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is another paragraph that was sup­
like reasons : 

DO wonder if in Rizal's time, as in ours, 
been priests who, like Judas, sold Christ 
ailver, or who, like Peter himself, the 

in a moment of weakness denied his 

of this admission, that even in the 
Gf twelve Apostles personally chosen by 

was one Judas, why should the Hier­
exception to Rizal's assertion that among 

of friars in the Philippines in those 
were ones like Padre Damaso, Padre 

SaJ"i and Padre Camorra? But, let 
rem~nd itself, that Rizal found also 

f riar, Padre Fernandez, the 
Professor of the University of Santo 

paragraph 9 which was most impor­
been suppressed. It said : 
that most of the t eachings against the 
in the novels are put in the mouths of 
catholics of the tupe of Don Rafael Ibarra, 

and possibly Elias, or of Catholics who have 
as Tasio the Philosopher. Such persons 

Philippines, and it is obvious that they 
spoke as Rizal makes their fictional counter-

and speak, viz., in terms of anti-Catholic ideas, 
at Catholic doctrine, with impieties, etc." 

most serious charges which the Bier­
against these books of Rizal is that 

therein speak "in terms of anti­
with jeers at Catholic doct r ine, with · 

On the other hand there is the frank 
by the Hierarchy that the characters in 

the Fili are but fictional counterparts 
who actually existed in the Philippines 

and spoke as Rizal makes their 
i'"C<Iun·tel'loarts think and speak." Such 

case granting that the words spoken by 
in Rizal's novels are impious or 

the novels cannot, in a ll fairness, be 
and heretical because they are but 

Picture of the naked truth, which Rizal 
expose without fear or favor in his 

~'\U\~l;Jton. The Hierarchy was right, 
of view of its own theory, when it 
passage I have just quoted from 

text of the "Statement", because the 
Passage is to destroy the effectiv?n.ess 

-aiiW&l;IOn of Rizal's books as contammg 
!!M.I,. Uilni,~ti,PJI , If Padres Damaso, Salvi, 

Sibyla and Capitan Tiago, and Tasio 
and Don F ilipo and Dofia Victoria ' , ~ and the "Hermanas o. 

the different "cofradias" and Chino Quiroga, side 
by side with Padre Flor~ntino and Padre Fernandez, 
were real persons in words, deeds and behavi~•lr, 
then Rizal's books which reproduced them faith­
fully in bold relief cannot in justice be reproverl. 
The Hierarchy knew this and understandably elim­
inated from the original text of its "Statement'' 
the passage I have been commenting upon. But, 
the Hierarchy argued, "If the author would not in 
any way suggest that these were his own opinions 
which he proposed t o his readers as true, it could 
be said t hat he was merely making use of the 
novelist's right to portray people as they are." This 
argument has also been suppressed because the Hier­
archy must have found it untenable, the right of 
the novelist to be faithful in his narration of events 
being admitted, and no one can condemn novelist 
Rizal for making use of different characters to 
portray the real truth of our social, political and 
religious life in those days, and it cannot be said 
that by so doing he suggested that he made the 
opinions of his fictional characters his own. 

In effect, in the let ter Rizal wrote from London 
to Mariano Ponce on 18 August, 1888, he said the 
following, answering a similar charge: 
Mi Querido Amigo: 

Tantas gracias por su amabilidad enviandome la crltica 
analitica del bendito P . Font. Que Padre y que critica! 
Si el autor de una novela tuviese que ser responsable de 
los dichos de sus personafes, Santo Dios, a que conclusiOn 
iriwmos a parar! Porque siguiendo este sistema las opi­
niones del P. Dtimaso serian mias, la educaci6n del alterez 
mia, la, religiosidad de Cpn. Tiago, mia. El P. Font debia 
acordarse de un poco de Ret6rica en que se dice que novela 
es un genero mixto en que, hablam persO<n(l,jes introducidos 
y adem as el au tor : claro esta que el au tor solo es respon­
sable de las palabras que el dice como suyas, y los hechos 
y las ci1·cunstancias fustificaran los dichos de los personafes, 
pues de lo contrwri,o ser!a un tiquis-m.iquis si se atribuyen 
al aut.or opiniones diferentes como son las de sus personajes. 

.. * • • • • • 
I now beg leave to discuss the authorship of the 

Hierarchy's statement, which is a very important 
question from the human point of view. It is 
admitted that the bishops did not make this State­
ment. They only authorized the preparation of 
it and, if at all, approved the same after it was 
prepared. The question is, who prepared the text 
of the Statement ? Among the members of the 
Hierarchy there are at least eight foreigners, who 
are either bishops or apostolic administrators, and 
it may be safely contended that they have not 
read Rizal's novels. 

The Hierarchy's Statement was released on 
April 21. The Rizal bill which is Senate Bill No 
438 had been filed by the Commit tee on Educatio~ 
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chamber will certainly oblige us if he can . 
on April 5, 1956 and was reported by the papers the provisions of the Canon Law referredPotolnt~ 
two days thereaf ter. There are about forty mem· ~ 
bers of the Hierarchy, scattered all over the country His Grace. ·n th ti 
with eight foreigners among them, and they could Senator LIM. Wt ~ gen eman kindly . 
not have learned of the filing of the bill and of to just a couple of questwns on one Point? Yl;ij 
its contents until, let us say, a week after, or The. PRESIDENT. The gentleman may Yi~ld if~ 
about April 14 . From the date last mentioned, so desires. 
April 14 to April 21, the date of the Hierarchy's Senator RECTO. Gladly. 
Statement, there was only one week for each S~nator . LIM. I really woul.d like to be infonn 
member of the Hierarchy within which to read Has Your Hon~r found .that 1tn ord

8
er that CathoU~ 

and analyze the two novels and for them to meet may be bound m conscie.nce 0 a tatement of . 
in Manila or elsewhere to deliberate and vote on Hierarchy it has to be m the .form of at leas~ 
the proposition that these two novels of Rizal p$Sto~al Jette:, or converse~y, ~s not a Statemen: 
contain impietes and heresies. All this was im- sufficient to bmd th~ C~thohcs m conscience to~ 
possible to accomplish in the brief period of one sta~d of the Catholic hierarchy on any subject! 
week. What is worse is that we know for a fact SenatQr RECTO. Not even the word "pastoral", a~ 
that they have not actually met in council either breviation of "pastoral letter," or its equivalent~ 
in Manila or elsewhere for any deliberation on the ~tin, which. is , "epistola", "epistle" in English, 3 
subject. How then could it be seriously contended mentioned in. the Canon Law. The word "episto!a' 
that they authorized and approved the "Statement" occurs only in qne article of the Canon Law, and 

in question? the particular _article refE!rs to the destruction, afta 
Again I ask, who prepared this Statement? If a trial, of whatever letters have been present&l 

my memory does not fail me, I remember having during ar tliacl which are obscene in character Qt 

heard here the manifestation that there was a · unimportant.. The Canon Law says that such dec­
committee appointed for the preparation· of the uments should be destroyed, but nothing aOOu: 

draft, and that among the members of that com- pastorals. 
mittee was Father Cavanna, also Father Pinon, Senator LIM. Would you rather say, Your Honor, 
both friars. That is the oril~ thi~g we know. !'er-: that i~ . ord~r that Catholics may be bound i! 
haps, there were other fqars. m , the CQ~~~~ ·. conscience that whatever stand the Catholic bier· 
and they formed the majority of the same,. because · archy might have on any subject, that the Cathoce 
they were supposed to be the· best th~log~ans an~ · hierarchy must state clearly in a pastoral 
Canon Law experts. There was, however, one · · h t d 

1
. 't t ffi · t that a mere 

. . be k . sue s an , or s 1 no su CJen l· 
unportant factor which should have en ta ~n mto t ch th t t t · est

1
·
0
n be roa.: 

· · h f t h th men , su as e s a emen m qu , consideration, and that was t e ac t at e . b th C · th r h . . h . order to bind ~ 
"disedifying priests" who were mercil~ss~Y. sa:tyr- , C~thol~cs'a 0 lC letarc Y m 
ized by Rizal in these two books were frtars belong- · · . t the 
ing to different religious order~. That should Senator RECTO. Unless they can pom ffedr! 
have been sufficient reason for not naming friars ticular canon of the Canon Law to that e 
to the Committee. In his press declaration which stand will r~main unchanged. 
appeared in the local dailies yesterday, Archbishop Senator LIM. W.ell, I am inclined to ag: 
Santos of Manila, although implying that ~he Y?U, and I wo~ld like t~ say also t~at·~ions, 
Hierarchy's Statement was not really a pastoral, vmced by the discrepancies and contladJ , e 
maintains that it is bin?ing just the sam~ .on the even by the fact that certain statemen:s ~~5 
conscience of the Catholics under the prov1swns of pressed as explained by Your HonoL 
the Canon Law, because it deals with matters of the fact that certain statements were tion 
faith and morals. I have been going over the precisely prove and strengthen your alleg; r ~ 
different provisions of the canon law, and I have this statement this so-called pastoral le~ e.; 
not been able to find any which would support in the catego;y at all of a pastoral Jet ei· 
His Grace's c~ntention that, whenever a bishop ~r Senator RECTO. Of course, it is not. ~~~ 
a group of bishops should please make ~ pubhc fuJ for the very pertinent questions of.! s!lolf 
declaration, the con~ents ~hereof would bmd ~he And if Your Honor and the Senate "I·llilettet• 
conscience of .the fmthful If the~ have to do 'With I will say that the origin of the pastoJ~ be 
matters of fmth and dogma. His Grace, or 'Who- just "pastoral" . bb . . ted form. ca 

t h ' r can speak fo hi · thi • m a tevw 1 
ever represen s Im, 

0 r m, m 8 to the epistles written by Saint pau' 
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disciples Timothy and Titus. Saint Paul 
epistles. He wrot.e to the Thessalo­

the Ephesians, to the Romans, to the 
ft' .. 'l!~'iilrA. to the Galatians. And all those letters 
w8te written: either by hi~ exclusively or together 
wltl other b1shops. For mstance, there were epis-
~la.ff\Wl'ittEtn by him and by Timothy. They are not 

pastorals in the strict sense of the word. 
are called pastorals are only the two letters 

Paul to Timothy-! Timothy and II Timo-
thili8J:ta the one addressed to Titus. Timothy was 

of Ephesus. Titus was the bishop of the 
The distinctive formal requisites of pas­
that they state the names of the writer 

the address.ee ; they contain a salutation or 
IA!IIJ!Wg, then the body of the ·epistle, and finally 

salutation ending with the word 
requisites do not appear as having 

,wLnP''~u with in the Hie·rarchy's Statement. 
IIStianc:e, in Timothy I, the first letter of Saint 

Timothy, this is the introduction : 

an apostle of J esus Christ by the commandment 
Saviour, and Lord Jesus Christ, which is our 

Timothy, my own son in the faith ; Grace, 
peace, from God the Father,. and f rom our 

~~-PI\18 Christ." 

comes the body of the epistle, and then it ends 
'Grace be with thee. Amen." 

~ti·Be~zm epistle to Timothy, and the epistle to 
. ...,.., . ., . .,~ ... of which ar.e pastorals, carried similar 

rrelltiniilR and parting salutations. The statement 
hierarchy, however, does not appear to be 

'"'lll'e&i!ecl to anybody and it contains no greetings. 
It stirta by immediately treating the subject­
lllatl;e,r, thus : 

"A"'-
ti • .....,.Ill the many illustrious F ilipinos :Vho have dis· 
hi nllliahed themselves in the service of the1r country, the 

rheet Place of honor belongs to Dr. Jose Rizal.'' 

Without imparting the apostolic benediction, it 
enda by saying only: 

tbat''W,, the Catholic Philippine Hierarchy maintain 
faith theae novels do contain teachings contrary to our 
''fill lnd 10, We are opposed to the p1·oposed compu.lB01"1/ 
in : in their enti1·oty of such books in any I!Chool 
•treated,•• Philippines where Catholic students may be 

••it Gilds in fact with a quotation from the Gospel 
""h: What does it profit a man, if . he gain th~ 
.\nd e; World, but suffer the loss of h1s ?wn so~ I · 
tbJa then the closing clause: "Given m Mamla 

day of April in t he year of Our Lord, 

1956." So, even from the point of view of formal 
requisites ... 

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

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

Senator RECTO. Willingly. 
Senator LIM. Did I understand Your Honor cor­

rectly that in yesterday's statement Archbishop 
Santos said that h.e did not categorically admit or 
claim that this so-called pastoral letter is a pastoral 
letter? 

Senator RECTO. He did not even suggest it. He 
said, "it is as it purports to be." What does it 
purport to be? We do not know. Exc.ept that it 
is a mere statement. 

Senator LIM. When he said that such statement 
i-s "hereby authorized and approved by the Arch­
bishop of Manila," do.es not Your Honor believe 
that that would raise the statement to the category 
of a pastoral letter ? 

Senator RECTO. The answer is no. 
Senator LIM. I j ust want to know. 
Senator RECTO. Because he cannot assume the 

representation of the entire Hierarchy. The ju­
risdiction of an archbishop extends only to his 
archdiocese. 

S.enator LIM. Now for one final question. Sup­
posing that from this moment on the Archbishop, 
the bishops and all the members or majority of 
members of the Catholic hierarchy make a pastoral 
letter with all the requisites necessary, would Your 
Honor consider the Catholics and/ or yourself as 
a Catholic bound by said pastoral letter in the event 
it is made? 

Senator RECTO. If they adopt the text of the 
"Statement" as printed in the papers and as given 
to us, which contradict each other, and with pas­
sages in one deliberately suppress.ed in the other 
of course I would not, because the two inconsistent 
texts will not carry any binding force. 

Senator LIM. But since they have never written 
a pastoral letter they may still put up a pastoral 
letter. Suppose they eliminate all these discre­
pancies and contradictions and pr.esent before 
Your Honor a pastoral letter, would Your Honor as 
a Catholic consider yourself bound by that pasto­
ral letter? 

Senator RECTO. We shall examine the contents of 
the pastoral yet, and see if its declarations are in 
accordance with the Canon Law and if the charges 
of heresy and impiety against Rizal's books are 
true. The bishops are not infallible. It is only the 
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Pope that is infallible and that is only when he 
speaks ex-cathedra. 

Senator LIM. When he speaks ex-cathedra, and 
only on matters of faith. 

I wish to thank the gentleman from Batatlga& 
for giving me those answers. 

Senator RECTO. (Continuing) An important 
question comes up in the wake of the pertinent 
questions of the gentleman from Zamboanga. WhY 
did not the bishops issue a pastoral, after all? On 
previous occasions they wrote pastorals on the 
subject of optional religious instruction, one in 
January, 1953, and another in February of the same 
year. One of them, if I am not mistaken, was 
directed against the appointment of Mr. Pangi­
linan as Under-secretary of Public Instruction. In 
the present cas~ which, for the rumpus it has raised 
seems much more important, the Hierarchy 
abstained from writing a pastoral and satisfied 
itself with a mere statement. I ask ' again, why 
not a pastoral? The only answer that occurs to 
me is that Their Excellencies were divided in their 
opinions as to whether these books of Rizal should 
be condemned or not. Perhaps a majority \vas 

. for condemning them, but for lack of unanimity 
a joint pastoral was not possible. I know of Fili­
pino theologians trained and formed in the best 
tradition of the great Padre Vicente Garcia, who 
opine that there are no heresies or impieties in 
these Rizal's novels. So a "Statement", unsigned 
and anonymous, with no one accepting respon­
sibility for it except the Archbishop of Manila, 
was the only way out. Father Vicente Garcia, the 
great theologian in the days of Rizal, not only 
found nothing heretical and impious in these 
books, but he openly defended Rizal against the 
charges that the books contained heresies and 
impieties. Why should there not be many Vicente 
Garcias, and Burgoses, Gomeses and Zamoras, 
among the Filipino members of the present 
Hierarchy? Why should all of them be under 
the sway of foreign influence still so ·powerful 
in the top circles of the Catholic Ch.urch in the 
Philippines? 

the good portions of the books. His is for 
solute prohibition. Not o~ly that, but he 
giveJi '\Varning that all legislators who win . 
for the approval of th~ Rizal bill shall be ;~~ 
iibed in the next elections. He spoke befor~ · 
crowd of 10,00Q people, members of the 
raDPY Sang Birgen" in . Bacolod. It is not 
bad as threatening one ~v1th the fires of hell, 
it may briJlg sleepless mghts to many a politic! 
particularly those 'Of the Bacolod diocese. ~ 
the good bishop singled out our · · 
colleague the gentleman from N egros 
a patriot, and a man of integrity, Senator 
C. Loesin, tfi'r supporting the Rizal bill, sa ·, 
that be should not be reelected. The bishop . 
of the bigoted type, a modern version of 
quemada, the "holy" Spanish inquisitor 
the Middle Ages. Torquemada held his 

. office for 18 years, and during that period 

.· at the stake 10,200 people as heretics. This 
quemada of the Hierarchy is a clear and 
da!lger to our. democracy. Our countrymen 
bEl warned that if w.e allow this Republic of 

. ~ be turned into another theocratic state run 
, th~ 1 cqurcl,l, by intolerant men like Bishop 

w:e shall . have here days as tragic and 
as those of Rizal. If Bishop Yap feels Sll 

that .. h.e will be supported by the Filipino 
in his fight against Rizal without whose 
an41 martyr.dom he would not be a bishop 
if he i" so-sure of that he should run against 

_: LOcsin .in · the coming ~lection for a seat in 
Chamber and on the particular issue of 
lind Rizal's books. He is not precluded 

· doing so by the Constitution. Those bisho~ _ 
believ~ tliat they can interfere in the affa!l'l 
state, :Should come to Congress and fight for 
i~eaa and their principles openly, and be 
them;selves in turn. hank 

Mr. President, I thank you and I t 
Jll~be:r;a of the Senate for their 

. Senator RoDRIGO. Mr. President. ·u 
The PRESIDENT. Gentleman from Bulaca · 

Now, Mr. President, this morning the papers 
carried a dispatch from Bacolod City tPhilippine 
News Service) of this tenor: 

Senator RODRIGO. I do not intend to 
late the gentleman from Batangas. ering 
the )ateness of the hour and consld ]lll~'l 
w~ have Jnany important bills that ''': 1re 
PUB upon, and considering further thll 
only ten days left. Instead of the "Catholic Bishop Manuel Yap of this eity aeaerted 

today that good children of the ehurch should not re.d 
Dr. Rizal's novels." 

The bishop was quite . dogmatic and uncompro­
mising in his declaratiOn. He does not except 

l would like to register my request 

Th
allowed to use the privilege hour 

ank you. 
The PREsiDENT. Let it be recorded-




