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ou1· own &:cretary of 
who lo It up th cudgels for the 

so thnt ' f' had the spectacle of 
the Phlllp,>irtf having to defend the 
Ph1lippinel to lhis land against the 

own St'Cretar~: of Foreign Affairs. It 
e put a stop to thi ! It is time that 

to the members of Congress who 
makers. 

ouan ..... J. Mr. President, just for an acla
if the gentleman will yield. 

The gentleman may yield, if he 

With pleasu1·e. 
Considering the actuations of 

Secretary of Foreign Affairs, and 
is recorded as stated by Your Honor, 

a resolution requiring that this 
required to resign? 

If Your Honor please, that is a 
question that you propose. I would 

understanding between the Senate and 
of Foreign Affairs, and I would 

Department of Foreign Affairs the 
doubt. I am still willing to make a 

MOCION CUENCO 

I move that the speech delivered 
from Misamis Oriental be in

refen·ed to the Committee on Foreign 
action as it may deem proper. 

I concur in that motion and I 
to add that the speech be indorsed 

the Department of Foreign Affairs, if 
of the Senate believe that what I have 

the sentiment of the Senate. 
I agree with Your Honor, and 

we should take some drastic action 
observe, the actuation of this high 

to the interests of our country. 
Is there any objection on the 

Senate that the speech delivered by the 
Misamis Or iental be indorsed to the 

of Foreign Affairs .and to the Com
Affairs of the Senate? (Si lence. ) 

none. The motion is approvej. 
Thank you, Mr. President. 

l>RIMICIAS. Mr. President, the distin
from Negros Occidental, Senator 

like to make use of the privilege hour. 
. The gentleman from Negros 

the floor. 
"'NllFF.~~"'ACIONES DEL SEN. LOCSIN 

EI caballero de Negros Occidental 

---------------------------
El Sen. LocsrN. Sefior Presidente y caballeros del 

Sen ado: Objeto de una innecesaria provocacion, 
espontaneamente os habeis puesto a mi lado. para 
defenderme. Me siento su.mamente agradec1do a 
esta prenda de compaiierismo que me demuesh·a 
cuan sinceros sois en vuestra amistad. Pero temo 
desengaiiar al distinguido caballero de Batangas Y 
Quezon, Senor Recto. No pcdre ofrece~· Iucha, e~ 
el tablero de la politica, conh·a un Obispo de nn 
Iglesia. Seria una Iucha desigual entre Ia paloma 
y el aguila. 

Acepto Ia realidad de mi peque:iiez tan abusiva
mente entregada a Ia tirania multitudinaria de diez 
mil almas que, Ilamadas para una fiesta de amor a 
Ia Virgen, recibieron, sin embargo, Ia admonicion 
de castigar, no a un mercader en Ia puerta del tem
plo, sino a un hermano-creyente que en estos tiltimos 
a:iios de su vida se esta entregando mas y mas a Ia 
oracion, a Ia penitencia, a las obras de caridad en un 
esfuerzo de adquirir cierta perfeccion espiritual para 
asi conocer y amar mejor aDios. 

Vuestra simpatia, esponbineamente expresada, 
hace rebosar de gratitud mi corazon y me consuela 
en mis ensimismamientos de fiilipino. Todavia vive 
en vosotros Rizal porque aun teneis, 

"Un canto para el que gime 
Y un reto para el que oprime." 

Senor Presidente y caballeros del Senado, aun con
cediendo que mi interpretacion de mis deberes de 
catolico sea err6nea para los catolicos ortodoxos de 
Bacolod, todavia puedo esperar de ellos una piadosa 
concesion : reconociendo mi buena fe y concediendo 
Ia determinante influencia en mis decisiones de un 
nacionalismo rizalista fuertemente arraigado en mi 
corazon para acallar mi conciencia de creyente, 
merecer de ellos, como oveja perdida en el camino, 
aquella plenitud de misericordia que broto de los !a
bios denegridos por el dolor de muer te del que siendo 
Dios se hizo hombre para satisfacer en Ia Cruz el 
precio de Ia reconciliacion de Ia humanidad con Dios 
Padre: i Seii.or, perdonale, porque no sabe lo que esta 
haciendo! En estos ultimos dias, muchas veces me 
he preguntado si el materialismo reinante ha despo
jado de su valor espiritual el ejemplo de un Francisco 
de Asis, que en larguezas de amor Ilamaba al lobo, 
hermano-lobo. Confrontado por estas realidades, 
veo mas claramente Ia necesidad de que el Noli Me 
Tangere y El Filibusterismo se lean para que todos 
los filipinos, jovenes Y viejos, den valor a estas her
mesas palabras del Padre Florentino: "Solo el amor 
lleva a cabo obras maravillosas . . . Solo Ia virtud 
puede salvar !" 

Sefior Presidente, he pasado noches en vela para 
determinar donde empieza y donde acaba mi respon-

"' . 
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sabilidad de filipino y de creyente. En cuantos soli· 
loquios he tenido con mi conciencia siempre me vi 
confrontado por el hecho de que soy filipino y como 
tal debo pensar, sentir y obrar. La cuestion que se 
debate ha e\'idenciado que soy una creaci6n de mi 
escuela. He encontrado que Ia labor formativa de 
Ia educacion, de Ia observacion, de Ia experiencia en 
Ia vida y los impactos del medio ambiente filipino 
Y del acen·o hist6rico del pais con sus joyas de pa
triotismo ~· de sacrificio, etcetera, han dado ami con
ciencia naturallo que llamaria su segunda naturaleza 
que hace posible Ia convivencia feliz en el coraz6n de 
dos amores : el am or a Dios y el amor a esta hermosa 
tierra que nos viera nacer donde es "amigo cuanto 
alumbra el sol". Exalto mi amor aDios amando in
tegramente a Jesus . . . Exalto mi amor a la Patria 
amando integramente a Rizal! Repetire, otra vez, 
lo que Don Jaime C. de Veyra, conocido catolico y 
jefe de una familia de sinceros catolicos practicos, 
ha dicho: 

"H.izalnos dejo un legado moral y espiritual; la en-
senanza de su vida, su ejemplo, sus escritos: el Noli 
me Tangere, las Notas de Mm·ga, El Filibusterismo, 

. . ahi, ahi esta Rizal. 
Constante repitiendo Ia esencia de su fe". 
Cada vez que leo las dos novelas de Rizal vivo 

Ia tragedia de nuestro pasado y Ia total entrega del 
patriota-martir a los ideales de libertad, justicia y 
progreso de nuestro pueblo. Leyendolas el naciona-

lista hallara, 
" •.. siempre flotando en cada pagina, 
un paiio para el llanto del esclavo, 
para el tirano vengadora tralla."-(Josf: PALMA) 

Senor Presidente y caballeros del Senado, mi na
cionalismo esta fuertemente arraigado en las pa· 
ginas de las dos novelas de Rizal y fue robustecido 
cuando de estudiante el corazon se formaba al con
jura de tres devociones de la vida-: Dios, Patria y 
Saber. Es un hecho conocido en mi .pueb.Io que me 
destaque como raro y unico brote nacwnahsta en los 
predios de una num~rosa ~ . influyente famili~ de 
clasicos federales. Mis serVIClOS al pueblo, de mas de 
veinte anos, llevan un timbre nacionalista. Es ver
dad Io que el distinguido caballero de Batangas y 
Quezon, Senor Recto, dijo sobre mi modesta ~ont:ibu
cion en Ia formulaci6n del precepto constltucwnal 
que reserva Ia propiedad y Ia explotacion de Ia tierra 
de Filipinas y de sus recursos naturales para los fi
lipinos solamente. Aqui mismo, en este augusto 
Cuerpo son muy contadas las ocasiones que me dejo 
'r F'ui sin embargo, beligerante en Ia medida que 

OI . ' · ti·tuia las ceremonias de Ia bandera en todas nues-
1ns I b l' t s escuelas. Otra vez vue vo a ser e Igerante en 
e:~a medida que trata de prescribir Ia Jactura de las 
dos novelas de Rizal en nuestras escuelas. 

Lamento que mi actitud no alcancen a com . 
1a el Senor Desiderio Miranda y sus seguido{.~,~nder. 

"mas l,que importa ? ... Yo vivo pensando 
d

. en lop 
y lo pasado na 1e me puedc arrebatar. a,ad 
ltl es mi fie! amigo que nunca me desdora 
que siempre alienta el alma cuando triste 1' . h d . . ave 
que e? m1s noc e.s de t1.nsomn10 conmigo vela y ~ra 
conm1go, y en m1 es 1erro Y en mi cabana 

d d d 6 
. mora 

y cuando to os u an s lo el me infunde fe. ' 
Yo la tengo, y yo. espero que ha de brillar un dia 
en que venza la 1deas a la fuerza brutal, 
que despues de !a lucha Y Ia lenta agonia, 
otra voz mas sonora, mas feliz que Ia mia 
sabra cantar entonces el cantico triunfal. (Riz.ali 

Sefior Presidente y caballeros del Senado, el l de 
este mes recibi el siguiente telegrama: 

"Senator Jose Locsin 
Philippine Senate 
Manila 
To be able satisfy natural desire of forty thousand del~ 
gates and your other constituents from all o\·er provinti 
to know your stand on Laure~ Sena.te Bill 438 at Catholi1 
Action rally Bacolod May 6 please wire collect your star.d 
on said bill. 

Emilio Y. Hilado President Catholic Action Bacolod" 

Mi contestaci6n fue Ia siguiente : 

"Atty. Emilio Hilado 
Bacolod City 

As Filipino am convinced Laurel-Bill will enhance fi!:P" 
nism and as catholic my faith becomes stronger at~r 
reading Rizals books because Rizal personified by Sm:c;: 
confessed to Father Florentino the symbol of real prl<i·· 

hood 
SENATOR LOCSI~ 

Con esta contestacion me emplazaron. Yo est~: 
1 "Baranb'' 

en Negros cuando Ia celebraci6n anual de ' 1 lJI 
sang Birhen" el domingo pasado, 6 del actu\,d<
hecho, mande a Bacolod un "truck" ca~·gado deb .;tl,, 

t d 
. , Ia cele I 

vo os e Ia hacienda porque creia que de pic> 
iba a ser un homenaje de am or a Ia M~~reor lol f" 
Ya en Manila, el Junes pasado, me en~ere ~de )!c~· 
ri6dicos de las belicosas manifestacroneo 111 on'' 

- y - . · :rvr ·anda--1 

senor ap y del Senor Desideno 11 colllll" .... 
de rango del "Barangay" y Caballero de 
dicha celebraci6n. , niir'!,.. 

Jas nJ<I 
Los despachos de Ia prensa sobre ' odOS vor 

· fin~ ' 
cwnes de Monsefior Yap fueron con . 1 que nos . 
publicada version del Reverendo Fortrc ,;,rnrned · 
qu~ el Prelado de Bacolocl solam:n.~l of the ,. 0 
legislators who vote for the appr O\ 1 ctioii' :,n! 
b

'll xt e e .,,, I would be punished in the ne stn ,·el~ 0 '· 
corresponsal Sefior Drilon desmiente ~ for

111
,r.:' 

apunta el detalle de que el Reveren doos ,-er;I' 
· Las · 

estaba entre los manifestantes. Li! 
se diferencian en la forma solamente. 



1t1• lu ttt ill tt111 pfldot'll dc• ll lt1 fl ll lt~n 
ell' p tf11r rlot'llcl ll , 

1 1Jt•rl'rhn elf' MottHf'l iO t' Yllp JIHI'Il !o
c•ll c·uulqui•••· l ll'lllltl o d1 l lltf' t 'I~M p(t

mrjo1· qllt' yo, c• l dii\Lill l.( tildo pt·olndo 
1 ,.,. di l4f ing uit· al ·l wlltda no OIJIHJHI 

ctc Ia IJ{Ii ·Hlll. LaH Hct.unloH muy arm
oni'H 1wht'l' d Noli 11111 'J'nrtrJ or r: y Nt 

do Hiwl, pot· l'ltclmn cl • laH Hcltu·uclo
luwlt•ndo fHVUI'<' '<'dOt'<-'1::1 Y O)')OHi'LOt'OH, 

confuHi•'ut II<• opinlotHJFI sobt• lst'H in
la m<•dldll , Hollt'(' 811 COilF!LiLll ·loiiHlidad, 

"appnlltdt " , lo8 al 'Htl ·c11 d • laH mtla
Y "teaching", si htR <l oH nov •lnH t~on 

<k• JluLI'iOLi.\imO, SObl'' laH )))' t't'O· 

y oLl'Oil muchoH "iRHu H' ' encc-
nto. A pu n'Lo •sto punt dar un t o(fuc 

Sctio•· Dcsid l'io Mit·ancla y sus segui
pclipTos c1 1 vot o puniiivo que ellos 
lm~ <tue honradamente cr eon que laf! 

son libJ·os n cesa1·ios pat a in:fundir y 
tios nacionalisias en Ia juventud, 

de los que hacen patr ia. 
tiene much as in:Cerencias l Se de
qui en es qui6n, en esta nuestra 

;.S~ quier e someter esta medida a .un 
que una proposici6n en este sentldo 

por los favorecedores del proyecto de 
bajo la condici6n de "winner takes 

Seiior Desiderio Miranda y sus segui
el hecho de que ·en cste Senado los 
Y "salutat orians" de varias c.lec

Aon partidarios de Ia med1da. 
Laurel Recto Tafiada, P uyat, L6pez, 

1 I 

1 
,I 

conocidos "topnotchers" en os exa-
icl.'lmente nu.estro pueblo celebra. 
adores de la medida. 

a mf respecta no cr eo que Ia amenaza 
o Miranda m e pueda a:Cectar. 
repetidam ente a los jefes del par

de retirarm e a casa en 1957, para ale
anal ruido", para ent.regarme a las 

VIda rural en Ja nativa senclllez de una 
y n lpa. ModesUas a parte, mls va-

Bon bien conocidos. UepeUclam ontc 
la connanza popular . H e s ldo once

Miembro de la J unta P r ovincial, 
Provincial, Uepresen tan to, Ml m bt·o do 
Consiituyente, Secr etario del Depar ta

ldud y Blenestar P ublico y Senador 
Pel'sonuhnent e se lo qu e polftlcam ento 

berlug. S6Jo m e ajus to n. la. vordad 
el hecho de que el Seii or Dosldorlo Ml-

IHHI 

• t•l fiiii •I' IO tit• IIIIIL l' l ltHI IL JIO IJ1 1-(6 II. tlt•HI lrt]JIU'I '/U I II 
1 

t f,t• 
•·onc·c jnlfl ~ dl fa c· ltultul dl • Jlacollld, 7111 IIIJH ur; J 
1\l· t· u'u Csdmllc·•·c, dl' Col(," y ()fk i:d tit• I'HIIS{IJ t I ' 

lltLI'HII S{Il,Y. 

Hoi1ol' l't'eHldonlc Y cabtdfl·•·r,H d•·l HmlfuJo, h!.H hu~· l 
clttfl tl(ll ltWLIIOfiO nyo1• lf ll 11 II OHI.f'O pJH•IIJo IIIJ IJHI ,ul 
c:omJllOLUIYI OJti.O c:leatl'lzu.llu.fl. l'uecl oll HIUt ~~·su· l()(ltt~ 
vfLL. tOI voLo pwtll.lvo PI'Opu oflto flO!' ol Heu()J' f>ofll
clo•·lo Mlt·andu. f!Ol'fn cl tr·u.tnn sd IHJrt (l IJ uo l:tw f!arft.t. 
<JII lttH 11 r'ldaa ot.m vcz HaJl A'I'Illl . LftH ]ll(:hafl poH
LkttH on cl pa fH so Jlc vu.Jt f!Olt UJlU.H ionamlcnto. Un 
" IAA UO" I'O'Jig iOAO ll, buf!C lfc laA OllrUH de Jtlzul tlef!
COt' t'C t' fa cl vclo que mcdio oculia c:l paBado. Y a 
Ia vlBia <1 1 JHteblo Fie JII'CHCtt tal'fan , otra vcz, laH 
oacalofrlan tef! r oall<la defl (J uo campcan on lafl, pagl
naf! de laH dos novclaH de Riza l. fo;c a.cu F!a~· ta cn
toncea al "Bal·angay" del Sciiol' TJes idet'JO Mu·and_a , 
compuesto por 6mulos del chin o 'l t~.l roga, c~c Doua 
Victorina Dofia Consolaci6n, de Capt tana T 1nay, de 
JJermana' Rufa, H ermana Put6, quizaA con ejempla
r es de Paulita G6moz como moiivo de a tracci6n, 
de anti-filipino por cniregar se a una orgfa de fies tas 
sos tenidas con din ero conventua l on c uartcles arma
dos do "magnavox" en s us cuat r o costados que am
pliarfan Ja voz ya r onca de Derin g q ue r epclidamente 
anunciarfa su fe: Venld todos a quf pam salvars e . .. 
Elcctorcs cat61icos, en est.a cleccion decis iva, nues
tro grito de combate es: Fray Damaso, S f; R izal, NO. 
De lndignaci6n posefdos, en acutud desaflunto los 
veteranos de la r evoluci6n , las multitudes que ve
neran Ia memoria de Bonifacio, del Pilar , Jacinto, 
Mabini, Malva1·, P anganiban , L6pez Jaena, de los 
Padres Burgos, G6m ez y Zamora y de ·uantos han 
cafdo durante la noche en gloriosa lnmolaci6u, sobro 
todo Uizal, Ia suma y com pendio del esfuerzo li
ber tarlo y de la dlgniflcaci6n do Ia rnza, en fllas 
compaetas e lntorm lnables r ecorreria n las calles e 
invadlrfan los barrios, on el coraz6u a flor de labio 
grltando la fe de s u vida : Fray Damaso, NO ; Rizal, 
Sf. 

Para mf no habrfa dilema. Deciuida mente me 
:;umaria a los anonimos hi jos del pueblo que po rtan 
Ia bandera do R !zal. 

Seiior Presldon to y caballoros del S na do, he pa
snclo momentos dificiles por Ia incqu ivoca posicion 
quo Ito adoptndo en ostu modida. lle s ido confron
tado pot· mis hljos va ru hac·er tilt viraje. Gra ve
men lo los dlj quo tondrfa n que cambia t· mi coraz6n 
pam quo cambio do actlt ull. on este coraz6n , ja
mns. Pero con otro roraz6u, no me conocerfan 
como s u padre, pues solumente mi p t·opio coraz6n 
s upo y sabo quor rlos como u hijos, y en es tc m i 
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corazon cncuentran r . . · esonancms de gloria los pen-
sanuentos d Rizal. 

1\Iuchas gmcias. 

SUSPENSION DE LA SESION 

, Senat?r PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I ask for the 
:su penslOn of the session for a few minutes. 

Tt~le PRESIDENT. If there is no objection to the 
mo lOll on the part f tl S o 1e enate, the session is 
suspended for a few minutes. (Thet·e was none.) 

Emn las 10:20 a.m .. 

REANUDACI6N DE LA SESI6N 

Se r eanuda l4 sesMn lM 10:45 a.m. 
The PRESIDENT. The session of the Senate is re

sumed. 
CONSIDERACION DEL S. NO. 438 

( Continuaciiin ) 

Senator PRIMICIAS. Mr. President, I ask that we 
resum~ ~he consideration of Senate Bill No. 438. 
The dtstmguished gentleman from Batangas, Sena
tor Laurel, was sponsoring this measure. He will 
now continue sponsoring it, we being in the period 
of amendments. The gentleman from Bulacan was 
presenting amendments. 

The PRESIDENT. R esumption of the consideration 
of Senate Bill No. 438 is in order. The gentleman 
from Bulacan was, at the time we suspended the 
consideration of this bill, submitting his amend
ments. He may proceed with his amendments. 

Senator LAUREL. Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Gentleman from Batangas. 
Senator LAUREL. I am sorry that I was away yes-

terday for purely imperative personal or family 
reasons. I would like to make a statement in rela
tion to the amendments that might have been pre
sented or at least to one amendment that has been . 
presented at the time I have to absent myself. If 
the esteemed colleague from Bulacan will allow me 
to make that statement before he makes whatever 
observations or further amendments he might want 
to present, I would very much appreciate it, and this 
I am doing in the belief that I might shorten the 
discussion of this m easure which, in my opinion, has 
be.en discussed quite amply for quite a number of 
days, and then I shall be very happy, gentleman 
from Bulacan to hear your amendments. 

EL SEN. LAUREL RAZONA SU ENMIENDA POR 
SUSTITUCION 

Mr. President and gentlemen of the Senate: As 
I said the last time when I tried to continue my 
sponsors hip of this measure, I thought with circum
spection and becoming composure that I have en
deavored to reconcile conflicting views presented in 

the form of amendments. I have m t ---..... 
of the Committee on Education a: 1 the IT!etn~ 
have conferred with individual memb east twic:e 1 ers or tb· ' 
norable body and I have gone further Is bo. · I ha 
beyond that by seeking enlightenm ve g~n· . . ent fr · 
friends outside m order to enable me t om l!!J 
kind of compromise or understandingo reach sol!!! 

l 'k th' · 1 · 
80 

that o measure 1 e IS mvo vmg our nation 1 n a 
his works and writings we might be abt thero and 
with some degree of unanimity at least~f 0 

Present 
• 1 not co 

pletely unammous a measure for many II!· good rea. 
sons because first after a very heated d b t 

f d fl
. . eaeand 

a ter ue re ectwn and discussion we co ld ' u pro!! 
that we could now and then reach an ag reement 
on such a measure of vital importance inv 1 · 

t
o 1 h d ' ' 0 vmg our na 10na ero an mvolvmg vitall,· in my · . h . "' opur 

wn, t e estabhshment of what I consider an · 
portant educational system in our country. ~ 
was the reason why when I met the members o1 

the Committee on Education the last time, I pre
sented a substitute bill reflecting, in my opinion, the 
divergent and diverse criteria expressed in the form 
of various amendments presented by the membe~ 
not only of the Committee on Education but aL<a 

of this body and in my own way registering at the 
same time what I consider would be desirable provi· 
sions and amendments that I could introduce as a 
result of my conferences outside of legislatirecbam· 
hers. And the result is this bill a substitute amend· 
ment, which I registered myself, as a member ofthli 
b~dy and not as a measure presented by the ~om· 
mtttee on Education. I would like to be pernu«~ 
to explain these changes because I hare not bad tt< 
opportunity to do so in the last day because as~ ·p'l: 
announced it was my purpose to sa\·e time, 

1 
. 

d. ussiO~ 

my purpose to cut short if possible the 
15c • 

b l
. · !d uf,

1 

e Ievmg that perhaps by that method I cou . ·, 
the acceptance of the substitute bill, wJuch ct 

presented personally instead of the conunit~~ Jt 
Education. As every member of this bod~· ''

1 

it 
m b I 'd . IS an em er, started with what I consi er jsU~ 
P

ro · cting c ' 
vement w1th r eference to the ena . prr 

t t
. · bell'g 

s a mg the reasons why this measure 
15 

d ~~ 
t d 

n·e an .. 
sen e , the purposes behind this m~astnted· ~ 
reasons why this measure was prese 3s1t~ 
e t' · cJause ~~ 
nac mg clause or part of the enactmg ' !JOUt · 

t 
. . ght n ~ 

no really the enactmg clause was br ou 5pects 
th d' · ' ·jOtlS a rt e tscuss1on with reference to vai . d ,,.jtb 
this bill, particularly the objection raise nn!JieD', 
f jsiOI15• ·or/ 
erence to certain constitutional prov tituU 

that the original measure would be un~005 tretd~ b · · . l'<>'IOt!S .· ~· 
ecause 1t Impairs funda m entallY 1 e lo f,UP I 

th f · ·cte the ·t( 
e act that it would probablY cli\'1 Jidot'· 

and destroy, even seriously impair the 
50 
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other rt'al!ons mot· or less of a 
aatuTe. These are the reasons for 
of the enacting clause. And as 

is made to Jose Rizal-that 
our heroes, particularly Rizal, that 

the life, works and writings of Rizal, 
a national herO--to the authority 
by the Con titution to the govern-

•I:I'Ume~nUUJties created thereunder for 
Jaw and the constitutional objectives 

all education, particularly of educa
this system of education in our 

.., ...... .-.v with reference to moral char
discipline, civic efficiency and the 
duties of citizenship, so that there 

r•wmu111u~• "'"a.u.ulL,5 or misinterpretation 
of the Senate, of the government, 

Congress and in order also to make it 
emphatic that it was far from the 

members of this body and far from 
those who have had a say in the pre

bill of stirring any religious contro
laekiDLg any religious sect, denomination 

the purposes were great, lofty, ele
not to stir as I stated in the begin

sponsorship any religious division or 
That is one change, the first change, 

original draft we simply stated: "Be 
the Senate and the House of Repre-

•. " etc. In this substitute bill which I 
we have, as I stated, several "where

explained and which "whereases" ap
introductory part of the substitute 

It is clear that the purpose was to present 
.4 ........ ., and works as the consummation of 

of that great hero in point of what 
Filipinism, patriotism or love of country 

I might have made, as he did, re-
were not acceptable to our church and 

have ridiculed certain personalities 
to the forefront the abuses of 
it was not his purpose, and I 

and I say and I repeat that it was not 
to attack any church of any religious 

And I repeat what I stated that 
have directed himself and his writ-

certain individuals, and while these 
D'light have taken refuge or sought cover 

institution, if cannot be said, ~nd 
is my conclusion, that is my findmg 

read all the works of Rizal for many long 
say that it was not his intention, and 

explained that in many private 
communications, it was not his purpose 

to directly attack the church but only those Jndlvf
duals who have prostituted and oppressed our peo
ple in the name of the Catholic religion. And Jn 
view of that fact and that is implied here, I am 
not emphasizing those things, his attacks against 
the church; I am emphasizing those things which 
have reference merely to the great and noble pur
poses for which and on account of which Rizal wrote 
those great books. Stated in other words, it can
not be said, opinions to the contrary notwithstand
ing and thinking for myself, not thinking as people 
would want me to think, but thinking for myself, 
that even assuming that Rizal directly and by ref
erence hit certain practices, it was not his purpose 
to impair and destroy the sacred institution of the 
Roman Catholic Church. People might say I am 
wrong. People might say it is for me to give that 
interpretation. But, Mr. President and gentlemen 
of the Senate, I want to think for myself and I 
want to give this interpretation so that our people 
may know. In other words, believing that he can 
be a Catholic and a good one, and a Filipino and a 
good Filipino, and believing that Rizal was not only 
the national hero that he is but he symbolizes every
thing that is great, everything that is noble, every
thing that is worthwhile longing for and fighting 
for, I reach this fundamental conclusion. And it is 
in part from this conclusion which I want to em
phasize that I wish to announce what amendments 
I personally could only entertain in connection with 
this substitute bill and what amendments I might 
consider if possible. 

And so, after the enacting clause, with the expla
nation of the purposes for enacting this law, I pro
ceeded to insert Article 1 wherein is contained the 
greatly controversial portion of this subject. We, 
the Committee on Education, provided that Jose 
Rizal's Noli Me Tamgere and El Filibusterismo are 
declared compulsory reading matter in all public 
and private schools, colleges and universities. I am 
referring to the original bill. I have to refer to that 
in order to come later on to that same Section 1 
as modified in the substitute bill that I have pre
sented. I realized, and my attention was called to 
the fact, that it was not only Noli Me TangeTe and 
El Filib-uste1'isrno that Rizal wrote, that there are 
many great works, many great and inspiring poems 
that he had written. Why should we limit the com
pulsory reading to the Noli Me Tange1·e and ElFiN.
bttste?is?no? And so the change was this in the 
substitute bill. In Section 1 we make this general 
statement: not limiting ourselves to Noli Me Tan
gere and El Fi[ibusterismo, but to the life, works 
and writings. I think one of the Senators wanted 
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to inC'lude the poems. I think it was Senator Sa
bldo. Then my attention was called to the fact that 
eYen Retana's book was entitled, "Vida y Escritos". 
Works and writings would necessarily Include 
poems. And so, in order to shorten matters, we 
say, "fife, \\'Orks and writings, with particular ref
l'rence to Noli .Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo," 
because those are considered to be his great basic 
works of propaganda to achieve the purposes that 
he, as a Filipino, wanted to achieve in those hectic 
days sixty or sixty-five years ago. Please note then 
the change. In the original bill it was limited to 
Noli and Fili; in the substitute which I have pre
sented, it is more comprehensive, it is broader, in 
the sense that now it refers to the life, works and 
\\Titings of Rizal. The word "compulsory" appeared 
in the original draft, which has been the ca,ballo de 
batalla, as they used to say, a very repugnant word 
to some and a very pleasant word perhaps to others, 
or quite expressive of the purpose that people have 
in mind. 

It was then argued here in the debates-! am 
giving the history, gentlemen, so that we may, be
fore I present my motion, know what really had 
transpired, and I wish the Senators would correct 
me if I shall have made any misstatement or any 
misinformation-it was contended that nobody 
should be compelled to read any book, that there 
is freedom, freedom not only of conscience but free
dom to read what one wants to read; that one 
should not be compelled to r ead, nor should he be 
compelled not to read, for compulsion is always 
obnoxious, it smacks more of totalitarianism than 
anything else, and that fundamentally it violates 
that without which human life would not be worth
while living, freedom in all its essential aspects, 
freedom of thought, freedom of conscience, freedom 
from want, freedom from fear , and all sorts of free
dom that we have provided for in Article III of our 
Constitution, entitled "Bill of Rights." 

Well, why should we on that theory compel the 
students in the schools, public and private, in all 
grades, to read the Noli Me Tatnge1·e and the El Fili
busterismo ? There has been some debate on this re
garding the constitutiona l aspect of this measure in 
its original form as presented, because particularly 
of that word "compulsory", and I am not going to 
repeat h ere or apprise the members of t his body as 
to what had transpired because we were all partici
pants in that debate. I did not take the floor for 
the purpose of participating actively in the debate 
because most of the time was consumed by three 

distinguished members of this borly '·' 
. ' a~nak dr1go, Rosales, and Recto ancl a few 1~'8 lh 

thought that the problem could ve1·y oth~rs. l 
Well 1 cussed to advantage by allowing these 1 Je dis. 

. h earned tlemen to engage m t a t famous clebat . gen. 
d b t B t . . e Wh1ch . 

great e a e. u my optmon then which 
1 

1Sa 
to express and which I am expressing now ~van~ 
I want this to be heard and I wauL this to b 18

• and 
because it is essential that we be known e knoWn, 

. as we a 
and as we thmk and not as we want to be and re 
pretend to be, and this is in reality the reas as we 
I have inserted in the enacting clause amonogntwhy 

h . . f s the whereases t e provJswns o the Constitution . 
. With 

respect to the author1ty of our government in th 
field of education, that education is a force and th: 
democracy itself must depend upon proper educau:n 
and the enlightenment of the great masses of our 
people, without which democracy has proven to be 
a failure and will prove to be a failure even in th~ 
part of the world. And I have quoted the constitu
tional provision to emphasize that education has 
always been a state function. That is important, 
education has always been a state function. I am 
not saying that it is an exclusive function of tbe 
state. Please note: I am not stating that the state 
has the monopoly on education, but that education 
is one of the state functions. In my opinion, from 
my reading of classical works of philosophy, of gor· 
ernment, of political science, you will bear me out 
that since the days of Socrates and Plato and 
Aristotle, education has always been lauded as one 
of the vital functions of government. In fact, Plato 
said in his book-pardon me if I am a little bit cia>· 
sica! or theoretical on this-Plato said there are 
f . . d I euumer· our Important functwns of state, an le "· . Jwew 
ated them: Health which affects the phystca It'' 

. d she '" bemg of the people in the form of foo • rtu· 
clothing, medicine J'ustice education and OP1~

0gor· 
' , . 0 

nity. These are the four basic functiOns rs of 
ernment, according to the great P~1noso~~ealrb. 
antiquity and the classical writers of historY· ntion· 
· · I an1 Jlle Justice, education and opportunity. . 

1
, to thl 

· · ctred) mg this in passing before I come 1 t educs· 
J·e tha 0 amendment that I would want to ma' ' 11as ~ 
· torY ' tion since the early dawn of human Jus d partiru· 

classified as a state function, and as I state 
1
·u a dt 

b true s.n larly, that is true, a nd that must e ·uber tb 
. O'JltY ]JI, tb'1 

mocracy where there is no soverelo alld 
e]ves, ~~ 

the sovereignty of the people thems tbe peO. 
· 1 t d bY ·et. 
IS why the Constitution formu a e t ' J" po~ bl 
· b . O'J'an u, tl Is oth a grant and a limitatwn o 8ud a bl 

. owers, Il t or rather recognizing mherent P ]"rll' 0 
. . -tiCll '' ' same time limiting the exerc1se pal 
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government of those powers in order 
and opprcs ion for the benefit of the 

Is our national hero, and there is no 
about that. the Catholics admit, ever y FiJi~ 

even if we should want to erase that 
fact, in the unanimous opinion of our 
can no longer go baclc to erase Rizal, 

be wrote the Fili and the Noli. We can 
go back, and I refuse to go back. There 
\Vhen Rizal was not Rizal. Rizal was a 

was a filibuster, Rizal was a heathen, 
a Marxian-and everything that was no 

those were days 60 or 65 years ago, the 
here, where we can no longer 

and I say emphatically, even if we should 
back, we can't do it. And as Rizal is our 

hero, I thought that we should know our 
hero, and the only, way of knowing him as 

hero, that gave him that title, that mer
distinction as one of the greatest Filipinos, 
he fought and died for the Philippines as a 

How? Among other things, through his 
And the only way we can know Rizal is by 
him, and to know him is to read his works, 

what he has done. There is no other 

if in our opinion, as I thought, it would 
IWLIII.Llllu:s opinion, when I presented the origi-

one of the ways of honoring Rizal is to 
recognition as the symbol of our unity 
sentiment, nationalistic as a people, let 
this measure. I did not expect to en-

such opposition. I did not know that there 
even an opposition. I took it for granted, 

Recto will remember, that my reaction 
when he was discussing this meas
to debate with him. It would be 

debating that two and two are five and not 
I presented that measure. 

at any rate in my substitute bill, not only 
expanded or' broadened the works of Rizal, 

mentioning the Noli and the Fi li but all 
and writings and even the life of Rizal 
by other people. I eliminated the com

idea, although deep in myself, considering 
information, my own knowledge of the his-

human civilization, however poor and how
-~-oulJ'lt:Lt:, notwithstanding my own personal 

that the state can properly exercise in 
of Filipinos and as amongst Filipinos, the 

reading of the Fili and the Noli. After 
my own r eligious conscience as one be-

longing to my own church, in order to impress upon 
the Catholic element of the Philippines, I said: All 
right, eliminate compulsion. You will no longer 
find the word compulsory or compulsion in the sub
stitute bill that I have filed. But there was one 
thing and there is one thing on which there could 
be no compromise so far as I am concerned. There 
is one thing which I can say. I have reached the 
saturation point. I have reached the dead end of a 
blind alley. I can no longer, I can go no farther, and 
that is, if Rizal was a hero, and on that there could 
be no debate, and if Rizal is a national hero, these 
books that he has written, if we are required by our 
Constitution to make our people know his life, when
ever these works are read, they must be read in an 
unexpurgated, original form. And the other com
promise is, as far as I am concerned, that I would 
prefer to have this bill defeated, defeated ignomin
iously if you want, but then I shall have fulfilled my 
duty. 

As a Filipino and following my 1·eligious con
science, without a violation of my own faith, you can 
disapprove it. Why not go ahead and assume the 
responsibility before our people? Assume the re
sponsibility that you yourself respect Rizal but you 
do not believe on what Rizal has written and you 
bave made tremendous mistakes, and that every time 
the books of Rizal are read they must be read expur
gated. Eliminate those portions that you do not 
want. I said before that the greatness of Rizal did 
not lie on the fact that he was perfect, that he was 
an angel or that he was an archangel. His great
ness was in the fact that in the midst of his own 
error, of his mistakes, he was a great Filipino and 
for those errors we could be generous to him, those 
errors which, from the point of view of the Catholics , 
have already been pardoned because of the retrac
tion. Let us not, I appeal to you Mr. President and 
Gentlemen of the Senate, let us not disfigure his 
writings, let us not expurgate any part of his works, 
because by disfiguring them we disfigure Rizal, our 
great national hero. And so I compromised, I 
yielded not only on matters that are referred to in 
this s.ection, but I yielded in one sense to the argu
ment of the opponents of this measure because you 
will remember that the r equirement was that the 
Noli Me T(m,qe1·e, and El Filibusterismo should be 
made compulsory r eading in all schools, colleges 
and universities. I am referr ing to the original 
section 1 of the bill. And I yielded to that because 
I think that could be done and I yielded to their 
wisdom. Why are we going to compel young chil
dren in the schools below college or university level 
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to read these books which may be misunderstood 
al1llough I say he did not attack the Catholic 

urch, although I said if there was any incidental 
ference to certain practices or religious observ

ance it was due to the fact that he wanted to expose 
the rascal, the criminals, the oppressive elements of 
the religious institutions then in vogue? These young 
minds, boys and girls in the schools might misun
derstand, misinterpret, might really believe that be
cause Rizal was a national hero all religious prac
tices about these dogmas, morals and purgatory 
and everything he wrote against are true. And so 
in the substitute bill which I have presented there 
is no compulsion or compulsory reading of the Noli 
Me Tcmg.ere and El Filibuste1is-nto in their original 
and unexpurgated form, but courses on the life, 
works and writings of Rizal should be included in 
the curricula for schools, colleges and universities. 
You do not have to read the original. But as a 
measure of compromise and following my own phi
losophy with reference to this measure, we provided 
as a proviso in section 1 that in the collegiate 
courses, that is to say, in the colleges and univer
sities, the original or unexpurgated edition of the 
Noli Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo or their 
English translation shall be used as basic texts. And 
I take that after consultation with some friends and 
members of this body because that at least perhaps 
partly if not fully overcomes the argument that with 
young minds in the intermediate or high sc~~ol the 
reading of the NoU Me Tangere and El F~M~te
rismo might really give the result that they pomted 
out. But in the collegiate level, in the law school 
or in the preparatory courses for professional 
schools young boys or young girls are already 
grown-~p. Why should they still read the wor~ of 
Rizal after expurgation? Why shall we contmue 
directly or indirectly to impede or place obs~cle as 
they are sufficiently mentally developed to th~1r quest 
for knowledge and moral development, 1f after 
reaching the college or university they should not 
be permitted to read Rizal's :V?rk as .h.e w_,rote them 
unexpurgated and in their or1gmal ed1tlon. I really 
see no reason for this knowing after ~Y own career 
in these different grades and in these different leve!s 
that after all they will read many worse books 1f 
Rizal's works are no good. They should be placed in 
a position where they are familiar with what Rizal 
did rightly or wrongly amidst their religious pre
judice. Why, because one ?f the ~eat.need~ ~n.this 
country educational need, 1s to thmk hke Fll1pmos, 
think f~r themselves-people who would face reali
ties especially the so-call.e~ you~gsters to help us in 
the affairs of public admm1stratwn, people who have 

read and who are familiar with the nob! h' ......_ 
their country, Filipinos who are conversaent 

18~0ry or 
progress, never ending progress of mankindWJth the 
the world, Filipinos who are familiar with th:ll ~ver 
tiftc and technological advance made by P sc1en. . eop\e I 
foreign lands and be gmded by their own thin ~0tn 
by their own beliefs and by their own know led km~, 
the solution of problems in the Philippines P bge 1n , ro !em 
of the Filipinos, and whose solution is for the b 8 

enefit 
of the Filipinos themselves. We have alre d 
this substitute measure yielded to the non-e~~ by 
sion character of the reading of the works of RiuJ. 
the Noli Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo ~I, 
schools and institutions below college level. 1 a~ n~~ 
going to tarry any further for the reasons that I 
have stated. There is another thing that I am ready 
to accept and I am making this announcement, this 
particular announcement before I proceed to the 
other changes, these changes to show you how far I 
have gone, how far I have worked. The change that 
I am willing to accept is because of the argument 
that in the collegiate courses in colleges and uni· 
versities, formerly under the original bill, we would 
require the reading; we did provide for compulsory 
reading. Now, in the substitute measure, we are re· 
quiring that these be made basic subjects- the Noli 
Me Tangere and El Filibusterismo basic subjects. 
Well, I felt deep in my heart that they are right 
because teaching is more than reading. While orig· 
inally we required compulsory reading, not onlY 
in colleges and universities but in all schools, colleges 
and universities, aside from the fact that it was 
with particular reference to the Noli Me Tangere 
and El Filibusterismo, now we are requiring~~~ 
teaching by using the Noli Me Ta.ngere andhese 
Filib·u,sterismo as bas~c texts, meaning that 

1 
th! 

novels are necessarily part and parcel. of ust 
' } · 't ·hJCh Jll 

curr1cu a of the college or umversJ Y " t cher 
be taught under the proper guidance of the e; anl' 
and on which the pupil must be graded •. an either 
failure thereon might prevent his gradnatJOll. ,rhat· 

B 
. . t · Arts 01 · 

as a achelor of Sc1ence, Assoc1a e JU or unl· . . neges 
ever course may be pursued lD the co. . 3gain to 
versities. And for this reason, I arn wJlhn:l per· 
accept another compromise. I am agreeaco~;1ui~tel 
sonally I am not as yet speaking for the tl1·s obJ~ · ld to 1 ~-on Education, but personally I Y1e two ,,·o · 
tion and I am willing to eliminate the "REQVl~ 
"b · · · tead .d• as1c texts" and prov1de JUS . purr-.d 1 111 d'll"' 
READING MATERIALS". Going baC < I n' re~ 

1
t•! 

• • rnPU so . t '' 
m mtention to the reading, the co ding, Jl

0 

as provided in the original bill, the rea 
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two novels as the basic subjects, now 
.. "R,.._.,.,, •. ,_, and El Filibtwterismo would 

reading materials in the colleges 
This is the only amendment that 

to the bill that I have presented. I 
accept other amendments, and if by 

•'• ·mc:n may be considered wise, not ar
never been such-this bill is going 

as a failure, recorded merely in 
as an attempt on the part of this 

to honor Rizal and honor him in the 
~tc)lDSi1~te11t with his dignity which is the 

Filipino people, I am willing to go 

El Sen. LAUREL. La palabra "compulsoria" no es
tu all! con resp.ecto a las instituciones secundarias e 
inferiores; pero sf con respecto a los colegios y uni
versidades hay algo dictatorial, algo totalitario. 
Ademas, tratandose de escritos antiguos, a veces, 
para cumplir Ia misi6n del Estado en punto a sus 
funciones educacionales, se debe dar al Estado poder 
para obligar. 

El Sen. CUENCO. Pero lCual es el prop6sito de 
Vuestra Sefiorfa al abogar por una enmienda en el 
sentido de que en vez de compeler o establecer como 
libro de texto obligatorio, sea solamente "required 
reading material?" 

because in the language of a great El Sen. LAUREL. Porque sin .esa enmienda, caba
llero de Cebu, el "FiJi" y el "Noli" serfan "basic sub
ject", en el sentido de que formarfan parte de los 
cursos universitarios y de colegiado; por lo tanto, 
sedan unas asignaturas que tendrfan que ensefiarse 
por medio de maestros, y si los alumnos caen en 
esas asignaturas, entonces no podrfan- terminar Ia 
carrera. Por otro !ado, considerando el "Noli Me 
Tangere" y "EI Filibusterismo" como "reading ma
tHials", los alumnos podrian caer o ser desaproba
dos; tendrian que leer, y, si no quieren leer, se les 
podrfa suspender. De todos modos, nose les podria 
considerar "failure", pero ello impediria su gradua
ci6n, porque los alumnos tienen que estudiar siem
pre las materias que forman parte del "basic course 
of the curriculum". Es una concesi6n; es doble 
concesi6n, sefior Senador, en este sentido. Se con
cede con respecto a las escuelas inferiores, pero no 
con respecto a los colegios y universidades; en estos 
se requiere como obligaci6n Ia lectura de estas ma
terias. 

it is not a question of your having 
better to have fought and failed than 
defeated without having fought at all. 

shameful not to have fought on a 
a measure, calculated and intended to 

hero and the people that he honor-

Sefior Presidente, para algunas 
al ilustre caballero de Ba-

caballero de Batangas puede 
le place. 

Con mucho gusto, sobre todo vi
intima amigo, el caballero de Cebu. 

Si no he entendido mal, en el 
peroraci6n que acabamos de ofr, 

ha dicho que toda idea de imposi
es facista. l L.e he entendido 

En general, sefior Senador, a 
ser obligado a hacer una cosa que no 

a veces, hay que obligarle. ~n .otras 
que ser dictatorial en el proc~dimiento. 

•u.., .• ,vv. Tambien Ie he ofdo decir a Vues
esta dispuesto a aceptar una transac
transacci6n consiste en que se em-

_,.,.., ... ., "required reading materia~s". 
....... ,....,. ..... Eso es cuesti6n de lenguaJe. 
~u .. n·vv. Tanto en el articulo primero, co-

segundo . . · t 
LAUREL. Estaba yo hablando sola~en e 

primero. no he Jlegado todav.I~ al 
Y en relaci6~ con el articulo l , diJ e
que me exprese claramente-qu~, por 

dispuesto a aceptar una enmi.enda, 
las palabras "basic text" para ~er sus

las palabras "required readmg ma-

c . V estra Sefiorfa UENco. Es dec1r que u , 
' no sen a estas palabras, Ia lectura ya 

sino opcional. 

El Sen. CUENCO. De manera que, en resumidas 
cuentas, si Ia enmienda de Vuestra Sefiorfa fuera 
ac.eptada, l estas novelas serian de lectura obliga
toria? 

El Sen. LAUREL. En los colegios y universidades 
nada mas. 

El Sen. CuENCO. Ya que Vuestra Seiioria es uno 
de los que siempre han abogado por que Ia libertad in,_ 
dividual quede salvaguardada, para tranquilidad de 
todos y para que no sea violada Ia libertad de con
ciencia de nadie, ya que Vuestra Sefiorfa ha dicho 
en su brillante discurso que Rizal no era un angel, 
que el incurri6 en en·ores en estas obras, l llO acep
taria Vuestra Sefioria una enmienda en el sentido de 
que aquel alumno que, creyendo que estas obras con
tienen doctrinas contrarias a su religion, manifieste 
por escrito su deseo de no leerlas integras, queda 
exceptuado de Ia obligaci6n que impone la ley? 

El Sen. LAUREL. Es un poco dificil, sefior Senador, 
porque podria debilitar mucho Ia idea f undamental 
y el objeto capital del proyecto bajo consideraci6n. 

~
~ : .. 
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El Sen. CtTENCO. Vueslra Sefioria, en el cm·so de 
l1l brillante discurso, hasta hab16 ligeramente del 
pargatorio, cuya existencia en el NOLI se pone en 
tela de juicio. 4No cree Vuestra Sefioria que seria 
un acto atentatoiio a Ia libertad de un alumno, el 
que, creyendo el que ese capitulo del NOLI es contra
rio a su libertad de conciencia y manifiesta por 
escrito que no quiere leerlo, se le compela sin em
bargo a leerlo? 

El Sen. LAUREL. Francamente, senor Senador, to
do este temor creo que mas bien se halla "in mente", 
-no diria imaginario-porque los educadores sabr!n 
que se lee la obra de Rizal. 

El Sen. CUENCO. Pero yo desearia informar a 
Vuestra Sefioria que, cuando yo era alumno de 6.0 

aiio de bachillerato, lei por primera vez el NOLI. 
Era, como digo, alumno de 5.0 aiio de bachillerato 
y director de un periodico escolar; estaba estudiando 
filosofia. Sucedio que se habia abierto un certa
men para Ia mejor composicion sobre Rizal, y para 
que pudiese yo imponerme de sus obras lei tanto el 
NOLI como EL FILIDUSTERlSMO y, francamente debo 
decir a V uestra Seiioria y a los demas miembros 
de esta Camara que me impresionaron profun
damente las obs~rvaciones del fil6sofo Tasio refe
rentes a la existencia del purgatorio y por espacio de 
algunos aiios la duda estuvo torturando mi mente, 
pues me cost6 trabajo olvidar las observacion:s 
del fil6sofo Tasio. Cuando yo cursaba el tercer ano 
de leyes, vivia con un condisci.pulo que era de Ce~u 
y que ocup6 despues cargos 1mportantes. El le1a 
de cabo a rabo, como suele decirse, el NOLI, LAS RUI

NAS DE PALMIRA y otras obras similares. Resultado: 
Aquel compaiiero, que era cr.eyente, despues de seis 
meses escribio una serie de articulos negando la 
existe~cia de Dios. z No cree Vuestra Seiioria que, 
para no viol en tar a los alumnos , y no e~ponerles a 
que pierdan su fe, seria nada mas que JUSto .el que 
no s.e les obligara a leer obras de esta clase, s1 creen 
que esta obligacion constituye un atentado contra 

su libertad de conciencia? 
El Sen. LAUREL. Es cuestion, como dicen en in-

gh~s. de "approach". Para mi ~ab~ia ~enos. ?eligro 
que el apuntado por Viestra Senona s1 les d1eramos 

completa libertad. 
El Sen. CUENCO. Si; precisamente voy a eso. De

mosles completa libertad que es la que propugno 
aqui · una verdadera libertad. En cambio, la que se 
reco~oce en este proyecto de ley seria unilateral. 

El Sen. LAUREL. En mi opinion, hay que dar pri
meramente la libertad en su sentido propio; la li
bertad estricta, real, legal, filosofic~ y moral. 

El Sen. CUENCO. (lnte?'?'Urltptendo) Precisa-

mente . . . 

El Sen. LAUREL. Permitamc que trnnin(' , 
.. nndo Iugar, si la liberlad hay que C(Jart. 1 Ln •-· -' at-1 
Promover el bienestar general y servir lou ' !J<ra ., sunr 
lntereses del pueblo, . . . trn, 

El Sen. CUENCO. (lnterrumpiendo) Nieg 
1 clusi6n de Vuestra Sefioria, porque para eso a con. 

necesidad de obligar al alumno a que lea los P
0

• no hal 
. . arraro 

los capftulos y las sentenc1as que Vuestra S • ~· 
ha indicado-con la sinceridad que le caract e~ona . ema, 
en el curso de su ponenc1a, por todos concepto b 
llante en la que .espontimeamente dijo que e 

3 
,
11
· • • . .., ~o; 

obras contienen errores. Cons1derando esos err 
V t S - , I d' OtiS admitidos por ues ra enona y e 1scurso del ~. 

tor Gimenez Caballero, el cual ha hecho parte de Sl 

brillante ponencia, y en el que dicho doctor declara~ 
que con ciertos expurgos estas obras debian ser 

lectura nacional; considerando todo ello, ino en; 

Vuestra Sefioria que lo menos a que tiene derett 
todo alumno es a que no se le obligue a leer alguna. 
c. bras que, segun el cree, contienen pasajes y capitu· 
los contrarios a su religion ? Esa es Ia cuestion. Yo 

aceptaria la conclusion de Vuestra Seiiaria si fue~ 
verdad que sin el NOLI y EL FILIBUSTERIS~IO un. ~~:· 
pino no podria s.er patriota ; si fuese una condicJr:: 
Sine qua non la l.ectura de estos Iibras para que uc: 
aprenda lecciones de patriotismo, quizas pudiE!I 
aceptar la tesis de Vuestra Seiioria. Pero, para:'· 
sefiar o inculcar el patriotismo, i, tenemos aca>o .~ 
recho de obligar al alumno a que lea ciertos ?3

:
3
:'; 

del capitulo titulado: "Tasio el lrco o el n/o,o. 
"S' " donde ~ el pasaje del capitulo ref.erente a 1sa 
I trar en,. 

dice que el pobre dificilmente puec e en ' ,, . 
. d. Jiz·J Ia l'1!• 

cielo? l El capitulo don de Ibarra n JCU ' deb 
fesion y aquel dond.e el marido de Jul~ duda di•< 
existencia de Dios? Porque en ese capitulo ~0 ;il " D. predican .... con tal que ese 10s que riUler' 
pura invencion un engafio ! Ellos son los P. -~ , t do eoO· ' 
en no creer en El ·•. Consideranda 0 

. peto 3 1 

crce Vuestra Sefioria que, siquiera par 1e no G~;( 
libertad de conciencia de los alumnos qu~ertUI~ 
ran leer, no se les debiera obligar a esa ~~ 

forOla 
El Sen. LAUREL. No lo creo, por Ja 

1 
difer<''' 

Vuestra Seiioria presenta el dilema. aque es u; 
. S - ·'a cree Ier.· cons1ste en que Vuestra enou "stateii : 

. f . d h . de ese pi· m erenc1a que se pue e acer _ ria que ~ 

Pero tambien ha dicho Vuestra Seno se Jeail·r 
l te:da opondria a que estos dos libros c e · 

eliminando las partes objecionables. 
jl' 

ElSen. CUENCO. No, senor. 00 l1r;1, tratatl ( e .. 
El Sen. LAUREL. Es que estoY ·aria:·> 

guar cual es la idea de Vuestra Se~1 \'ue~u;,:,t 
nando esas partes objecionables segdaS Jib1'05 

ria, no habria objeci6n a que estos 
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CUBNCO. No necesariamente. Yo estoy 
que se pongan en las bibliotecas de 

las obras de Rizal, pero que no se compela 
las, porque si hay compelimiento creo 

se viola el derecho del individuo a Ia 

LAUREL. Estaba para apuntar Ia diferen
.el criterio de Vuestra Sefioria y el mio. 
creo yo que las obras de Rizal hay que 

conocer a Rizal, y leerlas sin expurgos 
genero, porque las obras de Rizal deben 

totalidad, Vuestra Sefioria en cambio 
debemos hacer que se lean en las 

m1'<>1'inr~•o. sino en los colegios y universi-

Si se respeta Ia libertad religiosa 
de intermedia o de high school, l por que 

respetar esa misma libertad en un alumno 
estudiar en los colegios y universidades? 
LAUREL. Yo respeto Ia libertad, pero es

tambien a que se acepte el principio 
la libertad, si es necesario, para saber 

de Rizal como parte de Ia obliga-
ciudadano filipino. 

CUENCO. Yo he tratadt> de buscar prece
proyecto 'de ley que se trata de aprobar, 

no he encontrado ninguna ley simi-
pais democratico, aunque si sabemos 
Kampf" de Hitler en Alemania, las 
en Rusia, y las de Mussolini en Italia 

obligatorias. l Tendria Vuestra 
bondad de presentarnos alguna legislaci6n 

democratico, similar al proyecto de ley 
Sefioria desea que se apruebe? 

LAUREL. En los Estados Unidos, por ejem
las escuelas y en todos los grados se 

lee Ia vida de Jorge Washington, aunque 
obligatoria, porque no hay ninguna ley 

por no haber necesidad. El nuestro 
pais realmente en que hay necesidad de 

se lean las obras y escritos de Rizal. 
! Por eso el mismo Gimenez Caballero 

por que e~ Fi!ipinas basta ahora no se 
WD.Illl'l~tn>·i· Ia Jectura de las obras de Rizal. 

CUENco. Yo estoy conforme con Gimenez 
de que sea obligatoria Ia lectura de los 

con ciertos expurgos; ya que se acep
de Caballero, l por que no lo hace

totalidad? 
LAUREL. El Senor Gimenez Caballero se 
. a Espana cuando dijo que los 

~IZal debian ser adoptados como libros de 
ieros expurgos. El no se referia a Fili

Bi cuando expres6 su extrafieza de que 

aqui ni siquiera con expurgos hemos ?eclara,do es~s 
obras como libros de texto. Lo que el quena decir 
es que si en Espana debia adoptarse eso con ligeros 
expurgos, aqui en Filipinas debia hacerse sin 
expurgos. 

El Sen. CuENCO. El Sefior Gimenez Caballero, se
gun r ecuerdo del discur so, no abogaba por que los 
libros de Rizal fueran libros de texto; sugeria sola
mente que fueran de lectura nacional. Estamos con
formes con que se declare de lectura nacional, pero 
sin ninguna disposici6n punitiva, sin ninguna 
sanci6n penal. 

El Sen. LAUREL. Creo que ha llegado el momento 
de imponer, al menos en ciertos grades de la ense
fianza, Ia lectura obligatoria de los libros de Rizal. 

El Sen. CUENCO. En ese punto fundamental, Vues
tra Sefioria y nosotros diferimos, porque cuando 
hablamos de liberta'd, nos referimos a una libertad 
real y efectiva, una libertad para todos, no para unos 
cuantos; una libertad de conciencia con ataduras o 
con amenazas de expulsion no es libertad ; es 
tirania, es despotismo. 

El Sen. LAUREL. No hay amenazas aqui. 
El Sen. CuENCO. Es una amenaza, porque si el 

alumno no lee o demuestra que no ha leido, o que 
ha rehusado leer, seria expulsado cuando menos; 
como dijo Vuestra Sefioria, no pasaria los exame
nes. , 

ElSen. LAUREL. No necesariamente. Podria que
dar estudiando por dos o 'diez afios. 

El Sen. CUENCO. Lo mismo, es un castigo para 
uno que se ha limitado a hacer uso de su derecho de 
pensar Y de creer tal como su inteligencia y sana 
conciencia le mandan. 

Muchas gracias. 

SUSPENSI6N DE LA SESI6N 

Senator PELAEz. Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Gentleman fr om Misamis Oricn~ 

tal. 

Senator .PELAEz. Will not the distinguished gen~ 
tlema~ obJect to a suspension for a few minutes? 
He might want to rest for a f ew minutes. 

Senator LAUREL. If you want to discuss this bill 
you can go ahe~d, but I have no objection t~ 
suspend the session for a few minutes. 

~~ PRESIDENTE. Si .no hay objeci6n, e suspende Ia 
ses10n por algunos mmutos. (No la hubo.) 

Emn las 12:05 p:n~. 

REANUDACI6 DE LA SESIO 

Se reamtda la sesi6t~ a la.s 12 :NO p.m. 
The PRESIDENT. The se sion is n•sumec\ 

gentleman from Batangas has the floor. · 
The 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I 

j 
I 
I 
I 

j , 
I 

I 
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Jim~to~ LAUREL. Mr. President, considering the 
~ time that we have in view of the so many 

ptn~1ng .measures which have to be acted upon, and 
constdermg the fact that I am given further time-I 
don't know how long I am going to speak, may be 
for another three days on my substitute bill-I 
have decided to end my speech with that announce
ment that except as regards the deletion of the words 
"basic texts" to be substituted by "REQUIRED READING 
MATERIALS," so far as I am personally concerned 
I am not willing to accept any further amendment: 

Senator P~~z .. I asked ~hat question b " 
find an ambiguity m the onginal bill b ecau~ 1 
title says, "An Act to Make the Nol/ Jllccau~~ th, 
and the El Filib~terismo Compulson~ ~ana:re 
Matter In All Pubhc and Private Colleg~, •ead~n2 
varsities." ~ and tni. 

I understand that Senator Rodrigo or somebody else 
has presented an amendment, and I move that that 
be voted upon and thereafter the whole bill substi-
tute bill, as I have presented. ' 

Senator PELAEz. Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT. Gentleman from Misamis Orien

tal. 
Senator PELAEz. I had asked the floor and I .asked 

the distinguished gentleman from Batangas that he 
would yield the floor. My purpose precisely was 
in response to his invitation to the senators present 
to stand up and give their observations with respect 
to the narration of the background of the compro
mise bill. That is why I stood up in response to 
that. But I do not know where we stand now be
cause the distinguished gentleman from Batangas 
has announced he was closing. Would the gentle
man yield to a few questions? 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman from Batangas 
may yield if he so desires. 

Senator LAUREL. Well, very gladly. Why not, 
provided we don't engage in a protracted ques
tioning. 

Senator PELAEz. I don't think that we will do that 
because as the gentleman knows, I have been co
operating with him and others in an effort to find 
a solution to this, and modesty aside, perhaps I can 
claim some part in that substitute bill. I was going 
to begin from the beginning and ask the gentleman 
if the real intention of the bill at the beginning was 
not only to make it compulsory reading of Rizal in 
colleges and universities and not in schools. 

Senator LAUREL. I was the one who inserted the 
word "schools" because from my point of view, I 
wanted everybody .in the schools, colleges and uni
versities of the Philippines to read the Noli Me Tan
gere and the El Filibuste1-ismo. And so the word 
"schools" was there. In the original bill as pre
pared, it was not there. I inserted it. Now at this 
stage of the substitute bill, the only requirement as 
to the compulsory character in the sense of required 
reading material is with respect to colleges and uni
versities, no longer in schools inferior to colleges 
and universities. 

Senator LAUREL. That was the very, ver. 
0 

.. 

nal draft which I changed, and after havin) ngi. 

the change, I signed the bill and presented \rnad, 
bill filed by the Committee on Education. 

1 
as a 

Senator PELAEZ. Then a few days later a propo'ed 
amendment by substitution was filed by Senat~. 
Rodriguez, Primicias, Puyat, Pelaez, Cea, ~labanars 
and Lim, and I think it was at this stage where w! 
had a conference precisely in an effort to bring to

gether the divergent views, and if Your Honor will 
remember, I was asked to explain the ~ubstitute bill 
and we were asked why the writings of other fili. 
pino heroes and patriots were included, and I ex
plained that in the explanatory note of the origin~ 
bill the other heroes were included but 1re agreel 
that we should concentrate on Rizal. 

Senator LAUREL. Correct. 
Senator PELAEZ. Your Honor will remember thar 

our difficulties as raised by the opposition cente~ 
on two words, "compulsory" and "unexpurgated. 
an'd we explained to Your Honor that at any ra:l 
the original bill was not practical insofar as tt< 
grade school was concerned because it would be id'e 
to prescribe the reading of 'the unexpurgated nore~ 
in the grade school; and we explained to Your Hor,:; 
tha ~~ 

t the better approach would be the aPP1 
. 

democracy, the technique of persuasion, and thatr: 
f «ec t< 

why Your Honor agreed to the first part 0 • .. n.J 

1 'th 1· f work'' WI respect to the courses on the 1 e. . r y 
writings of Rizal particularly his non'15• .\d

111
J. • 

' . clU e< 
Tatngere and El Filibuste1-ism.o, to be 1n. ·er'1ti,: 
the curricula of all schools colleges and ntH' .~rv"' • , ·~ cunl• 
pubhc and private. So as far as that 1

' th•r t 
• ' · toge ' we believe we have been able to br!llg 11 nor 

different views here because I think Your . ~~~ d~· 
a 'th here ~~" 11" gree WI me that our purpose nou•l) 
8 bfll which could be voted upon unnnll 
the whole Senate e l 1 

. . . xt ct~Ul . ~ 
Then the proviso on the basiC te. .1. 1 ;::t1 

. e t • 
would hke Your Honor to correct m 1uite 

h cl . I not t 
w en We reached that part we H . , :1' :l 
h •t tht'll ,f 

ow to interpret that and we left 1 

1 11ent;' 
' t c ~~ ·f 

for future talks among the difl"eren Jiontlf 1 

Senate. I would like to ask Your 11·e 

would agree to that version, that ,rh~;1, i 
the basic text we could not agree 011 1 ~ 
tion and we left that for future talkS· 
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LAUREL. And the turn came for me to 
would be a reasonable compromise 

!1WI.vt11tll in view the observations. That is 
have that proviso. 
PELAEZ. Will Your Honor agree with me 

was to eliminate the element of 
from the bill because that seemed to be 
of the greatest opposition ? 

LAUREL. Well, not exactly. Some peo
me to eliminate the idea of compulsion 

reason, but at the same time, upon 
I felt that compulsion is not necessa-

.... v ..... ..,."' if the purpose is to subserve para
interest. In the case of the works of 

compulsion, according to my compromise, 
telllllllnaltea as to inferior grades, but it was, 

to be maintained with respect to col
That is why it is worded that 

are more mature there already. 
PELAEz. In other words, whatever phrase 

here Your Honor would like a bill 
in effect be compulsory reading of the 

edition in colleges and universities. 
LAUREL. Yes. My idea is to make pea

Noli and the Fili in their unexpurgated 
otherwise they would not know much or 
about Rizal if you expurgate. 

PELAEZ. I would like to clarify Your 
!I)O:Sitl.ton because there has been some doubt 

"required reading material" means, 
means compulsory reading. 

LAUREL. That is too much detail that we 
its interpretation later. . 
PELAEz. How would Your Honor explam 

that be interpreted in such a_ way that 
would not be compelled to read the unex-
version? · 
LAuREL. From my point of view, the _N_olt 
must be read in colleges and universities. 
. tt· "the basic text shall be re-In pu mg . th . 

is to require the reading, m . eir 
and original edition, of the Nolt and 

they may know Rizal and know what 
really written. . 
PELAEz. What would be the difference 

the original bill spoke of compul~ory 
and now Your Honor suggests "reqmred 

LAUREL. Reading material. No difference 
this and the original bill reall~ as to 

except that the requirem~nt w.I1! appl~ 
to students in colleges and umversitles, no 

. t be a part of grades. I want It 0 ' 
requirements insofar as these books must 

I 

Senator PELAEz. Now would Your Honor pre
scribe the Noli and Fili as compulsory basic subjects. 
that is, the student must take these subjects, in spite 
of the religious scruples of a great segment of our 
country, the Catholics, to allow the student, who 
being in college must be about seventeen years old, 
having graduated from high school, and would have 
freedom already to chose what is good for him, to 
say whether he wants the expurgated or unexpur
gated edition? 

Senator LAUREL. Under my philosophy behind this 
bill, he must read the unexpurgated edition. If 
he does not read it, well maybe he can pass the 
course anyway but he cannot pass the outside read
ing on whatever may be the prescribed course for 
that. But, to me, it does not necessarily mean that 
he has to fail. He may flunk. That will depend 
upon the university authorities. But he must read 
them, if he is in college or university, because he 
must know what Rizal wrote, and he must read them 
in their unexpurgated and original form. 

Senator PELAEZ. The point I want to bring out is 
this. Looking at it realistically, the fact is, rightly 
or wrongly, whether it is the product of reason, or 
bigotry, or whatever it is, the Catholic church has 
issued a statement backed by the Archbishop saying 
that the reading of the unexpurgated edition would 
be contrary to the precepts of the religion of the 
Catholic church. What makes me doubt is, in what 
position would we place the student when, on the 
one hand, he would like to follow the civil authorities 
to read them; on the other hand, he has this state
ment from his church that to read these books would 
be against the tenets of his church? In other words, 
if he follows as Senator Rodrigo said, the civil 
authorities, he violates what he believes to be his 
religious conviction; and if he follows his religious 
conviction, he violates what he believes to be his duty 
to the state. Now, is there no way whereby we 
should not place the student in that position, con
sidering the fact especially that we are not dealing 
with a religious minority but with a religion which 
is the religion of the great majority of the people 
of the Philippines? 

Senator LAUREL. That is really a tight position. 
But I think the student must make his choice, and 
we must ask our youth to make a choice, because 
this is a world where you cannot be a "binabae"; 
one way or another, the youth must reach a deci
sion. 

Senator PELAEZ. If our purpose is to infuse char
acter in the youth, is it not a very difficult choice' 
that we are imposing upon the youth, and then 
if we can compel him to follow the law against his 

' :. 

~-

~
·; 

. 

. 
J 
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conscience and against his religious belief that would 
be bothering him through his days? ' 

Senator LAUREL. There are times when we have 
to decide to go right or left. The sooner the student 
has to decide that, the better for the Filipino youth. 

Senator PELAEz. In other words, Your Honor 
would not use the method of democracy which is 
persuasion. 1 would remind Your Honor'that when 
we put up the amendment in the substitute bill we 
did not use oompulsiun. If to infW!e the ideas of 
Rizal in the high school we compel the Catholic 
schools, and all public or private schools, to read 
the unexpurgated editions, we are creating that 
climate whereby the intellectual clriosity of the 
students even if aroused, will have no other choice 
but to read the unexpurgated editions. But must 
we go to that extreme? Can we not allow the stu
dent to say "that is against my religious conscience; 
this is against my religious belief." And I ask: Is 
it fair to invade it? 

Senator LAUREL. I am in favor of persuasion. 
But there are times when we have to compel and 
not give way to the method of persuasion. Parti
cularly, Rizal is our national hero and I don't see 
any reason why we should be afraid to read the 
unexpurgated writings of Rizal. On the other 
hand, it is probably a different religious approach. 
I don't consider Rizal as having attacked the 
church and that is what I meant when I advocated 
this bill. I can be an ignorant Filipino and at 
the same time a good Catholic. Why? Because 
I am thinking of myself, and that is my personal 

conclusion. 
Senator PELAEZ. May I say that I agree with Your 

Honor how unfortunate indeed is the Filipino who 
would not like to read Rizal and, personally, both as 
a private citizen an'd as a Catholic, I agree with 
Your Honor. As a Catholic I can read those books 
having no religious scruples, but the question is that, 
unfortunately, a great segment of our. peopl: have 
cried against us saying that we are trymg to mvade 
the field of religious belief, because the books 
touched upon religion. The books, by the very ad
mission of the proponents, contain some degree of 
irreverence. Now, if that is true, considering the 
case of Aglipay vs. Ruiz, one of the basic tenets of 
our life is respect for religion. Must we compel a 
Catholic student to read an irreverent book and say 
to him: If you do not, you are not a good Filipino. 
Could we not have a less stringent approach to the 
matter and allow a leeway for the freedom of con
science than by requiring that the reading of t he 
Fili and the Noli must be comp~l~or~, and they 
must study the Fili and the Nolt m Its complete 

unexpurgated version? Let us give freed 
man by letting the student determine whato~ to a 
text he will use, whether to study the unexpu:.nd of 
version of Rizal, and at the same time be 1 gated 
his God and to his country. Let us not :~to 
him to use the unexpurgated text which · ~I 

· f Y H d ' In the vieW o our onor an myself, could be . 
without any danger to religious belief Coui!Iead . · <we 
not offer that middle ground, that leeway for h' 
to choose what he will read, instead of maki~m 
the course · basic and compulsory? As to the te~ 
the student should decide for himself. ' 

Senator LAUREL. Of course, any compromise that 
would be satisfactory, depending upon the approach 
and the points of view, would be welcome. But the 
situation that you have pictured, gentleman from 
Misamis Oriental, has arisen several times. It has 
arisen in the draft law. The objectors' contention 
is: That is against my conscience, against my re· 
ligious belief. And the state is compelling enlist· 
ment. The individual has to make his choice. Is 
he going to abide by his religious scruples, or is he 
going to abide by the law compelling enlistment! 
Make a choice. Do not enlist and violate the law, 
and then challenge the law. That is the situation 
frequently created in the draft law. 

Senator PELAEZ. There is another point that 
1 

would like to bring out. As far as the executive 
department is concerned, its policy has been one of 
complete respect for religious scruples, and as Ia~ 
as October 6, 1935, the Secretary of J ustice render t · · s see 
an opinion that the members of the reh~Jo\l the 
called "Pilgrim Holiness Church" could obJect t~ t" 

. th subJeC! 
requirement of folk dancing, as one of e d the 
in which their children should t ake pari, an the 
executive department then exempted ~he~ 0~ tor 
ground of religious scruples and said lt 

15 
nfotheir 

the state to inquire into the reasonablenes~ 0 
·5 we 

1
. · t poliCY 1

' 
re Igious belief. Now as the presen ·tnesse'' ' h' WI 
do not require the flag salute of J ehova. ~ beJief, 
because it is a violation of their reMJousbers of 

. th menl t 
neither to require folk dancing of e ld we tr~. 
the Pilgrim Holiness Church. WhY shOU to sa)· 
th C 

freedoU1 · us 
e atholic less and not give them reJigl

0 ~ 
"Excuse me because this is against ~!1g of Fit~· 
belief." But we are compelling the tea.c Jl hiS b

00
' 

· · kl11l~ t~e 
m )ts unexpurgated version by ma . conles to t 
available to the students. But when Jt 1·e e~eJ!l~e . nee I . tJ• 
field of religion or freedom of conscJe ' like 1P 

them on the ground of religious scruples, . 00 orle 
case of the pilgrims. fs!!mis ~~~U 

Senator LAUREL. Gentleman from 1\ 
1 

nd 1re iVi 

tl 
. esa .po 

a , that has been raised several tJm f. .0111 n1
) c'ti 

be going back to our arguments, but 
1 
folk daP 

of view, there is difference between 
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You cannot be compelled to dance 
lo\'e rour country in the sense tha.L the 

Rbal taught. So it depends upon how you 
this problem because of your personal con-

philosophy and perhaps the environ
which you live. 

PELAEz. I agree with Y.our Honor that 
· . .rm!f<>l'•<>n••<> in that patriotism is not involved 
Q&IItcm.g and there is also a point of view 

is not involved in folk dancing, Where
of these two novels in their unexpur

which the substitute bill impliedly ad
religion because it enjoins public school 

to discuss religion, it is worse than folk 
it requires you to exercise your mind for 

agiLUIJsl; your church. 
LAUREL. That is where you reach a point 
have to make a choice whether or not you 

in your faith because your religious 
are so low. E\ren now while not voting to 

or indirectly whether certain events 
recited by Rizal in his two novels are 

a:'C.l•J<;•·vu, the truth is that they merely aim 
virtue and instill noble teachings in the 

minds of our children and to teach them 
certainly not to stir up religious differ

our people. 
PELAEZ. I thank you for Your Honor's 

But I would like to say whether we like 
our intention here is not to stir up reli

among our people. But realisti
not believe we have reached the point that 

has pointed out. We must decide this 
one way or the other. I believe there is 

ground which we can take in the 
solution of this problem. 

LIM. Mr. President, will the gentleman 

,t'R:ESDDE:tiiT. The gentleman from Batangas 
if he so desires. 
LAUREL. With pleasure. 
LIM. I am going to be brief and practical. 

like to go to a practical point first of all. 
like to say that I have not come out yet for 

of the bill. I interpellated Your Honor, 
Recto and Senator Rodrigo and I have held 

until the moment of voting. Now, let 
a Practical point. It seems to me that we 

here among ourselves. Some of us are 
of compelling our students in collegiate 

read or use as required reading material 
or unexpurgated edition of the Noli Me 

Tange1·e and El Filibusteris11w; some of us, because 
it might affect the religious conscience of the stu
dents, would give the students the option of whether 
or not to read the unexpurgated edition of the 
Noli Me Tanger-e and El Filibusterismo, and I think 
that under the proposed amendment if a college 
student under oath notifies the head of the institu
tion or the head of the university that in his con
science he will be committing a sin or that it is 
against his religious belief, that he should be ex
empted from reading the unexpurgated edition. 
But in accordance with the amendment, he should 
be only compelled to take a course under the first 
part of this amendment by substitution. 

Senator LAUREL. Let me jnten-upt you, Your 
Honor. Your Honor overlooked my proposal. My 
proposal is to require all students in colleges and 
universities to read the unexpurgated edition. 

Senator LIM. I mentioned that in the sense that 
that should not be because there is compulsion. In 
other words, we are sort of divided between two 
choices, that there may be compulsion and in some , 
other way we would not compel. Going to the prac- -
tical point, suppose we accept that amendment of ~ 
giving collegiate students the option to take op.ly 
the course mentioned in the first part of Section 1, ~: 
the course on the life, works and writings of Rizal ~: 
mentioned by Your Honor. 

Senator LAUREL. Your Honor is referring to the R 
students who are already in college or university. ~ 
Am I correct? 

Senato: LIM. Yes, Your Honor. If we will ap
prove th1s amendment which will be presented in 
due time of giving the college students the option 
to read the expurgated or unexpurgated edition as 
basic texts of required reading material or just take 
~h~ course under the first part of section 1 which 
1s mc~uded in the curricula for non-collegiate boys 
and girls, I honestly believe if we accept the amend
~ent, we would settle the matter because we will 
g1v.e ~he students, if they are meticulous about their 
rehg1?n, ~ho a~e pe1:h~ps, to use a stronge1• term, 
fanabcal m the1r rehgwn, a choice whether or not 
to read the expurgated or unexpurgated edition of 
the two novels. On the practical point, 1 would 
rather say th~re are very few of our collegiate stu-
dents averagmg from 18 to 19 Years who ld 

. th wou 
ever s1gn . at ~ffi~avit and notify under oath the 
head ?f tl1e msbtubon that in accordance with their 
consc1en~e the study of the unexpurgated edition of 
the Moh Me Tangere and El Filibusterism . ht 
affect their religious beliefs As far as I 0 mig 

· am con-
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rntd, I Rn\ inclined to suspend the approval of 
that anwndnwnt for some practical purposes. Very 
f, of our boys nnd girls would go to the extent 
of notifying the head of the institution under oath 
that they do not want to t•ead the unexpurgated edi
tion of the two novels of Rizal because even now 
before we arc making final action on the bill many 
are already rending the Noli Me Tangere and El 
Filibw1tcrismo. 

Senator LAUREL. Now, what is the question, Your 
Honor? 

Senator LIM. 1'hesc are only preliminary remarks 
becau e after we approve this amendment and next 
year. we find that many students are writing noti
fication under oath exempting themselves from read
ing ot· studying the unexpurgated edition, we can 
amend the law. In the meantime, let us say, let us 
meet partly the objection of the Catholics. Perhaps 
some of them are fanatical. Let us meet them on 
their ground and next year when thousands and 
thousands of students take advantage of this saving 
clause giving them option, Jet us amend the law and 
I am willing and ready right now perhaps prema
turely to pledge to Your Honor that if the amend
ment is presented next year I will vote for it uncom
promisingly because I sincerely believe there are 
only very small percentages of our boys and girls 
in college who will sign that sort of statement. 
In that case, gentleman from Batangas, don't you 
agree with me for practical purpos.es in order to 
settle this matter once and for all, in order that 
nobody can say that we lose in this fight and in 
order to be able to say that the Senate of the 
Philippines is unanimous in approving this bill, can 
we not approve this proposed amendment and if 
next year we find that thousands of students are 
going to be deprived of the patriotic teachings of 
Rizal by taking advantage of the saving proviso 
and really writing statements under oath that they 
should be exempted from reading and studying the 
unexpurgated edition of the two novels of Rizal, then 
we can, for practical purposes, approve a proposed 
amendment of that nature? Don't you think, gen
tleman from Batangas, knowing our youth today, 
that very few only, perhaps the die-hard Catholics, 
will take advantage of that saving clause? I am 
willing to submit an amendment if that is accepted 
somewhere perhaps to constitute an additional 
section and if the gentleman will agree with me 
in the sense that no person or institution of learn
ing shall compel collegiate students to file a notice 
or rather shall compel him or make it a condition 
precedent before admission to that university, other
wise the person responsible shall be penalized by, 

let Ul II&Y, a fine of not more than p 1 11 
imprilonment of not more than onr· y " 'J Jf) ''r ~ 
the d

J•A t' f th ' fAt (Jr b<tL .-.re 1011 o e court. For example . '•1 ~ 
dent goes to the Ateneo or to the nive __ ' If a At~~o 
Tom4s and the authorities say: "We~:~; 'Jf Stt,. 
cept you unless you pledge that you will . not at
notice under oath." Then we penalize t~1&n that 
authorities concerned in order to saf e S<:h'"'' 
purpose of Your Hooor. eguard the 

Senator LAUREL. Well, that is a very long u . 
that I did not understand. q esbon 

Senator LIM. I admit it is very long, but 1 th· 
't f I . . Ink 1 sen:es my pu:t>ose o exp ammg my intention be. 
cause 1f I ma~e 1t short and categorical, I may not be 
unde~stoo?· ~f nece~sity, I r egret I have to make 
that question kllometnc. There are times when yo 
have to make your question that way. u 

Senator LAUREL. Now, specifically, what is the 
question? 

Senator LIM. The question is : Shall we not be 
willing to put to a test or does not the gentleman 
agree with me that really our youth today are so 
aggressive and so modern that very few of them llill 
ever take advantage of that saving proviso, and that 
therefore we should put the certificate to a test and 
accept this amendment, and next year amend the 
law if necessary? 

Senator LAUREL. From my point of view, franklY 
speaking, I don't want to make it an obligation on the 
Filipino youth to read or not to read the works oi 
Rizal upon affidavit or upon any condition that roar 
arise. I think it is the common obligation of all filt· 
pino youth to be familiar with and therefore, read 
the works .o~ Rizal,. particularly' the.N~li ,1Ie Ta::; 
and El Ftltbustemmo. Now, if 1t 1s to be n 
upon any affidavit or upon this affidaYit, eYen upO 

somebody else's affidavit that I don't accept. d , fli a· 
Senator LIM. All right let us eliminate the a.1.,1. • ' I the unt' 

v1t. Let us just allow the student to tel h un· 
'ty ead t e 

Sl concerned that he does not want to r . "\\'e~ I 
expurgated versions. Let the student sa), ·th w~ 
am a die-hard Catholic I am afraid mY fate~Pu.r· 
b 

· . un· 
e weakened. I don't want to read an) flid<JI·tl· 

gated editions." All right, eliminate thatb:ang<l, I 
Senator LAUREL. Gentleman from zantd , slllt&· 

think I made that clear. As I have ai.rea .\th...-t,, 
th 

. FTPino lo V 
ere 1s only one obligation of the 1 1 ·f FiZ3 

. 

be familiar with and to r ead the works 
0
d in till~ 

b rea ~· 
and to read his works, they must enditioll. to 11 

unexpurgated forms. Any other c~ tlr iJ1
1P"'! 

required that would directly or ind.u·ec pitY is t' 
or impair that purpose and that ph

11050 

acceptable to me. 



tP 




