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mada
ecir, c:‘;n“s;] del armas de fuego sin licencia, es
Penal, fuero as las agravantes citadas en el Codigo
Derpetus v ;}c ‘Solamente Hcondenados unos a cadena

Bilicanta ‘10&} a 30_ afios de prision.

amay g at; mi humilde voz en esta ocasion, deseo
¢l Comunis ncién de todo el pais al hecho de que
Crueldag D(I)T}O se ha caracterizado siempre por Su
2 Dretext ; su menosprecio a la vida y 1a libertad,
talin y g de propulsar el bienestar de las masas.
Vidag paraus colaboradores sacrificaron millones de
Agrarigg, DMonel- en vigor sus pretendidas reformas
Clificay 14 v a0 Tse Tung no ha titubeado en Sa-
Sefioy Pl‘esiéda de millones de sus stibditos. Pero,
1o Obstante lente, no obstante todas 1as crueldades,
Rusia, enOSC It(_)l‘l‘entes de sangre inoce}lFe vertida
USia Sovigti lina y en los demas satélites de 1a
ica, no sabemos de ningtin crimen tan

01'1-e

ndo, t :

Caby . o sangriento y tan brutal como el aue
Este crimen,

Sefigy (i‘e Derpetrarse en Laguna
] Odos eSlc‘lente’ y otros que estan en la memoria
;‘ h D, qL; Prueban concluyentemente que el Hukba-
Ao Pl‘etz al principio hizo campana de proseletismo
o e rea}l{'to de propulsar el bienestar de Jas Masas,
&n Dary o};flead’ al?ol-a una pandilla de ban_doleros
SaCrificar ner dinero y cosas de valor no titubean
123 g g las vidas de mujeres indefensas y dig-
M hleSPeto.
Chag gracias.

“®hatop 9,

Bligh g o, DHMICIAS. BIr. bresident, | the distiEs

g 4 gentleman from Iloilo, Senator LOPS woul
hour and

0 use
Wk 4y, oo the rest of the privilege

at }
QQT e PR;: be recognized. g ab
Shizeq, IDENT. The gentlemall from Iloflo 18 re-

MANIFESTACIONES DEL SEN: LOPEZ

®hatop
:111? el’t;zlt LopEz, My. President, and gen!;lemen c.)f
w-l S rej €:  “I declare myself 2 Catholic and 1
=h 0 g-lon in which I was borhi and educated,
irQThis blve and die.”
%‘DreSSedeautlful passage from B
be?“g st me deeply when I first Jearned "
bE.OIne ud?nt’ and since them the message h‘i
asln ag Inspiration for meé giving M€ pride ?d
thslll-an a‘-thO]ic, and providing me st1'fengt-l} a].
3 me:l:'e In my belief that MY Catholi¢ faith 1?
% .Onlum through which I ca attain eterna
I 1‘eatan(.l partake of the glories of my
Of 1 theg Or in the life hereaffter:
attame feelings, I have also €
Whe Ment, to our former Mother iy
ht . Us We owe everlasting gratitude 01
stnOt only our culture a0 our Ci
of all, the Catholic faith,

iﬁi]:::s (Zafyéhfeogn:ata mgni‘ﬁtc?,nt part of the spiritual
i whichmigou y of our count?ymen, and

1 of , we have been proclaimed as the
only Christian country in the Far East.

It cannot be denied that although the colonial
policy adopted by Spain when she set forfh to
puild herself an Empire had its merits, it was also
full of grave defects. 1f such defects did not exist,
some of Spain’s representatives would have never
succeeded in committing injustices and ignominies
in some of her far-flung colonies. The Spanish
government meant well when it adopted those
policies, particularly those that affected public ad-
ministration and religious conversion. But then,
perhaps distance, the lack of communication and
transportation facilities, the absence of a militant
press and human wealkness conspired together to
help . distort those aims, thus giving way to the
abuses perpetrated by her local political adminis-
trators and by some of the friars entrusted with
the work of evangelization and conversion of the

natives.

In the
indiscretions commi
tical as well as religious Iep
country gave cause to our people to unite, inflamed
their patriotism, and aroused in them a desire for
reforms and to emancipate themselves from the
yoke of Spanish rule and domination.

With this end in view, and inspired with patriotic
order, our ancestors sought to liberate their native
land from the shackles of tyranny and oppression.
Those patriots waged the struggle for freedom in
many ways, 50 that while Ronifacio and Aguinaldo
took up the weapons 0f revolt, Rizal and del Pilar
gave their brillant minds and their genius to suppqrt
the cause of their countrymen by exposing the evils
obtaining during that period and advocating for
peforms by means of the ary works.

ir pens and liter
It is our hope and our desire that present-day
ued with

Filipinos be imb the patriotism ‘I.vhich ins-
pired those heroes in their struggle for Jiberty and
freedom. The patriotism © ifacio can only be
imbibed if we learn the ze acrifice that
made him disregard his own personal §afet3’ tifl-
jed the Cry of Balintawak to call upon.hls ":vf’unwiyll
men to rise up in a.rms ag_aipst Sl?iiméeniug i

ow Rizal, 1S pa;;;otigm, T I s

his greatness unless we reac =
enough that our p_eople e lfI;fOé Illnedh;c;ufe
the supreme sacrifice by © ering h(tilis s

i hgsary
e altar of freedonl. t is neccss’ : 3
ti};men, particu}a;rly the youth ¥ hom Rizal

case of our country, the abuses and the
tted by some of Spain’s poli-
resentatives in this
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“the hope of the fatherland,” learn why they honor
and venerate the memory of their national hero and
martyr by studying and reading the products of his
intellect—the weapon which he used to fight wrong
and injustice. In “Noli Me Tangere” and in “El
Filibusterismo” Rizal showed his patriotism, his
courage to express his feelings and the truth no
matter whom they hurt, his indomitable love of
country and his nationalism, so that a study of his
life will never be complete unless those two books
are read. It is also in these books where Rizal
aired the grievances of his countrymen, pleaded
for reforms which he believed would cure the ills
that beset his country in his times and voiced the
legitimate aspirations of his country and people.

Every year, as June 19th and December 30th
come around, the nation honors the memory of Dy,
Jose Rizal. Many of our countrymen, young and
old alike, take to the public plaza not mainly to
honor Rizal but only to join the mood of the festj-
vities. For them, Rizal Day is one of those days
to take off from office and daily routine work, a
day of fun and merrymaking. They are incapable
of rendering due honor to Rizal because they are
not fully informed as to how and why Rizal became
a hero and a patriot. The “how” and “why” coylq
have been learned by them if they read his life
story and his works, particularly the “Noli 1
Tangere” and “El Filibusterismo.”

Verily, our people have to know more of Rizal,
It is in this spirit that it is now proposed that the
reading of his two main works, the “Noli Me
Tangere” and “El Filibusterismo” be made com-
pulsory in all our public and private schools.

It is my considered opinion that the introduction
of this bill is quite late, but then it is often said
that it is the better part of wisdom to act late thay
never. Had this bill become a law before, perhaps
we would find more patriots among the Filipinos
of the present generation. The celebration of Rizal
Day would hold greater and more significant
meaning to many of our countrymen. The com-
pulsory reading of these two books would also make
our youth imbibe the patriotic zeal and fervor that
drove Rizal and their forefathers to fight for theiy
convictions and for a just and righteous cause, love
their country above self and her liberty and free.
dom ever supreme and uppermost in their hearts
and in their minds.

The overwhelming public sentiment in favor of
this bill justifies my belief and opinion in this re-
spect. It is for this reason that I stang today before

this august body to Vvoice my support for thig bill.

- starteq

As representatives of the people, it is OUl illlg
to listen to public opinion and to ena(ﬂf measding
demanded by the people of us. This bill PIeknow
before the Senate is one such measure. If e O
that public opinion were against the. pas.s a;g! m
this bill, I would be the first to ““thdltaof the
support for it. This is not mere statemen in the
lips, for I have already proven it by deeds
past. ubli®

Two years ago, when I found out ﬂ,lat : con®
opinion ran high against the passage © 4thdre
troversial textbooks bill, I immediately “did that
my sponsorship of the said measure. %

it
i sould W2
before, I would gladly do it again. I WO

ak agalns-t
draw my sponsorship of this bill and Spi‘1 op 0%
it if necessary if I were convinced that ¥ Opini-on
tion were well founded and that Pub]lge ) lts
and the majority of our people are Opp}?a\’e fouﬂt
bassage. Up to this time, however, I men i
no basis nor heard a convincing argulppol :
can prevail upon me to withdraw MY S;sure plls.lof;
this bill, Hence, my stand on the I “NOIi .
posing the compulsory reading of t 4
Tangere” and “El Filibusterismo” I
and private schools. SN
Mr, President, gentlemen of the Seni{}cfo ic 111;3‘
I was reaved and educated in two G.a % 4An
tutions of learning ran and administer®
nican fathers—the Colegio de San e
and the Pontifical University of San'_ﬁ
educational background, therefore, i3
with the teachings and doctrines of
faith, and I consider it a duty to mf:};
defend her from those who may see¥ ghat > et
It is also my obligation as a member 2. daughﬁt I
to see to it that the faith of her sons an,evel" tlsof)'
Yemain unsullied. [ must confess, 1OV coﬂ‘pur of
do not see light in the argument g ndaﬂgeff"
reading of these two books would ¥y studepvsnlr
Weaken the faith of our young CathOll(LO"] d?i.s’ﬂol
€0 I was in my early High Sﬁibustelheﬂ
read the “Noli Me Tangere” and “Bl E} r W
at the Suggestion of my late mothe ’died o
ved to take up law, T read and '
83l In neither instance has . sult
gahglon Wavered for a moment as atfei’
¢ n the Other hand, 1 developed £1€3" 2
he Catholic Church and a higher *
LIeSts and ministers, This is best P
fact that 1 continued and finished
at Santg Tomas, and on top of thab aing "1t
2O8S and daughteyg and am still 5¢° jties
*Hem 46 Cathiolic: séhoogs and wniven

'nlpl'egghoﬁc
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the ah: Rt
the gOIOS(TS lnfnl'a“ed by Rizal as inconsequential to
Church, tn 1amer aud reputation of the Catholic
last tln,'ounﬁlnsstltu‘t?lon which has lasted and shall
and mal])lzlcti i.]e ages. 1 considered those abuses
Events like tl ces aspne e ripples if compared to
other desty 19_111CIL1151ti011, the Western Schism and
Catholic Ic uctive waves of discord that rocked
thl‘eatelled(luntmes during the Middle Ages and
foundeq, o destroy the Church which Christ has
I a
Cathol;ilca fﬂ‘en"{bel, of the Knights 0
od but gllsgahlzation that teaches not
0 the nlzlnc?. love of country. I would
% support ates of that organization 1
to the y a measure designed to insti
b KB‘OULh of the land.
at tea:j]ghts of Columbus,
Countyy lles not only love of God
Not 111':1(,191?.3 to my best knowledge
ough | tnown its official stand ©
“_"ish to Sam a member of that 01‘ganization I do not
101 itge) rl)eak for its members nor for the agsocia-
8 because I do not have the authority to do

£ Columbus, &
only love of
he recreant
f 1 now fail
]I patriotism:

a Catholic 01‘ganiza’cion
put also love of
and belief, 80 far
n this bill

-

*+ Howe
Woulq b‘;vf‘:"el': I am of the persona '
3 110“,10_.01.'95“1‘5 to its mandate of love of country
ingti) fail to support a measure Jesigned t0
f the ]Jand

n all)l?]t;'slstls‘m into the youth ©
_monumee“el'y part of the counl
ing hop fltS which have been ere
this 1y or to the memory of Dr.
Droyeq, J‘a%ure now pending be
1 Meyq] 10_50 monuments will sé
tl( 1t wo }1 illustrate the physi
that I'CDr:: d be better if we tear
.Veal.lyse“t our national hero
€ meap; celebration of Riza
Who hlngless to a good majority
?t: »iz'uerwise’ could learn more and know mol'?
u}lstoryt ifand give him his
th *ilibus?fe‘y read the_“Noli A
claractwlsnfm’” the BV20 Sy}nbo}i iotic spiri
Inte] 01 of . their quthor—h18 patrio
A sinCO?CL“a] greatness.
n;l_t p &inl ely believe that the f :
th1 iSh-qted by eCcle,c_:ias‘c-ical author1t1€s
U 130;.01'5 of Catholic schoo’® (
‘cD011 'hblble destructive e{r€¢ of this
1;;)1 asse- Catholic faith and T igi
e hlf this bill is approve®: d
O the ‘“Noli
b ‘ ese)uStel‘ismo” will have precis
fople s works of Rizal ar€ peing Té4T
» Including Catholics: They are peing

]aSt

Day W

ely

“read by

st_udents of our public and private schools, in Catl

olic and non-Catholic institutions of les:rnin li
have_ yet to hear of cases where Catholics aftge:r a
reading of these books, have wavered in th’eir faitl
or chapged their religion. If this has not hapf
pened in our public and non-Catholic schools with
!ess_reagon can we expect it to happen in C;tholic
1nst1.tut10ns where the students receive more in-
tensive training and education in the tenets of the

Catholic faith.
Mr. President, gentlemen 0
the last two weeks, much has been said and dis-

cussed abqut this bill on Rizal’s two great books
not only within the Halls of Congress but through-
out the land. I appeal for tolerance, proadminded-

ness and serenity.

I urge the approval o
reserving my right to Suppo
which, without defeating its purpose will elimi-
nate the grounds and the basis to its opposition.

There cannot be conflict between religion and
nationalism. There is always room for both, pro-
vided we “give unto Caesar what is Caesar’s, and
to God what is God’s.”

Concluding, 1 wish to take advantage of this
occasion to sound the call for national unity. In
the midst of conflicting world ideologies and the

threat of the infiltration of political ideas that
may destroy ouf free institutions and

faith, our
democratic way of life, we have no alternative
put to unite an ism of Dr.

late the patriot

Jose Rizal, otherwise, this country which Rizal
and every patriotic Filipino love S0 much shall
perish from the earth.

CONSIDERACI(')N DEL S. NO. 438
(szt:’mwca’dn)
President;

f the Senate: During

£ this bill but not without
rt any amendment,

I now ask

PRIMICIAS. Mr.
te Bill No.

Senator
that we resume consideration of Sena
438.
The PRESIDENT. Considemtion of Senate Bill No.

President, the disting-

438 is in order-
-abas will

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr.
uished gentleman from Batangas and Tay
use his turn to gpeak in favor of the measure
The PRESIDENT The gentleman from Batangas
and Tayabas has the floor.
DISCURSO DEL SEN. RECTO A FAVOR DEL PROYEC'FO
(Continuacﬁ»"")
nd gentlemen of

resident a
yesterday,
ndec

when the ses-

RECTO. Mr.
;zcuuunt 0.

as sayin
ate was guspel

genator
the Senate, T W
gion of the Sen
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the advanced hour, that the authors of this so-
called pastoral, unable to find in the Noli Me
Tingere and El Filibusterismo any passage with
which to prove his or their thesis that Dr. Rizal
attacked the Catholic religion in his two novels,
resorted to what we call in legal parlance proof
aliunde by citing a supposed conversation had
between Dr. Rizal and Dr. Pardo de Tavera when
the latter met Rizal in London sometime in 1889.
To suit his purpose the author of the “pastoral”
reproduced a garbled version of the conversation,
suppressing that part which would have disproved
his contention, which would have proved that Rizal
did not attack the Catholic religion itself but at most

- the disrepute into which it had fallen in the

Philippines in his day because of the way it wasg
being practiced. Rizal said, in effect, in the
course of said conversation with Tavera—ang
this is the passage that was suppressed by the
author or authors of the pastoral: “God shoulg
not be utilized as a shield and protector of abuses,
nor should religion be made use of for that pur-
pose. What happened in the Philippines in thoge
days is horrible”—Rizal continued. “They abused
the name of religion to enrich their haciendas ;
they seduced an innocent girl to destroy an enemy ;
they disturbed the peace of a married couple and
robbed the wife of her honor. Why should T not
fight religion like that, when it is the basic cause
of our miseries and fears?” The authior of thig
so-called pastoral, if he was honestly concerned
with knowing Rizal's true intentions in writing
the disputed passages of his novels, could have
resorted to authentic documents which were cer-
tainly available to him. One is a letter from Riza]
to Blumentritt written sometime in 1888 or 1889,
The pertinent part of this letter says: “If you
have grown in one of our towns in the Philip-
pines as I did, and witnessed the sufferings of
the peasants, you would have 2 different concep-
tion of Catholicism in the Philippines. I have
had the opportunity of studying all the religiong
in Euro_pe. I have found Christianity splendid and
Catholicism attractive ug well as poetic. It g
Christionity made poetic gnd beautiful, Cdtholicism
made finer than any Protestantism, But all thoxe
are unknown in my country,”

Then there is this other document which coulq
not have possibly escaped the attention of the
author of this go-called pastoral, It is a lettep
written by Rizal in French Wwhere he explaineq to
1'111:%. friend and_'coun‘.cryman, that great Daintey
Félix Resurreccién Hidalgo, the purpoges he had
In mind when he wrote the Ny Me Tingepe,

into
The letter says as it appears translated_

English:

“My dear friend:

_ gilence:
“In your last letter you complained of fngiendship;
You are right; forgetfulness is the death o does

5
but I must add that in true friendship fmlg(:tfufln;f
not exist, and I shall give you at Once_pmmb? me.

“You have long desired a novel written .'gus and nob
told me it was necessary to do something 50111'9 with the
to write any more articles which live E‘nd. c1-,1111'ee letter®
page of a newspaper. Well then, to youl you 8 co
I answer with a novel of which I am sending {
by mail. el 0

“Noli Me Tdngere, words taken from the GE:FnS ing
Luke, mean ‘do not touch me.’ The book C.-OI'; up: (L
of which no one among ourselves has SPOI‘eIt touch®
present; they are so delicate that they cannohave trt
by anybody. In so far as I am concerned, -e& to s
do what nobody likes to do. I have endeavmheape‘ oy )
the calumnies which for centuries had been cia ndig
and our country; I have described the S0 ar gt
the life, our beliefs, our hopes, our des”“?s’.;’icl ander 8
our griefs; I have unmasked hypocrisy W rutal2® ol
guise of religion, came to impoverish an he fals® ed
I have distinguished true religion from e asﬁ‘_"ﬂ 10
Superstition, from that which Ca‘tholicisﬁa, woutle C“rw‘f1 our
of i it were aware of them. I have raised words %% qur
show what is behind the deceitful glittering | defect® out
government; I have told our countl'y'me"-omces i
vices, our culpable and cowardly Complalsaﬂve I’ff’chl tiné
miseries. Whenever I have found virtue, I h:eP 1 e
it to render it homage; and, rather than W obo
our misfortunes, I have laughed, because ™ couﬂt‘r?” !

You

ed

; o8
Weep with me over the misfortune of _Oul The ks 10ve
laughter is always good to hide suffering: =4 cqn Sgne

) 1l
I true and actually happenec’ {10 gub

narrate are gl fects =
thef‘]- My book may have (and has) det deny *f o
artistic or esthetie point of view; I do DO rriality

What canngt be placed in doubt is the impé

narration” AL
ration”, J’OSé RIZ‘ f the

0
ho% jor 4

This is one of the documents the ?1111'11 2 ﬁﬂ"d‘
S0-called pastoral conveniently ignore c0P™ e
Prove his contention that Rizal not @ ion II; t?
himself tq attacking the Catholic l-ellgs’ pu
Philippines, as practiced in those 9% ard”
Catholic religion in general. ‘ cllthop"f

To prove that the ideas expressed PY & (3 et
ters in the two mnovels in derogatlonw'aﬂc%? sﬂys
dogmas anq morals and religious obse? ral nob]e
Rizal’s ow

“pas
1, the author of the made o5
t_he bertinent utterances were ¢
Virtuous characters,

that
and

The statement is unfounded. Thoss,

Were made in ty
- lgnorant

Which we
Is charact
Rufa,

e course of convers? J Ji
Peasants and supel‘stitiousice of 1
called “beatas,” whose prac Jike

erized with fanaticism an é and

frmana Sipa, Hermana
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a“thOracggn’tl the wife of the Alferez. But the
Criséstomo IES‘Dastoml has failed to note that
gere, the b"al ra, the hero of the Noli Me Tdn-
young man “'ght, cultured and highly educated
of the JeSu't“ ho made his studies in the Ateneo
01? the Nog i? an_d later in Europe, the character
imself, tilisv (1:0.,_ in the opinion of all, depicts Rizal
le pages of risostomo Ibarra speaks throughout
blttel'ness Y 'tlle Noli, even in his moments of
a defende:lga_nmt the behaviour of the friars, as

i of the Catholic Religion.
THE PHILOS“'HCG. under the chapter entitled, “IN
o argume ?;PHER’S HOUSE,” we find this discussion
Sofo Tasion between Criséstomo Ibarra and Filo-
W the coyr, Please note the statements ©
u;oh!" urse of the dialogue:

COnte

Let

“that's asking 00 muchj
do

hat our people
other: countries,
the governing

:l?te“'upted Ibarra,
i complainourse!ves with observing t
nks 4o p or suffer as do the people of

! Religion and the benignity of

“Gog
S:ly t‘i’,czl:se E?Vemment, and Religion will not allow t]"mt
PhI‘q'- “The P }”_eplied Ibarra, impressed in spite qf him-

Uippines hilippines  is religious and 1oves Spain, the

her, T]Wﬂl realize how much the nation 18 doing
here are abuses, ves, there are defects that

tany
fi Ot be :
Omg denied, but Spain is laboring to introduce ¢

d defects, ghe 15

fo that wi
}:mu ating will correct these abuses an
i blans, she is not gelfish!”

1thep
i;llly. S low?l, my head or lose it repeated 1barra thought-
fountry ine dilemma is hard. Bub why? Is love for my
onde se o ompatible with love for Spain? Is it necessary
3 c““s(:?eself in order to be @ gove . to prostitute
Rl‘[d na.tive 122_?; in order to carry out & good | o
happ; the Philippines, becaus® to it 1 owe MY
Ppiness, because every man S
in slo've Spain, the fa.therlanfi_ of b
! t‘-onlil'te of everything the Philippines }c: ; futuret
B.nd @ Cat} 11_1ue to owe, her happines? and e L
Say T wlic, I preserve pure the faith of mg {f:ilen )
fy raise ot see why I have to lower MY a i
s thelt’ to give it over to MY enemies when I ¢@
T Ndey ml - (Derbyshire t-rmzs;‘,a.t-ima)
I\FE M()1 the Chapter, o GOOD DAY. IS KNOWN BY
Pol‘n) RNING (The Fair D&y is Foretold Iby the
Jhilosépﬁve find “Don Filipo,” and “Tasio ilkllf;
I.;:.i iner,u both noble characters pra-'“-;mﬁ-(ms-
ton) . the following words (De-r'bysk-i? e
By
bpet OSQD‘I;;gresS continues on its Wa¥s an'd f1:om tl.1e blsos:
tal‘?s itse] 0 fall new and vigorous uﬁ'sprmg:ls bom.be ;
o8 a f, however backward it may wish to D&
fteD forward. The Dominicans thmn‘sel’\‘es' : ?lt;e
tlle' tﬂ, € .C'Dera.tion of this law, u are mntatm;ls i
5 Qoil.eu- irreconcilable enemies: They hold fies i
i sters, they erect little theaters, ey c?mncc
CCuuse, as they are not devo: of intel Eg‘c“ze
°F believing in the aftenth centulys hiylée?)art
utuesuits are right, and they wil till a:eare i
re of the youngel peoples that they have

~—3

f lbarra

keep up Wwith pro-

“So, according to you, the Jesuits
“Why then, are

gress?” asked Don Filipo in wonder.
they opposed in Europe?”

“T wil'lr answer you like an old scholastic,” replied the
S.age. lying down again and yesuming his jesting expres-
sion. “There are three ways in which one may accompany
the -course of progress: in front of, beside, or behind it.
The first guide it, the second suifer themselves to be
carried along with it, and the last are dragged after
it—and to these last the Jesuits belong.” :

I find, Mr. President, a passage in this so-called
Pastoral, identified as No. 7, paragraph 2, which
is a great untruth. It says that “in these two
novels we can “hardly find even one acceptable
religious priest, because all were depicted as
haughty, cruel, ignorant, licentious and lecherous,
and that even among the Filipino clergy only
one Filipino priest appears as an exception.” This
statement is 2 falsehood, Mr. President and gen-
tlemen of the Senate, this statement that in Rizal's

table friar can be

two novels not even one accep
found. Either the author of the Pastoral has
not read carefully the Noli Me Tdngere and the
El Filibusterismo before making his criticism,
or he has acted in hbad faith. Of course, there

e and venerable friar among the

is one respectabl
characters of El Filibusterismo. It is Padre Fer-

nandez, a Dominican, One of the professors in the
University of Santo Tomas. In the chapter entitled
opl Fraile ¥ el Filipino” (The Friar and the
Filipino) Rizal speaks of Father Fernindez in this

way

aWe left Isagani
of his enthusiasm &
Padre Fernandez, 0me o

¢ his friends. In the midst
d him to say that
wished to

haranguin
n usher approache
f the higher professors,

talk with him.
«[sagani’s face fell. Padre Ferndndez wos a person
gnmiy rcspcch’d by him, being the one always excepted
ver the friars were attacked.”

by lam whene
The correct translation from the original Spanish
should say that Padre Fernandez is & very respect-
able person, that is, a person not only respected
by Isagani, but by everybody- The first mention
of Padre Ferndndez, the Dominican professor of
the University of Santo Tomds, was made earlier
in the novel, in the chapter “Los Baiios” in the
following words (De'rbyshcire tra:ru»‘l‘a.tr'on):

“At this poin
d merely
gan to talk, All gave him
him to be & thoughtful man.
«pon't take it ill of me, Padre Sibyla,

. from youl view of the a
I always in oappo

e S0P
ad (the friars in
gpanish lan-

t Padre Fernandez;
contented himself W
for they knew

discusgsion ha :
h their attentl

(another Domi-
ffair, but it's
gigion L0 my
essimistics
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guage) without any risk whatever, and in order that it
may mnot appear to be a defeat of the University, we
Dominicans ought to put forth our efforts and be the
first to rejoice over it—that should be our policy. To what
end are we to be engaged in an everlasting struggle
with the people, when after all we are the few and they
are the many, when we need them and they do not need
us? Wait, Padre. Zamora, wait! Admit that now the
people may be weak and ignorant—I also believe that—
but it will not be true tomorrow or the day after. Tomor-
row and the next day they will be the stronger, and they
will know what is good for them, and we cannot keep it
from them, just as it is not possible to keep from children
the knowledge of many things when they reach a certain
age. I say, then, why should we not take advantage of
this condition of ignorance to change our policy completely,
to place it upon a basis solid and enduring—on the basis
of justice, for example, instead of on the basis of ignorance?
There’s nothing like being just; that I've always said to
my brethren, but they won’t believe me. The Indian (Fili-
pino) idolizes justice, like every race in its youth; he asks
for punishment when he has done wrong, just as he is ex-
asperated when he has not deserved it. Is theirs a just
desire? Then grant it! Let’s give them all the schools
they want, until they are tired of them. Youth ig lazy,
and what urges them to activity is our opposition. Qur
bond of prestige, Padre Sibyla, is about worn out, so
let’s prepare another, the bond of gratitude, for example,
Let's not be fools, let’s do as the crafty Jesuits—,

This is Padre Fernindez, as portrayed by Riza]
in El Filibusterismo, and yet the author of the
“pastoral” says that not one single good friar was
to be found in either of the two novels, The
“pastoral” says further that even among the
Filipino clergy only one worthy Filipino priest
appears in one of the novels, and that is gy
exception. That is another falsehood. Mr, Pres.
ident and gentlemen of the Senate, at least we
have four venerable Filipino priests in El Filibys-
terismo, three to whose memory EI Filibusterismo
was dedicated by Rizal, Fathers Burgos, Gémez
and Zamora; Filipino Catholic priests who were
executed in Bagumbayan for defending the rights
and the dignity of the native clergy. One of the
charges made against Rizal when he was brought
to trial was that he dedicated El Filibusterismo
to the memory of these three Filipino priests
whom the Spanish government and the friars at
that time called traitors to the country, that is,
traitors' to Spain. Who is the fourth venerable
native priest in El Filibusterismo? N one other than
Father Florentino, one of the noblest, if not the
noblest character, in the novel. The author of
the pastoral says he is arn exception. But if the
only Filipino priest character in the novel is Fathei-
Florentino, and he is good, the conclusion muygt
be that the Filipino priests in thoge days were
all good, and it is not right to Say that on]
one was good, by way of exception, I Woul();

invite those who defend this so-called P"{Stora]
to point to me a passage in the Noli Me T‘”’fgcrﬁ
and El Filibusterismo from which we cal mfef
the conclusion made here by the a'uthor“e(;t
this pastoral that only one noble Filipin0 pl'lal
is found as an exception in the books of R:,:h;
the rest of the Filipino priests being as unwo on-
as the friars. Father Florentino is the Qeri in
ification and incarnation of the Filipino 1)rulagren-
the days of Rizal. Rizal describes Father Fopih’-
tino in one of the early chapters of the :
busterismo, in the following words (D€
translation).

la

(En este momento el Sen. Mabdnay a,gu,zl)e
Presidencia. por designacion de la Mes eamel
“On one of the benches at the astern (of thszt o
“Tabo”), huddled in among the other Passenge‘ve’r Lt
native priest gazing at the landscapes thes ade A
cessively unfolded to his view. His neighbors mha ' and
for him, the men on passing taking off mes ar wherg
the gamblers not daring to set their table ni z’-ssumer
he was. He said little, but neither smoked -nﬁ e othes
Brrogant airs, nor did he disdain to mingle Wi ity &
men, returning the salutes with courtesy and 2 ‘
If he felt much honored and very grateful- grod? o
vanced in years, with hair almost Completewhe seﬂtﬂt
appeared to be in vigorous health, and even X g W ;
held his body straight and his head erect ary e
pride or arrogance. He differed from the Ordmi seﬁa

Priests, few enough indeed, who at that _per a8
m.er?ly as coadjutors (assistant parish PP
ministered some curacies temporarily, it 2
Possession and gravity, like one conscious ©

osse ails
glE_-’th and the sacredness of his oﬁ'l;f; i :ﬂ’ef
clal examination of his apperance, if not h Bﬂfl‘aid

Tevealed at once that he belonged to another 2 Ocnc;'ﬁ ngi‘f“
Seneration, when the better young men WE* e ﬂtheir
to risk their dignity by becoming priests; whe whe? et
OBy looked any friar at all in the faces 250 " gree fys
class, not yet degraded and vilified, called ; 5
;md not slaves, superioy intelligences and 19 he L)
n his sad ang serious features was to be ré? erh“ps 2
of a soul fortified by study and meditation P
out by deep mora) suffering, This priest Wi gold: il
rentine, Isagani’s uncle, and his story is easill;’ ¢ Ms? 4

“Sclon of 2 ey i wtial famiY o, PRy
of agreeable appeara:cean:nc;ngﬁzérfu] disposltl 1 'tt; o:
to shine in the world he had never felt any pf‘l"ﬂjsial'erl
Sacerdota] Profession ,buf, b of some nd vi? g
vows, hj ' y reason Jes B, WO ol
ot '8 Mother, after not a few strug® 7 sh 21 “’;5
grel;.l; ?t- compelled him o enter the semiBa ™" ¢ lr‘;;elic:he

f1end ‘of the Archbighop, had 8 "

0
Rias i WO 1y i
t.hi'i ash me.xor.able as is very devout wom? Vﬂldn vﬂ{ﬂst
yUungsr‘? 1st1nterpreting the will of h(; i)eggflgsr pl.jeb
‘lotentin . : : ;
he pleadeq h 10 offered resistance, vainly ndsﬂd pr 5

; . LA
He haq 'ty bls ]ovel affairs, even provokin& o ﬂfst 1,148
€ beecam ceome at twenty-five years 9] hi ﬁ;e glepl
wasg celebi'at.;lt‘lhe ArchbiShOp ordained P e L coﬂﬁ

d with great pomp, three %277 nd
Ung, and hig mother died haPP
her fortupe.”

OVer to fegg

leaving him_ g1

Althov8? e

]

et O o O e A D Q) MA D e ppy e Ao
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Now, if v
about“ii‘;iiig : \Fvant to refresh further your memory
last Chapterl ¢ lorentino, I shall refer you to the
fains the q of the EI Filibusterismo, which con-
chapter, in t<inouement of the plot. In the last
i the 1attel~?t conversation he had with Simoun,
Confession r(l)s ]?St mO_ments as he made his
g figyre gfu will admire once more the tower-
& appear Father Florentino. Not only does
Man, 3 s a great Filipino but also as a holy
Catholic o wisdom, and a true orthodox
lagonigt priest. To me he is the hero, the pro-
Noi, of El Filibusterismo, as Ibarra is of the

Agaj

1 ‘

. n the “pastoral’” says:

siils v 2l : :

Rlzals, bOoI]:; good and pious Catholics are pictured—-—{m
s)—as grossly ignorant and ridiculously 5u-

pel-stitious-n
ording to the

Who ;
s. were these people who, acc
ho were por-

pa‘st()]_‘ 2] 3

trayeq 8{1’ existed in real life and W :

ang ¥y Rizal in his novels as good Catholics
and ridiculously

» a

upel‘s;t“:he same time, ignorant

they cDu;cms? The “pastoral” fai .
Usly g d be good Catholics, if they were ridicu-

Of the l;{lferstitious. I don't believe any opponent
aractell can present to us, can point to us any

I r, whether in the Noli Me¢ Tdngere OF El

Is to explain how

1
ha lﬁteﬁsm% who can be called the one
llg"‘Ol‘antg ood and pious Catholi¢ and, on the other,
an and superstitious. Who are the ignoranl
fhe he Superstitious in the Nol M¢ Tdngere 80
Ryg Filibysterismo? Capitan Tiago, Hermana
t of other herma-

» H
D or frmana Bali and a hos
Ofig Manangs,” Dofia Victorind de Espadanat,
Pasta V\OrnSOlaciény the wife of the Alferez Dr.
as not superstitious. He was @

J'L]l-.'
rigt,
He was the legal consuli®

Hp o Orders according to the El

& faiqrs & good Catholic in t

‘on)g practices,

I;fm observant of Catholic :
portuh.ot be called superstitious: o was an op
¥ nlSt and a selfish man- wanted position,
e, material comforts; respec :
Uthe_, and a gOOd share Of GOd’S g%or)‘f i e
0 DeaSHe would not help a8¥ one, if 1t mea
Ir .eopalng- the government OF
hs:a anj rdizing his own position 10
e a » I the name of his fellow
enterp Visit to enlist his help B suc
e b el ISSE as the establishment fO an
Panish languageé: he refuse ¥
& hang becau:e 1g1e mew that the pwje(;t
“OWned upon by the friars.
Octor Pagta, and 2 wise

far from being ignorant and superstitious, as the
“pastoral” suggests. ,

Mr. President, I will resume my discussion of
the main syllogisms advanced by the author of
t.:his “pastoral” and point out to you, after exam-
ining its premises and conclusions, that his apolo-
getics suffer from the major vices of argumen-
tation from which they suffer. For instance, the
author says that Rizal regarded his country and
his people with affectionate realism, that he was
fearless in denouncing the evils of the colonial
administration of his times; that he examined
and analyzed our national prob]ems——which na-
turally were cultural, religious and social—with
deep insight, rising above petty passions and
that, as promised in the dedication,
d the ills and maladies of the Philip-
e in the hope of finding a remedy
racters of the two novels

prejudices;
he uncovere
pines of his tim

for them, that all the cha
had their counterparts in the life of the Philip-

in those days and that the object of his
n terms of fietional narra-

h then afflicted Philippine
hful, magnificent prem-
an challenge, the
n that Rizal

pines
novels was to expose 1
tive the actual evils whic
gociety. From all these trut
ises whose correctness no One (¢
author comes to the strange conelusio

wrote fiction and not history.
ple of the bizarre syllogisms of

Another exam

the «pastoral.” The author says:
neer from which the Philippines suffered
o the decadent state of the religious orders
ic religion, and s0 the

tices of the Cathol

I's novels was devoted to castigating

d to satirizing what he deemed. to
Church,

be superstitious observations and practices of the
but the Church must be distinguished from the human

and fallible individuals that compose it.

From such unimpeachable premises the
of the Pastoral dra
conclusion that Rizal attacked in his novels the
Catholic faith, and Catholic dogmas and morals
and the pious observance of the Catholic Church,
in general, and not alone as practiced in the Phii-
ippines in Rizal's time.
come to that par

The social ca
was largely due t
and to some prac
larger part of Riza
disedifying priests an

author

t of this document which

contends that these books of Rizal are condemne
Canon Law- Its author invokes Canon
“Books

py the ‘
ticularly paragraph 2, which says »

1399, P iters defending I achism.” “De-
. ctarg defending heres or .
of 2B it : : the original

fending” 18 the English word 10!

“propugnantes” in the original Latin.
pugnare,” from which “propll
means ‘to defend with argume
contains & heretical sta
defended with arguments,

ws the astonishingly absurd.

e B R
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X : ' : fol-
ticular heretical passage, does not come under the accepted the existence of purgatory, in the

prohibition of Canon 1399.

I give you here another specimen of the strange
logic of the “Pastoral’s” author. Here is a premise,
or rather, two premises, a major and a minor, from
which no valid exception may be taken: “Rizal ex-
amined and analyzed (in his novels) our national
problems with depth of insight, sifting from the
complexities of his time ideas which, for their uni-
versal and timeless validity, are applicable in our
own time, regarding the function of government,
the well-being of society, the dignity of the indivi-
dual, the necessity of popular education, the native
traits and possibilities of the Filipino character, and
the special mission and destiny of our nation under
God. Our leaders of today and our people as g
whole should put into practice more faithfully the
patriotic teachings contained in the writings of oyy
national -hero. But men cannot put into practice
teachings which they do not thoroughly and rightly
understand, and we can think of no more effective
means, after the formal teaching of religion, to
develop in our youth a sane and constructive na.
tionalism and the civic virtue of subordinating in-
dividual ambition to the common good, than that
the writings of Rizal be more circulated ang read,
and even introduced as reading matter ip the
public and private schools of the nation” Fyom
these irrefutable premises of the “Pastoral” its
author draws the following non sequitus

“We, the Catholic Philippine Hierarchy, maintain that
these novels do contain teachings contrary to our faith,
and so, we are opposed to the proposed compulsory read-
ing in their entirety of such.books in any school in the
Philippines where Catholic students may be affected.”

Parenthetically one might be inclined to suspect,
with justification that there were two authors who
worked independently in the preparation of this

pastoral: one who laid down the predicates, ang

another who made his own conclusions along pre-
conceived lines, and without minding the predicates
laid down by his co-author, and the correct predi-
cates and the false conclusions were pieced together
resulting in this hybrid product: the “Pastoral.”
“Noli Me
Téngere” or El Filibusterismo” that Rizal himself,
or through any of his characters
mentative defense of any
a dogma or
Chureh?
Perhaps T shall be referred to that chapter of
the Noli'about the purgatory, where Filésofo Tasi(;
appears indulging in disquisitions on' the subjeect
What did he, Tasio, madman oy philosopher 'sa.
about purgatory after all? b

, Made any argu-
_ particular heresy against
an article of faith of the Catholic

In the firgt place he.

lowing words: i
urgatori®

4 o Ip
“Entre_nosotros podemos decir que la idea de lentl'e o3

s 1i6n
es buena, santa y razonable; continta la u
que fueron y los que son, y obliga a unazl i hace.”
de vida. El mal estd en el abuso que de ¢

(i
! . ras tha
The only matter on which he disagreed ¥

atho-

purgatory is an exclusive conception of tl.le.el?gions
lics, as he contended that long before othel ;n eal
acknowledged its existence, and that €V yressing
Christians did not believe in it. An.d, in exlma
his own opinion that purgatory QXIStS.' Iwf;icisrrl
distinction between a pure faith and fana o the
superstition in this wise: *“I hate to og faith
faith which.is in her (Doray’s) heart: ticismy 2
pure and simple is distinguished from f_anaan e put
flame from smcke, as melody from d1'501; wi the
idiots, like deaf and the dumb, confuse OB* o o ¢he
other. Among ourselves, we can Say.eas abl®
ided of purgatory is good, holy and ! have
It links those who are -with those i
ceased to be, leading us to greater PW!
The evil is in the abuse.” ;

The author of the “pastoral” con"e“‘eﬂf e?ig.
to make reference to this passage and ‘ ugh Fl'.y.
long to the conclusion that Rizal, th*® ur at??
sofo Tasio, denied the existence of t}qe 5 tgle

In paragraph 15 of this “Pastoral’s ptfor* 5 i
following: “Let us be sincere and Stral%riotism' als
in order to imbue our youth with }?a nfes ﬂel'e
it necessary to make them read that go this
are made so that we may sin?’ AD amit® o
Is a footnote marked 15. Let i ei\ r P2 eafs'
footnote and verify on what partic®? ; pel'xese
the Noli or mil; the alleged staten’ ‘
The footnote says 15, and immedi? whé
words: Opus citatum, 280. Let us see-tin:)ll' ) 980
280 of the Noli and its particulal edl € o8
is that of “p. Sayo Bookstore.” Welb (-)e is I
of this “P. Sayo edition of the Noli)” the* the 5
said about confession, and not even ors us =pot®
“confession” g mentioned. NoOW, things
bage 280 of the Ryl will yield some

failed

si0

“confession.” he geﬂtl
Sen"‘ftOl' RODRIGO. My, President, il mﬁy
Man yield to a question? 1 ma?
.The_ACTmG PresipENT. The geﬂ her‘?
yield, if he gq desires, 00

0

e, i

. Senator Recmo, | wil] finish the Senten: e 280"-‘9

'S nothing ahoyt “confession” here oV Ii'l'ati:ﬂg' ?

El Filibusterigmy, It is a chapter ﬂgimouﬂ o

revolt that precedeq the death Of. Butt
hat is the Question, gentleman £10

mayor pureza ‘
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Se .
mor:?}?;n I(}::gm(i?t'- Is it not true that there are
Fngust G”"'Smo?e“ ion of Noli Me Tdngere and El
e :
e nator RECTO. You mean in English and Span-
3222?1: RODRIGO. In Spanish.
edition ggniE({Tp‘ Yes, but this is the particular
€re it is in (; to. by the author of the “pastoral.”
S e o ‘1e fcotnote. _¥ou are right in sa'yilng
eferreq ¢ re several editions. But the edition
ayo BOOl'Ostby the “Pastoral” is this by |24
i Store Nue 1950. As to Bl
Tanil, Fi?h;?'. the edition referred to is that by
long exllrs elica, 1908. These are the two edi-
enatoy S;Ll.\-' mentioned by the “pastoral”
105e ape t} ODRIGO. Very good. Granting that
Now th, e two particular editions pointed out,
that ﬂmsg‘e“tl_eman himself a few days ago stated
S the gef;t might be typographical errors. Now,
Dass]-] IEm.an very certain and very sure t-h:at
dny Otherdii 111? the pastoral cannot pe found 1N
&) age:
Wit “1":11‘5(31- RECTO. 1 have to locate the quotation
S“DDOs@Lbald of the footnotes carefully placed,
Iy » DY the author of the pastoral, and if you
from Samar
our Honor said the other day that even
N Of ?}‘?'01'3 in this so-called pastoral are mat-
il expl: aith. 1 even tried to open the door for
t.le len dl}ation so that the statement of the gen-
;hat 1el‘fOuld be less absolute; DY pointing (-)ult
U the ‘e are typographical errors in the pastoral,
answers 1 obtained both from the gentle-

(& Ton . i
eyt 1 Sdmar and from Your Honor was that.
A it is now clear

ling ip thi ;
is document, which
lng. a Dastol.al' is él‘ticle ot falth for the Catho-

Cleyi,

1 would like
t I never told
d Quezon that

President,

atop
to t(n. R DTG M
d tha

mal..

%h: ge;?tl:;]zlear in the recor
Serj n fro tangas au ,

:J}Pen ?Iclllbe fo thatnll)asl.iﬁral gas an artic]e_of faltli
Yoy Matters of typographical errors, just 88
e\’en Not subseribe to a Supreme Court dECISl_Oll
i £ typographical errors. [ would SUbsc?bi?
e .Sl)l‘eme Court decision in gubstancé bu
‘\"use“atof.yl)ogmphical errors . - -
nlJl-Q 3 CRECTO. What particular d_ec
dée ace ourt eontaining typograp_h]ca
lggy Pled by the legal profession 49

ision of the
as

| exrors b
ju rispru-

€n
got sait(n- Pl-esiclellt, I do
3 i e typo-
Dh; that we accept as juris e the i

f) i

i\ Cal {

> 1 error. Now, of course
t I say

ar
1C11 ] 0+
ular case now, bu

RoDR1Go, Preciselys Mr.
prudenc

possible that in a decision of the Supreme Court
reported in the Philippine Reports, there might
be ‘tj,:'pographical errors; it is possible that in a
d_e(:lsron of the Supreme Court, the Supreme Court
cites a case decided by the United States Supreme
Court, and it is possible that in the citation, the
volume or at least the page of the United States
Supreme Court reports is not cited correctly. But
that does not mean to say that the substance or
the essence of the decision itself is vitiated. May
[ come back to my question.

Senator RECTO. No, let me answer the gentle-
man first. The gentleman is my guest on the floor.
The dilference ig that the Supreme Court does not
require that its decisions be taken as articles of
faith, as dogmas, while here it is pretended that
even typographical errors in the so-called pastoral
are to be taken as articles of faith. If Your
Honor will allow me to continue reading this para-
graph, Your Honor will find that there are S0
many typographical errors, that I am compelled
to believe that the cited passages do mot exist
either in the Noli or the Fil. If 1 may be allowed,
[ will proceed. I call attention to footnotes 15-16,
which make reference to pages 106-107. The
“pastoral” Says, “in order to teach our youth
love of country, is it necessary to expose them
to jeers at Catholic worship, or to say of stole
fees that ‘divine justice 18 not merely SO exacting
as human,’ to say ‘novenas, responsories, versicles
and prayers have been composed for those who
lack original ideas and feelings’, that ‘the Church
does not gratuitously save the beloved sou]_s for
you~ nor does it distribute indulgences without
‘pa\rment?" »  Pages 106-107 of either of the two
: be looked up, and those quotations of

hooks may
the Pastoral cannot be found. .
Senator RODRIGO. Mayhbe 1 can grant that. Th.ls
I heard these alleged errors I

ig the first time
printing. " But granting that, 1
clear in My case at- least and 1M orde
this clear that I never told the

in the record, ' :
gentleman from Batangas that 1 abide with t.hal:
Pastoral as & matter of faith even on t_w,-'pographlca
ayrors. =0 that the only ¢ the gentlemall

laim of
from DBatangas and Quezon

ijs that these {ﬂleged
cxceptions in the Pastoral are not found 11 the
: €3 cited in

«al A
particular pag the Pastor

Appendlx.

genator
have made.
j.'osterday an
[ have mé
to the gen_tlemel _

[ want to make it
r to make

s an

s not

noro. That i "
% gpeaking he

1 have been

d today, and in
- the «Ppastoral
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is full of inaccuracies and in some respects un-
truths, and of course, inconsistencies. Does Your
Honor accept, for instance, the correctness of that
statement in the “Pastoral” that not a single good
friar can be found among the characters in the
Noli Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo? Does Your
Honor subseribe to that? What about Padre Fer-
nandez, the Dominican Professor of Santo Tomas
University ? .

Senator RobrIGo. I would not say that I sub-
seribed to that particular one or another one.
But the thing is that in this Pastoral there are
many instances cited. As a matter of fact, as
far as I am concerned, the attacks on the friars
are immaterial to me. What is material are the
attacks against matters of faith or dogma or teach-
ings of the Catholic Church. But as T said in
my speech or I think in my answer also to ques-
tions of the gentleman from Batangas, I myself
admit that there had been acts by the friars which
are abusive and in answer to the gentleman from
Quezon I said I condemned those Spanish friars
who abetted the government in condemning Dr,
José Rizal to death. To me that is immaterial
But there are many other things cited in the
Pastoral. Let me come to proposition. Granting
that due to a typographical® error these Dassages
are not in those particular pages,” supposing that
tonight I research on the whole two books ang
find out that while those passages are not in those
particular pages cited but in other pages, wil
the Pastoral suffer in substance and in essence?

Senator REcTO. How about the denial made in
the Pastoral that Rizal has not found a single
good friar in the Philippines?

Senator RODRIGO. These are particular points
that I cannot discuss now. I will have to make
a research on them.

Senator RECTO. It is late to make a research
now. We are going to vote on this matter soon.
Your Honor cannot delete the passage in Bl Fili-
busterismo where the Dominican Friar, Padre
Fernandez is portrayed by Rizal as a noble char-
acter.

Senator RODRICO. Granting that I said that it
is not the only basis of the Pastoral. As T said
I want to make a research on that more carefully,
but the point I want to raise is this, that those
passages are not found in the particular and speci-
fic pages cited in the Pastoral. Does it necessarily
mean that they do not appear in other pages of
the Pastoral? In other words, they are mere b

Senator Recro. That was no

t the understandin
of the gentleman from Samar. =

Senator Robrigo. That is not my underStgr'lil;E
of the statement of the g‘entleman_’fl'OmI :;)pea
Anyway, that is not my understanding. h or in
to the records. I never said in my Spe‘?c 11.5 are
the interpellation that typographical erro
articles of faith. a8

Senator REcTo. Can you quote to me thoﬁ?; Igih'—
sages in the Noli Me Tdngere and thf astorah’
busterismo that were referred to by the }fan thosé
even if they appear on pages other 7%
pointed in the footnotes of the ‘“pastordi’ of the

Senator RoprIGo. I do not have the C(})py strive
books, but give me a few days and Tieog peal i
to show that these particular passages apou yery
other pages of these two books. Thank ¥

much. entl®
. e g
Senator RoSALES. Mr. President, will ¢t
man yield? 108

an
The AcTiNG PresmenT. The gentler
yield if he so wishes.

Senator REcTo. Gladly. 2 “rhf':

Senator RosaLgs. I rige simply 0 coclie the
[ would consider a misstatement M2 about ﬂil:e
gentleman from Batangas and Quezonthe Senaat
fact that I admitted on the ﬂoor.of error :
that even if there is a typogl'aph}ca] of faith")’
it will still be al] right in an artic’® er ¥ i

Senator RECTO. That was your Aok 1
question. g Hono

Senator RosaLgs. That is wrongs 1";)“1 l-elff;:f
Let us appeal to the record, because n WHE as
ber right, when you asked me a queStlosideredita‘
€ven typographical errors can be co;:) you -cﬁﬂ
part of an article of faith) I pOinted e N o
tions made in certain passages of -th e
Tingere and El Filibusterismo WHIC 410

Wrong to consider them as part of th 0 1‘59]
faith ang T

€rror,

e

Senator RECTO. Gentleman, I have ten | '

for a copy of your speech but the se unt;
have not heen able to deliver it t0 not

.ey say that up to now you have ec]l- Mf.
gOIng over the transcript of your The or

Senator Rogay, the ¥ ;
ES. al to 0
President. o /

Senator RECTO. To your records:
r‘nay appeal, to the yecords that have
tevised by Youy Honor. appeﬂl pd® 5

Senatop ROSAUES. My. President, T 2 %5ec0 teﬂi

FeCords of the Senats’ and mot t0 ™ gen’

Senatoy Ruc £
reviged by Y
on the floor,

) g
T0. To the records o ., m¥
our Honor, no. You ?
Mr. Senator. -

said that might be only o ];iﬂg.

- e
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S .
sﬁﬁiﬁi EOSALES- I consider that.
has a right ';ECTO- Undel: our Rules, every Senator
tions, and noo go over his speech and make correc-
anyhody l,]nt']copy of that speech can be furnished
Speech h il the revision by the author of the
S been effected.
tangas 2]11 ‘ROSALES. But the gentleman from Ba-
Was not b(r Quezon w_lll remember that this point
Sbeech but QUERtRUDEIE the course of my written
Yight to co _l.mdel' interpellation, which I have no
Senatoy Fiest
text of r REcT0. Your Honor canio
Swer., my question, but you can correct your an-
Senatas.
"EC()::lastO;f R_O%XLES» I have no right
evise \vithlhls chamber, but I have
Pellations ; respect to my speech a0
enato\r “111 the course of my speech:
May have SEI0: But just the same
101, vevised that part, that is, m
Se
that n]?:m RosaLEs, I have not reviewed or revised
Ven Drt)t('{ as the stenographers until noV canno
“hampey. e that part of the proceedings of this
enatc;r Thank you, gentleman.
Word o). Recro. I am sorry [ canno
€nate that’_bllt I appeal to the members
and of the gentlemen of the pres

1Ga1.
csard y
your answer to my question- In fact, I ¥&
esterday, and

ate
e ge:llt] that fact in my speech ¥ ,
eman did not rise to protest I said that,

} . :
: eng to Your Honor, even typograp}ucal
pastoral are articles of faith for
me yesterday when

olic
893 . N e e 5 1
Said that. obody interruptec

€natoy ;
lay IE:]t-o r RosaLgs. I wish t0 state b
. did not interrupt the gentlemal from

as it
el“"“tet‘itwas through tolerance:
Qatego o any more when he made
En;ca] statement. ' |
Cach tor Rgcro. Because the ision Of'd yVOUI
ow must not have been completed yesterday:
s”O‘Cane'lM"- President, there i8 2 it
riDt'( pastoral to the offect that the lssu1 e
Rizal: 1ISm and faith are inextricably entanglied -
'“‘01'(18 novels—I do mnot remembel the partlculﬂ'l
i alss but they conveyed the same meaning: There
ho""eo a statement which sa¥5* «This does not mean
ta)y Ver, that each and every portion © .the noveli
QOrl'trg-uh.df‘T this law. Those portions which do 10
Fd aillct the content and P d'be o
e, e evidently n ¢ affected bY he :
th@ﬂlpret 001‘1‘ect1;r It}?is statement, it means .tl‘mf
Portions which do not come under the pl'ohlbltlon

t correct the

to revise the
the right to
d the inter-

Your Honor
y own ques-

t take your
of the

g who

hat if yester-
Batan-

tol-

of tl_me Canon Law can be left out and only those
p'ortlons which contradict the content and prac-
tices of the Catholic faith must be considered as
prohibited. May I ask the gentleman from Bula-
can if I am correct in my interpretation.

Senator RODRIGO. What is that?

Senator RECTO. This portion of the pastoral says:
«This does not mean, however, that each and every
portion of the novels falls under this law. Those

portions which do not contradict the content and

practices of the Catholic faith are evidently not

affected by the law.”
Qenator RODRIGO. We
for explanation because those tW
yery clear. '
Senator RECTO- Well, I am
interpretation because you Seem t
the author of the pastoral. :
Senator RODRIGO. As @ matter of privilege, Mr.
President, 1 would like to correct that statement.
] never assumed, Mr. President, that I represent
the author of the pastoral here, and I object to
that word wauthor’ because that is singulal. I
know the implication that the gentleman from Ba-
tangas wants to make that this was prepared by
only one man, Father Cavanna, which I deny. And
go, Mr. President, as & matter of privilege as &
per of this august body, I protest against the
d, if 1 may be per-

hat statement an
t to answer any more questions

11, I think there is no need
o sentences are

asking Your Honor's
o represent here

mem
insinuation of t
mitted, I do not wan
in that vein.

Senator RECTO. (Conti-n.u:ing)
the authors of the “pastoral?" I understand the
position of n from

the gentlema Bulacan; he refuses
any more questions on that point hecause

to answer ¥

for the last two oY three days 1 have bee :

ing here the presentation or production of either

the original or & photostat copy of the “pastoral,'

and the gentleman from Bulacin has x}ot been able

to do it until now, because the truth 18 that there
hops could nob

is no such pastoral, pecause the bishops ¢
have subscribed to this document which 18 full of
inaccuracies; inconsistencies and untruths, libels and

and slanders against Rizal.

1 have always believe

the bishops composing the
Philippines

Now, who are

could no

:oned this document.
roval to this do¢ me
it, they

+
e NN Y T e

|
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Pastoral of the Philippine Catholic Hierarchy on
Religious Instruction in Public Schools,” and signed
by arcund 30 members of the hierarchy, bishops,
archbishops and apostolic administrators, and pub-
lished in all the newspapers in the Philippines. As
I said, this so-called pastoral is entitled “Statement
of the Philippine Hierarchy” and it is unsigned,
Well, the members of the hierarchy in the Philip-
pines even issued a pastoral outlawing the Lipa
miracles regarding the shower of petals. That pas-
toral, which was a true pastoral, was signed, if not
by all, by many bishops, members of the Philippine
hierarchy and that was also published in all the
newspapers.

The gentleman from Bulacédn says that he has not
assumed the representation of the author or authors
of the pastoral. He may not have used exactly
those words, but he has been defending the con-
tents of the pastoral. When I yielded the flooy
to the gentleman for questions, he even defended
the character of this document as a real pastoral
So I concluded that the gentleman Swas representing

the author, and if he wants it in plural, the authops

of the “pastoral.” It is possible that besides Father
Cavanna, there were other priests, not bishops,
who took part in the preparation of this doey-
ment—it is possible that even a member of Congress
who claims he has knowledge of theology haq a
hand in it. So, when I said what I said, which
provoked the protest of the gentleman from Bulacan,
I meant those who are defending the contents of
this document in this Chamber.

Now, 1 requested the favor from the gentleman
from Bulacin, because I did not want to make any
mistake in giving my construction op my inter-
pretation of any passage of this so-called pastoral,
of telling me if my interpretation is correct, he-
cause if it is, then, gentlemen, this particular pags.
age of the pastoral that says that those portions
which do not contradict the content and practices
of the Catholic faith are evidently not affected by
the law, that is, are not prohibited and, therefore,
can be read, is itself a violation, an infringement
of the Canon Law. We find in the Preface of
the edition of Leo the XIII's Index, made upon
order of Benedict the XV, the following :

“Prohibitio se extendit ad totum librum,

non tantum ad
eam partem quae errorem continet,”

that is, prohibition extends to the entire book and
not only to that part which contains the error,
In other words, when part of the book is prohibited
and particularly in this case Where, according to’
the “pastoral,” the parts that are prohibited aye in.

e
extricably and intimately linked with those th:; :I:e
not, the prohibition extends to the totallt? g herée
book and not only to that part which Contalfnthe 50-
sies and impieties. So this very passage 0no’c have
called pastoral shows that the bishops must they are
participated in its preparation, becauset b i
not supposed to make in it any statemen :
contrary to the Canon Law. P gentle'
Senator TANADA. Mr. President, Wil S
man yield?
The PRESIDENT. The gentleman may
so desires. -
Senator REcto. Willingly, Mr. SenatcTLyo hﬂvf
Senator TANADA. So far, Mr. Senatm’win A
expressed opinions and conciusiou_s s.ho % a5
that pastoral cannot really be considerel o ..
toral because that is not a Dl‘Od“c"’ O3 pili it
of the bishops and archbishops in th-e insi :
Senator REcro. That is from the inti ernd
of view. From the point of view ©
malities, it is not signed.
Senator TaNApA. Now let us 80 t
This is a very important matter- 3
Do you know, Mr. Senator, wheth~‘3_11 al
and archbishops met in Manila OF ]t]ateme
place to deliberate and consider this S
foisted on us as a pastoral?
Senator RECT0. As far as my K e
cerned, they have not met either 1€
other place, : oop cat
Senator TANADA. It is a fact WO 5
be checked, because if they have M€ ctatio”
here in the Philippines, the tl'ansp?es d ¥ aﬂd
Panies, the airlines can easily be red i 1ine? i
Whether thoge bishops have used t}-1ee1-a %
the ships in coming to a place to deliP
S0-called pastoral.

Senator RECTO. Correct.
also,

gield, L1

8
9
hé

Senator TANADA. Does Your HOnO
sidering the time this bill has beer
filed in the Senate and the date ©
Whether there ig physical time for
that statement tq be circulated 0
bl.ShODS ‘all over the Philippines,

Ishops coulq make their own thiS
toral? u
Senator Recrg. Absolutely no tlme;n’s'e"ee‘1 19}
Joshua, they detained the sun in its : not y jsb J

Senator TANADA, Now has Your 1—,}11'991?
formed that a bishop, two bishops: or 351501
have denieq that claim that that R
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tioned so convincingly by the gentleman from Ba-
tangas. Now, I would like therefore to make it of
record that I as a Catholic, as a humble member
of the Senate, I would not call it a challenge, but
would invite openly the Catholic hierarchy either to
confirm or to deny the category of this statement—
whether it is a mere statement, or in the category
of the pastoral letter.

Now, I will come to another point,’ gentleman
from Batangas. I am very much interested in find-
ing a solution to this problem, because I am quite
convinced that it is possible—I would not say it
is probable—that dissensions might occur if we
approve this bill in its present form. -

Senator RECT0. The dissension has already arisen,.

Senator LiM. That is my humble opinion only,
that it might be possible that perhaps the Catholic
church might feel discriminated against. ‘I have
been convinced by the brilliant analysis of the gen-
tleman from Batangas regarding the contents of
these two novels when he says particularly that
Rizal never attacked the Catholic Church as a yeli.
gion or as a whole, but attacked the Philippine

clergy as it was practiced during his time. T agree

izal
never attacked the Filipino clergy . . .

Senator RECTO. Not only that; Father Florenting
appears to be a towering figure, the real protago-
nist, in the El Filibusterismo.

Senator LiM. . . . as a personification of the Fi-
lipino priests at that time. But I am afraid, gep-
tleman from Batangas, and my question is whether
you would agree with me or not, that there are
few Filipinos with analytical mind such as yours,
because I must confess that, as a member of the
Senate and member of the Philippine bar, this is
the first time that I am convinced that your claimg
are correct, that Rizal never attacked the Catho-
lic religion as a whole, and not even the Catholic
Church in the Philippines, but only as it was admin-
istered at the time.

Senator RECTO. Correct.

Senator LiM. Does not the gentleman believe
that we should find ways and means, when the
implementation of the law comes, some’ kind of
a resumé of your analysis so that the students
may know that Rizal did not attack the Catholic
Church and, perhaps, incorporate those letters angd
conversations written by Dr. Rizal, and letters to
his friends and their answers to him, as well ag
conversations and interviews cited by Your
does mot the gentleman believe that that w
an injustice to the Catholic church, wi
prove this bill, or perhaps,

Honor,
ould be

1en. we ap-
only to satisfy them of

that you

your sincerity, gentleman from Batangas, s ofid

are not presenting this bilt for the purpos
tacking the Catholic church? that.
Senator RECT0. Of course not; far ff'om i yoU
Senator LiM. I agree with you. I belu_aveﬂllat ‘you
sincerity. But before I proceed, you o put ony
are not aiming at the Catholic C}}urd},. in
in inculeating patriotism and nationalis™
minds of our youth?
Senator RECTO. Civie conciousness, lieve
Senator Liv. Does not the gentleman be
we can find means of inserting in the bl
ment that it is the sense of the Collgl'eSS’;
that this proposition may not be accepta insel
Senate—but just the same, can we 10 se 0
section in the bill stating that it is the Senove
Congress that Dr. José Rizal, in NS nq relig}
never attacked the Catholic church a5 ‘mVe
and that he retracted whatever he ma¥ eachiﬂg:
which may be found derogatory to the %

: 3Cify
and dogmas of the church, just : 7
Catholic elements? acify theat
Senator RECTO, Your Homor cannot P2 ad

; X -
that way. They don’t want these no‘:‘ﬂzta -el'lt;lﬂ
all. That is the truth, If you propose 1Jc e sSSPy
ment to the bill, that will give rise t 22" J "B
that he really attacked the Catholic ¢t
deny it, because it is not true.

Senator LIM. What I mean is, in & ™
sense, in case his utterance or writing®
the conclusion that he really attacke
church, . 1N the g

Senator REcTo. Not in the Noli, 1o e iD
but in Subsequent writings, for instanc aid
bate with Father Pastells, where 1

. ?gainst the Catholic church, but,

i
in the Noy; and Fili, the

or
_ Senator LM, I gave that as 2 food £
Thank you, gentleman from Batang?™

R oo®i”

MANIFESTACIONES pEL SENADO

Senator RODRIGO, My, President
C"urfhe ACTING PrEsIDENT. Gentlem?”
Senator RODRIGO, My, President, 12
interpellate, ¥ rise on a2 Jnatterine
It has been insinuated heren terlﬂ_if).-i. 4
document, which has peel e’ il
did so without knowing a
us letter is g document BY . ous
Now, that is to me 2 get
my standing as a me?
0 I would like to clarity

fn n;efs ,}10
to

Drivilege,

invoke this
bastora],

Whether t}
h_ierarchy.
tion againgt
gust body, g

the
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Ofltzfould like to state, Mr. President, that a copy
ment;lS Dast_o ral was given to me; that this docu-
Was t:“’?s given to me, the gentleman from Quezm,l,
and i}éyllng to correct me, so let me S?-Y “document,
8aniz t‘las the stamp of the Catholic Welfare Or-
ema-lon of the Philippines, signed by Fernando
emp}n'- I know, Mr. President, that Ferl.lando
secrergl_ 18 Monsignor Fernando Mempin, who is _the
ion fl y-general of the Catholic Welfare Organiza-
Cathol- the_ Philippines, and I also know that the
i« ¢ Welfare Organization of the Philippines
¢ officia] organization in Manila of all the bis-
8 g?\l,ler?‘;ir the Philippines. An‘d 50, when ’;hi;
the Cathol; e signed by the secretary-general o
thi is Olic Welfare Organization, I take 1t‘ that
doc mean auth?ntic document, and this really is the
acting crllt » official document of the hierarchy, either
Sentativéshncﬂy or through duly authqrizec_l repre-
Isheq insﬁ Now, this statement was hlx:emse 1.)1?]0-
Mot oty Lo PaPers of all the Metropolitan dailies
Noy, My _AS news item but as fully paid editorial.
My ciUt I. President, being a Catholic citizen I know
Qutiog Y 88 a citizen and I also know my duty or
I 5 gon @ Catholic, My duty as a Catholic is this:
Meng gcument like this, purportedly like this docu-
Vith the he Philippine hierarchy, is given_to me
fare Or St;.imp and signature of the Catholic VV.(?I—
Samp, 8anization and I was told that same copies
Wy e q.2nd signed were given to all the members
tky thi fhate, now, as T repeat, if I received copy
Sitoyiay 329 if 1 see this is published as full-page
qhe mEmgn,the Papers and no denie_tl is n}ade by
Oubt . oS of the hierarchy, and if I still have
ent to the authenticity and veracity of t.hl-s
R 10 » My duty as a Catholic, before doubting
Archb' c;alming it as spurious, is to go to the
of A IIT of Manila and ask him and I know per-
~ thig p, I President, not that I doubt the veraqty
:}rchbis 3 Storal, hut I know because I talked with
‘_ounce h Rufino Santos and T would like fo an-
ﬁ"ho Saiq °¥e that it was Archbishop Rufino Santos
0 Sa ot,hat that is true. It was Archbishop Ru-
S a patriotic Filipino, a Filipino who had
m, "Mbrisonment in Fort Santiago for ten
Qoe thy t{‘}‘lng the Japanese Occupation who told
NS0iay.,. > Statement is official and is binding in

Ops

le
Yy, “0C€ to the Catholics. That is all I want to
Sen
at
!nfll‘lil -Vie?g?TANADA' Mr. President, will the gentle-

g, ¢4A :
: he SQCTI.NG PRESIDENT. The gentleman may yield,
Senat Wisheg,

°F Robriqo. Willingly.

Senator TANADA. While Your Honor was making
his remarks, he used the word “Pastoral” and be-
cause I could not control myself I said “Pastoral”
and the gentleman corrected himself by saying
“document”, adding that he was doing so because
the gentleman from Quezon questioned him with
respect to the use of the word “Pastoral”.  Is that
not true?

Senator RODRIGO. Yes, I heard the gentleman
from Quezon himself, who is sitting right beside
me.

Senator TANADA. And because of that remark
when Your Honor used the word ‘“Pastoral”, re-
ferring to that document, Your Honor changed his
statement and used ‘“‘document”.

Senator RoODRIGO. Yes, Your Honor.

Senator TANADA. Did Your Honor correct him-
self because of my observation or because of the
fact that he believes that that is not a Pastoral?

Senator RODRIGO. In all frankness and humility,
I admit that I might have been wrong in referring
to this document as a Pastoral, but the faet that
I know this as a Pastoral which might not have
been a Pastoral just shows-I am not a spokesman
of the hierarchy. But I would like to state, Mr.
President, that even if this is not technically a
Pastoral I know for sure because as a Catholic I
asked ecclesiastical authorities, if this ecan be con-

sidered a pastoral in the broad meaning of that
It is an official interpretation by the Catho-

word.
lic hierarchy jof the Canon Law in relation to
these two books and therefore, this document, no
matter what its technical meaning will be, is bind-
ing in conscience to the Catholics. ‘

Senator TANADA. I am very much interested to
learn that Your Honor was not the only one wha
consulted the Philippine hierarchy on this matter
because I am also a Catholic .and I would like to
obey Pastorals. My question is, considering the
fact that Your Honor has been studying this ques-
tion very thoroughly, does Your Honor really be-
lieve that that document is a pastoral? B

Senator RODRIGO. I inquired aboutthat matter
when that was raised in the Senate from the eccle-
siastical experts. Some of them say in a general
sense that this can be called pastoral but in striet
meaning this cannot be called pastoral. However,
this document is official and authentic, it is an offi-
cial interpretation of the hierarchy of the meaning
of the Canon Law 1399 in connection with these
two books and whether or not it is pastoral in a
general sense or strict sense, this is binding in

-



|
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conscience to the faithful. And this is the mate-

- rial point at issue in this case, Mr. President.

Senator TANADA, This document is one of the
issues in this case, that is why I did not want to
consume the valuable time of this Body as to
stand up and object when we come to discuss this
pastoral. This is an issue, there is no question. I
am not at least questioning the authenticity of this
document which I got from Your Honor containing
the statement of the Philippine hierarchy on the
novels of Dr. Jose Rizal, the Noli Me Tangere and
El Filibusterismo. This is authentic, but is it a
pastoral? That is the issue.

Senator RoDRIGO. My claim, Mr. President, and
I said it already and I will repeat it to put in a
light vein what Shakespeare said:

“What is in a name? that which we call a rose
By any other name would smell as sweet;”

My statement is this: I am the one who started
calling this Pastoral in my privilege speech.
Maybe I was wrong and when this matter was
brought up before this august body I started in-
quiring whether I was wrong in calling it Pastoral.
Some ecclesiastics told me that in the broad
meaning I could have been right in calling it such,
but in the strict meaning maybe I was wrong. But
the thing is not in the name. Whether that ig
pastoral or not, the substance and essence is the
most important thing. The substance and essence
of that document is that it is an official statement
by the hierarchy proclaiming their interpretation
of Canon Law 1399 in connection with these two
books and that substance of the Pastoral is the
thing that is material to this issue. If we will
start arguing now on terminology, I think we will
be wasting our time on things which are not
vitally material to the issue.

Senator TANADA. No, because when you call some-
thing as Pastoral you are to be understood as refer-
ring to a Pastoral, otherwise you can say: “No, I
do not mean it is pastoral, it is only semi-pastoral.”
Let us go to another point. What do you call this
document? According to Your Honor it is not in
a strict sense pastoral. What is it in a broad sense?

Senator RODRIGO. In a broad sense, Mr. Speaker,
as 1 said, that can be called a Pastoral. In the
strict sense, I was told it is not strictly a pastoral,
But the real meaning of that is an official state.-
ment _of the Philippine hierarchy. And the ordinary
meaning of an official statement—I as a Catholie
consulted our ecclesiastical authorities on that state.
ment made by the hierarchy officially like that doe.
ument—is binding in conscience on Catholics,

us
Senator TARADA. Will Your Honor please tell

how the hierarchy arrived at a statement? could
is the procedure followed before the hierarchy
issue a statement like this? gpokes®

Senator RODRIGO. As I said, I am not 2 to an
man for the hierarchy. ‘But I would hkein;
nounce that since this matter and this pOSenatB-
been emphasized here, I as a member of the (Catho-
and at the same time a Filipino citizen at ale hiet
lic, I shall try to request the members o qment:
archy to clarify the meaning of that df’c at it

Senator TANADA. That is purely 2 pms«gut
ter of what Your Honor wants to do- J-DS arl‘i"ed
we want to know is how this statement ls emen?
at by the hierarchy. You said this 18 2 t
by the hierarchy. Now, who compose
archy? qgind way

Senator RoDRIGO. The question is asK® ihe qnh"
which would give the meaning that 150 the hler.
one is a position to talk to any member (')n all hll:e
archy and inquire. I believe that ’ jeno". ; )
mility, as good Catholics, if we want tgo go tP ecli.a
real meaning, I should not be the 01° tor Taﬂaof
and ask the hierarchy. I think Sena. hbishop of
himself, as a Catholic, can go to the F Reyes 7
Manila, Monsignor Santos, MOHSignm‘tu de také
Monsignor Antiporda. Why is that &l and
as if under the separation of ChurChthe bis
a Catholic Senator cannot even £0 *°  yir
and inquire, and they must have 1ok ot
Subterfuge?

Senator TANADA. I am sorry, Youre eas
you are misinterpreting my words and ! W vl
ot adopting the attitude which ¥OU necause
convey here that a Catholic Senatol’ and "o
a Senator, cannot go to the al'Chbls.h 911
out what is this. I am’ cross%??"amﬂl.ml1;11e
your statement and assertion here ' iliefﬂltﬂtel
that this is ap official statement 0% ¢ 8
Now, which is that hierarchy that MAC° pat * b
ment? Who compose that hierar®™ . i
that statement? Let us go to the P oh £
one. I thank you for your advice, alth? o the e
Wy duties as a Catholic. But let U8 &°
You say that this is an official sta% ¢pa
h“?ral'ChY' Who compose that hierar® n
this statement? 0 “f‘?ﬁ J

Senator RODRIGO. Ra T said I “.'Ollld nBut l‘fit!b
Speak officially here for the hierarehy:
Personal capacity and out of my o™ witho ab
Out In any way making this official %) pact
any way claiming that this is the actt?’ "y
118t g1ve to the gentleman from Quezo” yobd" of
edge of the organization of the P 4t
hlel‘archy i.s composed of the bishops
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bi
IShDDS Spread out all over the Philippines. How-

ever. 1 ]
T, like the N acionalista Party spread out all over.

dil?ecf;)il}hppine?r it has an executive committee or
ing a.lllfclte which can meet in Manila without call-
Clesiagt he members. Now, this is called the Ee-
rganilca.l Committeece of the Catholic Welf.are
ion, tozatlonx_alld that Catholic Welfare Organiza-
Organiz;{y mind, T might be mistaken, is the official
it 'on of all the bishops. Now, I would say
oriZedprosslble that this official organization, au-
embgyg oy the Philippine hierarchy to act for the
b of the hierarchy, prepared that statem.ent
that ef efl i_that‘ statement. And it is also possible
teleg‘ra Ore issuing that statement they consulted by
Othey, ;}n » by telephone, or by whatever means, the
Sona) ®mbers of the hierarchy. That is my per-
the Senpmlon' And I repeat, if the gentlemen of
Offjc; gte Wants an official statement regarding this
Rightt oCument, then I shall be the intermediary.
R”ﬂno S]]S afternoon, I shall go and see Archbishop
the 0 ANtos and tell him this doubt created about
sk b ta, Standing of this document, and I shall
g 1. O Please make an official statement regard-
Ocument,
: TANADA, In other words, as far as you
o Ciou cannot state here that this document 1s
bish, 3 statement of all the bishops and arch-
Sen o the Philippines.
Dey, " RODRIGo, Ag far as I know, I confess,
r thi am convinced that this is official. .Now,
fo IS was issued directly by all or issued
n maa duly authorized smaller boc?y, or issued
Wby € body after consultation with the other
holjcof the hierarchy, I am not sure. But as
a 0 til after this point was brougl}t out on the
hﬁd Ingy; ¢ Senate, I went to Archbishop Santos
 tolg '*ed about this point that was raised, and
; te that there can be no doubt about that.
llipy: that this is the official statement of the
by 02 of Chlel'al‘chy; that is their official interpre-
ﬂl‘oks» ang anon 1899 in connection with these two
G, ¢ that is binding in conscience on all Cath-

TANADA. You know, Your Honor, when
Dagt .. € floor and referred to this document

Suished gentleman from Batangas started
e contents of this document and to
: as Showing that this document cannot pos-
s | StDaStora] as this word is ordinarily under-
g Dot arted to doubt whether this is a pastoral
accepted that this was a pastoral before

ecto started to analyze the contents of
o I even asked Senator Rosales con-
oral the minute I started to enter-

tain doubts regarding the same and, with your an-
swers now, I am more in doubt than before. And
like you, gentleman from Bulacin, like you, I am
going to the archbishop and I am going to ask him
all the questions that I asked Senator Recto. I
will ask him if there was a meeting, when and
where that meeting was; what has been discussed in
that meeting; how this document was prepared;
who gave approval to it; and as it has been referred
to as a pastoral, whether this is really a pastoral
or not. Your Honor, this is a very important mat-
ter. As I said, if I take the floor of the Senate,
and I say something to be a fact, I am willing to
stand by it. I am not going to say that this is a
pastoral when it is not.

Senator RoDRIGO. I am different. If I say some-
thing as a fact and later on find out that I was
mistaken, I will humbly admit that mistake.

Senator TANADA. When I state something as a
fact, I do so knowing that it is a fact. And in
my long stay here in the Senate, since 1948, no
one has succeeded in showing that I have made a
misstatement or misrepresentation of facts.

Senator RoODRIGO. Well, I am not infallible as
the gentleman from Quezon. I admit that there
are times when I do commit mistakes, and I pray
God that I be given enough humility, when I com-
mit a mistake and find out later on that I commit-
ted a mistake, to admit the mistake with humble
grace and correct my mistakes.

Senator TANADA. I am not claiming infallibility.
What I am claiming is that when I take the floor,
I weigh my words and investigate and study, and
I would not hesitate at all to say, perhaps, that
this is a semi-pastoral when it is not really a pas-

toral.

Senator RobRIGo. When I say that this is a pas-
toral that is an honest belief. As I said, when
the gentlemen from Batangas and Quezon started
questioning the proper use of the term like the
gentleman from Quezon, I started to entertain
some doubt. And so I inquired and I think that
is what we should do, inquire from the eccle-
siastical authorities. They told me that in a gen-
eral sense, I can be right. But in a striet sense,
it is not strictly a pastoral. But in substance, it
is official, and it is binding. So that in substance
and it is the substance that is important here and
not the name, the issue has not changed, Mr. Pres-
ident. Thank you very much.

Senator REcTO. May I resume, Mr, President.
I will be through in a few minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Ba-
tangas may proceed.

‘_4___"
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- Senator RECTO. (Continuing) One of the rea-
sons, Mr. President, why I don’t believe that their
excellencies, the members of the hierarchy, could
have issued this document, and much less intended
it as a pastoral, is because of this other important
consideration. This document makes the works of
Rizal or passages thereof fall under the Canon
Law, more precisely under Canon 1399, paragraph
6 because of the attacks on the religious orders,
and on Father Dimaso, Father Salvi, Father
Sibyla and other friars who were among the
characters of these two mnovels. This so-called
“pastoral” says that these books are prohibited be-
cause of their avowed aim of defaming the cler-
ical or religious states, meaning the attacks on
members of the religious orders in the Philippines,
or friars, or on the orders themselves,

Mr. President, this is a4 wrong interpretation of
the Canon Law. The following is a passage from
a Commentary to the Canon Law, used in Catholic
seminaries:

The term insult is liable to a more or less subjective in-
terpretation. Essentially it means an undeserved affront
or indignity offered to one’s self-respect. The insult, to
bring a book within the prohibited class, must strike at
the hierarchy as such, not at single persons. The same ig
true of the clerical or religious state. Therefore an ingult
hurled against a clergyman, or several clergyman, or against
a religious, or onme house or congregation or religious, op
even o whole order could not be called an affront against
the religious state.

(A Commentary on Canon Law, Vol. VI, Canon 1399, p
473) Qs

From this we may infer that the attacks con-
tained in the Noli and F'ili against individual friars
and even against certain religious orders in the
Philippines in Rizal’'s time, do not fall under the
provision of Canon 1399, which prohibits books the
set purpose of which is to insult the ecclesiastical
hierarchy or the clerical or religious state.

Now, Mr. President, yesterday I was remindeq
by a distinguished member of this hody of 2 speech
I delivered before an Ateneo gathering three years

-ago, if T am not mistaken, where I made the state-

ment that in my belief the document of retraction of
Rizal, which is attributed to Rizal, is incontestably
genuine. That reminder was made presumably be-
cause of late I have qualified said admission because
of new facts in connection with said retraction that
recently have come to my knowledge. One of them
is that Rizal was denied a Christian burial. I only
discovered this a few days ago. T had the idea that
because he was buried in the Cemetery of Paco he
was ipso facto given Christian burial, but the fac;; is

as I learned it the other day, the BCCI?SiaStm];]H?u
thorities did not permit that his remalns b f the
within the inner wall, or in one of the nlchesrgs o
Paco Cemetery intended for Catholics. Holg where
ried outside the inner wall, on the side “‘:a]k' When
the infidels and suicides were given pu11a1-catholic
I was told this I asked myself: If he died a 2

because of his-alleged retraction, why then Y d a8
denied a Christian burial? Why was he clail?
an infidel or as a suicide, if, according .to ¢ Doso™
of the ecclesiastical authorities, he died 18 ¥ finding
of our religion, the Catholic religion? lel- bﬂﬁef
gathered a cloud of doubts over my for. ction:

in the authenticity of the supposed Felty

But it was the indubitable intention of th:
man who had the kindness of reminding ™ pete"
Ateneo speech to show a contradictiol |
what I stated then and what 1 have 53! er bel
I wish to inform him that my fornrl- tra"tlol1

- e o i
In the authenticity of the document 0? 11’5 sigh?

was based on the great similarity of RI'Z: 4
ture thereon and other signatures of Il it
admittedly genuine. tant pozgf

But that is not the point. The impOlc“menfa i

Is not whether the signature on the 0e gher
retraction ig authentic or not, becz.lus turé "~
the other question that even if the SI.gna ﬂu-o“f’;h
authentic, it could have been obta1P¢", 4 the

fraud, duress, threat, or false Pl'omis.e ) 1 b

What is more important is to determin®. ¥
ology of the retraction. What did
from in that document? 1 said iP i
Speech, and thig passage has been convel en be
ted by the gentleman from Bulacdn W

. L8 . e’
Part of the speech, the following: 1010 "o
e oo de gt

“R]fol abjuré de la masoneria v se desdl)® dal‘io ﬂ:gtfﬂctg;’
Se2un él, pudiera haber dicho que fuese (fon o € 1'oti’“:w
lidad de hijo ge la Iglesia. Pero eso S ° P“tiios 8"
pPorque Ia ortodoxia religiosa mno rifie con 08 vjfﬂrmlde
ge, cluan_to' dijo y escribi¢ para escarneﬁezble Conidﬂd vy
Ifg‘eder:fsmen YV la pusilanimidad ¥ C4P% 0 dig’ gm g

1 U8 Propios paisanos, para defende; ultfmﬂaceﬂze,"

@ Datria contra log malandrines que atéticos die*

2?1;13- Proclamar con log mas viriles ¥ I;irldepeﬂ I‘Ie
erecho de su puebly a una vida libré 011. i

;‘N
Impliedly, byt clearly, I meant th:u
angere” and “Ei Filibusterismo’ beci ed> a0” o
these books that he set forth all those gh b qﬂas
alluded to. Allow me to render & % cp i

s€ iI né

tion in English £ the spee
Hilh of that part of o 9

g « Ri g d T 0
i A 28l abjured from masonry an¢_ ry ¥

8
8% he could have said that was con’
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:i y-‘-t'-hfson ?f the church, but mind you, he did not retx:act

of th”t]g tm}t he said or subsecribed to, to castigate tl}e vices

of h.i: Tegime and the apathy and culpable acquiescence

tion a,o‘.vn countrymen, to defend the dignity of the na-

Drnclaihams.t the rascals that were oppressing ‘it, and t.o

Peop] M with the most courageous words the right of his
[ e to g free and independent life.”

I . o
W;nade Special reference although in an implied
Mly » 10 the Noli and Fili. So, the important thing,

- President, is the contents of this retraction.

oW, Mr, President, there are many more things
ei Stald in connection with this matter. But I
| inil a}nd I have devoted more time—-thapks to
nectionu gence of the members of the Senate In con-
at I \?lth this matter, I said and I repeat now

VirtuOHI;meSS the Catholic faith. I may not be a
athol man. Maybe, I am a sinner unlike other

'S. I do not claim saintliness. As far as
5 are concerned, I am a Catholic and to me

b ubefore country, because God gave me this

Ung

Coy
8]103}(11 - Certainly, I do not admit that church
ap i, come before country, because church is just

fauigis:rum.ent of God, Churches are composed of
€rre €ings. According to this document re-
comhﬁt 0 as a pastoral, the church can and does
Are, Mistakes as it did when it burned Joan of
Aftey o the stake, a mistake it acknowledged
the st? lapse of 500 years, not only by wiping out
had di 2 of witch and heretic with which she
t Woueld but also by elevating her to sainthood.
v 11t 2 ]-De a blasphemy to say that God can
Dute 0 Mistakes, Therefore, we should not im-
fcay 9d the mistakes committed by the church.

(oo

. 5 _
ang : .he.ehurch is run by fallible human beings,

belOng 't is said in this document, those faults
Philipp-o 1Y to those men and to the church in the
€S at that time.
?HGW > Mrap resident, before closing this address,
+ hig dei]‘to Paraphrase the last words of Rizal
t}?erﬂory 'Cation of B Filibusterismo to the sacred
R{'lther Zof Father G6émez, Father Burgos, and
Dlza], amora: “Let anyone who would attack
wartic g,attaC]{illg the writings that he left to us,
Oulg (01]y the Noli and the Fili, let anyone who
Ly hat, stain his hands in his blood.”

"% You, Mr, President.
Sey MANIFESTAGIONES DEL SEN. TANADA
at
The " TANADA. Mr. President.
t SenatocTING PRESIDENT. Gentleman from Quezon.
t}ﬁt wor ITANADA. On the floor I made the promise
'8 docuu d see the Archbishop to find out whether
nt is a pastoral or not and find out how

the hierarchy came to issue that statement. I asked
our Sergeant-at-arms to contact the office of the
Archbishop so that I could make an appointment,
but I have been informed that the Archbishop does
not go to the office in the afternoon, and he is out
at present.

But, Mr. President, I don’t think I will have to
do that, because I have here a letter of Father
Mempin, addressed to me, which reads as follows:

“My dear Mr. Senator:

“This organization has the honor to furnish you a certified
true copy of the statement of the Catholic hierarchy on
the Noli and Fili, subject of Senate Bill 438, for your record

and reference.
“Respectfully,

“FATHER MEMPIN”

Now, in other words, according to this correspond-
ence that T received, this is a statement, not a

- pastoral. Furthermore, Mr. President, I have been

informed by a person whose veracity I cannot doubt
at all, that what really happened was that the more
than forty bishops here in the Philippines did not
meet to consider and issue this statement; that this
statement was issued by a committee that admin-
isters the Catholic Welfare Organization and that,
according to my information, this committee is
authorized to make such statement as this.

Now, Mr. President, whether there has been
an express or specific authorization to issue this
statement which has been referred to as a pastoral
I do not know. But I have no doubt in my mind
now that this so-called pastoral is but a statement
isued by that executive committee, or ecclesiastical
committee, to use the words of Senator Rodrigo,
with or without prior specific authority. There is
therefore a big difference between the idea enter-
tained by us before that this document was a pas-
toral, and our idea now of this document. Now it
is clear that this document is but a statement, not
a pastoral, issued by said ecclesiastical committee.
Thank you very much.

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I move to sus-
pend the session of the Senate until this afternoon
at 5:00 o’clock.

The ACTING PRESIDENT. If there is no objection,
the session is suspended until this afternoon at
5:00 o’clock.

Eran lag 12:50 p.m.






