que eran e
suplementaria en las escuelas espafiolag,

Nos debe ruborizar el saber que nuestpo pr
héroe nacional es mejor apreciado en el exty

08, se

de
dos
icag
turg

Opio
alljerog

que en nuestro mismo pais. Esto ey cogg dBe dobe
preocupar gravemente a nuestro puehls,
dicado en el curso de mis manifestacioneg

He in-
que, si
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"Mas jay! no parece haber otro medio.

or med.ib' l
deral.ld_"‘ ;
ompletd™

dependiera -de mi, no resolveria el asunto p
de una ley como la que estamos const
Pero aunque el proyecto de ley no esta €

; ; sar,
mente de conformidad con mi modo de Pet 'ean
y Laurel 58

salido en su favor——no porque Recto que, &
mis amigos—sino mdis bien porque c»leg?orquﬁi
general, esto es bueno para el pueblo. . Rizah

Octor 2
osicio™

los filipinos aman y admiran al D o
que le amen y admiren sin ningunad !

de

Nuestra experiencia en cuestion es
e de 1!

cierto idealismo en el corazén y la ment 0
pueblo puede ser eficaz solamente Cual}gosﬂﬁden'
viene un elemento de imposicién. La 2% ta PO lo
cia econémica ha sido siempre nuestra msnﬂ .
aue el Espiker Roxas organizé su B“go esto 5
bunam, al que sigui¢ la NEPA, ¥ i atrio0%> g
encaminaba a despertar en nuestros cong roduct?
idea de que debian patrocinar nuestros pr esfuet
industriag locales, pero todos nuestros cuid)
en tal sentido resultaron indtiles, POF ueltd ~ge
Congreso, dando un paso valiente ¥ 1‘esnegocio
que aprobar una ley filipinizando € trd g
venta por menor en Filipinas. Nues pier?”, lilﬂf
patritico y nuestra conciencia civicd c}e 05 tacif
bernos convencido de que no deberf2tt raduﬂi
Indistintantente nuestros bosques I}Ma'losi"os der
madera, que no deberiamos usar 24 ;s de
VCNenos para pescar en nuestras ag:;l i’i;fefrﬂs Ja?
. ‘ 0S, pero, como Ppar Jame” " 4yb0
'vocaciones al sentimiento nacional 5¢ te 48 g
MOS aprobado una ley que regula el cor pesrﬁf
les, castigamos ¢l yso de explosivos D2 g
,mbonemos penas graves a quienes 12
tafe'r??g de los extranjeros. Que hayaﬂ
PosICi6n, gi ag necesario, y confiemo®
;ite medi? lograremos la grandezd 4
%el SUENo que le consumia a Riza" e
e ’e ;1 alleros, que vuelva a .exp ne ar?
o Ste asunto para dejarla bien e y ob¥E
o llalén?;)s' Estoy a favor de la 1:(‘;;‘;15 s U
e noye]as de Rizal ‘e'ﬂ 1as res :
€nsefianza, con sujecién 2 duc? 4
g:e SE‘!. autoricen g] Departamento de .
eseriba mediante reglamento, S° ls fars

Como Jag d el
¥ 08 no 4n de
dién dbzas velas se habran

(4]
(=1
(3]
b
=

adO: P f’jtﬂd

. 1‘

L i i
inatitQu.e 12 lecturg obligatoria se lequnivél 10
con ]1_1C1ones del nivel de colegiado ® Lt P
odas I?Erta Irrestringida para i8¢ y
%S Dorciones dq lag movelass y
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% d'ichul:;?é? to};las las demés escuelas,

e oon 501 £ am‘lellas: partes de a

Vista de | 3‘1( eren discutibles desde €
a religién, la ética o la morad

]la ensefianza
mbos libros
] punto de
], se deberdn
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Aprendanmo
ensena.

que cierre m
ferencia a ad

s de los ejemplos que la historia nos

Antes de terminar, seiior Presidente, permitidme
is consideraciones con esta breve re- -
uel pasaje de El Filibusterismo en el

EVitar,
Pasta y el joven Isagani. El

que hablan el Sefnor

an%:fggg; No tengo objecién a la inclusién de queé : .
ambag en cualquiera de las dos novelas 0 €n %enor P:asta acqnseJaba a Isagani que no buscara
: en la tierra mis que 1a mayor suma de felicidad
nabran de ré- propia”. Y ista fue la respuesta de Isa Saml

s como éstas, sefior, y vuelva

«Cuando tenga cana
]a vista hacia mi pasado y vea que s6lo he trabajado

para mi, gin haber hecho lo-que buenamente podia
- debia por el pais que me ha dado todo, por los
ciudadanos que me ayudan a vivir, entonces, sefior,
cada cana mMe serd una espina y en vez de glo-
riarme de ellas, me he de avergonzar’.

Muchas gracias, sefior Presidente y Miembros

Ty
rqueﬁilrc?o(i;} Ii‘aS obras de R}.izal que se an
SSpatiol o o lectura deberan ser en st original en
¢l dioma SONRYS, traducciones int.e:gras al inglés ¥
1za] g 1 nacional. Si, como dile las obras'di
28 escr'b}é-ln de leer, que lo sean tales como Riza
ibi6. Hacer de otro modo seria desfiguralr

IniSmO Ri
izal.
_estudiantes de

Cl‘e
culegi:S firmemente que nuestros
Diente mid‘lllr.nversidades de:l presente son (;n]s;ltge: del Senado. ;
01 og utamente libres en st pusca de 12 VE* ad- - ield?
asi, sin embargo, € cuanto & nuesttoS * qye PRESDENT. The gentleman may yield if he
darias ¥ 1% yishes.

Nifigg
Senator zuLuETA. Gladly.

nifias de las escuelas gecunl
Your Homor, what ig the dif-

£ra .
dos 1nferiores. Qeria un mah
.exl)lol-eﬁe?groso’ ol permitirles librer;lenteueql‘;: Genator RECTO-
hop oS celg prohibido. ~Asuntos Ly def 32 quieren ference between that passage of the Noli which
thlay © ;)Sos dol bien de sus hijos a o you read and that passage gl-emsely from the lips
Qe éstose ante de ollos asi como cgabras of Jesus Christ When he said: “.If your eyes sin,
i ; bSlendo ae ti'erna edad, escuﬁ‘::; POS - pluck them out; if y;mr hanfls sin, cut them off.”
€ jugap Eécenas. Clel.'tameﬁtes DO e oswde Senator ZuLUETA. T ant vo S1aC T Al .
on fuego si pusiéramos en e ory nice question: Since the fall of paradise, When
serfan MUY peli- A qam and Eve discovered the original sin, malice
an being. That gospel

herent in the hum
Christ in that era when men

needed to multiply, it has a
Even though I did not study
this question as I have been
a where Your Honor

Ny
esty
0
8 adolescentes armas qu® o en
mamfestﬂ 0; has been in

OSaS
de 3
lly manejar. Como ya 1e ;
' : . es 0 ;
tel‘gi\}z (;Slble que haya erroneas inte ple.tflcmxés o onq given by Jesus
saciones en la discusion PO los joVer needed procreation,
1 Jittle moral teaching.

Dagaj
fog; 225368 sobre la infalibilidad €2 D ted
los gacerdo €5 theologys I can answer
Ateneo de Manii

n
Dtl‘a:acramental, lag flaquezas
& materias semejantes- from the e
Nt Sefior Presidente, due i ctitud 1O estd  came from The gospel says ~g0 forth and multi-
/ o se prop e en '91 ly."” You know that, gentleman from Batangas.
pién  Senator RECTO: 1 do not know.

9

e]_‘a
brg Mente conforme* con 10 A%
1 know 18 that it is not

Yect,
0 de ley Ntumero 438 del Sel‘ado_'. . ZULUETA. NoO

Segur . 4itnd no Ser
li quieh:s ct‘:escél;ii:: T;tg;:aprobaci(')n e 'esta' Senator RECTO. What :
o .2 Pero debe haber alguna 0T aula viable  the Gospel, but the Genesis: But what has that
lg entendimiem el frans ceion aceptables Yy  to do with my question? Jesus Christ said in
e }e Sugiero S(;’ ;ﬁ::xﬁna precisamen o a recon- the gospel, "‘If your eyes s,i’n, pluck them out; if
% dos puntos ;le vista contradictoriOS- cour arms sin, cut them off.
¢ levant ; jvertencid contra €l Senator ZULUETA-t_HOW can Your Honor expect
0 de d‘;ldo 1.1}1 VOZ d'e 2( s d dividil' SER ) answer c1;he lqifs?lori supvpit)lm_ng it is made by
Con, Yo DHEbSlensmn,dcontlfiupos religi0sos que Se yourl()\::: aadlﬁljg hte:r say this because 1 know
foyt aten, Y; }?n Ostg:ido experienci' > YO; r::tor RECTO. MV' daughters are all ;
O enido XY 0pa semelatit enator & GLuBTa. The o Huo e
o SStaq gendradas POr rants siglos Senator . -’MI our Honor does not
u a 0 de ]Ja Argentind afincado W Fomgre need to teach them anymore even to explain what
fugng sola yeligién, paso .p(,;}ullabanod | pueblo the gospel 1s?

0
la potestad civil P




} Senator RECTO. But the gospel means nothing
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il b
Senator ZULUETA. But Your Honor will TOES

e ATIYE LISRAR T IV,

ill except for the malice of Your Honor.

Senator ZULUETA. But if Your Honor is asked,
supposing Your Honor is a teacher, what will be
Your Honor's answer?

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

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

Senator RECT0. But Your Honor’s mind is the
one that is malicious.

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

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

Senator ZULUETA. Your Honor has been scandai-
ized already judging by the way vou asked during
the interpellation of Senator Rodrigo, what is J esus
Christ without the gospel?

Senator RECTO. You misunderstood a 1'9t1161'ica1
question for one addressed to Senator Rodrigo.

Senator ZULUETA. Jesus Christ without
pel is Jesus Christ to me.

Senator RECTO. It is very difficult to argué ang
discuss with Your Honor if Your Hongy believes
that way.

Senator ZULUETA. Your Honor has vour
and I have my own.

Senator RoDRIGO. Mr. President, will t,
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
stated here that in the English transi
Noli by Derbyshire, that particular D
Spanish text was omitted because, according 1,
the gentleman from Iloilo, it was the opinion of
Derbyshire that that particular portion might shock
the moral sensibilities of adolescent gir]s Specially

Senator ZULUETA. I said that it may be repulsiy e.

Senator RODRIGO. Repulsive. My question is.
this. Under the present bill, one of the conditiong
imposed is, that the text and the translationg must
be unexpurgated. If this bill were to pe enacteq
into law, would it not be illegal for Derbyshire
to delete that portion . . . 1 reform the ques|
Would it not be against this bill if enacte
law if an English translation like
omits this portion of the original

I dont get the

the £0s-

Opinion

e gentle-

from Tloilg
ation of the
ortion in the

stion,
d into
Derbyshire’s
Spanish text?

because of th

penalize Derbyshire for having made an omls?)lrﬂff
just for elegance, using instead a finer W
Your Honor would not penalize hin.l for. b
Your Honor specially would agree with me
he did very well by omitting that word: i
Senator Robrigo. I agree with Derbysh]l’eba]: S
gentleman from Iloflo agrees with Der ],v
But T am referring now to the present b;l- ill i
of the conditions imposed by the presel glations
that both the original text and ?he.tranenac
must be unexpurgated. Under this bill if pyshiré
into law, would this translation by P& rigi“#l
which expurgated a small portion of the ©
text qualify? erly
Senator ZULUETA. I think it will not P€ 7= jind
correct. Maybe, Derbyshire will change'
and, if at ali, he will publish another
if he is compelled by the law to do 850 JaWs the
Senator RoDRIGo. And according to .the
translator is compelled to put everything:

Senator ZuLugra. Everything. .
Senator RopriGo. Thank you very muct

g
CONSIDERACION DEL S. NO. 43

(Continuacion) pat Wwe

S ; g T ask S
enator PRMicIas, Mr, President, 171 NOSE
1I0W resume consideration of Senate Bl erﬂﬂo

ns!
The PRESIDENT. Resumption of the Ly

of Senate Bil] No. 438 is now in e diStI;:‘;
Senator Prmvroras, My, Presidents ad Yﬁlfe
Buished gentleman from Batangas 2

e
£ < e
Will now resume his turn in favor of 5

The PrusmpNT. The gentleman fat
and Tayahag has the floor.

(0)4
DISCURSO DEL SEN. RECTO A il

(Continuacion)

iy of
161" 1y
Senator RECTO, Mr, President and ggnzrestef‘;ge_
the Senate. When 1 yielgled the floo g tﬂ. &
e late hour, I was beginnlnni ed s'-’ 4
Q S on the decision of the Ul‘ Jeho i
‘:,[-ltbreme Court in the Barnette casé ¢
by i1 ¢ase, which decision is belnf 2g 22,
stro '€ Opponents of Senate Bill NO.'tutfoﬂal
: ligest authority against the const! d Jeg?
sgit:; -oPosed meagure.  The factual A%
;Tistiltiﬂl.l Made of the Barnette cﬂ'sfaa
nym S ieheq gentleman from Sama! al B4 d
ace O,US Uthor of the go-called Pasto.llth? o
I Urate that it amounts to a half‘tll “ioﬂs
YIOW that half tpythg are more ° %

My comment
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repulsive t]
1an outright truth '
e e han o ght untruths. The so-called aganist the non-compliance Wi 3
B, sav,sn;hlm okmg. the authority of the Barnette ceremony’? I quote again f;;tmh gum' e s
the United gtfgllowmg: «The Supreme Court of who spoke for that Court: SR
ates has deci 2 .
eaded that the Americal «Children of this faith have been expelled from hool
>, scnoo

School :
childr : ;
dren belonging to a certain coct, the and ave threatened with exclusion f
. i xclusion for mo other
Officials threatened to send them fto 1'ef0rmatoriE:s jﬁ:f:

JEhO ’ I

salu:;;al; }fe \Xlltnefs.ses sect, cannot be _compellfed to of

ensive to th _“‘311‘03_11'ﬂag because said act 15 Ol tal_nm.i for criminally inclined juveniles. Parents of suck

What is ga ]EI} religious belief.” And that is all Chfl‘hent_ have been prosecuted and are threatened wiiﬁ

facts of 1} id in the so-called pastoral about the ’”3;“.“ ions for causing delinquency: * * ¥

he .Jle Bal"llette case. evlltllasligife ;loeaiic:;ifsm:m = itk qriinzbion . deals

S Iilslt,sentatl‘on made by the gentlemal from piiance. ll\eranwhi]eS;;z eipe?l?:iwcii]]:ly' s‘tatutc gl O
, mutatis mutandis, the same: The Fed- and may be proceeded against as a de1f§q$iw£1”{]if ;;;:::;

eral g
upr i 1
ama Opleme Court, says the gentlemall from or guarfhans ave liable to prosecution, and if convi
n page 15 of his speec i are subject to fine mot exceeding $50 and jail ten:c:\e(i
(8}

h, in West Virginia bject t
exceeding thirty days.”

tat
€ Boar :
an ear]?ald of Education vs. Barnette, reversing
State bo«f;] decision, declared unconstitutional a (En este m.mnento ¢l Sen. Locsin asume la Presi
ard resolution compelling all children and dencia por design i T e ie
e American ;
Now, what are the provisions of the bill now

eache gt
rs in public schools to salute th
pefore us? Is-there any pledge to do anything

ag g
{1._Spt¥ée_?ymbol of the nation. z
aps, sident, it is not as simple 3 that. Per- ¢ profess anything, requir in the bi
hig Stlatwas putting it mildly when I said that senlsling any }ieopleg ’tol ej%lillufc()ir lgoglgobml? s
emen oo truth; in g -compliance wi
£ amownto CUICHE e tll1§11,tl1e any pledge, for non-acceptance, for instance“lg%
Rizal's ideas as expressed in the two books: in

-Ealit R S ]

Very ::\:oi-tlls a complete misrepresentatlon. :

Cage, MYC;;?I _ﬂle Court’s decision 11 the an‘gti question? The only thing that is required in th

 Brestiont, the flag sslite estsmON CpRLE T the reading of these books of Ri :
it was made  Nobody is asked to make a pledge of ‘aCCeptancfE:,]f'

Vag
ompilesc(l)‘:r@(_l unconstitutional when‘  eH ¥
"CQuireq Y Is described as follows: ‘What 18 fmt“' any part. of the teachings or opinions of Rizal i
Kep the ]‘S. the ‘stiff-arm’ salute, the salut‘;‘l 0 lany of those books. Anyone is free to al 2
50 fay tl ight hand raised with palm turne_c l.lp tion the validity of each and every statemeqtles-
he statement of fact b 1ator from  pizal made in them. The compulsion, the l'eélui _Of
I repeat, in the reading 1:;

dm
Ay 3 :
and the one made by the pastoral’s au:hm, ment, consists only,
ut please  the books, in acquainting one with their contents

80
“Otea‘l\,]boﬂ‘{ statements are accurate, :
e 011?t tollove Seui it iy o a}:d e; Now, let us examine the ratio decidendi of th
"epeateq - t‘h‘-‘ coremony—-while the fo;lo“ H;gthe Barnette case. What was the Court’s ground foi
Niteq S-- I pledge allegiance to the Fagb;{ e declaring uncfmst.ztutional the objected flag cere-
v tates of America and to the Republc¢ mony. which i S ded not only the i i S0
particularly the

with 1iberty . pand in salute to the flag but

V}ie i
th ?ul:tisss Ilqu; one Nation, indivisﬁib},e’ That Wwas
S ~ 3 L) € saeite i e C é i
Clay ag Cel'en;)clma]lt.h t(ffel‘llj eé' gupreme Court de- is;let(jtllslf \xithsgizaslalgl:(‘i’ge:& i e o v
“8ed yp, Y QYRS Sa i merepresented : r disting e thei .
bt 23 snstitutional and 10 t1e_ AR i been madg by nstmfgumhed Senator of the legal |
¥ the Samar Senator and the (PEREOR el considerations on which the Court based its opin- |
Court sa1¢  ion although the Senator knew how important - ‘I‘

g the relevance of the prece-

In fact, the American gupreme . the
pely in they are in determinin
ntleman’s omission by

! if ¢ ;
Saluteft the ceremony had COHSlSte i \om-
Dlllsm. o the flag, without the pledge nd its ?Dlld dent. I will supply the ge
Nt 1ay recital, the decision of the court WOt quoting {hig passage of the decision:
ve beer : be; t

n been as it came to P& =, i
Utiulnothl“g in the ceremon¥ against the COHSt.l.
e(]gt It is because Of the ple( 2 thC ('0]11])“]501 \
“BC to ha reci R and eveLs

he recited, by each he right

uk # * the State may require teaching by instruction and

study of all in our history and in the strueture and
organization of
of eivil liberty,
Here, however, we are dealing with a com-

our government, including the guaranties
which tend to inspire patriotism and love

of country.

handof ‘the mere gesture raising ¢ the
€y With palm turned uP» that the OruRE Jsion, of students to deelaro lief. T
Atign St PUETIE ) Vil’gilli'd a4 leclamd pulsion ¢ 8 3 0 u.r_ are « belief. They are not
oard of Wes y gau(‘tion imposec merely made aequaintod with the flug salute so that the
the = T d as to what it 15 or even il.'half 3y :u‘&u:tﬁ

¢ ‘.
b Bstitution: . was
) utional. What ¥as may, be informe

e Q4
¢ State Board of [duca

tion of we
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“have been open to constitutional objection.
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This is the ratio decidendi in the Barnette ecase.
From this passage only we can conclude that if
the flag ceremony in question had consisted in a
mere salute to the flag without the recital of a
pledge declaring a belief, the ceremony would not
If my
colleagues in this body should give more than
casual attention to the above quoted passage of the
Barnette decision, they would find that the precedeni
supports precisely our stand and not that of our
opponents. Note these significant words: “They
are not merely made acquainted with the flag sa-
lute so that they may be informed of what it
means, but to declare a belief.” The Court infer-
entially ruled that the students of the West
Virginia could be compelled legally to get ge-
quainted with the salute to the flag, for them to
be informed of its meaning, but what was wrong
with the School Board’s order was the requirement
of a declaration of a belief as part of the cepe.
mony. Note also the no less important declaration
made in the decision that the teaching ang learn-
ing by study of all in the nation’s history may pe
made compulsory. There is no gainsaying that
the contents of the Noli and Fili are essential ang
integral parts of Philippine history,

In the case of our bill, Mr. President, the extent
of the compulsion is limited merely to ge
the student with the contents of thege books of
Rizal, and does not go as far as requiring accept-
ance or making of any pledge regarding anything
contained in them.

If we continue our analysis of the decision We
will find that this compulsory declaration of belief
and not the compulsory acquaintance with .th(;
mere flag salute, is the cornerstone of the decision
For instance, Justice Jackson says furthey: :

Quainting

“It is
also to be noted that the compulsory flag salute
and pledge requires affirmation of g belief and an

attitude of mind.” Now, Mr. President, I agaip
ask, begging your pardon for my heing repetitioug
what is the pledge, what is the “belief,” the
“affirmation,” “the attitude of mind,” that is pe.
quired by this bill from the students? None. Jys.
tice Jackson proceeds:

“Hence validity of the asserted power tq force an Amep
ican citizen publicly to profess any statement of belief m-‘
to engage in any ceremony of ussent to one, presents qy 01
tions of power that must be considered independenﬂq i
any idea we may have as to the utility of the cm‘ensio:;

in question.”
No question of power to force 5 Filiping ei
publicly to profess a statement of belief
volved in the bill. We merely ask that the '

tizen
18 in-
students

- have heen engaged,” says Justice Jackso

be made to read these works of Rizal with 10
compulsion to accept any of the opinions express
by him therein.

“Official compulsion to affirm wh ;
to one’s own belief is the antithesis of freedm}?ave
conscience which the Jehovah’s Witnesses they
characterized as the severest contest in ";llllfcll:rther.

7
S0, it is clear, it must be clear, to every I?]f'lrlllelwe
of this body the precise thing that the ]331 yieW
decision prohibited in the flag ceremony- ;rnefte
of all the foregoing, I maintain that if the.B it 18
decision is at alt relevant to this discusslozzl:llidity
because of the clear support it gives to the ¥*
of our bill, !

So far I have dealt with the lTTc’lJ'Oi'lty
Please hear these words, full of wisdom, ©
Frankfurter, who dissented :

“The religious liberty which the Constituhog
has_never excluded legislation of general scope ;l i

agamst doctrinal loyalties of particular Se¢t '.bﬁﬂﬂ?
nullification of legislation cannot be justified by ?hiC‘ thet
to the framers of the Bill of Rights views for have
18 1o historic warrant, Conscientious Scru!ﬂcs to rﬂtla?‘:
In the course of the long struggle for religio¥® e 'lﬂus
relieved the individual from obedience to 2 gfe re]iglqch
not aimed at the promotion or restrietion © wh?

P
7 .ctloll
bEthS', The mere possession of religious cor societ ol
contradict the relevant concerns of a Politmal Fohtl
not relieye

the citi P, ; ischarge of n 1;9‘5
responsibilitics. 'I(‘:Iflzze:ec;:ilil;;; [11351- dti;his ad,ins?mc gitﬂ,‘"
4gain and again been recognized. In a numbe? gus
tlm}s the exertion of political authority has poeh have b:‘
While bagie considerations of religious freedo™ vs | ont
}frft. mviolate, In g4 these caseséthe general a;ve".n;ziﬂ
dee;; dmanifestations of specific powers © nﬁd ”‘mﬂhiﬂb
hat : ‘tl)y.the legislature essential to secure i :
rel; im(eﬂY: t‘ranquil, and free society :V 5 riti
“g ous tOIf?.l‘atlon itself is unattainable.
.r:’depreclousncm of the family 1.31;1ti011l;]
the enjoﬁiilf o Which give dignity to Pare’
ordergq uof all freedom, presuppos® ot
Society which is summarized bY of

SOCfety which ; tion €
: h : -pserva -of
ultimate vaIuG;S dedicated to the preser <elf-PY0 m?®

at is contraty

. t)
il
& et
*

a

sutili of civilization may i“_ "~ oS o
Unci)Tgcthe eduecationg] Process for inculcating B n :ﬁ-er‘
PrehEI-ldzious feelings which bind men togeth® i d
D ng 1_oyalty, whatever may be their i
- and dlﬁ‘iculties. Wl e ededﬂ]e
€
buttrfsusrtillfr American authorities ar‘?enare 80
of them . ¥ constitutional position he? g IE
L
ih * * . el]gl ﬂ'ﬂ
berty ‘ompy o constitutional guaranty of 2 Iie‘regtuf:
4 f1~eed0m to zz:s two COHCeptS,-—freedOI'll O_ the ;lbjeir.
K L I : : t, ) f
?cf ilgmgs, th seconl(;3 cfi:St i abs%mzulzz l-enlﬂé::f,w;léai:
tateggiatmn for the p:-]o];zzt}:)e' fO:ocietY" ” s 80
60 8, 4 Connef:ticut supra l.anOU g. at pageL R
® Page 903 g4 7. Bd. 1213, 128 &

{5
rotect:
ilirectad
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R »
BT ¢ parents: posssis natural and inherent
offspring thSt nurture, control, -and tutorship of their
Darents’ ,com_. they may be brought up accordingly to the
eSpectable eption of what is right and just, decent and
stands gy, t}and manly and noble in life, the state yet
EXercise jtg e position of parens patw-z‘aé to, and may
ife, t, stp just powers ‘in preparing, the child, in future
Telationg alf; rt itself, to serve the state, and in all the
;apably S (%uf’leS.of adult life to perform well and
9:3‘11?'ed- 9361 art.” (Society of Sisters v. Pierce (1924)
s e ey
eiy Child‘if;;latly to the religion of some persons to send
Mty do « D school at all. Yet the state may compel
1;81]'”" 162, :fg ACommonweaIth v. Beiler, 1952, 168 Pa.
Ma. 954 7 . 2d 134; Rice 2. Commonwealth, 1948,
: S. E. 2d 342, 3 A. L. R. 2d 1932; State

v,

* Baile

4 Y, 1901, 15

3i'Th 01, 157 Ind. 324, 61 N. E. 730, 59 Lo R &

tep
o is not beyond all in-

€ Tigh oz,
ght to religious freedom
trations of this prin-

A €ne

¢ e

c;Ille Bra il')oyu thelstate. Many illus

the ~. are iy, e reRCie i Se The, Varagtls
strative of the point in question. Three &

Te .
cent cases are: Salock . Board of Education
Barren County

R 37

tord of Ii-aiTt' L. 85, 58 A. 2d, Mosier ?.

Drey h, 1948, 308 Ky. 829, 215 g W 2d 967; and
» 1037, 89 N. H. 54, 192 A 629.

State j; o e *

g T orll providing services to its people, Mmay pro-

Y to th a condition the fulfillment of which 18

of s .Dl‘e"iousle r‘_ﬂigio‘ls seruples of someé. o i )

sueiet 1gion is v u"'diC&tEd, freedom to get in the e.\.:erczse

Exep, R Y & subject to regulation for the protectlon 0]

tng Clse of itn government in the Propet and 1'aw:fu
13 s police power seeks to attain '8 Pernﬂssmle

Instance a health measuré hoth necessaly an

de ., 11’1 th
81y
m tah)a o , d
constuionl gusranty U0, i
interests ©

ple and in no manner
that it does mot

(Kl‘aUS 2. City of

L

ul’fend Ty 01_9 measure being reasond
Q1'“’:51 the ¢, OPpressive, we conclude
Iy ind, 1y nstitutional guaranty:”
lig, < tince 1,6 NE (2d) pp. 806-808)
Ct-. 4%%1““1011Wea]th of Mass o
fop ch’ﬂgs L. Ed, 645 a state 8%
es o ren to sell newspapers:
a1“51(:1(3312. the street, (2) for anyon
of 5 or such sale, and
: l‘shlld to permit the child
Es:h haq . Prince and her nine Y&~ Of 3
& custody, were both members ©
g7 ereihoth opdained . minister
aught that it was the religious
]epel'f(n-m such work. Mrs. Pl:iﬂce ¥
oupy 2t court of Jiolating this
. Sigs £t affirmed the judgment.'
¢ t}]Q beyongall? pointed out that the 1‘1g‘l'lts of 1 terest
! ! ed limitations and that it is 1 the M
community and Of society
.abus‘—‘ﬁ and to give them oppo?
Top o& independent an d

da a4 well develo
& 8 5;] Foundation 2. Commission 0

achusetts

.

P 'esidént t
e ths @

i
of 3 contended, Mr. :
py the

b3y, v12al gy
LiaRey el condemned

bition of the said Canon 1399, w

by non-Catholics,” also,

.petween the

?(IJl:lc,Edt}lerefore, no Caf:'holic can b_e required or
0 read them without violating his funda-
mental rights of freedom of worship, freedom jf-
conscience and freedom of thought. Mr. President
according to-this contention, these hooks of Rizai
si_:and on the same footing as the King James ver-
sion of the Bible. Paragraphs 2 and 6 of Canon
1399 of the Canon Law have been invoked against
the books of Rizal. Granting this to be correct it
is no less correct that the King James version of the
Bible has been declared as coming under the prohi-
‘hich says: “Editions
forbidden.—Editions of original text and -
tholic versions of the Holy Scriptures,
rch which has been published
stpanslations of the same
non-Catholics.” What does an
of the Canon Law say about
anon 1399, paragraph 1? He
says the following: «)More liable to carelessness . . .
are the translations (of the Bible) into modern
languages, of which the King James version fur-
nished an example.” S0, there is mo difference
books of Rizal and the King James
as condemnation by the Canon Law
If the books of Rizal are condemned
9 and 6 of Canon 1399, the
¢ the Bible is condemned

by law
of ancient Ca
also of the oriental chu

. . published by
official commentator
this provision of C

yersion as far
is concerned.

under paragraphs
King James version O

under paragraph 1 of th
In the United States, there are

education poards and, in general, SC

rescribe the compulsory reading pr
1I){ing James version 0 the Bible. When those

orders Wwere issued, representatives of different

i ' satholi -ought appro-
rticularly the Catholics, broug!
;ici;st; fftious etent courts. Not a

B C(?;]]lp tl titions were
' ' pspered. he pefiti ;
ill::‘il.inaztllt? nofplc(:)tg‘t. The following annotf\tlons
appear in American Law Reports, xﬁlun;i ta;ilc]:;):g-
taining old decisions, and Volume - I;:SCA .
e modern decisions; and_ _also in

i decision as late as 1950.

7 it has peen held that..t!\e mere
s nzﬁtfmm the Bible, in the King Jam;s
schools, without. comment by the 't;ﬁ:; n—
1f violate any constity rﬁ:; e::l ;m.
0 interference
-ooksville Graded St
592 117 Am. S

o same Canon.

14 states where
hool authorities,
ecisely of the

TR 5. A Sl
reading of selectio

version thereof, 11

ers, does no ‘
hool Dzsf. W 12,

3 599

ooz 91PN e
= Neb. 876, o . AW

ct.

qog) 22 Pas €0

& )L - Rev. (Pa):
5. See
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also Moore v. Monroe (1884) 64 Iowa, 367, 52 Am. Rep.
444, 20 N. W. 475; reviewed infra, IlL.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 comment 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 the peculiar dogmas of a sect, as such, and not
merely be so comprehensive as to include them by the
partial interpretation of its adherents, and since a book
is not sectarian merely because it is edited or compiled
by those of a peculiar 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, § 8) 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 the support. of the public
schools of the commonwealth shall be appropriateq to or

used for the support of any sectarian school.”

¥ x 5
= * # = * A

* *

An injunction to prevent the reading of the King James
version of the Bible in the publie schools, by authority of
school directors, was denied in Hart v. School Dist. (1885)"
2 Lane. L. Rev. (Pa.) 346.

In State ex rel. Freeman v. Scheve (1902) g5 Neb. 853
59 L. R. A. 927, 91 N. W. 846, motion for rehearin’
overruled in (1903) 65 Neb. 876, 50 L. R. A. 939 9’5'
N. W. 169, it was held that the use of the Bible in ei’ther
version in the public schools was not forbidden either h
Constitution or statute, and the courts may not declare ity
use unlawful because it is possible or probable At S
who use will misuse the privilege by attempting to pNSe
agote their own peculiar theological or ecclesiastical via 5
and opinions; * * * Certainly, the Iliad i b W“’i
un. the schools without inculcating a belief in the Olyn %
divinities, and the Koran may be read without teai}:,pic
the Moslem faith. Why may not the Bible also be 1.1113
without indoctrinating children in the ereed or do G_a
any sect? Its contents are largely historica] and g’rmn: ; (;f
its language is unequaled in purity and elegance; ity Sltal’
has never been surpassed; among the classics of. our my_e
ature it stands pre-eminent. It has heen pReh £}(131-
the English Bible is, in a special angd limited sense at
sectarian book. To be sure there are, according to ,tha
Catholic claim, vital points of difference with Tespect e
faith and morals between it and the Douaj version, T to
Pennsylvania case cited by counsel for msponden'ts n;a
author of the opinion says that he noted ovep fifty : -he
of difference between the two versions,—some & P:ﬁnts
important and others trivial. These differences const.tem
the basis of some of the peculiarities of faith ang i itute
that distinguish Catholicism from Protestantism o dctice
the adherents of each a distinet Christian seet, Bu;nake
fact that the King James translation may be useq ¢ t.he
culeate sectarian doctrines affords no presumption th° in-
will be so used.” at it
o Curzan v Whits (1998) 22 Pa. Co, Gt 07,
ition for mandamus, it was contended by .the Lo p‘e-

blaintifp

o2
Catholics, that the) BEASES

taxpayers who were Roman chgbls-

of reading the King James version of the Bible in §
was a violation of the Conmstitution (Art. 1’. {
court found it unnecessary to express an opi ge 0N the
constitutional question, having disposed of the cz o, COM ':'
ground that mandamus was not the proper 1-en1et§; isCO N
pel the school directors to cause the teachers 5 decid®
tinue such exercises, but referred to WO ca;‘fng of the
by common pleas judges, who held that the xed }ersion, 85
Bible, whether the King James or the Doues ‘hools,_- 2 ¢
a part of the opening exercises of the pUblw. s‘;sidn. ;
not in contravention of any constitutional bl“)"r niring 08

A resolution of the school authorities quls i nﬁ’t
permitting the Bible to be read in the Schigavisionr o
necessarily a violation of any constitutional prali’ey, a“d .
done merely for the purpose of inculcating o8 rel
not with a view to sectarian instruction-

jion on

COIT;. g iﬂﬂl
Wall v. Cooke (1859) 7 Am. L. Reg. (Mass) 4,-,11e v H“zf "
v. Woburn (1866) 12 Allen (Mass.) 127; NESBC- i
(1894) 1 Ohio N. P, 140, 2 Ohio S. & C. P 35 ADE
also McCormick v, Burt (1880) 95 Il it 4 Tex
163. And see Church ». Bullock (1908) 10'1§ a9
L R. A, (N. S 860, 109 S. W. 115, afﬁrn}llfra, T "fon.
Tex. Civ. App.—, 100 S. W. 1025, I'CViewed'mmeS ers:-jr-
Merely reading selections from the King I T
of the Bible in the schools without comment
ers does mnot violate any constitutional

e el e ;
sectarianism or interference with rel’glousc 110 276 pin? :
ble ex rel. Vollmar ». Stanley (1927) 81, &0 “

610; Kaplan . Indenen hool Dist. (M2 ¢

142, 214 NW 13, 57pAﬁ§nt18ic; awisivs Boz‘_ﬁeg in 00

tion (1935) 157 Mise 520, 285 NYS 164 (10 '174, f"]’rfﬁﬁ

respects in (1936) 247 App Div 106, 286 N a8 NY5 @

ing denied in (1936) 247 App Div 873 250 NE.

isg)eal dismissed in (1937) 276 NY 490, P !
) : ; ; : .

: 0F 140
4o e daily reading of the Bible and Offe,fmif 125766
© Mot infringe the constitutional £uar2LY Jgg (- o0

el o
lllll?gltsy. So, in Wilkerson 2. Rome (1922:)315 i c]tgersjpﬂ
L 895, 20 ALR 1334, it was held_ th Jaﬂlesdaily

2?“;? Tequiring some portion of the Kin& ﬁ'ered Pr &
th £ B.lble to be read and prayer to b putio? el
€ public schools did not infringe & constl <hiD B8
Slon securing 4 every person the right to wmro"'isi AT g
Mg to the dictates of his own consciencés 2 P pf"pem‘:"?j’wi
ould be molestgd in 1)61'50“,?,i5ioﬂ tfegs"f._,
S religious opinions, or & P Jplie v de"iﬂ
direet] 3 be taken from the B ats 01',, (1
ination of :nﬁire“'ﬂy’ in aid of any ch“rc-l},’ssituﬁi‘”" #
'elig] ey Jqan 1 18
ALR 11455114%,011,1 4071) of any sectarial : Stat o
In 8t ' ite i
Was helg\:renson v. People of the U7 o ﬂsglg 't
(11 L " T t e { 4 |
erz‘he *eading of portions of the Bibles elthfo tbﬂﬁﬂé
3 101 Or the King James Version, as 2 o u
DPening eXerci es Version, £ho

wl
ther(-‘\of by t

Mo person gp
account of hi

8eg of the pub]ic Schools hin

tutiong) € teacher would not come the
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Another case in Pennsylvania reads:

& - ;
\y A'n injunction to prevent the reading of the King James
ersion of the Bible was denied in Hart v. School Dis-

tﬁct.n

In State Ex. Rel. Freeman, this is a Nebraska

case:

113
i It;l Wwas held that the use of the Bible in either version
COnst'e D.“bllc schools was not forbidden ' either by the
its itution or by statute, and the courts may not declare
thnsuse unlawful because it is possible or probablg that
e e Who use will misuse the privilege by ai_;tc?mptmg' to
ajnplagate their own ecclesiastical views or opl.mons. .Cer:-
Qatiny the Iliad may be read in the schools without incul-
g a belief in the Olympian divinities.”

D i_n_Craine ». White, another Pennsylvania case,
etition for mandamus was contended by the tax-
payers.

the practice

s held by the Roman Catholics that
tion of the

0 .

COHrs‘et?tdLiEg the King James version was a viola i

N opi Yon. The Court found it unn.ecessary_ to ; pOSEd

of themon on the constitutional question, having disp 3
case on the grounds that mandamus Wwas not the

Prg
. t?ier remedy to contest the school directors from an&
by Ng such exercise but referred to. twe cages decide

the %)-mmonweﬂlth Judges who held that the readln,f,'rlof
@ ible, whether of King James OF the Douay velsloln
as npal‘t:' of the opening exercises of 'the. pubhc.sc.hs:i)zns
resslt I contravention of any const:tutlox.]a.l pm'tn m—:
ittin ution of the School Authorities requiring 011 pfm'
the & the Bible to be read in <chools, if done merewy :
arn. PUrDose of inculcating morality; is not a vmla!;mn Of
58 o Stitutional provision and not with the view ©

a}:nan instruction.”
8 imost recent decision is that
tho e Board of Education of Burre
€ et al, 71 Fed. 2nd 733:

of 1950, Dore-
ugh of Haw-

: t ‘ 2 gt ! t d f ! u h
ih b E(] h » Or any pd i .(:1]131‘ e 'tl',(ﬂl thEl‘eo ] ];O g ;
] . or more eno !’ll:l.tiol'ls as authent' ¢ O
] = ti .l[] ’thﬂ pl‘Ohibitlon Of

t}s;tabl?'slin:s not a sectarian book Wi
q ¥ Yegd; ent of religious clause of
ooy 24iNg thereor, without comment

Constitute gectarian instruetion.”

e D:O‘pOSe that these authori_ties,
Ui ette decision, should dispos e

e i - - >
Seenipis o of cconst1tutwnal1tyadmg i
| institutions-

i\
ops
b%k rlblng for the compulsory re
will the gen-

d
irst Amendment, an
i in public schools

. excluding

] Sena{iﬁ ,Rizal in all our edu'ca’f-iﬂﬂﬂ
eman 1 RopRiGo. Mr. Pre51dent,
Th, Yield?

)i ACTING PRESIDENT. T
Ne he 50 desires.

aton )
Sen °r Rrgro. Certainly

he gent]eman may

ave fO ad'

My - Ator g : ;

3 ~ 3 % ient, I

ligy, . tha {0DRIGO. Mr. Presic o citations but

by S have not read thos¢ that was o
el‘}’thmg Tﬂyﬂ‘bﬁs’

; the Very carefully to eV
gentleman from B2

tangas anc

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.

S.enator Recto. The King James version. Not
a single case have I found where the reading of
the Douay Version was ever presented 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 required-
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?

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

Senator RECTO-
because it will sabotage the purpose of the bill
which is to acquaint the students completely with
these writings of Rizal.

Senator RODRIGO. I just wanted to show the dis-
tinction and the difference between the cases men=
tioned by the gentleman.

Senator RECTO. There is no essential or funda-
mental difference between one case and the other.
The King James Version was objected to by the
Catholies, because they consider the King James
Version as careless and perverted. Therefore.tthe
prohibition is against the veading of amy par u°_
the King James Version. To accept the sug

gested amendment will be nullifying ghe EH'PEO?:
for which this bill has been prese‘nte ,.’“ ue_h

to acquaint gaid, with these
L

the students, as 1
oy s t be
writings of Rizal, they shall no

as, otherwise, g
in a position to express 1T

eely their opini.(m
i - nocepbance or for rejection.
them, either for qeceptance 01

I cannot accept that amendment
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(Continuwing.) Mr, Preéident, one of the speakers

. against the bill has contended that it impairs the

academic freedom of universities. This is prepos-
terous. The freedom to accept or reject Rizal's
opinions, which, however, must be predicated on
their complete knowledge, will enhance, not impair,
the academic freedom of the universities that has
been guaranteed by fthe Constitution.

Now, Mr. President, I shall proceed to answer
the argument that this bill infringes Article VI,
section 23, paragraph (3) of the Constitution
which reads:

)
“(3) No public money or property shall ever be appro-
priated, applied, or used, directly or indirectly, for the

'use, benefit, or support of any sect, church denomination,

sectarian institution, or system of religion, or for the use,
benefit, or support of any priest, preacher, minister, or
other religious 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 particular proyi-
sion of the Constitution, 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 Jurist
and - constitutionalist who graces thig chamber
with his presence, Senator Laurel. !

The Aglipay-Ruiz case concerns an Act passed
by Congress appropriating the sum of 50,000 B
P60,000 for printing of stamps, the time and
occasion for it to be determined by the Director
of Posts in his discretion. Actually the money
appropriated was used for the printing of postage
stamps to commemorate the Eucharistic Congress
held in Manila in 1937. The Supreme Court saiq -

“What it gives the Director of Posts is the discretio
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, the uge e
application of public money or property for the use, bene.
fit or support of a particular sect or church, In the
present case, however, the issuance of the postage stamps
in question by the Director of Posts and the Secretary
of Public Works and Communicafiéns was not inspired by
any sectarian feeling, to favor any religious sect or yey;.
gious denomination. The stamps were not issueq and sold
for the benefit of the Roman Catholic Church, Nop Were
the money dervived from the sale given to that chureh
On the contrary, it appears from the letter of the Directol.-
of Posts of June 5, 1936, incorporated on page 2 of the

nary

e in the issusnc

ol A e : — S
petitioner’s complaint, that the only purpo i Philippines

and selling of the stamps was ‘to advertise t is em:
and attract more tourists to this country.’ WhatManiia,
phasized is not the Eucharistic Congress itself o ngress:
the capital of the Philippines, as the seat of that cosmmps
It is obvious that while the issuance and sale of the ith &0
in question may be said to be inseparably linked “rrlda, i
event of religious character, the resulting Propaganot the
any, received by the Roman Catholic Church, wz.ts < ihe
aim and purpose of the Government. & Zarras-"!ed
opinion that the Government should not be e‘H:lli;s mo
in its activity simply because of incidental TeSUEY ieg
or less religious in character, if the purpose £
is one which can legitimately be undertaken by'ts
The main purpose should not be frustrated to 2

nation to mere results not contemplated.” ol

In the case of the hill in question 1° leulsoﬂ
purpose is contemplated. By making cor‘ns o0l
the reading of the books of Rizal in all 0% 7 pyo-
colleges and universities, we carry ou noots
Vi.Sioll of the Constitution enjoining 2.{11 S(;scien.ce’
aim at developing moral character, civic ¢ r pelié
batriotism, and other civic virtues, i, Ol;ariﬂg G
that acquaintance with Rizal's ideas Wil g nof
help bring about these salutary results: S beﬁe{r
the bill's purpose to inculcate any 1'ehgwurdl- d
nor to make propaganda against any cht _ende.l'e

In the United States a decision W23 clllc"d‘twcr;’fi

In the case of Everson vs. Board © Jlabu
and I quote the following from the 8%
the decision : onts :j

i are .

A statute authorizing reimbursement to; eli)l' chllcgﬁc
o€y expended for bus transportation © tld for Fyion
to and from schools other than those Ol’erat‘?ﬂnsporwﬂ 2y
does not, insofar as it permits payment f0¥ viol8? s

lof Children attending‘ Catholic parochial sch-OOISI b pﬂlf r‘i’
Iﬁw rESpePting‘ the establishment of re11."';’10“;11:r1i'3 “ﬁ; pel”
erely being to provide, in the interest of P e

safe tp ‘tati i izresP?
gioist::?:jg_?,ltatlon for school children ir?esP vﬂlidity
The‘ U. s Supreme Court sustained ks #e
of that statute, the geﬂ
Senator Rg i il
DRIGO. Mr. President, W1
man yield? R RN al ﬂlﬁy
il;éle. ACTING  Presippnt. Thé gentlem
yeS If he wighes. { thi
enatoy REcto, 1 o
CT0. Gladly. ggion
Eegflnator RobRIGo., With the permis® ™ [m uef

i fnan  from Batangas and Q“e,zonlthelﬂrw

Ong ot Everson vs, Board of Education’, s

tim:bhef Sovernment was spent for PUS
01 school children,

Senator R
Senatol.
transporiyg
ack t0 the

tion is; j

i
VECTO, For reimbursement‘ t of d
RoDbRIGO, Fop 1‘eimbursemelel‘,c}w[}la”gs,
on from their homes 0 = MY “q0?
't homes from their scho® iigiﬂus
there anything againSt &
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ic;:fci% l_l'c"fligious_ teaching or dogma or Canon

Senatorelglsursmg If)us transportatim.l expenses?

o of e ‘CTO. It is n‘o-t'on the.pomt of free-

he Citati(m:mgnce and religious belief that I gave

Fom Sann: ut on t.hQ one raised by t.he Senator

s Dl‘ovisid cgncennng the alleged violation of
on of the Constitution that—

L1
No .
aDpHed?zihE]noney or property shall ever be appropriated,
Or Support sed, directly or indirectly, for the use, benefit,
Mstitution of any sect, church denomination, sectarian
» Or system of religion, o

S

Signelfsfl‘ P»ODRIGO._ And I added that that provi-
or the ;}Jllly applies to the use of public_ money
80 to 4, enefit of a religious denomination .but
enomina:' prejudice of any member of a religious
Case of tl lon. Now, my question is, while 1n the
1850, 1y 15 1:_)us transportation for students there
the be%)-léj udice to any religious denomination 0T
minatiol:;f- of any member of any religious .dex}o-
i atholl'll the present bill there is that prejudice
Pell ics, because Catholics believe that to be

ed to read these two novels violates Canon

W g

en;.;d our Constitution. 7
f the cOr RECTO. That is not the particular phase
Cable ontroversy to which my quotation is appli-

Sa E;,r bl.lt the contention of the Qenator from
Senato.legardi“g the amendment announced .b}’
1 an appropriatlon

fop : Puyat to provide for

Nogy; ¢ Printing of the books of izt It has
g Wifhto do with the aspect of the question deal-
e freedom of worship and conscience. L€

bl ot
Sengs ¢ Myself clearer, gentleman from Bulacan
an amend-

Teng 0.}0]?“3’3'( announced the filing O &5 o =0
1'0131.-1 .the implementation of this bill lav
Yemarr 2UNE a certain amount of money; I do POt
of J € how much, to be gpent in the printing
' xne'l’t °¢ books of Rizal. Because of that amenfi-
Vag uo' be proposed by Senator puyat, the bill
?r" 'silthﬁl‘ criticized for allegedly violating the
Vag 00 of the Constitution I have Jo=/ :
¢ Y in answer to this added eriticism 'tha):;h
Qﬂse o € decision of our Supreme LRI ‘:
Supy Aglipay vs. Ruiz and the U. S. Supren
‘I@cisionemsion in the Everson case. 50 & tt\;;(;
&zu-es‘tions are not intended to have relevance 0 127
Q]enee fegarding religious scruples, religious ¢0F
Sen » Canon Law, or what not: X
’ Jarify @ poiBt

just read.

he,. “Ratg,,
N tiicaus °r Roprigo. I would like to € nstit
DLF W ta] . Was the one who raisec that co ¢ it
f,,ll‘i Oulg Point o1q my argument i this, tha
) t] be a © againgt the Constitution: il
tﬂcﬂﬂ g, O REGTO, Just for @ correction. The £
d that point:

v .
Om Samar also raise

Senator RODRIGO. Yes, the gentleman from Sa-

mar also raised that point. My point is this, it is

a violation of the Constitution to spend public
money to the detriment or prejudice of any reli-
gious sect or religious denomination.

Senator REcTO. Your Honor is incorporating
something of your own concoction in the provision
of the Constitution, because the Constitution does
not say that.

Senator RODRIGO. Precisely 1 explained in my
that that provision in the Constitution
use of public money for the
ous sect should be interpreted

as also prohibiting the use of public money to
prejudice any religious sect because to prejudice
one religious sect is to favor another religious
sect. May I continue so that I may clarify my
point? I did not say that the expenditure of
public money is bad in all cases, no.’ When I
said that the expenditure of public money to pre-
judice the Catholics in this country because it will
compel them 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 s
Ruiz the Aglipayan Church suffered to the ex-
tent of the Catholic pmpaganda. 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 prgga-
ganda for the Catholic Church but for thg Philip-
pines, even though, to a certain extent, it meant
also propaganda for the Catholic Church. _
Senator RoDrIGO. The difference, of cqu_rse, n
that Aglipay Vs Ruiz case and the provisions of

the present bill is that the printing or the an-

Eucharistic Congress in post_age
nouncement of the wrt

stamps is not against the religious ct
of thI; Aglipayans. That is the point 1 wanted to

speech
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Jegislation of
they say, 2
d the Canon Law. ' i
., president, the poin

ODRIGO. Well, Mz e

want any
is becauseé,
geruples an

e T 96 to raise 18 this.
that I would hl;zm o printed L government'
) (Catholics were not

those postage X
the Aglipayans and Fhe non !
compelled t0 do anything agains
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were not compelled to use those stamps, they were
not even compelled to read what is on the stamps,
they were not compelled to do anything that would
violate their religious 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
aspect of the question. As I said, the Aglipay
and the Everson decisions were cited in ‘answer
to the argument that no public money should be
used for a sectarian purpose, 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 for the benefit of the Catholic
Church. The Supreme Court said no. That
was the only question decided: use of public
money for the benefit of a certain 1'e1igion, the
Catholic religion. The court said that even if
incidentally the printing of those commemorative
stamps redounded to or resulted in propaganda
for the Catholic church, that was an incidentsa]
result—that was not the purpose of the law nop
of the order of the Director of Posts. The same
situation is presented here when we make com.
pulsory the reading of Rizal’s book. We aye or
pretending to make propaganda againgt any
church or in favor of any church. We want ¢,
acquaint every student with the writings of Rizal,
particularly the Noli Me Tdngere and EI Filibys-
terismo. :

Senator RODRIGO. Mr. President, I think I have
expressed the points that I wanted to clarify ang
that is all. And I thank the gentleman from Bg.
tangas and Tayabas very much,

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

Senator ROSALES. Mr. President, will the gentle-
man yield to just a few questions on the last point
touched by him in the discussion of the congti.
tutionality of this measure?

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

Senator RECTO. Gladly,

Senator RoSALES. The gentleman from Batan-
gas cited the Everson case. If I remembey right
in the Everson case the law involved was a state
legislation giving free fransportation to aj) pupils
going to school. The pupils of the Romap Catho-
lic e¢hurch in the heginning did not enjoy this
privilege rof free transportation, They paiq bt
of their own money,

Senator RECTO. Your Honor is referring t e
Everson case?

Senator RosALES. Yes.
were aware of this privilege, they aske
bursement of what they had advanced. ;
case was filed and of course, this casé e
sented in court. ed:

Senator RECTO. No, no. The statute W pfs:ns'

Senator ROSALES. The statute giving fre®
portation. i

Senator REcT0. No, the statute providing
imbursement, ware

Senator ROSALES. Yes. When they becaﬂn:z;‘t s
of this statute, they asked for reimburse
der that statute. That is what I .. afl

Senator RECTO. No, no. Precisely, tll pe 3¢
declared and provided that there shoul )
bursement. N

Senator ROSALES. There was a Staguere W 53
free transportation to all pupils, and tlthey e
petition for reimbursement for Whab

And later on when tl_]e;f
d for rei®
SO thls
pre:

for 1€

te

-

te

advanced for transportation. the statt
Senator RECTO. I am referring tO jeh

authorizing the reimbursement. 'tqtute hw*
Senator RosALES. That was the S ‘1- such ﬁttl"

was then questioned in court, \‘,]1(3!;116 Constl

E?te would violate that provision © poes
on.

o tiOD e
Senator  Rioro, Just . for clarlﬁcato stath
Your Honor mean that there were

Passed ?
Senat 0
sy RosALES. No. 1o stat ot
enator RECTO. There was only 0B€ ~ o
one providing for reimbursement Pf &
€Xpenses,
b Senator Rosarms, The statute “’a?ansp"rt?v'g
€cause it wag 2 statute giving free * aloné &

to all pupils.” It wag not a statute &2 it

. Senatoy RECTO. The sfatute was pas®” . lIIﬂ,-
a\i01~ed directly the Catholic Swdel; j
P;uents. -Maybe, the Catholics 111 tl;ure, 50 “y@
15:1] ate were influential in the ]eglslﬂ’_ 3 t
h;l%s;lw €re able to secure an act PY sé“ 40, OB
'Sement of ty S AL
students, transportation

tle?xfnlato_r RosaLEs. I beg to differ flofiourt
th Al from Batangas. Precisel?s  ~jre®
(40 the statute applied to all puPt® - &
of religioy, That is why the S%
le provisions of the di
T0. Well, to solve tlw'tself-
consult the decisio”

'ebugnant 14 4

Senator REC
est Way is tq

e

. L]
B e i e i e S P

o =S

:g: -



 SENATE

Senator RoS :
tion arlt)tt?tllt IE{) saLES. Now, coming t0 another ques-
man from B-lf Ruiz case, is it not a fact, gentle-
from this .d,angas, that the Ruiz case 1s different
Ruiz case - because in the first place, in the
being Spe’ tlt Wk not public money which Was
was only I?m f,Ul" the printing of the stamps. It

il‘ectﬂll' 0(1"- P]m'eStnlent because, according to the
What would osts, the return would be more than
AS 3 matt c. be ‘spent in the printing of stamps.
n the de BooL fact, that was mentioned in passing

Senat cision of the court. .
not inclﬁhﬁE-CTO- The _Senator is wrong. That is

Sehatol" d in the raiio clpcicle-ndi of the case.

ECayge theROSALES. In this case, it is different,

e books C_lmoney to be spent in the printing of
S~ govel.hn‘lémot be e}fpected to be recovered by

18 a matt nt. But in the printing of stamps,
Wil he pe: ].el' of common knowledge that what

an “'hﬂtd lized in the sale thereof will be more

€natoy E spent for the printing of the same.
' ECTO. I am talking about the ratio

CCidend:

f nd[ i

augg you (;E the case, gentleman from SAMAT, he-

n {} inow that there are no two equal cases
ere would be no

]is wWor
Jurigy,. orld, because otherwise th
S Tudence,
ehato n
r RosaLes. I am glad the gentlema

b
Seni{? S mentioned that.

s ai\\-;:l: RI::C_TO- I have not finished yet: There

. Oile}S differences, in shades perhaps, petween

t‘e i“‘\’ol-case and another. S0 when prer,:edent's

: ‘ed the first thing W€ must 100k into 18

Tt

EITE:;O decidendi.
‘E}a ahga(«)sr ROS‘\,LES- I am glad the gentleman from
b Wag mentioned that becauseé when the gentle-
eee“ mak; discussing the Barnette case;. he. has
Dnt fl‘om\mg distinctions that this case 18 c'l-szer—
¢ e, 1 the Barnette case because there
by 1“"'%1? ? o salute, 1o affirmation: 0, 188
?-Qo. Caseg rom Batangas has said, there are NO
i dec; equally with the game facts,
‘Cidends; is the same:

®hatoy.
or REcro. But the difference petweel
the facts and

n heaven and

n from

thal‘nett , the

Q};e a\\'eica?’e and this case on on

rt ) OSL like the difference petwee
1 I{Onor

th - atoy i ) 4

s Or Rosarps. Well that 18 the opinion of

i our OWn

O gE‘]] .
D'hion‘ﬂcmall from Batangas. We have

P OW

&Pm ’afr()ming to the Ruiz case, thg .gentlffrrtla.n

C W "‘uu'dngas has read from the d_ec1§_1on ’Llyt 111-

'Oh,stitué-z case there was iolat of oul

Wo le :é(m because the menif.im}ing of t e Eu%l;a-l

o Ngress was Oniy incidental In othel
considering

» from the facts of that case
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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 featuring of the Bucharistic Congress on

the stamps was only incidental.

Senator RECTO. No, no, it was not the featuring
of the Eucharistic Congress the specific purposeé
of the law. The Eucharistic Congress Wwas not

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

but it was only incidental.
Qenator 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.
iving a different

Well, you are &
d there is no possible agree-

ave here the text of the

Senator RECTO.
view of the case, an
ment between us. But I b
decision and I am passing it on to you.

Qenator ROSALES. Precisely, 1 was following that
decision which the gentleman from Batangas read.

Senator RECTO. Your Honor is not interpreting
it correctly.

Senator ROSALES.
hat stamp was 0

aspect in t
gentleman from DBatangas
gcto. The printing of the stamps Was

Senator R

not incidental- It was the resulting propaganda

for the Church that Was incidental, according to

the Supreme Court.
Senator ROSALES.

stamp.

.ther that, but th
tholic Church.
OSALES. All right, 1’1l put it that way.

r Honor that it was the propa-

In other words, the religious
nly incidental, does the
agree with me?

The religious aspect 1n that

e resulting

Senator R
1 will follow You
ganda for the Chureh. :
Senator RECTO. Don’t follow mE if Your Honor

is not P
genator ROSALES

_Now I will say, the religious
g incidental. Now, coming
matter of opinion. Your
us teachings that are
incidental. But it 18

pill, it is a mat
Honor Says that the religio
coutaiued in that boolk are
fundamental. | o :
ro. But the bill does not pl owde.fo:

The bill provu’les
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iy Syenator ROSALES. But the hooks tha.t are cf;:-;
olled to be yead by he students contan gu?l:] e] s
7] jori i teaching against the €a olic
in religion, contalin teaching 4k s 3

S0 o TOBRS qays
hutceh. Whether Youl ; i L
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Thank you, gentleman from Batangas.

Senator REcT0. (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 because 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.
(Displaying a page of o mewspaper.) 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 Publie
Schools,” and it is signed by all the archbishops,
bishops, and apostolic administrators of the Cath-
olic church in the Philippines. This was printeq
and published in the newspapers carrying all the
signatures. It is in the form of a letter ending
with these characteristic words of a Pastoral, in
use since the days of Saint Paul: “We impayt
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 signeq
by nobody; it is an anonymous document. Ng.
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 Avchbishop of Manila, has,
owned this document. And what is worse is thaut
the Hierarchy, knowing that this document ig not
a pastoral, and knowing also that its spokesmen
here have been calling it a pastoral, hag 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 fyom
Bulacan. In making that demand my purpose was
to verify its authenticity. Not even Father (.
vanna, who I heard had prepared it, hag signed
the same. Congidering the contents of thig docy-
ment, I am not surprised that nobody has aceepted
responsibility for it. ‘

Let us now analyze the contents of the “State-
ment.”

‘Place of honor belongs to Dr. Jose Rizal,

It consists of two parts. The first is qevoted
to singing praises, hymns, and antiphoniés
Rizal, calling him our greatest national hero &
foremost patriot. The second is devoted tg de-
tacks on Rizal and his writings. One P& o
stroys the other. The first part destroys the sec i
part. And so this document proves T}Othmg’
it is the case with any self-contradicting
ment.

our

instr”

1T eral”
I will start with the admissions in t.he I—ilglthe
chy’s Statement” of the greatness of Riz3 a'qsk if
merits of the books in question and _‘ther; " the
in the light the Hierarchy’s oppositiol giotutions
compulsory reading in our educational ns

can be justified. o State
Now, if, according to the “Hieral“‘c hyshighest
ment” among the Filipino patriots th?’ beC"‘“S:
-l.tue
he “possessed to an eminent degree 'thof,e sulczl1 a8
which together make up true Datl'iotlsm' ne b
having “loved his country not in WO¥ ne ¢
in deed” and “devoted his energies 3T ioraffce
sources of his mind to dispelling the =ipe i7
:.md apathy of his people and comba maabofed'-
justices and inequalities under which tHe¥ 3o i
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colonial government which sentenced I}fnl {elﬂ ind
a rebel”; if, in the words of the same B a et
his “great love for his country Was B exteﬂt
unreflecting ‘and inordinate love,” t0 v t
re.ggi‘rding his “native country as perfe‘; > il
criticism, and attributing all its ills 0 i the i Iy
and greed of strangers”; if because 8l
anced judgment” he was possessed O w’hi]e
*8W and boldly proclaimed the fact t"2 uler “gnd
Filipino people suffered from colonial lvices r’ﬂl’e
Were as much the victims of their ow? n
“i‘EfeCtS"; if, according to the same “stal’y el
t}\lvas feal:less not only in denouncin€ * —put "
;1€ colonial administration of his ©7
in Polnting out tq pig countrymen th
al;‘is, thEi}" own vices, and their Sl}plles
Ei © acquiescence to those evils’ "' ! "
i ged in the “Hierarchy’s Statement : a
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he depth of insight with which he ex?n ) dodiﬁ,
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garding the function _Of %f
g of gociety, the dignltytion, 8%
ecessity of popular educ?

time ideas e
the well.beiy
Vidual, the 1

o ol s L e A i Al



SENATE

speci ks
ugl?i’?l}s;]‘lfflfn‘ of our 11‘afci(.m und.er God; ideas of
even in Oucrlfs. tlmf10§s validity which are applicable
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“ﬂdoubtcdho e pOII’Qlcal and social order are
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Image pl.elsl love for our country whose ‘dear
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Yemedy fo. 'ft-?_e,fl to expose in the hope of ﬁnd}mg a
“Hierarch J} ; it”; if, as correctly pointed out 1 the
glve exm.} 2 Statement,” “insofar as these n?\fels
freedom ession to our people’s desire for political
are not aind a social order based on justice t.hey
of Cathol; variance with the practical applications
Miliey 4 ¢ doctrine to the exigencies of the social
and fol,s flt existed at the time,” and “the clear
levey be(ie ul expression of such aspirations can
“the Sim njurious to the Catholic Church,” because
8'{%,}&?2&&15‘. and objectives of the Churlch,.bemg
e betual and supranational, 10 cpnﬁlct is pos-
these a‘“’.een them and national aimls provided
: iel-a;ei o conformity, with morality”’; if, 85 the
er th?f"s ’_Statement" informs US, "‘two years
€0 XTIT Rubhcﬂtiml of the Noli Me Tdngere; Pope
g, 83 if to lend support O izal's noble
DSD,el r:fade C}eal‘ in no uncertain terms thgt the
& true Christ contributes to the foundation ©
ha]ancE;'nd_ solid basis for the developn.lent .Of 2
Saying ; dignified and really forceful nationalisil:
U, t}m his Encyclical Libertas, pmestaﬂtwst-
> the following:

Th

e Chup j

’;hould :uch does not condemn the dest d this

.reedom free from foreign or absolute rule, provide i

L@hend t]f:n be won without injustice. ortdote Stess}!zllz’ﬁll(i

8 fe who wi ing it about th¥ =8 1
wish to bring it/2 Jaws, and the

s lgOV’e v A
Eltlzehs 1bned in accordance Wwith their oWR : o
hejy. e granted the widest possib]e scope for increas g

X

Prosperi - o lways Sh

OSt fq: ity. The Church has always8 S0t s,
aithful supporter of legi 1 liberties

aft

re that one’s nation

timate civ

f
* 48 copp
May orrectly observed in the

SSUEY dqp o obi L
1 e object of Rizal's I

el‘ - - ?w
‘Yhi ms of fictional narrative tht_é ac

.. e} :
Sop. . then afflicted Philippi

OQla
of thel cancer was Jargely due o
-Cathol'?‘ehg tous order and to some Pr ‘ctL?@_ G
1y ev lc religion, hence the Jarger P o_f ;@s a,ﬁd 2
Satiyy O-ted to castigating d,z'.se.:l-ifya?z(_; pries 2. e
Ung ;mg what he deemed superst itious 0bse? :
the «y. “elices of the church”; if 2%
Datent 1e1~al‘chy’s StatEment”g ttRiZal (ln ‘1 ]
CO?. ?_ly 'i??,ea,)lt to ijO?-t?.a,y a gene?. i (nuig ]a
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discrimination, sacrificing to truth everything’ ”;
if, in the words of the “Hierarchy’s Statement”,
i“there were then particular instances of abuses and
su.pcrst-it'ious modalities i the practice of religion
in the Philippines” and “sinners among all-too-
human Catholics,” and “priests, who, like Judas, sold
Christ for a handful of silver, or who, like Peter
himself, in & moment of weakness, denied his Lord,”
pecause “‘the Church must be distinguished from the
human and fallible individuals that compose it,”
inasmuch 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 their freedom to hetray
if, penly admitted in the “Hier-

ent”, the fictional eharacters in Noli
d El Filibusterismo hed their “coun-
terparts” in real life in the Philippines, because
igych persons existed in the Philippines, and it iS
obvious that they thought and spoke as Rizal males
their fictional counterparts think and speak, in
terms of anti-Catholic ideas, with jeers at Catholic
doctring, with impieties, ete.,” and, on the other
hand, “it s the novelist’s right to portray people
as they are”; if, as 18 enjoined in the “Hierarchy's
Statement”; «Would that our Jeaders 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
put slight acquaintance and which they do not tho-
roughly and rightly understand. Hence we cannot
but approve and applaud in principle the desire of
many that the W it f Rizal be more widely
circulated and read, and even introduced as reading
matter in the public and private schools of the nation.
We can think of no more effective means, after
the formal teaching of religion, to develop in our
youth & gane and constructive nationalism and th_e
civil virtue, g0 necessary in our times, of subordi-
pating individual ambitions to the common good”;
with all such admissions and premises, how eould,
ander the rules of logic, have the members of the
Hierarchy who reportedly authorized and approved
this «Statement” maintain that these_books contain
teachings contrary te the Catholic Fﬂltl.l and_opp_ose
their compulsory reading in all educat
tions in the Philippines? ; e
Rizal did nothing but ; h?s P;.Z‘;‘i';f li}setoéi‘;"

to tell the tale of the days £
not create the m C

Me Tdngere an

en whose

gpeak’ as those men &
according t
flesh and k
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Damasos, Salvis, Camorras, and Sibylas, and Her-

mana Rufa, and Hermana Pule and Dofia Consola- -

cion and Dona Victorina, Tasio the Philosopher,
and Doctor Pasta, the jurist, and the noble Padre
Florentino, and the respectable friar Padre Fer-
nandez, and of course the dreamer Ibarra, the dis-
illusioned Simoun who would employ criminal megns
to secure 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 Rizal 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 “Hiel‘archy
Statement” shall in vain point to a single passage
in any of these two Rizal's books to prove that
Rizal attacked the Catholic church as a universa]
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 Tdngere 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 Riza] 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 s
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) hefore Father
Faura explaining that, in the attack upon the friars, the
stone was thrown so high and 'with such force that it
reached religion,” Rizal corrected him saying: ‘This AoTi-
parison is not quite exaet; I wished to throw the missile
against the friars; but as they used the ritual ang super-
stitions of a religion as a shield, I had to get rid of that
shield in order to wound the enemy that was hiding behing
Aty

That was the only part of the conversation quoteq
by the Hierarchy. The complete story of the pe.
ported conversation and the conversation itself, runs
ag follows:

avera @&

Hacia mayo llegé el Dr. Trinidad Pardo de Tque iba

Paris para ver la Exposicién y conté a Rizal
haciéndose imposible la vida en Filipinas.
su casa (de Pardo) y confiscar sus libros, si € 5
marchado. Crefa que si no mejoraban las condici®
de pasar diez afios ocurriria una, revolucién. =
Tavera también le conté que habia visitado a 108 %5
estuvo de charla con el Padre Faura, quien al ens entario:
que Rizal estaba ligeramente enfermo, hizo este cc:;: motily’
No puede ser de otro modo; este hombre tiene q le castl”
como si quisiera dar a entender que por Sus {deg 7 g decil?
garia Dios. Rizal, al recibir esta noticia, se L) no esté
“Si voy a morir, el Padre Faura también; Per0 atl'evﬂs
bien que un jesuita del calibre del Padre Faura S¢ sin"ismo
decir una blasfemia.” Pardo de Tavera le cont® 2 Pac
que traté de defender la posicién de Rizal antel-er d
Faura, explicando que Rizal, en su libro, al a¥¢
golpe a los frailes, habria lanzado la piedra mp
con tal empuje que alcanzé la religion. “Esta .?m a

no es tan exacta,” le corrigié Rizal. “Yo qumfﬁaﬂ g l?:
proyectil contra los frailes, pero como éstos 56 hraza’ fs
ritos y supersticiones de una religién como de € escoﬂd'ﬂ
que librarme de ésta para herir el enemigo 9u° : g Atenzs
detrds. Si los troyanos hubieran puesto una tido €°° o
sobre su fortalezg y desde alli hubieran comb'ﬂ ran 3tacnrﬂ°
flechas a los griegos creo que los griegos hUblcf:-iliﬁSlr £ 18
también a la diosa. A Dios no se le debe usﬂfse & ¢
escudo y protector de los abusos ni mMenos uIPiIiPin=1
religion para tal propésito. Lo que pasa '
horrible; abusan del nombre de la religion p-alace

sus haciendas, para seducir a una joven ;-
deshacerse de up enemigo, para perturbar " or 3" pri
matrimonio y robar el honor de una espos?: causaspon'
he de combatir unga religién asf, cuando € rem '
mordial de nuestras desventuras ¥y la"grimasd' Ly ﬂodo o>
sabilidad recae sobre aquellos que abusan (s, cue”
Cri_sto hizo 1o mismo con la religién de SU pa; ' pot &
fariseos abusaron de ella.” (Biografia de Rizal e
Palma, p, 133)

'S
We can easily understand why the aUt}?oihe the
“Hierarchy's Statement” mutilated bot i
and the conversation. In the first places Riza] olia
Wwhole of the conversation it is clear 2 e Oathel-”’e'

referring to the status and condition © er® iy
hurch in the Philippines, not any,Vhé"i deﬁlﬂt
The Spokesmen of the Hierarchy W‘91801113 a0
determined to Suppress the fact, broug? illistersdis’
cOmfersation, that in those days the ’ g”ls'biﬂg
Chrl_st in the Philippines were seduci nd i
turbing the peace of married people # f

Wives of theip honor,

The other aliunde proof cited in the oy thokel
f‘ffatement,, to substantiate the contell’” g
r to books of Rizal are heretical, 18 tt e
Letraction. The manifest tendency ©* -y ad g
18 that Rizg) would not have retract®
made attackg op the Church.

Senatop Ro _ il ¢
man yielq 9 SALES, My, President,
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The PRE
i Presmene e e e if he
gznatol- Recto. Gladly. :
COH":lf;EioROSALES' Just for a question about that
If I under tn bet‘-veen Pardo de Tavera and Rizal.
Quoted ihs E:nd right the portion of the conversation
e '\1 hat you gaid is in the pastoral letter
the Cat}lljcl)lgve that Rizal in his writings attacked
18 the thes'lc qh“l‘Ch, the Catholic religion. That
Senatoy I]_i o) ‘that 1301"?1011 of the-conversation.
of the “H}E‘C'lo. '{‘hat is the thesis of the authors
Senatoy Iluelarchy s Statement.”
Yight, that R0SALES. And you claim, i
Vel‘sationa\,that is wrong because the whole con-
B Tmes ok quoi, that letter? .
shoulq hay RECTO. Yes, the entire conversation
Senatoa.\e been reproduced. :
Uced th1 ROS_ALES. After Your Honor has repro-
it l’einfo‘e entire conversation, is it not true that
N that rces the allegation of the hierarchy becauseé
€ said ?]Elter part Rizal was SO bitter pecause
Sehatz: Py should he attack the religion « -
Dl'&c:ti&:el1 -RECTO- Yes, the Catholic religion as was
S@nat( .111 the Philippines, 1o in gen_ral. _
ilipp-o1 ROSALES. The religion as practised 11 the
1nes, .
“hator Recro. Yes, because Rizal had beeg de-
ocu-

i understand

endiy

1 10 ‘

ent f, (.:athOhCISm in another contemporary &=

hich I will read now. I Was not against
in those

1Ism, but only @ ractised here
Lt o -ocion Hidalgo

ays,
€ poi Ina letter Rizal wrote +o Resur ¢ al
n ited to the difference petween the Catholicism
f the world and the

U uro
Catho); Pe and other parts O
5 S};‘;}}Cmm in the Philippines; ven went as far
Soing g that if Catholicism would know what was
Ash Ol in -the Philippines atholicism would be
aemed of it :
. 1;&1;01. Rosargs. I was just followin
letter (():1? ntversation other than the one quote
- the hierarchy. .
CoppqetoT RECTO, The gentleman did not fol]oxjfh;;
s CEII):’ because what Rizal said Wasl thjii];slz
Sep . Pbening in the Philipipnes was horribr=
®ator Rosapms. But he Said that Why shoul
actised in the

g that part
d in the

e nO
t attack that religion?

en
3 i]il);ti?]r RECTO. The religion
€8
statinator RosALEs. So, that confirms cleal“lrlyf ;3:)1:
that r?e nt of the hierarchy that it W8S relig
en;? S attacked by Rizal.
ang c2tor Rpcto. That i8 YO p
at is against the teno of
He said clearly that it Was
in the Philippines:

as pr

0]10r

Dy
I “mtised

The retraction says:
“}Me declaro catdlico y en esta religion en gue naci y me

eduqué quiero Vivir ¥ morir” . . .
£ e
Me retracto de todo corazén de cuanto en mis palabras
3

escritos, impresos y con i i i
cualidad dephijo deyla (;g?;ci;a c::c’ali];:.l’)’ldo Wit
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 contrary to my
status as son of the church.” In this so-called
pastoral the charge is made that certain passages
of Rizal's -books are heretical and impious, because
in them Rizal attacked Catholic dogma, faith and
morals. If this charge were true, and, on the
other hand, Rizal was ready and willing to retract,
he would have been asked to say, and he would have
had to say, that he was retracting the impieties
and heresies contained in the Nolu Me Tdingere and
B Filibusterismo, instead of resorting to the vague
phrase “eyerything contrary to my status as son of
the church.” Irreverent words, even quotations
from other people’s heretical assertions, without
«defending them with arguments” (propugnare,
under Canon 1399) do mot constitute heresy or
impiety, but they may be regarded in a Catholic
writer, properly, as «contrary to his status as son
of the church.” Now, did Rizal mean that he was
merely retracting improprieties in his writings?
Besides, the document of retraction did not make

any particular reference to the Noli and the Fil,
but his writings in general, and to his behavior
(cond-ucta). Could the retraction be interpreted in
the sense that there are sheretical” and “impious”
passages in the Noli and Fili? Could he not have

meant other writings like “La Visién de Fray Ro-
driguez,” or the “Letters to Padre Pastells”? Even
the words “I detest the Masonry” (abomino de la
Masoneria) are qualified in the sense that Rizal's
gole reason for it was that it is prohibited by the
Church and it is an enemy of the Church (como
enemige que es de la Tglesia. y COMO sociedad pro-
nibida por la L glesia) ; not because it is mala per 8¢

but because it is malunt prohibitunt.

The document further says: «pyede el I?Felgdo
Diocesano, como autoridad superior eclesnastmfl,.
hacer publica esta manifestacion s
para reparar el es?zindaloDc.;ug vmlgss ;:;mbres e
podido causar vy para que Dios

I)erdonen.” o B
is in the pandwriting © :
e e not distant past I foun
pimself,

is S0 contended and in @ _
g tion :Jorrect. If Rizal wrote 1 ar
ature to its why did he have

the conten (
xing hig sign

pesides affi
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to state that it was spontaneous on his part? Why
the suspicious explicatio nmon 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 (los
hombres) whose forgiveness he was impetrating?
They were not, for sure, 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 country
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 heye,
Therefore, this document of retraction cannot he
invoked to prove the thesis of the opponents of the
bill that in the books in question Rizal attackeq

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 g copy

of the retraction of Rizal. Does the gentlemay
believe in the authenticity of that retraction? \

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

Senator RosALEs. Well, I mean, in your research,
in your study, whether your conclusion is that this
document of the retraction is authentic oy 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 guestion?

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

Senator REcTO0. Gladly.

Senator DELGADO. Does the gentleman recall the
writings of our distinguished Filipino citizen, Don
Rafael Palma, in connection with the retraction of
Rizal?

Senator REcTo. Yes, I' read them ¢

¢ ursorily. |
don’t think I could be examined on that,

Senator DELGADO. Has not Don Rafael Pam;a
come to the conclusion that the retraction Was®
authentic, apocryphal?

Senator RECTo. If not the signature, as I yeco
the entire document.

Senator PELAEzZ. Mr. President, will the i
man yield? ield,
The ACTING PRESIDENT. The gentleman may¥

if he so desires.

Senator REcTo. Gladly.

Senator PELAEZ. I would like to ask
formation. The retraction said: “Me retraf:pitbs
todo corazén de cuanto en mis palabl‘.as’ s cud-
impresos y conducta ha habido contrario 2

lidad de hijo de 1a Iglesia catélica.” s, his

Now, Rizal refers to his works, his ertq::g was
printed tracts T suppose, and conduct w;%ow,
against his status as son of the church. this l
gentleman from Batangas has said that
not refer to any portion of the Noli Me L al W2
the Bl Filibusterismo. May T know what ®*
retracting then? nst 9

Jlect,

geIIﬂE‘

in-
= on'le
for S e

! 'Senator RECTO. He wrote Damphlis czllctﬂj:;ll
riars and they rea ined atta igle
the Catholic faifh. lIlj.«:L é?;?;l de Fray Rodzag""ith
for instance, In his famous COl'l'eSpOndensi 2
Father Pastells he was quite free in expres eli 07"
ldeas against some tenets of the Cathomf 195 i
Senator PELAEZ. So, the gentleman belleVﬂz’i Me
th}s refers to writings other than the
Tingere and the EI Filibusterismo. 5
Senatoy RECTO. Yesg, Bataﬂ
Senatgr PELAEZ. If the gentleman fr0™ ould
;’Vomd g1ve us some of them later oB» * 0
0 €Xamine thoge writings, Honol' e
Senator RECTO. T will inform Your Odriguhé
Some—hijg bamphlet in reply to Fathe? her tbe
a Visién de Fr. Rodl‘ig“ez’” ‘;Bd‘ Tti'
.f the Purgatory is frankly denf: Ag“ihe
g?glp}fllet 18 a terrible satire against ZamSt #
ather who had written bitterly 2 ettersel's

g;fi Il:Ie Tdngere. 1 remember also 118 ! ]ﬂat:t I
of faeilth_PaStens’ containing discussions oreth

Portiong of those letters were in
Senatoy PELARZ, Doss hot S our Honor'th

iiﬂemﬁ? }-‘3?’6 also retracted some of M
diculed the Pope? e~ i
Sﬁl'lator RECTO. I deny E)}Ifat e 1‘idjcu18d ;h;JSOCJ
caiir;its v PELiEZ, May I read from ]g;iorl};
» this {5 the Derbyshire tl'an? ere °

edition in
/ & Supposed conversation W a
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dreami
the PO]IIJIES a:ab?ut, granddad? Do you still think that
Senator R\en move their hands? : ‘
a clarificati eTood a_moment, Your Honor. For
Is Rizal thlon’ let us give the Proper packground.
Senator i?on% speaking there?
ters. r PELAEZ. No. I said, one of his charac-
Senator
1}1'01:esé:;te(c)11 ;{f cro. 1 have already said that Rizal had
Sponsible fo }e and again against making him re-
a letter t 1]_')Words of his novels’ characters. In
attributinot once, he said, “They are unfair in
ecause ftl 9ot the statements of my characters,
ecause nerwise I will pe an absurd person
apitan Tiawm be speaking the game ideas of
amasgy gy g1° or Tharra or Father Salvi and Fathex
Pastora) it d all my characters.” This so-called
Charactey. self admits that those mel, including the
actually ls to whom Your Honor referred, existed
Ought, innt those days and that they spoke and
havip he way that they are presented py Rizal
Honol. Cag really thought and spoken. So Your
€cause 0; not say that Rizal ridiculed the Fope
€natop IEhOS'e words of one of his cheraeters.
at ig ELAmz. At least this appears it his Jook.
~Uthoy, Soa matter of appreciation. In fiction the
ters, N\ Mmetimes puts across his sdeas by charac
oW Your Honor says this is just depicting

€ trut ;
h. This character here says:
T h:mds?

n move thei
y works

a priests onl
The ArchbishoP, he

mass sitting down.
1

i(DO

Yo . 1

;1;1& pl‘iesl:; %ll.l think that Popes eve
the mag eing nothing more than

o eves‘_'wh?“ he turns around!

% n turn around, for he Sa¥%

thI-)e"_.the Pope says it in bed Wit

Senat nking about?

01101:a (;r REcTo. In justice to everybody 3 will Your

.a‘udiené) ease tell the audience, 1€ Senators and the

; 01‘5;;’ that those conversing that way Were
Senat peaSantS? 2 . :

berg, - -OF PELARZ, Well, 1 <aid, one of S charac-

ionorant

easants; ign
b d attack-

Se

Natoy

Jeop) S _REcTo. They were

"8 th'oseRlzal precisely was censuring an
Sen superstitions in his days.

iext ‘3}t19r PELARz, Then may refer to part of the

 Ri 1lch is Rizal’s? On page 77, he s8¥8
« n(“v) .

i 0 Dj
8 iego was a kind of Rome: not th
ut its wall

bl e S
ut;’lw- n[,rn the cunning Romulus laid 2. 3
Roers. IDOf the later time whem pathed in ! s
Thame of OOd, it dictated laws 0
% thla S ur own times with th 2 e
inw g Ohuments and colosseum™? it had its monut e
of the h.d‘it_s cockpit of nipa. The curate w'
5 It ly atican; the alferez of the Civil Guar*
“ala on the Quirinal: 1, i e understoo :
9 nipgy and bl:m]a: : al—iere continunl quar-
mboo-. ’

5 with 8

as there

reling

reling went on, si i

consiiered the :Jtlslelz‘cineai;};r::eskid A et
Senator RECTO. Where is the attack on the Pope?
Senator PrLAEZ. Well, it speaks of the Pope as

always quarreling. :
Senator Recto. With the secular state. That is

history. Your Homnor knows that those quarrels

ended with the'Pope losing his temporal power.
Qenator PELAEZ. I was just wondering whether
things which as a

this would not be one of those
son of the Catholic. church he may not have con-
sidered offensive. \
genator RECTO.
Senator PeLAEZ. That
Senator RECTO- Your

I don’t think so.

is a matter of opinion.
Honor has read that par-
ticular passage, and Your Honor knows that what
Rizal was conveying in that passage was the rivalry
petween the alferez 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 pr

to represent the Pope here.
Senator pPeLAEZ. No, it say

always quarreling.
Qenator RECTO. The Pope had

with 1'ep1'esentatives of t
As a result of

That is historically true.
he lost his temporal power precisely.
sible that as a true

Senator PELAEZ. Is it not pos
this in the capilla with a

Catholic, when he wrote
-e made this reference to the
As a Catholic, I

point of view of a non-Catholic, i
- pressed by priests and
s a Catholic was to respect the Pope
and everything? Could it not be possible? ;
Senator RECTO. But he did not depict the Pope
ag quarrelsome. . It could be, and it was, possible
that the government of Italy was provoking him to

quarrels.
Senator PELAEZ. That
Senator Recto. He was no
voking the quarrel. Of course,
with him, he would 1
down. s Honor knows

etended then

s here that they were

always been quar-
he secular DOWEIS.
the fight,

is a matter of opinion.
t the oné perhaps pro-

if they quarrele
i lying

Popes .
ing the Middle Ages. They had their

your Honor remembers that famous
Barberini. He stripped the Pantheon
& in order to manufacture cam!wns
it was pecause of that that

Latin was coine
) _fece-m.-nt. Bar-

Your
pelligerent dur
own armies.

Pope Mateo
of all its bronz

the famous eplgra ; s
mans: od mon peerin . s
T ;  What the parbarians did not do the Bar
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- 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, at 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 4gainst 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 commit 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 Tdngere?

Senator RECTO. That is straining the point. Nat-
urally, Your Honor can say that that is irreverence.

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 mot to commit
irreverence.

Senator PELAEZ. I just want that point.

Senator REcTo. Pope Urban VIIT excommunicated
people for smoking, what does Your Honor think
of that? Just for smoking, they were excommunj.
cated.

Senator PELAEZ. 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 PELAEZ. No, I don't. But regardless of
my saying so or not, can we not agree that in the
Noli Me Tdngere there is some degree of iIrTever-
ence?

Senator RECTO. That depends upon

: people’s crite-
rion and judgment. ,

Catholic sh

e ——

Senator PELARz. In Your Honor's criterion. I
heard Your Honor say in the course of ¥OUf
Speech , .

Senator RECTO. From my point of view as ta
Catholic, yes, but I am not supposed to wr.lte int0
the laws my personal opinions as a Catholic. .

Senator PELAEZ. I am not asking Your Honor
opinion as lawmaker and Catholic but as & 11te1'3:3;
man. Can we just agree that there is some 4¢8!
of irreverence? here

Senator RECT0. Yes, it can be admitted that ¢ in
is some degree of irreverence. To a certail PO
yes. But that is not heresy.

Senator Lim. My, President, will the g€
yield ?

ntlemal

: jeld,
. The ACTING PRESIDENT. The gentleman may ¥’
if he so desires,
Senator RECT0, With pleasure. ke just
Senator Ly First of all, allow me to A
a cquple of Preliminary remarks. TP
First of all, gentleman from Batangas is @
sonally do not helieve that that statemem” =
pastoral lettep,
Senator Recto. I am glad to hear that: that i
Senator Liv. I agree with Your Honor | i 10F

Eenuineness is really very doubtful becaus® lt‘]ettef'
even sigmed, it is not even called a pastor? trated
The true Pastoral letter showed and demon> of 2
by Your Honor, I believe, is a good example do
bastoral letter ang thereifore as a CathOIIC;lIY' :
not’ subseribe tq th,at stateme’nt and, perso? i1
G not feel bound by that statement, be‘*"wsei(ﬂ1 2
70t In the category of a pastoral letter ke :
Quld ordinarily abide. or fo.ul
would like algq to say that about thre? 'vefsltg
days ago Father Pifion of Sto. Tomas lsf"tezi

NSinuateq apnqj . vhen = = alo
haps ofﬂe

¢ alleged attacks of Dr, Rizal i
3“;1. his Pili againgt the friars and DEL ply P%sed
ogtht our Catholie religion, were probd stlldle
out of the fact that your humble Sel‘vanty fhatof
an University_ I would like t© 3 athere faf
yeaf 10 Ateneo de Zamboanga, 1 Stud]edo 18Y 0
Sillimas -4 then six years in the colleg®  yery
A1 Uniyersity. Now, I would saY»

from Bat n
remain aang,as, that as far as I am €7 pab * g

C i ed
Catholic fai: tholic and I would even 53V gix Y ipe
- Silliman U
Obportunj : .

Mty to discover that the tru€ Ziﬂc"’ I

hrist ig 4,
: e Catholic cl Nows of “4ie
beliey olic churech. L ii
€ and T gjg believe in that retracti® catho-‘

RiZa‘I) d ﬁy

to anotlgsi nt(;t Your Honor believe as.on izal 01;1‘
» 13t whateyer attacks DI ains?

482Inst the friars and even #

grew u

made
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WRThOlic relicion i
forf?i?’l:hli?hglqn itself, that it would be Christian to
net ‘30ntin£l ?fftel' he has made his retraction and
has del)arteelt-?.atta-d{ him on that ground that he
Sty l'E from the faith all at once as he did?
given him u]?:_T_O’ Correct, but they have not for-
Christian b “.ﬂer the retraction he was denied a
wall of thcmPlfn' He was buried outside the inner
Sy aco Tcem-:»te-ry, among the infidels.
author of 1) IM. Now, since you are the original
N Bducati is bill as presented by the Committee
lemay, 1"1-01011’ sponsored by the distinguished gen-
are gt 1eastn Batangas, Senator Laurel, since you
& g‘entlol-n..one of the principal -authors, would not
Drove thig bk'l]n agree to an amendment that we ap-
ion of bill with the amendment that the retrac-
Othey “,01‘11- Rizal be made also compulsory: In
ade oy 1'(es, the fact of his retraction should be
Snston Pquu'ed as compulsory reading.
ou i YECTO. You will malke it unconstitutional:
make it sectarian. I would not object;

\\-el‘ .

(& s

enl;tg()t for that reason. -
r LM, Because my point i this. If, a8

the Cathals .
it Youthohc claims that the retraction 18 genuine;
' Honor and I agree that it is genuine 11

religion itself,

St

01‘;{1 his attacks against OUY
Senuine it is debatable, that allegation On the
Stee t:t“:ss of the retraction would drop'if we
h l‘et]-a(1 very simple amendment in the bl_ll that
ds of ction should also be inculcated 10 the
the students.

Senatoy. :

“Htutig or RECTO. That would M aw uncon

Hal.. So w : in the Catholic
So what could be done in

00l :
e 0051: is to include a copy Of the retraction, l_aut
a7 elc?o t write that into .the law without 1'1s}<m_g

eonstial{?itgonl by the Supreme Court that it is

e nal.
therehatf)r LiM. How about the nou-CathoIiC schools,
the ale Catholic students g0iD€ there, and even
s?hoo dLll‘DIic students are going to non—Catho_hc
oheg F”l it may not be fair % outr Catholic fe.uth
i e 11@0 books of Rizal contain attacks against

lon?

Senagt :
g}{c e(ait;(i)g REC"FO- I said, Your
S'hle Scho ns of these books to be used
\,0 d ols can contain that ret}'actlon, o
"ou r]:mt provide that in this bill, pecause
fa; Qnatc])ike it sectarian. '
8 T tg LiM. What would ¥© Catholic
1QhQ 8 leave the Catholic St A LT
e \t()n]‘\" to become aware of the retraction au]]‘c‘
&tuq_ 1 e non-Catholic schools an non-Cathobi;
quesu S anywhere to the merey ot the debata .
fial (311 in gome quarters a3 to whether % no
‘lct‘ua]]y retracted?

1at the Cath-

in the Cath-
ut we

Honor, tl

u say, would 1t be

1dents

Se-nator REecTo. That is the reason why we should
not include the retraction. If you include it, you
will have to include the chapter of Don R’afael
Palma proving the document to be apocryphal.
Senator Lim. I ask this question, Your Honor
because you are one of the principal co-authors anri
perhaps you will accept that amendment. You said
that is controversial; then I would be willing to

continue listening to t

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

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

by sectarian explanations.
Senator LiM. It is a con
of the King James Version

there 1S NO compulsion.

Senator RECTO. Yes, compulsory reading of the
Bible in the King James Version. That is the
question that was decided in the American

tinuation of the reading
of the Bible, although

precise

courts.
Senator LIM. Leaving asid

relates only to the reading of the King James
Version. 1 would like to say that in the list of
authorities cited by Your Honor, wherein you said
that the pill 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 0 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.
genator RECTO: What is the question?
genator LIM. I believe it 1s immaterial. Your
Honor stated that we are not compelled to believe.
1t is jmmaterial. There is no ¢aseé where anybody
can be compelled to pelieve anything. You may
shoot him, you ma¥ knife him, you may cut him to
pieces, but you can never make him believe anything
by foree. So, that cannot be an argument.
" genator RECTO:. What is the question ?
Qenator L. In other words, although ,vjou

olling him to believe, it is inma
these ob] ectio

e that point, which

are

not comp :
of course, he may believe some of
portions =
7 ¢ ) ion?
Senator RECTO- What i8 th_L ques B
The question jg: Can theré ‘auy.—

. ¢ LIM. :
Senator 5 o believe in

case where you C
thing?

an compel him. t

he objections of the Catholic |
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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 mnot necessarily mean that we believe in that
plege.

‘Senator ReEcTo. 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 Bulacin
for aclaratory 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 RECcT0. 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 retraec-
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 ig
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 delivered before the Ateneo
alumni . .

Senator REcTO. Yes, in that speech I assumed the

- authenticity of that document.

Senator Ropbrico. On June 15, 1952, “para con-
memorar el natalicio de Dr. José Rizal.”

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

Senator RobriGo. I want to read for the record
that the gentleman from Batangas said: fe

“Después de orar mucho y ya reintegrado en nuesﬁl:irﬂﬂ
sacrosanta, Rizal pidié6 confesarse, pero como s dlfa
que no podia hacerlo sin antes suscribir una ﬂ?rml:'
retractacién, la pidi6 con ansiedad, y después de dlscu;ﬁa i
términos con el P. Balaguer, y ‘quitar unas frasch }{'bié
otras’, la transcribié de su pufio y letra ¥ la suscr! jo &
mano firme, feliz de haber sacrificado su amoF s
la autoridad incontrastable de la fe.”

And this is very simple and significan
of the gentleman from Batangas. 1
Senator RECTO. I took that from Retal its:
turn had taken it from a narrative of
Senator RODRIGO. Let me finish firs
quotation. R
“El documento es de una le,‘;itimid‘g‘d -mci(;'lbant.
table, * * %7 T i) tyanslate that very Slgnincoﬂ;
portion into English: “The document .is 2 e 82
testable legitimacy” and I want to remin™ =y Wi
tleman from Batangas about that spee’” record'
there present and T want that to be o1 the. you
Senator RECTo. Just a minute, Your HonOL.I v
would want an answer to that quest.ion' was g )
assuming that the signature of Dr- Rlzahat js B (S
nuine just like any signature of his. If th2 0 mady | i
signature, then the authenticity and th
of the document cannot be contested:
Writing of the text of the document ¥2° se e
Provided the signature was his, and becau'lrlil""I %t}i
Still convinced of it, because of the e ed slge
between that signature and his unquestoyy |
natures I still maintain that the sig?
retraction ig genuine.
Senator Roprico. However, the ger
Speech did not proceed in that premise a
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Senato
! r RE
SRRl 1 objection to that, pro-
Senatoy Pc;;mt include other authors. ’
ate hour andMI.CIAS' My President, in view of the
tl_eman o Bleservmg to the distinguished gen-
18 speech tomaﬁangas the right to continue with
SeSsion unti] £ v e I ask that we suspend the
he ACTIN(:\; o’clock this afternoon.
Unm oA R‘ESID'ENT. The session is suspended
Ob%ection (T?Cl‘ this afternoon, if there is no
S T ere
re I 1:15 p.ﬂ'z. was mnone.)

REANUDACION DE LA SESION

e

eq .

e P;:g'sdlg la sesion a las 5:35 P
ENT. The session is resumed.

' CONSIDERACION DEL C. R. NO. 3748
Senatop = (Continuacion)

r? me COHS_RIMICI_-‘\S. Mr. President, I ask that we
Yesident tllder_atlon of House Bill No. 9748, Mr.
hatoy Alole dlsﬁ.nguished gentleman from Lanao,

e PRESII];;O’ will resume sponsoring this bill.

fr Houge Bill NT. Resumption of the consideration
P T onan No. 8748 is in order. The gentleman

thsenatorails recognized. -

hor. ehate ,;'0 NTO. Mr. President an

gened ey he consideration of this
ntleman £ a week ago when the

anf Donemelltom Zamboanga del Sur * :

di Ndment 1t as he was intending © propose some

fy, inguish . to the bill

tha e ig ed gentleman from Zam

& . S 10 longer presenting a0¥

d gentlemen of
hill was post-

a
i¢ the gentle-

I undes
a_na from dgl consideration. NOW» ;
Ty, “Mend amboanga del Sur 1 not presenting
! ment, I believe that there 1s 10 o'ther
the Committee

ha. er
T ah‘e:gmndment to the bill since
thi el'efg ‘Dresented all its amendm
il onlse aské My, President, tha
1 second reading-
ghe ;EEIIM' Mr, President.
o tena'tOr LDENT- Gentleman from 7,amboangé:
hiy) Je bil] bIM' I have no ame
T erej ecause I have decide
5‘? s tg t}n I e embody all DY
Irl()t(?nat‘al‘ lz bill under conside1'ati0n.
on that LonTo, Mr. Presidents I
We vote on the bill o1 5€

ents.
t we yote on

enato

d to fil
prOposed a

APR, "
OBACION EN SEGUNDA LECTURA DEL

ho’\ﬁhe b c. R. NO. 8748
3y Vote o DENT. Gentlemen of th
(8, e in 1 the bill on gecond reading-
vey 1 favor of the bill Wil please
as are

e Senate, W€ shall
As many

say aye.
against

will please say nai )
ay. (Silence.) House Bi
3748 as amended is approved on second reaclllilngNO'

SEGUNDA LECTURA Y CONSIDERACION
DEL S. NO. 359

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I ask that we

consider Senate Bill No. 359.
355}}6 PRES-IDENT. Consideration of Senate Bill No
is now in order. The Secretary will please reaci

the bill.
The SECRETARY :
AN ACT PENALIZING THE 7V
. 2 WILFUL W
OF CENTRAL BANK NOTESIUTILATION

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives

of the Philippines i Congress assembled :

Spcrion 1. Any person who willin i
or n.otes jssued by the Central Bag!;llf Eutgl:::ei’lfirl‘iy 1:!0te
by virtue of the authority granted it under Section p51)2mes
Republic Act No. 265, removes therefrom any compet o
part or feature thereof, shall be punished by a fine 5: en:
more than twenty thousand pesos or by impﬁsonmentngf £
not more than five years or both, at the discretion of th
Court. If the offender is an alien, he may be subjected X
addition, to deportation proceedings. o

ggc. 2. This Act shall take effect upon its approval.

Senator_PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, the sponsor of
the measure is the distinguished gentleman from

Albay.
The PRESIDENT.

recognized.

The gentleman from Albay is

PONENCIA DEL SEN. SABIDO

Senator SABIDO. This bill, Mr. President, is very
simple. There is practically only one section, and
its purpose is nothing else than to penalize the

mutilation of Central Bank notes. So, if there are
interpellations or amendments, I ask

no objections,
that we vote on this bill on second reading.

Qenator PAREDES. Mr. President, will the gentle-
man yield?

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

Senator SABIDO. Gladly-

the subject matter of this

Senator PAREDES. Is not
bill covered by existing law? 4
Qenator SABIDO. I wonder if the authorities of the
Central Bank would have requested for the approval
of this measure if this is already covered by existing
law. This bill was recommended for approval by
he assumption that the subject
existing 1aw.
President, [ would ask time
to see if the subject
y existing

ered b ;
py existing

the Committee on t
matter thereof W

genator PAREDES. Mz,
legal division
ready €OV
8 covered

as not covered by

to consult the
matter of this
Jaw. My impressi

hill is al
on is that it i






